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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, pubUshed 
in June 1975. 

Since the early 1970's, victimization surveys 
have been designed and carried OJ)t for the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by 
the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpose ~f 
developing information that permits detailed assess­
ment of the character and extent of selected types of 
criminal victimization. Based on representative 
samplings of households and commercial establish­
ments, the program has had two main elements: a 
continuous national survey and surveys in various 
cities. Although the overall objective of the program 
is to provide insights into the impact of crimes that 
are of major concern to the genera! public and law 
frinforcement authodties, it is anticipated that the 
scope of the surveys will be modified periodically 
in order to address other topics in the realm of 
criminal justice. In addition, continuing methodologi­
cal studies are expected to yield refinements in survey 
questionnaires and procedures. 

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

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

The surveys in 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 publicatioll 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 
subjecc 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 effo:ot. As part of the discussion on re­
liability of estimates, these sources of error are 
treated in Appendixes II and III. It shquld be noted 
at the outset, however, that with respect to the effect 
of sampling errors, estimate variations can be de­
termined rather precisely. In the report's selected 
findings, categorical statements involving analytical 
comparisons met statistical tests that the differences 
were equivalent to or greater than two standard 
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errors, or, in other words, that the chances were at 
least 95 out of 100 that each difference described did 
not result solely from sampling variability. Qualified 
statements of comparison met significance tests that 
the differences were within the range of 1.6 and 2 
standard errors, or that there was a likelihood equal 
to at least 90 (but less than 95) out of 100 that the 
difference did not result solely from sampling vari­
ability. These conditional statements are charac­
terized by use of the term "some indication." 

Four technical appendixes and a glossary of terms 
have been included to facilitate further analyses and 
other uses of survey results. The first appendix con­
tains facsimiles of the questionnaires used for the 
household and comn~ercial 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 des~gned as guides to the interpretation 
of survey results. 

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

Attempts to compare information in this publica­
tion with data collected from local police by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation and published in its 
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report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime 
Reports-1973 are inappropriate because of substan­
tial differences in coverage between the surveys a1ld 
police statistics. A major difference arises from t.he 
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 includle all 
reported crimes occurring within the city limits, 
irrespective of the victim's place of residence, and 
exclude crimes experienced by city residents in other 
jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey 
relate only to persons age 12 and over, whereas 
police statistics count crimes against persons of any 
age. The sN.rveys did not measure some offenses, 
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crime:s, 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 Ihan 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 statisticr for these crimes 
are based on the total population. A technical note 
entitled "Victim characteristics," Appendix IV, gives 
additional details on the manner in which the vic­
timization survey rates were computed. 
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police, by type of crime, race of head of household, and form of 
tenure. ____________________________________________________________________ . 51 

77. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft 
loss reported to the police, by type of crime and value of loss. 52 

Theft and/or damage 
78. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft 

and/or damage loss, by type of ~rime. _________ .... _._ .. ___ .... _ 52 
79. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations result­

ing in theft loss, by value of stolen property, including cash, and 
type of crime. ____ . _________________ . ____ .. _ .. _____ ... _._._ 52 

80. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations result­
ing in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head of household, 
type of crime, and value of loss. ._ .. ________ .. _____ 53 

81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations result­
ing in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered and type of 
crime. ____ . _____ . ___ ... ___________ ....., .. ___ .... ___ .. __ ._ 54 

Time lost from work 
82. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of 

time from work, by type of crime. __________________ .. 54 
83. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations result­

ing in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type 
of crime. ____ .. __ . -.--.~----.-.----.-------r------. 54 

Time of occurrence 
84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of 

crime and time of occurrence. ________ .. ____ .. _._.___ 55 

Crimes against commercial establishments 
General 

x 

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

86. Commercial (~rimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by 
selected characteristics of commercial establishments. . ____ _ 

87. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments that were vic-
timized, by kind of e!itablishment. _. _____________ .. _ 

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

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

of establishment and number of offenders. ___ ... _. ___________ _ 

55 

56 

56 

56 

57 
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Tables (continued) 
Crimes against commercial establishments (continued) 

Number of victimizations 
90. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimized commer­

cial establishments, by kind of establishment and number of 
victimizations incurred. ___ ........... ___ ... _ ...... _ .. ___ ...... _ .. _ ....... _ .... ___ ._ 57 

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

of crime and place of occurrence. __ ........... _ .. _ .. __ ..... _______ ._........ 57 

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

reporting victimizations to the police. ._ ... __ ..... _ ..... _. ___ ... _ .... __ ._. 57 

Reporting to the police 
93. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the 

police, by kind of establishment and type of crime. ______ ... _.__ 58 

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

security measures. _ ... ______ .. _. __ . __ .. _. ___ .. ______ .. ____ . ______ . _____ . ___ - 58 

95. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with selected 
types of security measures, by kind of establishment. ------- 58 

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. 59 
97. Comrnercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations re­

sultiu!;\ in theft and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment 
and vtliue of loss ... __ . ________ . __ .. ___ ._ .. ___ . _________ .. ____ ... ___ .... ___ .. __ - 59 

98. Commercial burglary: Percent of victimizations resu1;:.ng in 
damage loss to the premises, by kind of establishment. _________ 59 

Time lost from work 
99. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by 

number of employees losing time from work. _ .. _____ .. ________ 60 
100. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by 

number of man-days lost from work. ___ .... ___ .. __ .. _ .... __ .. ___ .. ____ 60 

Time of occurrence 
101. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incitlents, by type 

of crime and time of occurrence. ___ . ______ ----•. __ , .. __ ._. __ .... ___ ... _ 61 

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

used weapons, by kind of establishment. _______ .. _________________ 61 

103. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type 
of weapon used by offenders. ___ .. __ • __________ . __________________ .__ 61 
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Tables ( continued) 

Appendix. II 
I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal 

incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations, 
by size of estimate. ----------------------------------------:--­

II. Standard error ap~roximations 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 comrnercial,victimiza­

tions, by characteristics of estabUshments 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 of the general 
population. Based on representative samplings of 
households and commercial establishments, the 
surveys elicit information about experiences, if any, 
with selected crimes of violence and theft, including 
events that were reported to the police as well as 
those that were not. By focusing on the victim, the 
person likely to be most aware of details concern­
ing criminal events, the surveys generate a variety of 
data, including information on the circumstances 
under which such acts occurred and .on their effect. 

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet under­
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data, 
victimization surveys are expected to supply the 
criminal justice community with new insights into 
crime and its victims, complementing data resources 
already on hand for purpo~es of planning, evalua­
tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes 
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to 
polic~, ~ttention. They also furnish a means for 
developing victim profiles, and, for identifiable s~c­
tors of society, yield information necessary to com­
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza­
tiQ~ surveys also have the capability of distinguish­
ing'(~etween stranger-to-stranger and domestic via.. 
lence~nd between armed and strong-arm assaults 
and robbOries. 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 c~Ttain criminal acts a~ not reported to police 
authorities. Conducted periodically 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 localiticfl. 

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

I, 

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. Mo::e 
specifically, they have been shown to be most ap­
plicable to rape, robbery, assault, burglary, and both 
personal and household larceny, including motor 
vehicle th~ft. 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 
p~ostitution, also are excluded, as are those crimes 
foc"which it is difficult to identify knowledgeable 
respondents or to locate comprehensiv~,dl!ta records, 
as in offenses against government entities. 1 Ex­
amples of the latter are income tax evasion and the 
theft of office supplies. Crimes of which the victim 
may not be aware also cannot be measured effec­
tively by the survey techn!que. Buying stolen proper­
ty may fall into this category, as may some instances 
of fraud and emb(:zzlemeii,t. 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 Qf swindles, can 
games, and blackmail. 

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

1 

-""""J' 
I 



___________ rl_M_-~ ___ 

2 Criminal Victimization SurveYIl 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 
III of this report. 

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

Another of the issues related in part to victim 
recall ability involves the so-called series victimiza­
tions. Each series consists of three or more criminal 
events similar, if not identical, in nature and in­
curred by persons unable to identify separately the 
details of each act, or, in some cases, to recount 
accurately the total number of such acts. Because 
of this, no attempt is made to collect information on 
the specific month, or months, of occurrence of 
series victimizations; instead, such data are attributed 
to the season, or sehsons, 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, l'ates of 
victimization would have been higher. Because of 
the inability of victims to furnish details concerning 
their experiences, however, it would have been im-

possible to analyze the characteristics and effects of 
these crimes. But, although the estimated number of 
series victimizations was appreciable, the number of 
victims who actually experienced such acts was small 
in relation to the total number of individuals who 
were victimized one or more times and who had 
firm recollections of each event. Approximately 
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 S!lrv(~ys 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,#udy, a basic distinction is made between 
two types of offenses against persons: crimes of 
violence and crimes of theft. Personal crimes of 
violence (rape, personal robbery, and assault) all 
bring the victim into direct contact with the offender. 
Personal crimes of theft mayor may not involve 
contact between the victim and offender. 

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

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

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

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

Assaults are crimes in which the object is to do 
physical harm to the victim. The conventional forms 
of assault are "aggravated" and "simple." An assault 
carried out with a weapon is considered to be an 
aggravated assault, irrespective of the degree of 
injury, if any. An assault carried out without a 
weapon is also an aggravated assault if the attack 
results in serious injury. Simple assault occurs when 
the injury, if any, is minor and no weapon is used. 
Within the general category of assault tire 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 
scuffle or a domestic spat. There is reason to 
believe that incidents of assault stemming from 
domestic quarrels are underreported in victimiza­
tion surveys because some victims do not consider 
such events crimes or are reluctant to implicate 
relatives or friends (see "Reliability of estimates," 
Appendix II). 

Personal crimes of theft (Le., personal larceny) 
involve the theft of cash or property by stealth. 
Such crimes mayor may not bring the victim into 
direct contact with the offender. Personal larceny 
with contact encompasses purse snatching, 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, 
etc. Lack of force is a major identifying element in 
personal larceny. Should, for example, a womJn 
become aware of an attempt to snatch her purse 
and resist, and should the offender then use force, 
the crime would escalate to robbery. 

In any criminal incident against a person, more 
than a single offense can take place. A rape may be 
associated with a robbery, for example. In classify­
ing the survey-measured crimes, each criminal 
event has been counted only once, by the most 
serious act that took place during the incident and in 
accordance with the seriousness ranking system used 
by the Federal Bureau of Investig~tion. The order 
of seriousness for crimes against persons is: rape, 
robbery, assault, and larceny. Consequently, if a 
person were both robbed and assaulted during the 
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same incident, the event would be classified as 
robbery; but, if the victim was harmed by the beating, 
the detailed characteristics would reveal that it was 
robbery with injury. 

CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS 

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

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

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

Only two types of comm!!rcial crimes are 
measured by the National Crime Survey program: 
robbery and burglary. These crimes are comparable 
to robbery'of persons and burglary of households 
except that they are carried out against places of 
business rather than individuals or households. Un­
like household burglary, however, commercial 
burglaries can take place only on the premises of 
business firms. In a robbery of a commercial estab­
lishment, as in a personal robbery, there must be 
per~()ni!l 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 criminat 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 l Table 1]. 

Men were victimized at about 1 Y2 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 J ,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, 

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 a:!d 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 5r2 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 
l'elatively 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]. 
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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 
victim'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]. 

Crime!: of violence involving non strangers oc­
curred inside the victim's home relatively more 
often than did those involving strangers [Table 
37J. 

Number of victims and offenders 
Eighty-eight percent of all personal crimes of vio­
lence involved a single victim [Table 30J. 

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]. 

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 

Strangers committed 78 percent of all personal 
crimes of violence [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-offepder cdmes of vio­
lence against whites were pdpetrated 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]. 

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 singfe- and multiple-offender crimes of 
violence against whites [Tables 10, 12]. 

Weapons use by offenders 
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 57]. 

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

Victims rarely used firearms or knives in self­
defense, but physical resistance and weapons of 
other types were employed relatively frequently 
[Table 45]. c:> . 

Victim injury and economic loss 
Victims were injured in 31 percent of persunal 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 471. 

Personal larceny was more likely than robbery 
to have resulted in economic loss to the victim 
['J1able 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 bl&("ks 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-t(!nths 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 $50 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 97J. 
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SURVEY DATA TABLES 

Table 1. P.~r~onal crimes: Number of victimizations and victimization rates 
\) for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 
'From serious assault 

'. From minor assault 
Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Number 

22,400 
1,200 
6,700 

2,300 
1,200 
1,100 
2,400 
2,000 

14,600 
5.600 
1,700 
3,900 
9,000 
2,600 
6.400 

38,100 
2,000 

400 
400 

1,100 
36,100 

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

Rate 

70 
4 

2l 

'I 
4 
3 
8 
6 

46 
18 

5 
12 
28 

8 
20 

120 
6 
1 
1 
4 

113 
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10 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Minneapolis 

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

Type of crime Incidents Victimizations Ratio 

Crimes of violence 18,900 22,400 1:1.19 
Rape 1,100 1,200 1:1.05 
Robbery 5,700 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 
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,.1100 2,000 1:1.10 

Assault 12,000 14,600 1:1.21 
Aggravatect 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 assault 7,800 9,000 1:1.16 
Nith 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 ,,1:1.06 
Pocket picking 1,100 1,100 1.:1.03 

Personal larceny without contact1 '35,400 36,100 1:1.02 

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

'Because 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 pertornl an 
adju~tmen~ 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 Involying strangers Involvins nonstrangers 
Type or cr:i1l1e ~ber <!ate Number Rate Number Rate , 

1.,<,", 

J Cr:i1I1es or violence 22,400 ?'J 17,400 55 5,000 16 i 

~ 
Rape 1,200 4· 1,000 3 200 1 

Completed rape 400 1 300 1 ~loo ~Z 

Attempted rape 800 3 700 2 ~loo ~z 

1 
Robbery 6,700 21 6,000 19 700 2 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 2,300 7 ;2,000 6 200 1 

From serious assault 1,200 4 1,000 3 1100 ~Z 

From serious assault 1,100 3 1,000 3 ~loo ~Z 

Robbery without injury 2,400 8 2,100 7 300 1 
Attempted robbery without injury 2,000 6 1,800 6 200 1 

Assault 14,600 46 10,500 33 4,100 13 
Aggravated assault 5,600 18 4,100 13 1,500 5 

With injury 1,700 5 1,100 4 600 ;2 
Attempted assault with w~apon 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 
weapon 6,400 20 4,900 15 1,500 5 

NOTE: Detail may not udd to total shown because or rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
~EstL~ate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Minneapolis 

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

Charact.erist.ic All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of t.heft 

Sex 
Male (45) 50 54 4S 
Female (55) 50 46 52 

Race 
Whit.e t4

) 
93 94 93 

Black ~~ 5 4 5 
ot'ter 2 2 2 

Age 
12-15 ~~ 11 15 8 
16-19 17 20 15 
20-21, 

171 
26 25 26 

25-34 19 20 18 22 
35-49 15 13 11 14 
50-64 18 9 7 10 
65 and over (17) 4 4 4 

Detail may- not add to 100 percent because of l:ounding. Numbers in parentheses refer t.o 
percent in the group. 

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

Sex Race 
Type of crime Both sexes Male Female \~hito Black 

~rimes of violence 78 82 73 78 61 
Rape 82 0 82 86 0 
Robbery- 89 92 85 90 81 

Robbery- and attempted 
robbery with injury 89 96 81 89 180 

From serious assault. 89 94 75 89 174 
From minor assault 90 100 83 90 1100 

Robbery- wit.hout. injury 88 93 80 89 170 
Attempted robbery- without. 
injury 91 88 96 91 1100 

Assault. 72 77 66 73 58 
Aggravat.ed assault 74 78 65 75 58 

With injury 67 78 48 67 156 
Att.empted assault with 
weapon 77 79 74 78 58 

Simple assault 7l 76 66 72 159 
Wit.h injury 58 69 45 59 151 
Attempted assault 
wit.hout. weapon 76 79 74 76 163 

lEst.imate, based on about. 10 or fewer sample cases, is st.at.istically- up~eliable. 
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Survey Oa'a Tables 

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

Male Female 
Type of crime White Black \'lhite Black 

Crimes of violence 82 74 74 50 
Rape 0 0 86 o· 
Robbery 93 189 85 171 

With injury 96 ll00 81 174 
Without injury- 91 187 88 167 

Assault. 77 67 67 50 
Aggravated assault. 78 173 68 147 
Simple assault. 77 157 66 159 

lEst.imat.e, based on about. 10 or fewer sample cases, is stat.istically- unreliable. 

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

Race and age 

All races1 
12-15 
16-19 
20-24 
25-34 
35-49 
50-64 
65 and over 

\~hit.e 

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

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

All assaul t.s 

57 
72 
78 
72 
69 
81 
89 

58 
73 
79 
71 
68 
85 
89 

"43 
262 
"50 
"85 

"100 
225 

0 

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

Aggravated assault Simple assault 

61 55 
74 71 
81 76 
69 74 
71 68 
78 82 

"lOO 85 

62 56 
76 71 
82 77 
68 73 
69 67 
89 82 

"100 85 

"40 "49 
"62 0 
258 "44 
280 "lOO 

"100 "100 
"28 0 

0 0 

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

Table 8. Persoilal crimes of violence: Percent distribution tif victimizations 
involving nonstrangers, by type of crime and nature of ralationship 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence1 
Robbery-
Assault. 

Related and/or well known 

43 
29 
46 

lIncludes dat.a on rape, not shown separately-. 

Casually- acquainted 

57 
71 
54 

13 
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14 Criminal Victimization Surveys In MlnneaDolis 

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

Perceived race of offender 
Type of crime Not known and White Black Other n9t available 
Crimes of violence f:JJ Zl 9 4 Rape 6S Z7 '5 0 Completed rape 70 '30 0 0 Attempted rape 6S 25 '7 0 Robbery 43 42 10 6 Robbery with injury 44 41 '10 '5 Robbery without injury 43 42 9 16 Assault 64 23 9 4 Aggravated assault 60 24 10 6 Simple assault 67 23 8 '2 

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

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

Perc ei'led race of offe.!.1der 
Type of crime and race of victims Not known and I'lhite Black Other not available 
Crimes of violence 

White 64 25 9 2 Black II 65 '3 21 Rape 
White 73 21 '6 0 Black 0 '100 0 0 Robbery 
White 45 41 9 '4 Black '20 '67 0 .113 Robbery with injury 
White 49 41 '8 '3 Black 0 '100 0 0 Robbery without injury 
White 44 41 10 '5 Black '25 '58 0 '17 ),ssault 
White 68 21 9 2 Black '10 61 '4 '25 Aggravated assault 
White 63 21 II 5 Black '8 51 .15 '35 Simple assault 
White 70 22 8 lZ Black '14 '86 0 0 

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

" 

f' ; 

Survey Data Tables 

Table 11. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple­
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offenders 

Perceived race of offenders 
Not known and 

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

Crimes of violence 38 35 12 II 3 
Rape '35 '30 35 0 0 
Robbery 31 42 13 10 '4 

Robbery with injury 33 34 17 14 '2 
Robbery without injury 31 46 11 8 '4 

Assault 43 30 10 13 3 
Aggravated assault 40 34 9 14 3 
Simple assault 46 28 11 12 '3 

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

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

and perceived race of offenders 

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

Crimes 'of violence1 
Wh1\e 38 35 
Black "37 49 

Robbery 
White 31 42 
Black "40 "40 

Assault 
White 1;4 29 
Black "36 "52 

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

12 
0 

13 
0 

11 
0 

Mixed racen 

11 
"9 

9 
"20 

13 
34 

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

Not known and 
not available 

3 
"6 

"4 
0 

"3 
38 

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

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived age of offender 
Not known 

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

Crimes of violence lZ 32 3 14 15 64 3 
Rape 0 '12 0 '2 '10 86 '2 
Robbery 0 48 '5 26 17 49 '3 
r~bbery with injury 0 34 '5 21 '9 62 '3 
Robbery without injury 0 54 '5 28 21 43 '3 

Assault '1 30 3 1.2 14 66 3 
Aggraveted assault 12 28 12 12 14 65 6 
Simple assault lZ 31 4 12 15 67 12 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistica11y unreliable. 
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16 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Minneapolis 

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

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived ~e of offender 

Type of crime and age of victims Not known and Under 12 12-20 21 and over not available 
Crimes of violence' 

12-19 "z 55 41 "3 20-34 0 19 78 3 35-49 0 23 75 "2 50-64 0 26 69 "6 65 and over "9 47 40 "4 Robbery 
12-19 0 83 217 0 20-34 0 24 70 26 35-49 0 "41 "59 0 50-64 0 230 "59 "11 65 and over 0 "59 "41 0 Assault 
12-19 "1 53 42 "4 20-34 0 18 79 "3 35-49 0 "15 82 "3 50-64 0 "24 73 "3 65 and over "17 "37 "40 "7 

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

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

Perceived ~e of offenders 
All under All 21 Not known and Type of crime 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available 

Crimes of violence '1 52 21 22 4 Rape 0 '15 '40 '35 '10 Robbery '2 51 22 20 5 Robbery with injury 0 55 20 20 '5 Robbery without injury '3 49 23 20 '5 Assault '1 54 19 23 '3 Aggravated assault 0 54 20 23 '4 Simple assault '1 55 19 22 '2 
NOTE: Detail may not lIqd to ,100 percent because of rnunding. 

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 ~e of offenders 
Type of crime and All under Al121 
age of victims 12 All 12-20 and over 

Crimes of violence1 
12-19 "1 73 7 
20-34 "1 30 38 
35-49 "2 35 32 
50-64 "3 42 "14 
65 and over 0 70 211 

Robbery 
12-19 "4 79 24 
20-34 23 23 38 
35-49 0 35 42 
50-64 0 38 "14 
65 and over 0 65 219 

Assault 
12-19 0 73 8 
20-34 0 36 37 
35-49 22 35 "20 
50-64 "2 48 "13 
65 and over 0 "78 0 

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

Mixed ages 

16 
28 
26 
21 
"9 

12 
32 

316 
"26 
28 

19 
26 
37 

"13 
"11 

"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically u.~eliable. 

Not known and 
not available 

22 
"2 
2t, 
21 
"9 

21 
"3 
"7 

"21 
28 

"1 
22 
24 

"19 
"11 

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~r age 12 and over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of viol,ence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

From ser;l.ous assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

\~ith injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Male 
(143,200) 

85 
o 

28 

9 
6 
3 

11 
9 

57 
25 
7 

18 
32 
9 

22 

128 
5 

lZ 
o 
5 

123 

Female 
(175,000) 

59 
7 

15 

6 
2 
4 
5 
4 

37 
11 

.4 
7 

26 
7 

19 

113 
7 
2 
2 
3 

105 

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

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

12-15 16-19 20-:14 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over 
Type of crime (22,700) (28,300) (52,700) (59,300) (1,6,300) (56,000) (53,000) 

Crimes of violence 150 161 104 67 52 29 19 
Rape 11 16 9 4 1Z 0 0 
Robbery " 54 37 24 16 19 13 10 

Robbery and attempted robbel~r 
with injury 15 10 6 5 7 7 5 

Robbery without injury 23 11 10 7 7 3 3 
Attempted robbery without injury 16 16 8 4 5 3 '2 

Assault 94 lOB 72 47 32 16 9 
Aggravated assault 31 46 26 19 12 7 '3 

With injury 15 12 9 4 4 11 '2 
Attempted assault with weapon 16 33 17 15 8 6 '1 

Simple assault 63 62 45 27 20 10 6 
With injury 25 17 13 7 6 12 '1 
Attempted assault without weapon 38 45 32 2l 15 8 5 

Crimes of theft 139 197 192 142 115 70 30 
Personal larceny with contact 7 6 6 3 7 7 9 

Purse snatching 0 11 11 '1 12 4 6 
Pocket picking 7 15 5 12 4 12 12 

Personal larceny without contact 132 192 185 139 lOB 64 21 

NOTE: Detail msy not add to total shown. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the grou? 
Z Leas than 0.5 per 1,000. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tabl"~ 

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

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

Type or crime 

Crimes or v:!.olence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

From serioUs assault 
From minor~~ssault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes or theft 
Personel larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personel larceny without contact 

White 
(297,500) 

71 
4 

21 

7 
3 
4 
8 
6 

46 
17 
5 

12 
29 

8 
21 

118 
6 
3. 
3 

113 

Black 
(14,700) 

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

lEstimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unr~liable. 
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Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Less than $3,000- $7,500- $10,000-
$3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 

Type 01' crime (36,000) (79.400) (30,000) (65,600) 

Crimes of violence 93 88 62 59 
Rape 6 7 12 3 
Robbery 33 28 17 13 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 13 10 5 4 

Robbery without injury 12 12 14 5 
Attempted robbery without injury 8 6 8 4 

Assault 53 53 4,} 42 
Aggravated assault 21 22 19 16 

With injUl'Y 8 7 6 4 
Attempted assault with weapon 13 15 13 12 

Simple assault 33 31 24 26 
With injury 10 10 7 8 
Attempted assault without weapon 22 21 17 18 

Crimes of theft 138 ll6 122 124 
Personal larceny with contact 12 8 6 6 

Purse snatching 6 4 12 12 
Pocket picking 6 4 14 4 

Personal larceny without contact 126 108 117 U8 

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

o 

$15,000- $25,000 Not 
$24,999 or more available 
(53,100) (17,500) (36,600) 

53 65 65 
11 0 12 
15 18 20 

13 14 8 
/; 16 7 
'1 18 5 .', 

,;~ 47 43 
II 18 14 

... 15 4 
8 14 10 

26 29 29 
5 16 9 

21 23 20 
ll7 175 78 
13 12 5 
11 0 13 
12 12 12 

l14 173 74 
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Table 21. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and marital status of victims 

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

Never Divorced and 
married Married Widowed separated 

Type of crime (11),500) (151,500) (Z7,6OO) (24,200) 

i Crimes of violence 114 3'1 27 108 
n Rape 8 '1 0 8 
II Robbery )3 11 13 37 

~ Robbery and attempted robbery 

1 
with injury 9 4 6 15 

From serious assault 4 2 '3 10 
From minor assault 5 2 '3 '5 

Robbery without injury 12 4 '5 13 
Attempted robbery without injury 11 3 '2 9 

Assault 74 28 14 63 
Aggravated assault 28 10 6 )0 

With injury 10 2 '2 12 
Attempted assault with weapon 18 9 '4 18 

Simple assault 46 18 8 33 
With injury \ i~ 15 3 '1 12 c," 

Attempted assault without wel',pon 31 14 7 21 

Crimes of theft 167 92 49 148 
Personal larceny with contact 7 3 15 12 

Purse snatching 1 1 9 8 
Pocket pick;\~ 6 2 6 '3 

Personal larceny without contact 160 89 34 137 

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

11 

N 

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

r Crimes of violence Crimes of theft n 
!, Robberz AssBUlt Personal Personal i' 
I All personal Robbery Robbery All personal larceny larceny S' 
I crimes of All rob- with without All Aggravated Simple crimes of with without !. 
1 

Sex and age violence Rape beries injury injury assaults assault assault theft contact contact < 
t' Male 9: 

1 
12-15 ~11,3oo~ 168 0 76 2l 55 92 33 59 11;4 113 131 3 

'" 16-19 12,700 175 0 50 15 35 125 70 55 221 15 216 ~ 
I 2~ r3

'6oo! 
117 0 29 7 22 88 37 50 209 7 203 0' 

\ 
25-34 29,900 81 0 20 5 14 62 26 35 11;4 13 l4l ::J 
35-49 22,000 69 0 29 9 19 41 19 22 102 16 96 en 

! 5~ 24,400 34 0 13 7 6 2l 9 12 77 13 74 c 
65 and over (19,300) 23 0 14 17 17 9 12 7 30 12 28 ~ • I Female 'C • Ii 12-15 11,400) 131 13 32 110 23 96 30 66 135 11 134 S' I' 

II 16-19 15,600) 150 30 27 16 2l 94 26 68 178 16 171 
~ ~ 29,000) 94 15 20 6 14 59 17 42 177 6 171 it 25-34 29;400) 52 8 13 15 8 31 12 19 l4l 14 137 S' 

~ 
::J .~ 

35-49 24,3oo~ 35 11 11 15 15 24 15 19 126 7 118 • • 
!i 

5~ 31,600 25 0 13 7 7 12 15 8 65 9 56 .'8 65 and over (33,700) 16 0 8 14 13 8 13 6 29 12 17 ,~ 

• i NOTE: Detail may not add to total Shollll becBUse of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer smlple cases, is statistically WlI'eUable. 
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Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and sex and race of victims 

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

Male Female 
White Black White Black 

Type of crime (133,600) (6,800) (163,900) (7,900) 

Crimes of violence 86 67 59 65 
Rape 0 0 7 16 
Robbery 28 23 16 '15 

With injury 9 '2 6 18 
Without injury 19 120 10 ' 7 

Assault 58 44 36 44 
Aggravated assault 25 27 10 33 
Simple assault 33 '17 26 '11 

Crimes of theft 127 154 112 127 
Personal larceny with 
contact 4 '13 7 '2 

Personal larceny without 
contact 123 141 104 125 

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

'Estimate, based on sbout 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) 

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 
Robbe!::l; Ass!!l.!lt 

All personal RObbery Robbery 
crimes of All rob- with without All Aggravated Simple 

Sex and mar,ital statuI! violence
' 

beries injury injury assaults assault assault 

Male 
Never married (54,300) 130 45 12 32 85 39 1.;6 
Married F5,500) 50 13 4 9 37 14 23 
Widowed 4,000) "28 "16 "8 "8 "12 "8 "4, 
Divorced and 

separated (8,800) 131 55 24 31 75 42 33 
Female 

Never married (59,200) 100 2l 7 14 64 17 47 
Married (76,000) 29 9 4 5 19 6 13 
Widowed (23,600) 27 1,3 "6 7 14 "5 9 
Divorced and 

separated (15,400) 95 26 c 10 16 56 23 33 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown bec,ause of rounding. .Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
'Includes data 011 rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer s~ple cases, is statistically unreliablll. 
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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) 

Cr~~es of violence C)rimes of theft 
Personal Personal 

All personal All perllonal larceny larceny 
crimes of crimes of with without 

Race and age vio1ence1 Robbery Assault theft contact contact 

White 
12-15 (20,000) 154 57 96 140 27 133 ."" !u.~! 

168 39 li2 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 li4 6 lOB 
50-64 53,700 29 13 16 70 6 64 
65 and over (52,000) 19 10 9 29 9 20 

Black 
12-15 2'ooo~ 86 "26 "60 143 28 135 
16-19 1,600 "75 "22 "53 131 0 131 
20-24 2,300 li6 "15 B7 215 "15 199 
25-34 3,200 53 "11 "37 166 "5 160 
35-49 2,800~ "51 "32 "19 113 "6 107 
50-64 1,900 "45 "9 236 82 "10 "72 
65 andover (1,000) "16 "16 0 "69 0 "69 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
1Inc1udes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 26. Personal crimes: Victimization ra,tes for persons age 12 and over, 
by race and annual family income of 'victims and type of crime 

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

All personal All personal 
crimes of crimes of 

Race and income violence1 Robbery Assault theft 

White 
Less than $3,000 (32,500) 96 34 55 139 
$3,000-$7,499 ~72,600~ 87 29 51 113 
$7,500-$9,999 27,800 64 17 46 123 
$10,000-$14, 999 ~ 62,,00 } 58 13 42 122 
$15,000-$24,999 50,800 56 16 39 114 
$25,000 or "more 16.800 65 18 47 177 

_ Not available (34,500) 65 19 44 79 
Black 

Less than $3,000 (2,400) "55 "14 :aU 116 
$3,000-$7,499 ~4,900~ 112 32 70 146 
$7 • 500-$9,999 1,300 0 0 0 117 
$10,000-$14,999 ~2'000~ ";i9 "17 ~42 179 
$15,000-$24,999 1,900 "9 0 "9 202 
$25,000 or more 400~ "126 "43 "83 "149 
Not available (1,800 "57 "19 "38 "58 

NOTE: Detail may not add t.<J total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
lInc1udes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreUable. 
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'Table 27. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by race,' sex, and age of victims and type of crime 

Race, sex, and age 

White 
Male 

12-15 10,000 
16-19 11,800 
20-24 22,200 
25-34 27,300 
"35-49 20,000 
50-64 23,500 
65 and over (18,800) 

Female 
12-15 10,000 
16-19 14,400 
20-24 27 ,000 
25-34 27,000 
35-49 22,100 
50-64 30,300 
65 and over (33,100) 

Black 
Male 

12-15 1,000;. : 
16-19 700) 
20-24 800) 
25-34 1,800) 
35-49 1,300) 
50-64 BOO) 
65 and over (400) 

Female 
12-15 900) 
16-19 900) 
20-24 1'500~ 
25-34 1,400 
35-49 1,500 
50-64 l,l00} 
65 and over (600) 

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

Crimes of violence 

177 
184 
117 

83 
69 
34 
24 

131 
156 

95 
52 
37 
24 
16 

65 
75 

139 
55 
82 
21 
o 

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

Crimes of theft 

149 
229 
205 
140 
102 

77 
28 

131 
181 
177 
146 
125 

64 
29 

1100 
1131 

310 
197 
197 
185 

1133 

191 
1131 
160 
125 
127 
181 
129 

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

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

Crimes of violence 61 16 9 10 4 
Rape 84 14 16 14 12 
Robbery 42 26 15 13 5 

Robbery and attempted robbery' 
with injury 38 27 14 15 17 

From serious assault 31 20 23 113 113 
From minor assault 45 35 14 16 0 

Robbery without injury 34 31 17 13 15 
Attempted robbery without injury 54 19 14 10 13 

Assault 68 12 7 9 4 
Aggravated assault 65 11 7 10 7 

With injury 63 110 10 12 15 
Attempted assault with weapon 6:' 11 5 9 9 

Simple assault 69 12 7 9 2 
With injury 67 14 7 10 13 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 71 12 '1 9 12 

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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. .. Sury.y .. Data Tabl •• 

Table 29. Personal crimes of v.i~lence: Percent of incidents.involving-a single 
offender, by type of crime and victim~ffender relationship . 

Type of crime Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 
Grimes of violence 

Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

57 
83 
39 
64 

76 
90 
65 
77 

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

Type of crime All incidcmts Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence 88 B9 87 Rape 93 91 100 Robbery 92 93 95 Robbery and attempted 

robbery with injury 93 94 86 From serious assault 93 93 191 From minor assault 
Robbery without injury 

93 94 180 
Attempted robbery without 

B9 90 83 
injury 94 95 187 Assault 86 86 87 Aggravated assault 82 81 83 With injury 87 86 88 Attempted assault with 

weapon 79 7~; 79 Simple assault B9 B9 B9 With injury 91 92 90 Attempted assault without 
weapon 88 88 B9 

1Estimate" based on about 10 or i'ewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable. 

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

relationship and type of crime 

Relationship Robbery and assault Robbery Assault 
All victimizations 31 34 29 

Invo1vi.'1g strangek's 28 34 25 Involving nonstrangers 40 34 41 

'\ ... '; 
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28 Criminal Vlcllmlzatlon Surveys In Mlnneapoll:! 

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 29 
Female' 31 37 29 

Race 
34 29 White 30 

Black 29 130 29 

Age ;1 
2S 42 12-15 37 
27 27 16-19 27 

20-24 30 27 31 
25-34 25 32 23 
35-49 33 38 30 
50-64 32 50 17 
65 and over 42 51 31 

Annual famUy income 
36 40 34 Less than $3,000 

$3,000-$7,499 33 36 31 
$7 , 500-$9 ,999 30 31 30 
$10,000-$14,999 29 33 28 
$15 000-$24,999 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 

Item Crimes of violence1 Robbery Assault 

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

Incurred medical expenses" 5 5 5 

lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2 Includes only those victimizations in which the victima knew with certainty that medical expenses 

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

--------~ ----
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Survey Data Tables 

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

victims and type of crime 

Characteristic Crimes of violence' Robbery Assault 

Sex 
Male 7 8 6 
Female 7 9 5 

Race 
White 7 8 5 
Black 10 1.0 11 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 7 9 5 
Involving nonstrangers 6 4 6 

'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

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

Amountl 

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

Percent 

43 
38 
18 

1 Includes only those victimizations in whic!J the victims knew with certainty that medical expenses 
were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses. 
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\; L Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence 
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Type of crime Inside own home 

All personal crimes 5 
Crimes of violence 14 

Rape 29 
Robbery 12 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 14 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 11 

Assault 14 
Aggravated assault ,:, 13 
Simple assault 15 

Crimes of theft 1Z 
Personal larceny with contact 13 
Personal larceny without contact 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less tli'an 0.5 percent. 
••• Not applicable. 

Near own home 

4 
10 
19 

8 

13 

6 
II 
11 
11 

1 
10 

1Estimatft, bS3ed on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

, it 

On street, or in park, 
Inside nonresidential playgrowld, schoolground, 
building or parking lot 

20 51 
12 51 
14 44 
7 61 

14 60 

62 9 
15 46 
1e 44 
13 47 
25 51 
32 42 
24 51 
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Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence1 

Robbery 
Assault 

Crimes of theft 

--------------~------
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Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distributi.on of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence, and type ~f crime 

Relationship and place Crimes of violence1 I\.obbery Assault 

Involving strangers 
Inside own home a 7 7 
Near own home 10 9 12 
Inside nonresidential building 13 a la 
On street. or in park, pl~ground, 

schoolground, or parking lot 5a 66 55 
Elsewhere 10 n a 

Involving nonstrangers 
Inside own home 35 53 32 
Near own home 7 26 7 
Inside nonresidential building 12 25 11; 
On street, or in park, pl~ground, 

schoolground, or parking lot 20 219 20 
Elsewhere 25 216 27 

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

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

Inside city of residence 

so 
a6 
90 
a4 

Inside other central city 

6 

6 
7 
5 

Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

77 
al 
77 

7 
9 
6 

NOTE: Detail m~ not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Includes data on rape, 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 

Crimes of violence 
All personal All crimes 

Reason crimes of violence' Robbery 

Nothing could be done; lack of proof 31 22 27 
Not important enough 33 31 32 
Police would not want to be bothered 4 4 4 
Too inconvenient or time consuming 3 3 "3 
Private or personal matter 6 14 8 
Fear of reprisal 1 3 23 
Reported to someone else 8 8 7 
All other and not given 12 15 16 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z LEisS than 0.5 percent. 
lIncludes da.taon rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampl.e cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Assault 

20 
32 
4 
4 

15 
3 
8 

15 

All crimes 
of theft 

35 
34 

5 
3 
3 az 
9 

11 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny 
with contact 

46 
23 
'5 
24 
24 
o 

21 
17 
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3 ,z 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

All. Involving Involving 
Type of crime vict.imizations strangers nonstrangers 

All personal. crimes 33 
Crimes of violence 41 41 40 

Repe 48 52 133 
Robbery 49 49 53 

Robqery and attempted robbery 
61 with injury 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 44 44 41 

Hith injury 48 47 51 
Attempted assault >lith weapon 41 43 35 

Simple assault 32 31 36 
With injury 42- 42 43 
Attempted assault without weapon 28 27 31 

Crimes of theft 29 
Personal larceny with contact 40 41 133 

Purse snatching 81 81 0 
Attempted purse snatching 122 122 0 
Pocket picking 32 31 133 

Personal larceny without contact 28 

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

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

Sex Race 
Type of crime Male Female White Black 

All personal crimes 31 35 34 61 

Crimes of violence ;'\8 44 41 43 
Rape 0 47 47 140 
Robbery 46 54 50 148 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 55 70 63 178 

From serious assault 56 84 68 171 
From minor assault 51 63 57 1100 

Robbery without injury 48 59 53 136 
Attempted robbery wi~~out 
injury 35 25 31 133 

Assault 34 40 36 42-
Aggravated assault 39 52 43 50 

With injury 44 55 47 158 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 37 50 41 147 
Simple assault 30 35 33 124 

With injury 36 50 43 129 
Attempted assault >lithout 

weapon 27 29 28 121 

Crimes of theft 27 30 29 69 
Personal larceny with 
contact 31 46 41 140 
Purse snatching 1100 52 55 0 
Pocket picking 29 36 29 140 

Personal larceny without 
contact 27:. 29 29 71 

1 Estimate', based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Crimina' Victimization Surveys In Minneapolis 

(, 

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

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

All personal crimes 25 34 40 38 42 
Crimes of violence1 29 44 51 50 64 

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 60 
Assault 27 40 50 38 46 

Aggravated assault 34 48 56 43 :a 57 
Simple assault 23 35 47 34 :aU 

Crimes of theft 23 29 35 32 28 
Personal larceny with contact :a 27 36 58 "'30 51 
Personal larceny without 
contact 22 29 34 32 19 

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

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

victim-offender relationship 

ill Involving Involving 
Type of crime ,rictimizations strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 64 63 66 
Rape 78 78 76 
Robbery 54 54 57 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 56 53 75 

From serious assault 54 53 162 
From minor assault 57 54 '91 

Robbery without injury 30 30 128 
Attempted robbery without injury 82 82 182 

Assault 67 67 67 
Aggravated assault 68 68 67 

With injury 63 64 61 
Attempted assault with weapon 70 69 71 

Simple assault 67 66 68 
With injury 67 64 70 
Attempted assault without weapon 66 67 66 

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

Robbe!:\: Assault 
Chara('.teristic Crimes of violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated 

Sex 
Male 63 0 53 55 53 67 70 
Female 65 77 55 57 55 67 63 

Race 
White 64 80 54 55 54 67 67 
Black 59 1100 '141 133 145 63 68 

Age 
12-19 66 82 61 66 59 66 74 
20-34 65 76 55 78 46 68 68 
35-49 61 1100 55 142 62 65 67 
50-64 42 0 39 132 46 44 43 
65 and over 42 0 35 122 148 50 136 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistica~y unreliable. 

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

Crimes of Robbe!:\: Assault 
Self-protective measure violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated 

Used or brandished firearm or knife 1 0 12 13 11 11 '2 
Used physical force or other weapon 31 30 35 46 29 29 35 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 16 26 15 19 12 15 11 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 18 2l 18 13 22 17 17 
Nonviolent resistance, including 

evnsion 34 23 29 19 36 '?7 36 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is etatisticallyunreliable. 
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Table 46. Personal crimes of violence: Percent diatribution of self-protective 
measures employecJ by victims, by selected characteristics of victims 

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

Used or brandished firearm or knife 1 12 1Z 11 14 
Used physical force or other weapon 31 40 22 30 38 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 16 ,8 24 16 118 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 18 19 17 18 19 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 34 31 37 34 22 

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. 

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

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

C:r1mes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Ii 

Percent 

72 

33 
29 
69 

85 
100 
12 
17 
21 
14 
95 
81 
55 

100 
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 

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 
Crimes of violence1 

Robbery 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

with injury 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 

Assault 
Crimes of theft 

Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

No monetary 
value 

4 
13 
a3 

"3 
29 

2 

2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lInc1udes data on rape, not"shown separately. 

Less than 
$10 

26 
26 
33 

28 

34 
15 
27 
21 
27 

aEstimate, based on about 16 ur fewer sample cases, is ststistical1y unreliable. 

$10-$49 

36 
14 
24 

24 

23 
25 
38 
45 
38 

$50-$249 

23 
20 
21 

25 

22 
19 

24 
21 
24 

$250 or more 

5 
8 

10 

12 

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

110 monetary 
Type of crime value 

All personal crimes1 4 
White 4 
Black a5 

Crimes of vio1ence1 13 
White 13 
Black 314-

Crimes of theftl 2 
White 2 
Biack 34 

NOTE: Detail may nPt add to 100 percent because of rowlding. 
lInc1udes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 

Less than 
$10 

26 
26 
24 
25 
25 

320 

27 
27 
25 

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

'. 

f1 

$10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more 

36 23 5 
36 23 5 
29\ 21 11 

24 21 8 
24 21 7 

317 "17 '114 
38 24 5 
39 24 5 
32 21 11 

.. 

Not imown Blid 
not available 

6 
10 
9 

8 

10 
9 
5 

10 
4 

Not imown and 
not available 

6 

5 
<; 

10 
9 
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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 

Type of crime and property value All races' 

Robbery 
"1 No monetary value 

Less than $10 32 
$10-$49 25 
$50-$99 16 
$100-$249 8 
$250 or more 11 
Not available 7 

Personal larceny" 
No monetary value 1 
Less than $10 27 
$10-$49 40 
$50-$99 14 
$100-$249 10 
$250 or more 5 
Not available 3 

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

White 

"1 
33 
25 
15 

a 
11 

7 

1 
27 
40 
14 
11 

4 
3 

"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliabl(~ 
~Includes both personal larceny with contact and personal larceny without contact. 

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

loss recovered 

Personal 1 arc en:/: 

Black 

0 
"12 
"24 
"12 
"12 
ala 
"24 

"4 
25 
34 
14 
a 

10 
"5 

All personal 
Without contact Propcrtion recovered Robbery larcenies With contact 

None 67 79 69 
All 11 9 10 
Some 22 13 21 

Less than half 10 4 12 
Half or more 5 6 '5 
Propcrtion unknown 7 3 '4 

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

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

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

With injury 
Without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

5 
8 

18 
10 
21 
4 
7 
$ 
6 

3 
o 
4 

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

Time lost All pelsonal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

Less than 1 day 45 29 6B 
1-5 days 3B 4B 24 
6-10 days '3 '6 0 
Over 10 days. 12 17 '6 
Amount unknoWn and 
not available '1 '1 '2 

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

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

Nighttime Not knotm 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not and not 

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

All personal crimes 43 50 33 13 4 6 
Crimes of violence 42 5B 45 13 'z 'z 

Rape la B2 50 3] 12 0 
Robbery 43 57 45 12 1Z '1 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 37 62 54 '7 '1 '1 
From serious assault 31 67 54 '11 '2 '2 
From minor assault 44 56 53 '3 0 0 

Robbery without injury 4S 55 3B 17 0 0 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 45 54 43 11 0 '1 

Assault 43 56 44 12 1Z 'Z 
Aggravated assault 36 63 50 13 'Z '1 

With injury 27 71 54 16 '1 '1 
Attempted assault with 

wllapcn 40 59 47 12 0 '1 
S:!J:lple assault 47 53 41 12 0 0 

With injury 45 55 41 14 0 0 
Attempted assault without 

weapcn 4B 52 41 J,l. 0 0 
Crimes of theft 44 47 27 13 6 9 

Personal larceny with contact 57 43 3B 16 0 0 
Purse snatching 63 37 35 '2 0 0 
Pocket picking 52 4B 40 'B 0 0 

Personal larceny without contact 43 47 27 13 7 10 

NOTE: /Detall may riot add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
Z J,eBB than 0.,5 percent. 
lEStimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,is statistically unreliable. 
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. Criminal Victimization Surveys In Minneapolis 

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

./ 

N!ghttime 
Relationship and type of Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not known and 
of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. not available 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence1 40 59 45 14 21 

Robbery 43 57 45 11 21 
Assault 41 58 44 14 aZ 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence1 45 55 44 10 0 

Robbery 42- 58 43 215 0 
Assault 48 52 44 8 0 

NO'IE: 1Jetail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer S!ll\1ple cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

and victim-offender relationship 

Involving Involving 
Type of crime All incidents strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 33 33 33 
Rape 23 26 110 
Robbery 35 35 42-

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 35 34 143 

Robbery without injury 38 39 133 
Attempted robbery without injury 33 31 153 

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 ¥.nife Other Type unknown 

Crimes of violence 29 31 35 5 
Robbery 32 35 27 15 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with .injury 'd10 28 54 18 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 44 39 14 14 

Aggravated assault 28 27 40 5 
With injury 17 112 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 

Invo1v!ng str~ers Invo1~ nonstrangers 
Type of crime Firearm . Knife Other Type unknown Firearm Knife Other 

Crimes of violence 29 31 35 4 32 28 33 
Rape 142, 146 113 0 0 1100 0 

. Robbery 29 36 29 16 156 12<1 116 
Aggravated assault 28 27 41 14 27 26 38 

NOTE: Detail. .may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or J:ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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42 Criminal Vlcllmlzatlon Surveys In Minneapolis 

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

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

}lotor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Number 

28,400 
9,800 

ll,9OO 
6,700 

26,400 
17,500 

5,900 
1,000 
2,100 
6,700 
4,500 
2,100 

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

Rate 

177 
61 
74 
41 

164 
109 

37 
6 

13 
41 
28 
13 

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

Characteristic 

Race of head of household 
White (93) 
mack (5) 
Other (2) 

Age of head of household 
12-19 (3) 
20-34 (35) 
35-49 (17) 
50-64 (21) 
65 and over (24) 

AP.nual f'amily income 
Less than $3,000 (16) 
$3,000-$7,499 (29) 
$7 ,500-$9,999 (10) 
$10,000-$14,999 (18) 
$15,000-$24,999 (13) 
$25,000 or more (4) 
Not available (ll) 

Tenure 
Owned or being bought (49) 
Rented (51) 

Number of units in structure 
l' (48) 
2 (15) 
3 (2) 
4 (4) 
5-9 (4) 
10 or more (24) 
Other than housing units (3) 

'Number of persons in household 
1 (33) 
2-3 (48) 
4-5 (14) 
6 or more (5) 

All household 
crimes 

92 
6 
2 

4 
47 
23 
17 

9 

13 
29 
10' 
21 
13 
4 

10 

49 
51 

50 
18 
3 
5 
4 

17 
2 

18 
49 
23 
10 

Burglary 

92 
6 
2 

4 
43 
22 
19 
II 

14 
29 
10 
20 
12 

6 
10 

49 
51 

49 
19 
3 
5 
4 

17 
2 

21 
50 
20 
10 

Household 
larceny 

92 
6 
2 

4 
49 
24 
14 

9 

13 
28 
10 
22 
15 

4 
9 

50 ,0 
52 
18 
3 
5 
3 

16 
2 

15 
48 
26 
12 

Motor vehicle 
theft 

91 
5 
4 

3 
50 
24 
20 
3 

10 
31 
10 
25 
13 
3 

10 

46 
54 

46 
18 
4 
6 
5 

18 
22 

16 
48 
27 
8 

NOTE: Detail.may not add to total shown because of rOUl"..ding. Numbers in parentheses refer to 
percent of households in the group. 

'Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. ," 
"Estimate, based on about 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, (XX) households) 

12-19 20-34 35-49 
Type of crime (5,100) (56,400) (27,100) 

Burglary 233 218 233 
Forcible entry 66 71 84 
Unlawful entry without force 118 97 98 
Attempted forcible entry 49 50 52 

Household larceny 188 230 237 
Less than $50 113 152 148 
$50 or Clore 48 56 53 
Amount not avsildb1e '6 7 11 
Attempted larceny '21 15 25 

Motor vehicle theft 40 59 59 
Completed theft 34 39 43 
Attempted theft '6 19 16 

NOTE: Detsil may not add to t.otal ShOWTl because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
1 Estimate , based on about. 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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50-64 
(34,300) 

156 
62 
58 
36 

108 
77 
19 
'3 
10 
39 
23 
16 

65 and over 
(37,900) 

85 
28 
32 
25 
62 
43 
11 

5 
'3 
5 
4 

11 

o 

, 

en c 

l 
o • ii 
~ 

f 

t, 

.~, 

I .. 

" I) 

\ 



, 

44 Criminal Vlcllmlza,lon Surveys In Minneapolis 

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

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed tl1eft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 house~olds) 

White 
(149,900) 

174 
59 
74 
40 

162 
lOS 
36 

6 
13 
40 
27 
1:3 

Black 
(7,800) 

214 
90 
65 
59 

203 
US 

61 
115 
19 
44 
39-_ 

/' i ______________________________________________________ u-________ ~, !~(-------

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

1Estimate, base,d on about 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 

,(Rat.e per 1,000 households) 

Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7.499 $7 ,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14)999 $15,000-$24)999 $25,000 or more Not available 
Type of crime (25,100) (47,300) (15,400) (28,800 (20,100 (5,800) (18,200) 

Burglary 153 174 181 193 172 269 160 
Forcible entry 43 58 60 78 64 83 58 
Unlawful entry without force 68 '{l 73 80 73 140 64 
Attempted £,rcible entry 42 46 48 36 36 45 38 

Household larceny 132 156 173 198 196 172 134 
Less than $50 79 10$ 120 139 128 89 88 
$50 or more 41 33 32 36 45 51 32 
Amount not available 14 6 15 15 17 110 9 
Attempted larceny 8 12 15 18 16 122 16 

Motor vehicle theft' 25 43 41 57 43 29 36 
Completed theft 21 30 26 40 27 121 19 
At.tempted 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. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Owned or be~ bousht 
All racest ,Whit.e Black All races1 

'Type of crime (78,600) (75.400) (2,900) (82,100) 

Burglary 177 174 271 176 
Forcible entry 65 62 138 57 
Unlawful entry without force 72 72 58 76 
Attempted forcible entry 40 39 74 43 

Household larceny 169 166 248 160 
Less than $50 115 115 129 103 
$50 or more 32 30 90 41 
Amount not available 9 8 218 4 
Attempted larceny 13 13 "12 13 

Motor vehicle theft 39 38 52 44 
Complet.ed theft 25 24 235 31 
Attempted theft 14 14 217 13 

NCTE: Detail may not add to total. shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
lIncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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(74,400) 
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Tabie 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

One 
(52,200) 

115 
40 
42 
33 
73 
49 
14 
3 
7 

21 
15 
9 

(Rate per 1,000 househol~s) 

Two or three 
(77, BOO) 

181 
63 
77 
42 

161 
107 

36 
5 

13 
41 
28 
13 

Four or five 
(23,100) 

242 
83 

105 
54 

300 
199 

71 
10 
21 
77 
51 
26 

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

Six or more 
(7,600) 

359 
123 
173 

63 
409 
260 
94 
25 
29 
73 
L~9 
25 

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

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One1 Two Three. Four 
'!Ype of crime (77,100) (23,700) (3,500) (5, BOO) 

&rgllll'Y' 181 227 240 239 
Forcible entry 66 84 F?fl 75 
Unlawful entry without force 73 89 99 110 
Attempted forcible entry 42 SA ~e :>5 n 

Mviis6t-wlt1 :larceny 178 201 255 218 
Less than $50 121 130 182 l43 
$50 or more 36 48 60 58 
Amount not available 8 7 29 0 
Attempted larceny 14 16 a5 "16 

Motor vehicle theft 40 49 74 74 
Completed theft 26 32 60 55 
Attempted theft 14 17 "14 "19 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
lIncludes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or feWer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Five-Nine 
(6,500) 

186 
64 
83 
40 

120 
83 
30 
"2 
"5 
52 
39 
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Ten or more 
(38,400) 

124 
32 
59 
33 
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68 
27 
"4 
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Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Race and income All bllI'glaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry witho~t force 

White 
Less than $3,000 (22,700) 150 44 67 
$3,000-$7,499 ~43,5oo~ 167 54 69 
$7.500-$9,999 1,400 180 61 73 
$10,000-$14,999 27,300) 195 77 80 
$15,000-$24,999 19,300) 168 59 75 
$25,000 or more 5,600) 269 83 139 
Not available (17,000) 155 54 64 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (1,600) 176 132 162 
$3 ,00D-$7 ,499 ~2'7oo) 230 99 82 
$7,500-$9,999 600) 1160 154 0 
$10,000-$14,999 t'lOO) 220 1126 179 
$15,000-$24,999 7oo~ 254 1138 123 
$25,000 or more 100 1342 1114 1228 
Not available (1,000 210 1105 154 

NOl'E: Detail may not add to total shown because of:' rounding. Numbers in parentheses 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. Household crimes: Percent distribution of hc)~~sehold 
incidents, by place of occurrence and type of crime 

Place Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

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

Inside nonresidential 
building 

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

Elsewhere 

••• Represents' not applicable. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 

96 

4 

17 
83 

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

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

Inside city Inside other 

11 
29 

12 

Type of crime of residence central city Elsewhere 

All household crimes 93 2 

Burglary 92 2 
Household larceny 95 2 
Motor vehicle theft 89 3 

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

5 
6 
4 
7 

RoSZ6n Ail hdusehold crimes BUrglary ~usehold larceny Motor vehicle theft 

!lothing 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 6 6 16 

Fear of reprisal Z 11 1Z 0 
Reported to someone 
else 2 4 1 13 

All other and not given 12 15 10 16 

NOTE: Detail may not. edd to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.; percent. 
1 Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Survey Data Tables 

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

by race of head of hOll,sehold· and type of crime 

Rac e and re ason All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Hotor vehicle theft 

White 
Nothing could be dene; 
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 donej 
lack of proof 47 45 47 171 

Not important enough 28 27 29 129 
All other and not 
given 24 27 23 0 

N0{E: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 12. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected 
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, 

by annual family income 

Income 
Nothing oould be donej Not important All other and 
lack of proof enough not Given 

Less than $3,000 27 36 37 
$),000-$7 ,499 34 37 29 
$7 ,500-$9,999 36 41 23 
$10,000-$14,999 34 40 26 
$15,000-$24,999 29 42 29 
$25,000 or more 38 37 25 
Not available 34 35 31 
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50 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Minneapolis 

Table 73. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected 
reasons for not reporting victimizations tQ~he police, 

by value of stolen property 

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

No monetary value 120 144 
'Less than $10 21 61 
$10-$49 36 3:1 
$50-$99 116 20 
$100-$249 42 II 
$250 or more 30 17 
Not available 22 I.;! 

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

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

Type of crime All. races1 White 

All. household crimes 43 43 
Burglary 52 53 

Forcible entry 75 75 
Unlawful entry without force' 46 46 
Attempted forcible entry 30 31 

Household larceny 26 26 
Less than $50 17 18 
$50 or more 53 55 
Aniount not available 27 27 
Attempted larceny 22 23 

Motor vehicle theft ,,/2 71 
Compieted theft 93 92 
Attempted theft 28 28 

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

Type of crime Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 $25,000 or more 

All household crimes 40 43 42 46 4:! 51 
Burglary 47 51 46 57 56 62 

Forcible entry 77 69 71 76 81 86 
Unlawful ent.ry without force 39 50 38 48 44 57 
Att.empted forcible entry 29 30 26 39 35 '30 

Household larceny 25 26 30 26 24 28 
Motor vehicle t.heft 75 73 71 76 71 182 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statist.ically 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 

AD races1 White Black 
Owned or bewI> , Owned or being Owned or being 

Type of crime bought . , - Rented bought Rented bought 

All household crimes 46 41 45 41 46 
Burglary 58 47 58 47 59 

Forcible ent.ry 82 67 82 67 83 
Unlawful entry without fo~ce 49 44 49 44 247 
Attemptea forcible entry 37 25 18 24 224 

Household ~arceny 26 26 ,'f" 27 25 
Motor vehic~e theft '14 70 ~j 70 280 , 

.,. ....... 
lInc~udes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
2Estimat.e, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 77. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft 
loss reported to the police, by type of crime and value of loss 

Type of crime Less than $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more 

All household crimes 9 29 64 90 
Jruoglary 18 42 69 90 

Forcible ent.ry 47 58 80 93 
Unlawful entry without. force ~8 37 62 82 
Att.empt.ed forcible entry ~67 ~40 0 1100 

Household larceny 7 23 52 
Mot.or vehicle theft. 167 1100 93 

~Estimate, based on about. 10 or fewer sample cases, is st.at.istically unreliable. 

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

Type of crime 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry wit.hout force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Mot.or vehicle theft 

Percent. 

91 

87 
95 
86 
76 
95 
90 

Table 7.9. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen property, including cash, 

and type of crime 

67 
94 

All household Household Mot.or vehicle 
Value crimes Jruoglery larceny theft 

No monetary value 1 1 1 0 
Less than $10 18 9 28. 11 
$16-$49 32 24 43 ~l 

$50-$99 12 15 12 4 
$100-$249 15 21 9 20 
$250-$999 13 20 2 47 
$1,000 or more 5 7 ~z 24 
Not lIVailable 3 3 4 12 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent. because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
~Estimate, based on about 20 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unraliable. 
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. Table 80. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head 
of household, type of crime, and value of loss 

No monetary Not known and 
Race and type of crime value Less than SlO $10-$49 S50-$249 $250 or more not available 

All races1 

All household crimes 5 19 30 24 16 7 
Burglary 10 14 22 27 19 8 

Forcible entry 7 8 14 28 36 7 
Unlawful entry without 
force 3 11 32 37 13 4 

Attempted forcible entry 30 30 17 4 "1 17 
Household larceny 1 27 42 22 3 5 
Hotor vehicle theft 5 22 10 19 54 9 

White 
All household crimes 5 19 30 23 15 7 

&rglary 10 14 23 27 .19 8 
Forcible entry 7 9 15 28 34 7 
Unlawful entry without 

36 forc\.! 3 12 32 13 4 
Attempted forcible entry ~9 30 19 35 "1 17 
Household larceny 1 28 41 22 3 5 
Hotor vehicle theft 6 "'2 10 18 55 9 

Black 
All household crimes 5 11 25 27 20 12 

furglary 11 a8 13 30 29 9 
Forcible entry 23 0 "10 ~8 5.2 "7 
Unlawful entry without 
force "4 "8 218 50 :32~' 0 

Attempted forcible entry "33 223 "13 28 0 "25 
Household larceny 0 16 42 25 :)5 11 
Motor vehicle theft "6 0 "6 220 46 "23 

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

1 a~~ __________ ~ ________ -", __________ ___ 
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54 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Minneapolis 

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

and type of crime 

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Proportion recovered crmes Burglary larceny theft 

None 67 62 81 
All 16 12 9 
Some 17 26 10 

Less than half 4 7 2 
Half or more 9 14 4 
Proportion unknown 4 4 4 

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

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

Type of crime 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle ·theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Percent 

4 
4 
8 
3 

'2 
2 
2 
4 
o 

'1 
13 
17 
'4 

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

12 
70 
18 
'3 
12 
'3 

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

All household I'ousehold Motor vehicle 
Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft 

Less than 1 day 53 50 67 44 
1-5 days 42 43 24 51 
Over 5 days '4 '4 '9 1.2 
Amount unknown and 
not available '1 '2 0 12 

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

'. 

Survey Data Tables 

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

Ni!\httime 
D~.ytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not Not known and 

Type of (~rime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known not available 

All household crimes 28 61 23 23 16 11 
Burglary 34 57 21 18 18 9 

Forcible entry 32 58 23 20 16 10 
Unlawful entry without 
force 38 54 20 14 19 8 

Attempted forcible entry 27 62 21 21 20 11 
Household larceny 25 62 22 24 15 13 

Less than $50 25 61 23 22 16 15 
$50 or more 30 59 21 26 12 11 
Amount not available 22 61 20 8 33 17 
Attempted larceny 14 79 22 42 14 7 Motor vehicle theft 19 75 29 37 '8 6 
Completed theft 22 74 31 37 6 3 Attempted theft 11 75 25 38 13 13 

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

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

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Bur!\l~ Robbery 
Characterlstic Number Rate Number 

All est.ablishments (16,600) 7,200 436 1,500 
Kind of establishment 

Retail (4 ,700 ) 1,900 403 1,000 
Food group (600) 400 617 1100 
Eating and drinking places (1,000) 500 4?1 200 
Gasoline and service 
stations (400) 30(' 719 300 

Other retail (2,700) 800 277 300 
Wholesale (1,500) 700 479 lZ 
Service (6,800) 3,600 532 300 
Manufacturing (1,500) 500 307 lZ 
Transportation (300) lZ 1104 200 
other (1,800) 500 287 lZ 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 (2,200) 600 2.'74 '100 
$10,000-$24,999 t'7°Oi 800 471 1100 
$25,000-$49,999 2,000 600 291 200 
$50,000-$99,999 2,100 1,300 617 '100 
$100,000-$499,999 P,500) 2,100 605 800 
$500,000-$999,999 900) 600 612 'z 
$1,000,000 or more (1,500) 500 340 200 
No sales (1,000) 400 377 0 
Amount not available (1,600) 400 216 '100 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 i5,500~ 1,800 330 417 
4-7 2,800 1,200 443 234 
8-19, (2,700) 1,600 578 217 
20 or more (2,000) 1,500 761 484 
None (3,500) 1,000 298 '100 

NOTE: Detail mll3' not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to 
establishments in the group. 

Z Fewer than 50 victimizations. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample ca~es, is statistically unreliable. 

Rate 
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Table 86. ,Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, 
by selected characteN$tics of commercial establishments 

Characteristic 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 
Wholessle 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
other 

Gross anvusl receipts 
Less than $10,000 
$10,000-$24,999 
$25,000-$49,999 
$50,000-$99,999 
$100,000-$499,999 
$500,000-$999,999 
'$1,000,000 or more 
No ssles 
Amount not available 

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

Percent of establishments 

28 
9 

41 
9 
2 

II 

13 
11 
12 
13 
21 

5 
9 
6 

10 

33 
17 
16 
12 
21 

Percent of crimes 

, 
';'3 

9 
44 
5 
3 
6 

7 
II 

9 
16 
33 
7 
8 
4 
5 

25 
17 
2.l 
23 
13 

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

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholessle 
Service 
Manufacturing 
other 

Percent 

27 

32 
34 
25 
22 
2.l 

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

and type of crime 

BI::tglary Robbery 

~f~-_e_st_a_bl_i_Shm __ en_t __________ C_om~pl_6Se-t-ed--J-,-,~~~---A_t_tem_~~~2-e-d-------C-o-m~pl-e7-t7e-d-------A-tt-e-m-~-e--d 
Un establishments J 23 

Retail 55 45 83 17 
Wholessle 80 20 noo 0 
Servicl' 70 30 60 '40 
other 78 22 69 1. 31 

1Estimate" based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically =eliable. 

<) 

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

'. 

Survey Data Tables 

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

Kind of es~ablishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
O~her 

One 

44 
35 
62 

Two 

32 

39 
'19 

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

Three or more 

16 
19 
'9 

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

Not available 

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

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more 

All establish~ents 84 10 6 
Ret-ill 78 15 '7 
Service 83 11 '6 
Other 92 '4 '4 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticslly =eliable. 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Service 
Transportation 
Other 

On premises 

97 
95 

100 
100 

1100 

On delivery and elsewhere 

'3 
'5 
o 
o 
o 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticslly =eliable. 

Table 920 Commercial crimes: Percent distrihution of reasons for not 
reporting victimizations to the police 

Reason , i 

Nothing could be done; lack 
lack of proof 

Not important enough 
Police would not want to 
be bothered 

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

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

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of round!.ng. 

Percent 

45 
36 

12 
o 
o 

12 
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Criminal Victimization Surv~ys In Minneapolis 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Other 

Burglary and robbery 

l 
'll. 

74 
81 
73 
68 
78 
79 

Burglary 

7l 
75 
75 
67 
81 
70 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
other 

Percent 

62 

74 
67 
57 
50 
58 
58 
49 

Robbery 

88 
91 
o 

73 
o 

100 

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

All estah-
Type of security measure lishments Retail Wholesale Service Other 

Building ala.'"I1l 9 14 11 6 5 
Central alarm - police 

24 20 6 15 or security service 14 
Reini'orcing device 9 11 11 8 7 
Guard or watchman 10 5 15 12 9 
Watchdog 2 '3 '1 2 '2 
Firearm 1 '2 0 '1 '1 
Camera 1 '2 '1 '1 '1 
M:L,"ror 2 6 ,11 '1 0 
Other 21 26 16 23 12 

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

Survey Data Tables 

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

Kind of establishment Burglary 
Robbery 

All establishments 
79 

73 Retail 
82 

79 Wholesale 
84 '100 Service 
76 

53 Manufacturing 
85 82 Other 
79 73 

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

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

Kind of establishment Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more Not aVailable 
All establishments 23 19 30 24 Retail 16 15 42 21 Service 29 21 24 22 Other 25 20 20 33 

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

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Other 

Percent 

62 
75 
64 
58 
52 
45 

4, 
'6 
'4 
'2 

11 
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60 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 ilie 

None 
One employee 
Two employees 
Three or more employees 
Not available 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 

,Percent 

93 
5 
2 

~z 

o 

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

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

Number of man-days lost 

None 
Less than 1 day 
1-5 days 
6 or more days 
Amount unkno~m 

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

Percent 

93 
3 
2 

~Z 

~Z 

1Esiliate, basad on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Nighttime Not known 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not and not Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m •• Total midnight 6 a.m. known available 

Burglary and robbery 12 71 14 29 26 17 
Burglary 9 73 6 31 34 16 Robbery 30 62 41 19 12 16 

NOTE: 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 

All establishments 
Ret.ail 
Other 

Percent 

70 

71 
69 

Table 103. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution 01 incidents, by type 
of weapon used by offenders 

Type of weapon All robberies Completed Attempted 
~----~------------------------------------------------------Firearm 
Knife 
other or unkno~m type 

70 
110 

21 

77 
111 
111 

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

For the household survey, a basic screen ques­
tionnaire (Form NCS-3) and a crime incident re­
port (Form NCS-4) were used to elicit information 
on the relevant crimes committed against the house­
hold as a whole and against any of its members age 
12 and over. Form NCS-3 was designed to screen 
for all instances of victimization before details of 
any spedfic incident were collected. The screening 
form also was used for obtaining information on 
the characteristics of each household and of its 
members. Household screening questions were 
asked only once for each household, whereas indi­
vidual screening questions were asked of all mem­
bers age 12 and over. However, a knowledgeable 
adult member of the household served as a proxy 
respondent tor 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-I 0 1 
contained separate; sections for screening and gather­
ing information on the characteristics of business 
places, on the one hand, and for eliciting data on 
the relevant crimes, on the other. 

~3 

.o~~ NCS-3 and NCH 
U·"'·'.11 

U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
sOCIAL AND EcoNOMIC STATISTICS. ADMINISTRATION 

DUREAU 0,. TI1£ CEN'US 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

FORM NCS·3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE 

FORM NCS·~ - CRIME INCIDEHT REPORT 

1. Interviewer Identilication 
Code I Name 

I 

(§ 
I 
I , 

2. Record 01 Interview 
Line number of household I Date completed 
respondent I 

I 
I 

@ I 
I 

3. Reolon lor nonlntervlow (cc 26d) 
TYPE A 

(§) 
~R.alon 
, 0 No one home 
00 ;remporarlly absent - Return date 
• 0 Refused 
• 0 Other Occ. - Specify 

<ill) 
~Ra .. 01 head 

I o White 
20Negro 
'OOther 

TYPE B 

(ill) , 0 Vaca.1I - Regular 
20 Vacant - Storage of HH furniture 
• 0 Temporarily occupied by persons wltl1 URE 
40 Unfit or to be demolished 
50 Under construction. not ready 
GO Converted to temporary business or storage 
70 Unoccupied tent site or trailer site 
80 Permit granted, constructIon not started 
• 0 Other - SpeCify 7 

TYPE C 

@) , 0 Unused line of listing sheet 
20 Demolished 
• 0 House or trailer m0.v.1 
• 0 O\;lslde segment 
50 Converted to permanent business or storage 
sOMerged 
7 0 Condemned 
.0 Built after April I. 1970 
.0 Other - SpeclfY7 

TYPE Z 

Interview not obtained for 7 
Line number 

® 
€V 
(ill) 
@ 

4. Houuhald .tatul 

@ 1 0 Samo household as last enumer.tlon 
20 Replacement household slnco last enumeration 
• 0 Pre.lous nonlntervlew or not In sample before 

i@ 
5. Special ploce typo code (cc 6c) 

Survey Instruments 65 

O.M.B. No ... 1..f\266!: Approval ExpIres June 30,197" 

HOTICE - Your report 10 the Census Bureau Is confidentIal by law (Title 13, U.S. 
Code). It mB)' be Icen only by sworn Census employees and may be used only for 
statistical purposes. 

Control number 

PSU I Serial I Panel IHH l Segment 
I 1 I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 

6. Tenure (cc 7) 

@) , 0 Owned or being bought 
2 0 Rented for cash 
• 0 No cash rent 

7. Typo 01 living quorte .. (cc II) 
Hauling Unit 

@l I 0 House. apartment. nat 
20 HU In nontranslent hotel. motel. etc. 
.0 HU - Pormanent In transient hotel. motel. etc. 
40 HU In rooming house 
sO Mobile home or trailer 
s 0 HU not specified ab~ve - Describe 7 

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

10 0 Not specified above - Describe ., 

S. Humber 01 houllng unlfs In Itructur. (cc 23) 

@) 101 505-9 
202 sO 10 or more 

·03 7 0 Mobile home or trailer 
401 .0 Only OTHER units 

I'> ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD: 
9. (Othor than the ••• buslne .. ) doel anyono In thll houlOhold 

operate a business from this addr.ss? 

@) 'ONu 
20 Yes - What kind 01 bUline .. II that? 7 

10. Family Income (co:: 24) 
@ 10 Under SI.OOO .0 S7.500 to 9.999 

20SI.000 to 1.999 • 0 10,000 to 11.999 
• 0 2.000 to 2.999 100 12.000 to 14.999 
• 0 3.000 to 3.999 , I 0 15.000 to 19.999 
• 0 4.000 te 4.999 12020.000 to 24.999 
• 0 5.000 to 5.999 13 0 25.000 and over 
70 6.000 to 7.499 

11. Houuhold membe .. 12 yea .. 
of age and OVER 7 

@> Total number 

12. Houuhold mombe .. UHDER 
12 Y .... 01 ago 7 

@) Totai number 
oONone 

13. Crime Incldont Rep •• tl flilod 7 

@) Total number 

00 None 

CENSUS USE OHL Y 

@) @) ® I@ 
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14. ·15. 16. 
LIHE 
HUIIBER 
(cc8) 

17. 18. 19. 200. ,20b. 
10RfGIH 
, (cc 16) 
I 

21. 22. 23"hal I. tho hllhlltlrado 24. 
HAilE (of household TYPE 

respondent) OF 
RELATIOHSHIP 
TO HOUSEHOLD 
HEAD 

liT MARITAL RACE 
BIRTH. STATUS (cc 15) 

SEX 
itc 17) 

ARIIED 
FORCES 
IIEIIBER 
co 181 

(0( Yllr) of ",ui., school Old you 
you hln I'lif attended} compl,'e 

KEYER - BEGIH INTER. 
HE' RECORD VIE. 

Last @ 
,0Por 

f-::c,...,-____ -(z o Tel 
First ,0NI.., 

Fifl 
16-.21 

(cc9bl 

@ 
loHoo<l 
zoWlfe 0' head 
'DOWn child 
_ 0 Other rolallve 
• 0 NOMelalive 

DAY (cc 141 
fcc 13) 

'OM. 
zoWd. 
'00. 
-oSep. 
·0NM 

UfECK 
ITEM A 

Look at Item ~ on cove, page. Is this the same 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) 
o Yes - SKIP to Check /tem BONo 

250. Old. you liv. In this houll on April 1. 1970? 

@9 I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20 No 

b. Whorl did you liv. on April 1. 1970? (Stet •• far.lgn country. 
U.S. po •• eulon, etc.) 

State. etc. County 

c. Old you Iivl In.ld. tho limits of 0 city, town, vllla£ .• , .tc.? 
§ , 0 No 20 Yes - Name of city, town. viI/age, etc'}1 

(§) I I I I I I 

I 
1 

I 
I 

(ASK fDr ,",rsDns 12-24 yrs. that yo", 
Transcribe lor 25+yrs.) (ccI9) (cc 20) 

'Ow. I tOM ,0Yo. 
zoNei.I __ zoF zoNo 
300~ I 

00 0 Never attended 
or !dnderllrten 

__ ·Elom. (01-08) 
__ H,S. (09-12) 

, oV.~ 
zoNo 

I I __ Colloie (21-26,) 

26d. Hav. you b .. n looking for work during tho pa.t 4 w .. ks? ® t 0 Yes No - Wh.n did you last work? 

27. 

@ 

20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 
3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 29 
4 0 Never worked 

Is th.,. any reason why you could nottok. a lob lAST WEEK? 
, 0 No Yes - 2 0 Already has a lob 

30 Temporary Illness 
_ 0 Going to school 
• 0 Other - Spedfy-y 

280. For whom did you (la.t) work? (Nome of compOilY. 
bUSiness, orgonization or other employer) 

d. W.r. you In tho Arm.d Forcos on April I, 1970? 

@ , 0 Yes 20 No @Y X 0 N.ver worked - SKIP to 29 

CHECK ~ Is this person 16 years old or o(derl b. What kind of busln ... or Indu.try Is thl.? (For eKo.nple: TV 
ITEM B.,. 0 No - SKIP to 29 0 Yes and rodlo mfg .. retail shoe store, State Labor Dept .. form) 

260. What wlr' you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working. @ I I I I 
k •• plng houlO. going to .chool) or .om.thlng ol .. ? c.'"W;-.-.. '-y-ou'-_ ...... ------------------I 
, 0 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP toUd @ , 0 An omplor'. of a PRIVATE company bu.ln ... or 
20 With a lob but not at work 70 Retired Indivldua for WO~.', ,a lory or comm{ulonl? 
• 0 Looking for work .0 Other - Specify, 20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy .. (F.dor.l. Stat •• county. 
40 Keeping house or local)? 

• 0 Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln .... prof.,,'onal 
practice or farm? 

b. Old you do any work ot all LAST WEEK. nat counting work 
around tho houso? (Note: If form or business operotor in HH. 
ask about unpaid work.) 
00 No Yes - How many haurs? __ - SKIP to 280 

c. Did you hoy. a (ob ar bullne" from which you wer. 
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? 

@ I 0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKfP to 280 
30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

Notes 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bu.ln ... or form? 

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

@ l I I J 
e. What were your mOlt Important activWe, or dutl.,? (For 

example: typing, keeping account books, seiling cars, etc.) 

Survey Instruments 67 

U'{::,,:','\i: ,?L ',:" ;,:·.';:;:<i,','i,.t,;~;;l HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS I,:: (;,; ;,:,"',:, :">~.,>; ":'.,."';." 
29. No'W I'd Ilk. to alk 10m. questions about '0 Yel - How man, 32. Old anyone tak. som.thlnr b.longlng I 0 Yes-Ho. mlllY 

crlm •• Th.y "f., only to the la.! 12 month. _ : tlmll' to you or to ant memb.r a this houI.hold, : tim .. ' 
I from a plac. w .r. you or th.y w.re IONo , 

temporarily staying, such 01 a friend's or b.twe.n ___ 1. 197_ond ___ • 197_.: ONO I 
r.latly.', hom., a hotel or mot.l, or I During the last 12 month •• did anyone brook 1 a vacation hom .. ? , ---Into or ,om.how ill.golly get If"IlO your : 1 

(apartment/hom.), gOloge, oltanoth.r butldlng t ._-- 33. What was tho total numbor of motor 
I@ on your prop.rty? : ....hlcl., (car., truck., otc.) own.d by 

y:ou or any oth., memb.r of this hous.hold 100 None-
30. (O.hor than tho Incld.nt(.) lu.t mentlon.d) 10Yes - How r:lln, ~urlng tho last 12 month.? : SKIP to 36 

Old you find a door I'mm,.d, a lock forcod. : tlmn' 
ItOI or any othor .Ign. 0 on ATTEMPTED 10No 1202 b"ak In? 1 
:'03 I , --- I 40 ~ or more I 

1 
34. Old anyan •• t.al. TRY to .t.al. or UII 1 'OY.s-H ..... oy 

31. Was anylhlng at all .tol.n that Is k.pt 10Yes - How ... oy (ltlany of th.m) without pormi"lon? I tI ... , 

outsld. ~our home, or happoned to b. I.ft I tI""1l tOND 
Qut, IUC 01 a bicycle. a garden hale, or 10No 

I ___ 

lawn furnltu,,? (other than any Incld.nll 1 35. Old anyone .t.ol or TRY to .t.al part 10 V,s-HOW "loy 1 
alr.r.dy m.ntlon.d) 1 of (It/any of th.m) •• uch o. a bott.ry. I tiM" , --- hubcaps, top .. d.ck, .tc.? IONo 1 

1 I 

I>C··.l>'t, '.: ... ..-: ::.:" c": .. J INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I,'",.:.'}' ,:,: . " :,"" .": .. 
36. Tho following quostlon. "for only to thing. : 0 Yes - How ""OY 46. Old you find any .vld.nc. that .omoon. IOV.s-How ".y 

thot happ.n.d to you durln~ tho la.t 12 month. _: tI"." ATTEMPTED to .t.al .om.thlng that I tiM" 

betw •• n ___ l.197_and ___ .197_.:0HO b.lonrd to you? (othor than ony Incld.nt. IONo olroa y m.ntlan.d) , 
Old you have your (pock.t plck.d/pu". I , 
snatch.d)? : 

, --- I ---
37. Old anyone take .omethlng (.110) dlr.ctly lOVes -Ho. ""r: 47, Old you call tho polic. during tho la.t 12 I 

f,om yau by u.lng force, luch as by a I 1I ... t month. to ,.po.t .om.thlng that happ.n.d t , 
stickup, mugging or thr.at? 

:OND 
to you which you thought was a c,lm.? , 
(Do nat count cny calls mad. to tho 

, , I , colle. conc.rnlng the Incidents you , 
1 avo lu.t told m. about.) I , --- I 

38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by u.lng fore. o No - SKIP to ~ 
, 

: 0 Yel - How .,ft1 , 
.r throot.nlng to harm you? (othor than I thUI' 1 

o Yes - What hopp.n.d? I 
any Incld.nts already m.ntlon.d) 10No I 

I 1 I , , 
1 , 
I --- 1@)[I] 39. Old anyone b.at you uP. attack you or hit 10 YOI - How .'''1 

lOU with lomethlng, luch al a rock or bottl.? ! tI ... , ![O othor thon any Incld.nt. olroody m.ntlon.d) :OND 
I I [I] , I , --- I 1 

40. Wore you knlf.d •• hot ot. or attack.d with 'OY .. -H ..... y Look at >l7. Was HH member 'OV .. -H ..... y 
10m. oth.r w.opon by a"lan. at all? (oth.r : tI •• I' 12 + attacked or threatened. or I II .. " 
than any Incld.nts alr.o y m.ntlon.d) 

t 
I 

10No CHECK was somethln& stoten or an I , 
ITEMC att •. mpt made to steal somethln, :ONO 

I , 
1 --- that belon,ed to hlml , 
1 , 

41. Old anyone THREATEN to b.ot yo. up 6, 10Y .. -H ...... ' 
I , 

THREATEN you with a knlf •• gun. or .om. I (I ... , I ---
oth.r w.apon. NOT Including t.l.phon. 

:ONo 48. Old anything happ.n to you during tho la.t I 
throat.? (othor than any Incld.nts alr.ady 12 month. which you thought was a crh .. , I , , 
m.ntlon.d) , but did NOT roport to tho pollc.? (athor t 

I --- than any Incld.nts alroady ... ntlonod) I , 
42. Old anyone TRY to attack you In some lOves - How .Iay I o No - SKfP to Check /tem e I 

othor way? (othor than ony Incld.nt. alroady I tla'it , 
m.ntlon.d) I 

DYes - What happ.n.d? 
I 

10No I 
I 

I , 
I I 
I --- l@)[l] 

43. During tho lo.t 12 .. onth •• did anyone .,,01 : 0 Yes - How Illny 
things that b.long.d to you from In.ld. any car, tI ... , 

-. I [l] or truck •• uch as packagos or clothing? ION. 
I 1 , 

OJ , I , --- , 
44. Was •• ythlng .tol.n fr ... you whll. you 10Y .. -H .... ny Look at~. Was HH m~mber 10Y •• -H .... ny 

w.". away from hame, fot Inltonc. at work, In I tI.II' 
CHECK t 

12 + attacked or threatened, or I tI ... t 
• th.at.r or reltaurant, or whil. tra .... llng? I was somethln, stolen 0, an 

lONG 10No ITEM 0 attempt mod. to steal somethln, I 
t that belon&ed to hIm? I 
I , 
1 I 
1 --- , 

45. (Othor thon any Incld.nl' you' •• already ! 0 Ves - rl::t .. , 00 any 0' the Icre .. questions contain any entries 
m.ntlon.d) wa. anythlnt (.111) 01 all 

CHECK t 
for HHow many times?" 

.tol.n fro., you d.rlng t • la.t 12 month.? 1 o No - Interview next HH member. 
10No ITEM E end interView if losl respondent, , 

and fll1 Item '3 on cover. t ... , o Yes - Fill Crime Incident Reports • , 

, 
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68 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Minneapolis 

. ," ,~ , <~. :,: ,.,',,' >,', / \ .. j PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICsT~ .. :' ':.'::':,>;,;.".:,',,: "';<"0', .'::: 
14. IS. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,20b. 21. 22. 23.Whlt I. tho hl,h .. t ,rod. 24. 
HAilE TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARIIED (or y.ar) of "Iula, Ic:hool Oldy .. 

OF NUIIBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS Icc IS) , (cc IS) Icc 17) FORCES you han IY,r attendedt cCIompl.t. 
BIRTH· that Ylart KEYER - BEGIN INTER- (ceB) HEAD DAY Icc 14) , IIEIIBER (f{SK for persons 12-24 yrs. Icc 20) NEW RECORD VIEW Icc9b) ICC 13) 

, 
cc 18) Transcribe tor 2S+yrs.)(cc19) , 

Last @ @I @ @ @ ~ , @ @) @) @) , 
'oPer ,oH,ad 'OM. 'OW. 

, 
'OM 'OV.S 000 Never attended 'oVes , 

zoTel -- zoWUe of head -- 'OWd. zoN.,.: __ zoF zoNo Of klnderl[arten zoNo 
First ,0NI, ~OOwn child 'DO. 'DOt. : __ Elem. 101-OB) 

Fill 40 OthE-r relative 'OSep. , __ H.S. 109-12) 
16-21 

!5 0 Nonofelatlve ·ONM 
, __ Colle,eI21-2St) , 

CHECK t Look at item -4 on cover page. Is this [he same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the po" 4 w •• k.? 

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

DYes - SKIP to Check Item B ONo 20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 2C" 

250. Did you live in this housoon April I, 1970? 3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 

(§ , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check /tem B 20No 
~ 0 Never worked 

27. Is tho .. any r.oson why you could nottak. a job LAST WEEK? 
b. Wh~re did you live on April 1, 19701 (State, foreign country, (§) ,ONo y~. - 2 0 Already has a job tt.5. pon.nion, .tc.) 

30 Temporory Illness 

State, etco------r County 40 Going to school 

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town; vII loge, .tc.? 
5 0 Other - SpeCify, 

® 'ONo 2 DYes - Nome of dty. town, village, etc.~ 
280. For whom did you (Io.t) work? (Nome of company, 

(§) I I I I I business, organization or other employer) 

@ 
-1i. Were you 'in the Armed Farrel on April 1, 1970? -

,DYes 20No @) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of bus In ... or indu.try is this? (For e.omple: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Depe .. form) 

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working, @) I I 1 1 

@ 
Ie'.ping house, going to school) Of something .Is.? c. Were you-
, 0 Working - SKIP to 280 ,; 0 Unable to work-SKIP t026d ® '0 An empl0r-" of a PRIVATE company, busln ... or 
20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired individua for wagls, solory or comml111ons? 
3 0 Looking for work B 0 Other - SPeclfYjl 20 A GOVERNMENT employ •• (Federal, Stat., county, 
40 Keeping house or local)? 
50 Going to school (I( Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bu. In ... , profo .. ionol 

b. Did you do any work af all LAST WEEK, not counting work 
practice or farm? 

around the house? (Note: If form or business operator in HH. .0 Working WITHOUT PAY In family buolne .. or form? 

@ 
ask about unpaid work.) d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
00 No Yes - How many hours? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer, stock- '::l'!:rk, typIst, former) 

c. Did you have a job or business from which you were @ I I I I 
t.mporarily obs.nt or on layoff LAST WEEK? e. What were your most'~'mportant activiti~s or duff.s? (For 

@ 'ONo 2 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to lBa example: typing, keep'ilg occ"unt bookS, selHoB cars, etc.) 

30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I 
... ., " 

, ;~;:~~, " ,. '" . ... 
" ' .... , '\.~. :;; . '. 

36. Th. following questions refer only to things that f 0 Yes - How mlny 46. Did you fi"d any evidence that 'omeon. I OYes- How man, 
happened to you during the lalt 12 months -: tlmISr ATTEMP1'ED to st.ol .om.thing that I tlmlat \ 

b.tw •• "-I, 197_ aMd __ , 197_. Old: oNo belonged to you? (other than any :oNo 

you have your (pocket pidted/purse snatched)? I inc:ldents already mentia~~4) I 

37. Did anyone take something (ello) dlr~ctly : 0 Yes - How min)' 
47. Did you call the police d ... ··· .. :1 the lalt,}2 months to report 

from you by using force, luch 01 by a stickup, I tlm .. t something thot happened 1oyou which you thought WOI a 

mugging or threat? :oNO crime? (Do not count any callI mod. to the police 

38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by using force ,oVe.- How .... , 
@ concerning the incidents yeu have IUlt told me about., 

~ 0 No - SKIP to 48 
or threatening to harm you? (other than any I tlrne'l DYes - What happ.n.d? 
incidents already mentioned) :oNO 

39~ flld anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you 10 Yu - How manJ r:IJ with something, such as a rock or bottle? I lJmlll 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) ,oNo t Look.t ~7 - Was HH member 12 t : 

40. W.re you knifed, shot at, or aUacked with : DYes - How NIIJ 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some .. , 0 Yes - ~:~,~aay 

same other weapon by anyone at oil? (othor J Urne'l ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :0 HO 

than any incidents already m~tionltd) ,oNo steal something that belonged to him?, , 
41. Did anyone THREATEN to b.at you up or ~ 0 Yes - How mlny 48. Did anything hopp.n 10 you during the la.t 12 months which 

THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or lom~ :oNo tim .. ! @ you th~ught wo. a crlm., but did NOT r.port to the pollc.? 
oth.r Wlapon, HOT including telephone threats? , IJ (oth.r than ony incid.nts already mention.d) 
(other than any incidents already ",enti.ned) I o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

,42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some I o Yes - How Nny noyes - What hopp.n.d? 
ather way? (other than any Incidents 1 U .... l 
already mentlon.d) ,0No 

.43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal : 0 Yes - How man), 
t Look at ~B Was HH member 12 t ,0Y.s- How OIl., 

things that belonged to you from inside any car 
CH ECK attacked or threatened. or was some-l tlmlar 

: DNa tlmeat ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to 10 Ho 
or truck, such as package, or clothing? steal something that belonged to him?' 

.«. Was anything Itolen from you whil. t~ w.r. ; 0 Yes - How many 00 any of the screen questions contain any entries away from hom., for Instance at wor , In a 1 thntll 
~~ea~e, ~r rest~urant, or while, traveiing? 10No CHECKt for "How many times?" • 

45. (Other than ony-~!",cid.nts you ve olready :OYes - How Nn), ITEM E 0 No - Interview ne.t HH member. End ,ntervlew 
mantioned) Wal on)..~t!,g (else) at all stolen , tim'" If lost respondent. and flit item 13 on cover. 

fram you durl!'19 the last 12 months? 10NO DYes - Flit Crime Ineldent Reparts. 

Fa ~ " " cs.a 1.21.13 
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>< "' .. I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I I> , ,'., 14. 15. 16. 17. 18. NAIIE 19. 200. ,20b. 21. 22. 2J.Whlt II the hlahe.t Ifada 24. TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE IIARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX OF LAST ARIlEo (Of Yllr) of rlaulaf Ichool Old ),ou 
KEYER - BEGIN 

NUIIBER TO HOUSEHO~D BIRTH- STATUS (cc 15) , (cc IS) (cc 17) FORCES you haWl Inr aUlndld1 completl 
INTER-NEW RECORD (cc8) HEAD 

I rc~';3) ICC 14) , 
MEIIBER (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. that Yllr1 

VIEW (cC9b) , (cc 20) 
Lasl @ @ @ 

, Icc IB) TranSCribe for 2S+yrs.)(cc 19} 

@ @ ~ , @ @) @) @) 
'OPe, 

, 
, o Head 'OM. 'OW. 

, 
'OM ,oVes zoTel z oWlle 01 head 

, 000 Never attended 'DYes 
First 'oNI, 

-- -- zoWd, zONcg.! __ zOF ZoNo or kindergarten 
zoNo ,DOwn child '00. '001. , __ Elem, (Ol-OB) 

Fill 40 Other relative 'OSep. I 16-21 __ H,S. (09-12) 
50 Non"felatlvl! ·ONM 

, 
College 121 2S'1 , 

CHECK 

t 

Look at item 4 on cOVer page. Is this the same @6d. Have you been looking for work during the post .4 weeks? 
ITEM A household as last enumeration? (BoX I marked) OSI , 0 Yes No - When did you last work? 

DYes - SKIP to Check Item BONo 20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 
250. Old you live In this house on April I, 19707 3 0 5 or more years ago} 

(§ , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check lIem B 20 No • 0 Never worked SKIP to 36 

b. Where did you live on April I, 1970? (51 ole, lorolgn country, 
27. Is there any reason why you could no~ take a lob LAST WEEK? 

U.S. posselSlon, etc.) (§) I 0 No Yes - 20 Already has a job 

State, etc. County 
30 Temporary illness 
40 Going to school 

® 
c. Did you live Inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.? sOOther - SpeCify, 

, 0 No 20 Yes - Nome of city. town, village, etc. 

(§) II , I r l -., 280. For whr;;. did you (lost) work? (Nome of company 

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on Apdl 1, 1970? 
bUsiness. orgoniz_ation or other employer) , 

@ ,DYes 20No @) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 
CHECK '. Is this person 16 years old or older? 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes 

b. What kind of buslne .. or Industry I. this? (For e,omple' TV 
and radIO mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., for:n) 

260. WI:at were you clol?g mo.t of LAST WEEK _ (working, @) l J. I keeping hous., '3olng to school) or something else? 
@ , 0 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP t~26d 

c. Were you _ 

20 With a lob but not at work 70 Retired ® ' 0 An emploreo of a PRIVATE company, busine .. or 

30 Looking for work 8 0 Other - Specify 
Indlvldua for wages, lalary or commissions? 

40 Keeping house "1 20 A GOVERNMENT employee (Fedoral Stat. county 

50 Going to school 
or local)? ' , , 

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN busine .. , profe .. lonol 
b. Did ,t~" .do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work practice or farm? 

around tho hou~e? (Note: If form or bUsiness operator In HH. 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family buslne .. or lorm? 

@ 
ask about unpaid Work.) 

d. What kind of work we,. you doing? (For e.omple· electrical a 0 No Yes - How many hours? - SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk. typist, former) • 
c. Did you have a lob or business from which you were @ I I I I temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? 

@ 'ONo 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 
e. What were your most important activities or duties? (For 

30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 
example: typing. keeping account inoks, selling cors, etc.) 

~. ' 

I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I , 
36. The following quostlons refer only to thing. that '0 Yes _ How min 46. Old you find any evidence that someone 

c 

happened to you during the los. 12 months _: tlmlll y 
ATTEMPTED to .teal something that 

I OYes - How many 

betwe.n __ 1, 197_ and __ , 197_. Old : 0 No 
I tlmlsf 

~el~nged to you? (other than any :oNo 
you "'ave your (packet picked/purse snatched)? t InCidents already mentioned) , 

37. Old anyone 10k •• omethlng (olse) directly , : 0 Ves - How many 47. Did you CDIt the police during the last 12 months to report 
from you by using force, such os by a stickup, I tlme.t something that happened to you which you thought was a 
muggIng or threat? :oNO crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police 

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by u.lng force 
I 0 Yos - How man, 

@ concerning the incidents you have just told me about.) 

or threatening to harm you? (oti;er than any I tlm"l Il3 0" - ""." Incidents already meHtioned) :oNO DYes - What happened? 

39. Old anyone beat you up, attack yt\lu or hit you : 0 Yes - How man)' 
with something, such as a rock or bottle? 
(oth., than any incidentl already mentioned) 

I tlml.? 
'ONo t Look at ~7 Was HH member 12. ' 

40. We,. you knUed, shot at, or attacked with : 0 Ves - How many CHECK attacked or threatened or was $0 .. I 0 Yes - How many 
lome other weapon by anyone at all? (other f tlme.f ITEM C thing stolen or an atte:npt made t~e :0 No time" 
than any incidents already menttoned) ,0No steal something that belonged to him?: 

41. Old anyone THREATEN to beat you up or : OYes - How many 
1 

THREATEN you with a knlfo, gun, or somo 48. Old anything happen to you during the lo.t 12 month. which 

other weapon, NOT inclueing telephone threats? :oNo tim .. ! @ you thought was a crime, but did HOT report to the pollee? 

(oth., than any incidents already mentioned) , ""Tl (other than any Incidents already mentlon.d) • , 
o No - SKIP to Cheek /tem E 

42. Did on~ano TRY to aMock you In some I 0 Yes - How mlny in 0 Yes - What happon.d? 
other way? (other than any incIdents : 11m .. ? 
already mentioned) ,DNa 

43. During tho lost 12 months, did anyone .t.al : C1 Ves - How man), t Look at ~8 - Was HH member 12. 'OV H 
things that belonged to you from in, ide any cor 

10No 
tI .... , CH ECK at~acked or threatened. or was some .. 1 es - tI~:.iny 

or truck, such as packagll or clothing? ITEM 0 tiling stolen or an attempt made to 10No 

44. Wal anyth1ng stol.n from you while rou were ! 0 Yes - How many 
steal something that belonged to him?' 

away from home, for (nltan~e at war in a f t1mllr t Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 
theater or reltaurant, or whUe hov.li~g? 10No CHECK for "How many times?" "5. (Other than any Inc~denh you've already : 0 Ves - How min), ITEM E 0 No - !nterview n.,It HH member. End interview 
m.ntloned) Woo anything (olse) at all stol.n 10No 11m .. ! 'f lost respondent, and fill item 13 on cover. 
from you during the la.t 12 month.? o Yes Fill Crime 'ncident Reports. , 

1'0"'''' NCa., II.u.n, 
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14. 
HAilE 

KEYER - BEGIN 
NEW RECORD 

Last 

First 

15. 
TYPE 
OF 
INTER· 
VIEW 

@ 
10Per 
_OTel 

30 NI JI 
• Fill 
16-21 

16. 
LINE 
NUIIBER 
(cc81 

@ 

--

17. 
RELATIONSHIP 
TO HOUSEHOLD 
HEAD 
(cc9bl 

@ 
I o Head 
zOWlfe of head 
,DOwn child 
40 Other ft!lative 
50 Nonofelatlve 

18. 19. 200. 
lliT MARITAL RACE 
BIRTH. STATUS (cc 15) 
DAY (cc 14) 
(cc 131 

,20b. 
I ORIGIN 
I (co 161 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

21. 
SEX 
(cc 17) 

22. 
ARIIED 
FORCES 
MEIIBER 
cc IB) 

lOW. : 10M I DYe. 
-ONe,.[ __ zOf _ON. 

300L 1 
I 

23.11111' I. 'ho hllhOl'lJado 
(Of rllr) of ,.,ular Ichool 
you hlV' IV" attended, 
(ASK for pcrs.", 12-24 yrs. 
Transcribe for 2S+yrs.}(cc 19) 

00 0 Never attended 
or klndera ~rten 

__ Elem. (OI-oB1 
__ H.S, (09-12) 

10M. 
zOWd. 
lOO. 
·OSep. 
'ONM : __ C.llege (21-26.) 

24. 
Old y ... 
complete 
lblt Yllff 
(CC 201 

I DYes 
zON. 

CHECK 
ITEMA 

Look at item -1 on cover page. Is this the same 
household.a. last enumeration? (Box I marked) 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item BONo 

26d. Have you be.n looking for work during the palt .4 we.k.? ® 10 Yes No - Wh.n did you lOll work? 

25Q. Old you livo in this houso on Ap,iI 1. 1970? 

® ' 0 Yes - SKIP 10 Check /tem B 20 No 

b. Whorl did you livo on Ap,iI 1. 1970? (State, for.lgn country. 
U.S. pouDuion, etc.) 

State, etc. County 

c. Did you liye inside the limits of a city, .f,own, yllla5le, etc.? 
, 0 No .0 Yes - Name of dty. lown. village, e".; 

I I I I I I 

27. 

@) 

• 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 2Ba 
• 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 
40 Never worked 

Is thero any roa.on why you could not take a job LAST WEEK? 

I 0 No Yes - • 0 Already has a lob 
30 Ttmporary Illness 
40 Going to school 
50 Other - Specify'1 

~.'·F';:'o-r --;wh~o-m-;dl;"i'd-yo-u-;;(I~a.'"t)~w"";o=;:rk:=? '::'(N:=om=e=o=;:f=co=m=po=ny=,===-l 
business. organIzation or "ther employer) 

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

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

CHECK'" Is this person 16 years old or olderl b. What kind 01 busln ... or Indu.try il thla? (For exomple: TV 
ITEM B" 0 NQ _ SKIP to 36 0 Yes and rod;o mfg" retail shoe store. State Lobor Dept •• fonn) 

260. What we,e you doing most 01 LAST WEEK - (working.@ ,;;1 ~IL-..JIL-..JIL--_____________ ' __ -l 
keeping houle, going to school) or lomething ehe? c. Were you _ 

@ , 0 Working - SKIP to 2Ba 60 Unable to work-SKIP toUd @ , 0 An .mplor'. of a PRII:!ATE company, bUlln ... or 
20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired indiYldua for wage I, lalary or commissionl? 

30 Looking for work eO Other - SpeCify" • 0 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (F.dorol Stat. county 
40, Keeping house r or local)? ' , , 

50 Going to school (If Anned Forces. SKIP to 2Bo) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu. In .... prol ... lonol 
practic. or form? 

b. Did you d. any work ot oil LAST WEEK. not counting ",o,k 
arou.,d the houl.? (Nate: If farm or business operator in HH, 
.'sk about unpaid work.) 
a 0 No Yes - How many hOUri ? __ - SKIP to 2Ba 

c. Dill you haye a job or business from which you were 
tompororily obsont or on loyall LAST WEEK? 

, 0 No • 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2Ba 
30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY In lomily buslno .. or form? 

d. What kind of work Wo,e you doing? (For example; electr/co/ 
engineer, stock clerk. typist, farmer) , 

@ ITT I 
e. What were your malt important activitiel or duti~l? (For 

example: typing, keeping account books. sell1n/l cars, etc.) 

i':~f ~':e::;;;,'<;~:' ':: ~:::-;:",:;\.'::\;::"":"'c 7"<"1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS Ti.',f'~';;"~e;,~:e:·",,;:,, "e', ',l;:; c""".',':;'h::';, :"//'i' 
36. The following queltions refer only to things that 10 Yes _ How many 46. Did you find any evidenco that lomeone 10 Yes - How Nn, 

happened to you during the 10lt 12 month I -: tim .. ' ATTEMPTED '0 steal someth~:'51 that I lIlIlIl 

botwe.n __ l. 197_ ond __ , 197_. Did : 0 No b.longod to you? (other than any : 0 No 
you have your (pocket plck.d/pufle Inatched)? 1 IncUenh already mentioned) I 

37. Did onyono toko somothlng (oho) directly lOY r. 47. Did you .011 tho poli.o during tho la.t 12 month. to ,oport 
from you by using force, such as by a stickup, : es - ti~~s7nJ' something thot happened to you which you thought wal a 
mugging or threat? ! 0 No crime? (Do not count any coils made to the police 

i-=:"'''''''c:--'--=::-:---,.--;--.,-.,-----+'----===-Itfsi\ concerni.,g tho inc1dents you have iust told me about.) 
38. Did onyon. TRY 10 rob you by .sing lorco 10 Yos - How man, rn~ 0 No - SKIP to 48 

or threatening to harm you? (other than any I UMI7 0 Wh h d incidents already mentioned) : 0 No Yes - at appene ?, ____________ _ 

~~~~~~~~~--------~--~==~~ 
39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you t DYes _ How Inlft)' r-r-t ---------------------

with lomething, such 01 a rock or bottle? : tim'" ~ 
(oth.r than ony ineld.nll olreody montionod) ,ON. t Look at ~7 - Was HI1 member 12. loy H 

40. We,. you knifed, Ihot at, or attacked with 10 CHECK attacked or threatened. or was SO"le-1 es - u::.7·Y 

h b II ' Yes - How man, ITEM C thin- stolen or an attempt made to 110 No some c;t er weapon y anyone at a ? (other I tllnelt Co 

than any incidents already m-n~ion.d) ~ 0 No steal something that belonged to hrm?~ 

41. Old anyono THREATEN to boat you up 0' , 0 Vos _ How _, 48. Old onything hopp.n to you during tho 10.' 12 month. which 
THREATEN you with a knllo. gun. or somo tONO tI .... , 'Os9' you thought woo a crl .... but did NOT report to tho pollc.? 
ather weapon, HOT including telephone threats? : ~ (athe, than any Incidentl already mention~) 

1-:,,,,(O'0,,,th,..o_r_th_o_n_o,,n,,,y,,,i,..n_c_id_o_n_ts..,-ol_,o_o_d,:.y_trI_o_n,;.I'_,o_n_od,;.} __ .;..1 ----===--tl-t l-j I 0 No - SKIP to Check /te" E. 
42. Did onyono TRY to ottock you in somo 'OYes- How ma., pj DYes - What happ.nod1_' ___________ _ 

other way? (other thon any incidents I tlm .. t 
olroady montionod) : 0 N. 

43 0 I h I 12 h d'd I I t Look at ~B - Was HH memb8/' 12 + 10 Yes - How ""'Of 
• ur ng t e olt mont 5, I anyone Itea 10 Yes - How lIIany CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some.1 tie." 

things thot belonged to you from inside ony car ; 0 No thae.f ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to :0 No 
or truck, such as packages or clothing? steal something that belonged to him?1 

44. Wos anything Itolen fram you while you were ,: 0 Yes - tHI ...... -' ' 
away from home, for instance ot work, in a 
theater or restaurant, or while traveHng? 10 No 

45. (Other than any incidents you've already 
mentioned) Was anything (elle) at all stolcn 
from you during thlt last 12 months? 

!OYes- How mlny 
• tlm.d 
,W N• 
I 

00 any of the screen questions contain any-entries 
CHECKt fa, "How manyetimes!" 
ITEM E 0 No - Interview next HH member. cnd Interview 

If rost respondent. and fill Item 13 on cover. 
DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. 

Pale 6 

fl 
I , 

i 

I 
j 
I 
I 
I 

i 
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k~{:,;,,;':,;.,;~!,),;·'(:;," :,.'.;, ~;.~. ,: .. ;~ ,,~, ;';;',' .... :,', PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I~(" \,',\ :,':.' :Y,t ·.';'e'"> ',":':;:::1,'(':':";;;6 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,20b. 21. 22. 23~What Is thl h1chtlt I,adl NAME 24. TYPE LINE RELATIONSHiP AGE MARITAL I ORIGIN 

OF LAST RACE SEX ARIIED (or ytl,) of ,.cul., school Old you 

KEYER - BEGIN 
NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD BIRTH· STATUS (cc 15) I (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES you hlVl IVir attlnd.d? comple'l 

NEW RECORD 
INTER· (ccBI HEAD 

I r.~~31 
(cc 14) , 

IIEIIBER (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. that y •• rt 
VIEW (cc9b) I Transcribe tor 2S+yrs.}(cc19) (CC 20) 

I (cc IB) 
Last @ @ @) @ @) @ @) @) , (@ (§) 

10Per 
, 

, o Ho.d 10M. lOW. I 
10M lOVes 00 D Never attended _OTel 

, 10Yes 
First I.>ONI JI 

-- -OWlf •• f head -- _OWd. -ONog.: __ 
_ OF 

zON. or kindergarten 
_ON. 

300wn child 300. 300t. , __ Elem. (01-08) 
Fill .. D Other relatiVe ·OSep. i __ H.S. 109-12) 16-21 

50 Non-felative sONM 
, 

College (21-26,) I 

CHECK t Look at item -1 on cover page. Is this the same ®6d. Have you been looking for work during the po It 4 weeki? 
ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box I morked) OSI I 0 Yes No - Whon did you losl work? 

DYes - SKIP to Check Item BONo 20 Up to 5 years aeo - SKIP to 280 
250. Old you liv. In this house on April 1. 1970? 3 0 S or more years aeo} 

® loYes-SKIPtoCheckltemB 20No 
4 0 Never worked SKIP t~ 36 

b. Where did you liv. on April 1. 1970? (Slot. lorolgn .ounlry 
27. Is thero any roo'on why you could no"oko a job LAST WEEK? 

U.S. possession, etc.) , , @) loNo Yes - • 0 Already h.s a lob 

State. etc. 
• 0 Temporary illness 

County 40 Goine to school 

@ 
c. Old you Ilv. Insld. tho limits of • city, town. villog •• otc.? 5 0 Other - Specl fy'1 

, 0 No 2 0 Yes - Nome of city, town. villoge. etc., 

@ I I I I I I 280. For. whom did you (1.051) work? (Nome of company, 
busrness, orgonIzoClon or other employer) 

@ 
d. Were you In the Armod Forces on April 1. 1970? 

, DYes ,oNo @ X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 
CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? 

b. What kind 01 busino .. or Indu.try Is this? (For example: TV ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg •• retail shoe store. State Labor Dept" fonn) 
260. What wero you doing most of LAST WEEK _ (working. @ I I I I 

keeping hOUle, going to school) or.aomething .I.e? c. Were you-@ , 0 Working - SKIP to 2Ba 60 Unable to work-SKIP toUd @ I 0 ~n omploroe of 0 PRIVATE compony. buslno .. or • 0 With a job but not at work 7 0 Retired 
30 Looking for work eO Other - SpecifY 

I.ndlvidua for wages, 10 lory or commissions? 

40 Keeping house ;r 2 0 A GOVERNMENT omployeo (!'edoral, Stoto, .ounty 

50 Going to school 
or local)? • 

(If Anned Forces. SKIP to 2Bo) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN buslno ... prole .. ionol 
b. Did you do any wo,k ot all LAST WEEK, not counting work pracHee or fan,\? 

oround the houso? (Note: If fonn or business operator In HH. 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family busine .. or form? 

@) 
ask about unpaid work.) d. What kind 01 work woro you dol.g? (For example' e/ectr;col 
o 0 No Yes - Ifow many hours? - SKIP to 2Bo engineer. stock Clerk. typist, farmer) . 

c. Did you have a Jab or buslnels from which you were @) 
@ 

tomporarily oblOnt or on layoff LAST WEEK? 
e. What we!. yo~r most important activltl.I or duties? (For 

'DNa 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2Bo example. typIng, keeping account bookS. selling cars. etc.) 
3 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

e~;"'::;, ,'; .'{'~i' ',.'.~;i~ ";":"~'e'\'):/ ;'1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS L.'ri:'e~;:;i:"".,',,/,,,\}) /.',e i ;: ,:.-,; :\\:.\~".:;: 
36. Th. lollowlng qUOItion. rolo, finly to things thot 'OY H 46 Old I d 

happened ta you during the 10 It 12 monthl _ I es - 1I::.~an1 • ATTY;MP~ED~y e;idjnce th::; sOheone I DYes - How many 
tal eo lomet n9 t at I· IImllt 

betw •• n __ l. 197_ond __ • 197_. Old: ON. bolongod to you? (other than any : ON. 
you hovo you. (pock.I pickod/pu"o .natchod)? , Incldonts olroody mentlonod) I 

37. Old anyone toko .omethlng (olIO) di,octly : DYel- How many 47. Old you call tho polico during tho lost 12 monlh. to ropo,t 
from you by u1ln51 force, such 01 by a ItickuPf ~ tim .. ' lomething that happened to you which yo" thought was a 
mugging or threat? ION. crime? (00 not count any calls mod. to the police 

38. Old anyone TRY to ,ob you by u.lng lorc. I DYes - How many 
@ concerning the incidents you haye Just told me about.) 

or threatening to harm you? (lOther than any I thnllT ~ DNa - SKIP to 48 
Incldonts olr.ody montlonod) 10NO DYes - Whol hopponod? 

39. Old anyone boat you up, ollock yo. or hit you : 0 Yes - How many W with lomethlng, luch 01 a rock or bottle? I tlmtlt 
(olhor than any Incldonll alroody montlonod) 'ON. t Look at ~7 - Was HH member 12 t 

40. Woro you knlfod, .hot at. or attockod with : 0 Yes - H,=,* many CHECK attacked or threatened Dr was some 10 Yes - How many 
lome other weapon by anyone at all? (other I tlml.t ITEM C thine stolen or an atte~Pt made to ':ONO IImOl' 
than any Incidents already mentioned) ,ON. ste.1 samethine that belonged to him?: 

41. Old onyono THREATEN to boot you up or : CJ Yes - How many 
I 

48. Old anything hoppon to you during tho lo.t 12 months which 
THREATEH you with a knife. gun, or .om. 10No 1111101' <ill) r,0u thought 1001 a crlmo. but did NOT roport 10 tho polic.? oth.r woopon. NOT Including tolophono throats? 
(othor Ihon any Ineldonll olroady .. onllon.d) I tTl olh.r than any Incld.nll already monllon.d} , 

I o No - SKIP to Check /tern E. 
42. Old anyono TRY to attack you In somo I 0 Yes - How many pj 0 Yes - What hopponod? 

otho,woy? (othor than o.y Incldonts : tlm .. t 
already montlonod) ION. 

43. During tho lost 12 mo.th., did anyone .1001 : 0 Yes - How many t Look at ~B - Was HI1 member 12 + '0 Vos - How mall)' 

thing. that bolongod 10 yo. Irom In.ldo any cor 
10No 

I1m •• t CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some .. 1 tlme.T 
or truck, luch 01 packages or clothing? ITEM 0 thine stolen or an attempt mad. to ION. 

~. Woo onYlhing .tol.n from you whil. rou wor. I 0 Yes - How many 
steel something that belonged to him?! 

• away from home, for lnltance at war f In a I IIm •• t 00 any of the screen questions contain any entries 
theater or re.taurant, or while traveling? 'ONo CHECK' for "How many tlmesl" 

45. (Othor thon ony Incldonll you'yo alroady lOves - How.!nlnt ITEM EDNa 'T IntervIew next HH member. End interview 
montlonod) W .. onylhlng (ol .. ) at all stolon t . - .tlmllt If lost respondent, ond fill Item 13 on coVer. 
from you during tho lo.t l:bmonths? ION. ' DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reparts. 

. 
il! 

\ 

Pale 7 

r 
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First 

~~~~~~~~~~~~,-~---;~ 

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

you of compony, 
business, organization or other employer} 

b. What kind of bu. In ... or Indu.try I. this? (For example: TV 
and radio m(,., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept •• (ann) 

c. W.r. you -
lOAn .mplor" of a PRIVATE company. bu. In ... or 

lndividua for wag •• , salary or commlnian'? 

20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy .. (F.d.ral. Stat •• county. 
or local)? 

3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu. In .... prof ... lonal 
practice or farm? 

WITHOUT PAY In 

oYe.-~:.'r"' 
oNo 

DYe. - ~:.-.. 'r"' 
oNo 

'

manY contain any entries 

CHECK 0 No - Interview next HH member. End Interview 
.ITEM E I( last respondent, and (III Item 13 on cover. 

DYes - Fill Crime Inddent Reports, 

Pale 8 

OM B No 41 R2661' App .1 Explr •• J .30 1974 .. - rov un 

KEYER - Notes 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 

Line number 

@) 
Screen question number 

@ 
Incident number 

@ 
10. You .ald that during th. la.t 12 monlh. - (Re(er to 

appropriate screen questiorl (or description o( crime). 

In what month (did this/did Iho lI .. t) Incldont happon? 
(Show ('oshcard I( ne,essory. Encourage respondent to 
give exact month.) 

® Month (01-12) 

Is this Incident report for a series of almes? 

@) CHECK t I 0 No - "KIP to 2 

ITEM A 20 Yes - (Note: series must hove 3 or 
more similar InCidents which 
respondent con't re,oll soperotely) 

b. In what monlh(.) did th ... Incld.nts tak. plac.? 

• (Mark 0/1 that apply) 

@) I 0 Spring (March, April, May) 
20 Summer (june, july, August) 
3D Fall (September, October, November) 
40 Winter (December, january, February) 

c. How many 1"eld.nll were Involved In this .erle.? 
@) I 0 Three or four 

20 Five to ten 
_ 0 Eleven or more 

40 Don't know 

INTERVIEWER - I( series, the (a/lowing quest/ons refer 
only to the most recent incident, 

2. About what tim. did {thh/th. mo., rocont) 
Incldont hoppon? 

@ I 0 Don't know 
2 0 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 

At night (6 p.m. to 6 n.m.) 
306 p.m. to midnight 
• 0 Midnight to 6 a.ni. 
s 0 Don't know 

3a. Old this Incldont toke placo In.ld. the limit. of thl. 

@) 
city or .ornewher. els.? 
I 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 
20 Somewhere else In the United States 
3D Outside the United States -END INCIDENT REPORT 

b. In what Slot. and county did thl. Incldont occur? 

Stale 

County 

@c. Old It happen In.lde the limit. 01 a city, town, vlllag ••• tc. 
I DNa 
20 Yes - Enter nome o( city, taWIl, etc., 

@) I I I I I I -
4. Wh.r. did this Incld.nt t~k. plac.? 

} SKIP to 60 
® I 0 At or In own dwellln" In garage or 

other build In, on property (Includes 
break-In or attempted break-In) 

20 At or In vacation home, hotel/motel 

• 0 Inside commercial build In, such as 
store, restaurant, bank, IBS station, >- ASK 
public conveyance or station So 

_ 0 Inside office, factory, or warehouse 

5 0 Near awn home; yard, sldewnlk, < 
driveway, carport, apartment hall 
(Does not Include break-In or 
ollempted break·/n) SKIP 

GOOn the street, In a park, field, play- to Check 
,round. school grounds or parkin, lot Item B 

70 Inside school 

• 0 Other - Specl(y, 

Survey Instrument. 

NOTICE _ Your report 10 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 • 

• 0.", HC5-4 
,I·:n.nl 

u.s. DEPARTMENT Of' CONIoIERCE 
SOCIAL AND EcoNOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

50. W.r. you a custom.r, .mploy •• , or cwn.r? 

@) 10 Customer 
• 0 Employee 

_DOwner 

• 0 Other - Specl(v 
b. Old Ih. po"~n(.) .toal or TRY 10 .toal onYlhlng Irom 

t ..... tor., r •• tourant, offlc., factory, .tc.? 

@) I DYes } 
2 0 No SKIP to Check Item B 
3D Don't know 

6a, Old Ihe off.nd.r(.) IIvo Ihero or hovo 0 right to bo 
there, .uch at. a gu •• t or a workman? 

@ 10 Yes - SI(IP to Check Item B 

2 r:J No 

3D Oon't know 

b. Old tho off.ndor(.) actually got In or lu.1 TRY to g.t 

@) 
In th. building? 
I 0 Actually got In 

20 juSt tried to get In 

3D Oon't know 

c. Was th.re any evidence, .uch as 0 broken lock or broken 
window, that tho offondor(s) (forc.d his way In!TRIED 

• to lorco his way In) th. building? 

® 10No 

Yes - What was th. ovldonco? Anything ol .. ? 
(Mark 0/1 that apply) 
20 Broken lock or window 
30 Forced door or window 

(or tried) } ,~, 40 Slashed Screen to Check 
sOOther - Specl(y, Item B 

d. How did tho offond.re.) (got in/lry t. g.t In)? 

@) I 0 Through unlocked door or window 
20 Had key 

3 0 Oon't know 

- 0 Other - Specify 

Was any ",ember of this household, 

@ Including '"spondent, present when this 
CHECK t Incident occurred? (I( not sure, ASK) 
ITEM B 10 No - SKIP to 130 

_DYes 

7a. Old the pe"on(.) have a weapon luch as a gun or knife, 
or lomething he was ullng 01 a weapon, luch as a 

• bottle, or wrench? 

@) 10No 

20 Don't know 

Yes - What wa. Iho weapon? (Mark a/I tho! apply) 

30Gun 

-OK"lfe 

sOOther Specify 

b. Old tho p."on(.) hit tu. knock you down, or actuaUy 
a"ack you In lome 01 .r way? 

@) 10 Yes - SKIP to 7f 
20No 

c. Old th. po"on(.) thr.at.n you with harm in any way? 

@) I 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

~OY.s 

I 
N 
C 
I 
D 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

,--------'-' --
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Survey Instruments 75 

\;~;,)i:;:f;;:Z'::::: ,::~r;ist:F,{\t;:;l',\i:;~ CR IME I Ne I DENT QU E ST IONS - Conti nued ~S;:W, :;;~YCCi;L~;~;;~;~ <~'!?"'.,~ ){tf;'t~;;'t;!~}~~f(;~ 
7d. How were you threatened? Any other way? 9b. Old you file a claim with any of these insurance compan'e. or programs 

• (Mark 01/ that apply) @ in order to get part or all of your medical exp.nses paid? 
@ , 0 Verbal threat of ropo 132 10 No - SKIP to 100 

_ 0 Verbal threat of attack other _DYes 
than rape c. Did insurance or any health 'benefits program pay for all or port of 

3D Wttapon present or threatened 
SKIP @ 

the total medical expenses? 
with weapon 

40 Attempted attack with weapon to I 0 Not yet settled} 

(for example. shot at) 100 _ 0 None. • •••• • SKIP to 100 

sO Object thrown at person 30AII ........ 

60 Follt'lwed, surrounded 40Part 

7 0 Other - Specify @ 
d, How much did Insuronco 0. a health bon lilts program pay 

S • [E(Obtoln on estimate, if necessary) 

e. What actually happened? Anything else? lOa. Did you do anything to prottcl you .. oll or your prop~rty during Ihe Incldenl? 

· (Mark all that apply) @ , 0 No - SKIP to II 

@) , 0 Something taken without _DYes 
permission . b. What did you do? Anylhlng ol .. ? (Mark all that apply) 

• 0 Attempted or threatened to @) 10 Usedlbrandished gun or knife 40 Threatened, argued, reasoned, 
take something _ 0 Used/tried physical force (hit, etc. with offender • 

30 Harassed. argument. abusive chased. threw object, used other sO Resisted without force, use<! 
language weapon, etc.) evasive action (ran/drove away, 

40 Forcible entry or attempted SKIP 3 OTried to get help, attract attention, hid. held pi'opert)', locked door, 
forcible entry of house to scare offender away (saeamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.) 

sO Forcible entry or attempted 100 ~elled, called for help, turned on sO°ther-
entry of car Ights. etc.) Specify 

6 0 Damaged or destroyed property 11. Was the crime committed by only one or more than one perl on? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to @) I o Only one, _ 0 Don't know - 3 0 More than one,. 

damage or destroy property SKIP to 120 
a 0 Other - Spec1fy'jl a. Was this penon male f. How many perlonl? 

or female? @) 
@) 10Male 

g. W." they mate or lemal.? 
f. How did tho pe.,on(s) attock you? Any .0 Female @ 1 o All male · other way? (Mark aU that apply) 

@) 10 Raped 
3 0 Don't knew • o All female 

_ 0 Tried to rape D. Howald would you say 
30 Male and female 

lO Hit with object held In hand,shot, knifed the perlon wal? 
40 Don't know 

• 0 Hit by thrown object @) I o Under 12 
h. Howald would you say Ihe 

sO Hit, slapped, knocked down @ youngelt wal? 

60 Grabbed, held, tripped. jump.d, '0 12-1~ 
US ,0 Under 12 5021 or over-

pushed. etc. 3015-17 
• 012-14 SKIP to i 

7 0 Other - Specify ·015-17 o 0 Don't know 

4018-20 4018-20 
8a. Whot were the iniuries you suffer.d, If any? 5021 or over I. H~w old would you say Ihe 

• Anything .I •• ? (Mark all that apply) aide •• was? ' 

@) 10 None - SKIP to lac, 60 Don't know ® 'OUnder 12 4018-20 
-0 Raped c. Was the penon someone you 2012-14 5021 or over 
3 0 Attempted rape knew or wal he a stronger? 3015-17 6 0 Don't know 
40 Knife or gunshot wounds @ ,OStranger 
5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out J. Wore ony of the persons known 

60 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious 'DO,""~- } 
or related to you or We,e they 

70 Bruises, black eye. cuts. scratches. swelll~g 3D Known by SKIP all Itron5lers? 

B 0 Other - Specify sight only to e ® '0 All strangers } SKIP 

b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed 
.0 Don't know tom 

4 o Casual 30 All relatives } SKIP medical attention after the attack? acquaintance 

@) 
40 Some relatives to I 

, 0 No - SKIP to 100 5 DWell known sO All known 
'OYes 

@ c. Did you receive ony !r.otmenl 01 a hospilQl? d. Was the person a relath'e 
6 0 Some known 

t28 '0 No of you,,? k. How well were they known? 

20 Emergency room treatment only @) ,DNa 
• (Mark 01/ that apply) .., 

3 0 Stayed overnight or longer -
Yes - What "latlon1hlp? 

@ 10 By sight only 

How many days?-; • 0 Casual )- SKIP 
2 0 Spouse or eK-spouse acqualntance(s) to m 

@) 30 Pa.ent 
3D Well known 

d. What was the total amount of your fM'dical 40 Own child 
I. How w.ro Ihey "Ioled 10 you? 

expe",es r~5ultin51 froC1 this incident, INCLUD· . (Mark all that apply) 

IHG anything paid by Insuronco? Include hospital sO Brother or sister @) 10 Spouse or 4 0 Brothers/ 

ond·doctor bUls, medicine, therapy, bracel, end 6 0 Other relative -
ex-spouse sisters 

ony oth., iniury related medical •• per-ses. Specify 1 .0 Parents • 0 Other-

INTERVIEWER - If respondent does net know lOOwn Specify, 
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimate. children 

@ 00 No COSt - SKIP to 100 

~ m. Wor. all 01 Ihem -5 '. ' 
e. Was h./she -

X 0 Don't know @) 10 White? 

90. At the tIme of the incic!2nt, were you co"ered ® 'D~'·? } 
_ 0 Hegro? 

by any medical in"drance, or were ~ou eligible _ 0 Negro? • 0 Othor? - SpeclfYf! 
Jor be"~fits from any other type of ealth 

10 Other? -Specify, ::'P benefits program, such as Mtxlicaid, Veteron,' 

@) 
AdmInistration, or Public Welfare? 120 .0 Combination - Specifyp 

10 No ••••• } SKIP to 100 _ 0 Don't know 
30Yes 40 Don't know sO Don't know 

(~i';;~/2~\~\J~:,?(~~;>\~;;;<1\yt\."j\\l,fjl CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Contlnuad I·;.·i\ .• ::.··;;,;;,;;::.,::i;;· ... ,·, :;:~:.'t'MiW;:,·.;l. 
120. War. you Ihe only person th.re besldos the offend.r(s) Was a car or other motor vehlcle taken? 

@ 10 Yes - SKIP to 130 CHECK t (Box 3 or 4 marked In 13f) 

_ONo ITEM 0 o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

, b. How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or DYes 

threaten.d? Do not include persons under 12 years 
Ua,< Had permission to lise the (car/motor vehicle) ever bean of age. 

@> 00 None - SKIP to 130 
given to the person who took it? 

@ 'oNo ...... } 

Number of persons _ 0 Don't know 
SKIP to Check Item E 

c. Were any of these persons members of your household? 'OYes 
Do not Include household membors under 12 years of age. 

b. Did Ihe person relurn Ih. (car/molar vehicle)? @) oONo 
Yes - How many, not countIng yourself? @ , DYes 

(Also mark "Yes" In Check Item 1 on poge 12) 'ONo 

130. Wos something stolen or taken without permission that Is Box I or 2 marked In 13f? 
belonged to you or others 'n the household? t INTERVIEWER - Include anything stolen from CHECK o No - SKIP to 150 
unreC'ognjzab/~ business in respondent's home. ITEM E 

DYes Do not Include anything stolen from a recognizable 
business In respondent's home or,G';"iother business, such 

@) 
as merchandise or cash from a re"I: • .5ter. c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for instance, 

I 0 Yes - SKIP to 13f In a pocket or being held by you when it was taken? 

_ONo (@) ,DYes 
b. Did Ihe pe .. on(.) ATTEMPT 10 ,oke something Ihal _DNa 

b.longod to you or oth ... In Ihe hou.ohald? 
@) I r-.J No - SKIP to 13e t 

Was only cash taken? (BoK 0 marked In 13f) 

• C] Yes -- CHECK DYes - SKIP to 160 

c. What did Ih.y Iry 10 tak.? Anylhlng el •• ? ITEM F 
ONo 

* 
(Mark 01/ that apply) 

@ 1 o Purse 150. Allogolh.r, what wa. the value 01 the PROPERTY 
• 0 Wallet or mo.\ey that was taken? 

30C.r INTERVIEWER - EKclude stolen cosh, and enter 50 for 
40 Other motor vehicle stolen checks and credit cards. even If they were used. 

sO Part of car (hubcap, tape.deck, etc.) ® . IN] 
60 Don't know S 

70 Other - Specify b. How did you decld. the value 01 the proporty thai was 

• stal.n? (Mark all that apply) 

t 
Old they try to take a purse, wallet, @) I 0 Original COSt 

CHECK or moneyl (BoK I or 2 marked In 13c) 

ITEM C o No - SKIP to 180 
.0 Replacement cOSt 

DYes 
3 0 Personal estimate of current value 

d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your penon, for 
40 Insurance report estimate 

sO Pollee estlm.te 
instance In a pocket or b;ting held? 6 0 Don't know 

@) , DYes} 7 0 Other - Specify SKIP to 180 
'ONo 

e. Whol did h.ppon? (Mark all that apply) • 
@ '0 Attacked 

160. Was all or part of the stolen money or property roc overed, 
except for anything received from inlurance? 

• 0 Threatened with harm @) , ONone} 30 Attempted to break Into house or gBrage .0 All SKIP to 170 
4 0 Attempted to break Into car 
50 Harassed. argument, abusive language 

SKIP ·Opart 
to 

o 0 Dam.ged or destroyed property 180 b. What was recovered? 

7 0 Attempted 0' threatened to damage or @) .~ destroy property C.sh: S 
a 0 Other - SpecifY and/or 

• Property: (Mark all tltat apply) 

@) a 0 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 

I. What was loken? Whol.I .. ? '0 purse 

@) .~ 
'OW.llet 

Cosh: s lOC" 
andlor 40 Other mOlor vehicle 

• Property: (Mark all that apply) sO Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 
@) o 0 Only cash taken - SKIP to He 

10 Purse 60 Other - Specify _ o Wallet 

·OC~r 
.0 Other motor vehicle c. What wos the value of the property rec:o"er.d (excluding 

5 0 P.rt of car (hubcap, tape.deck, etc.) 
recovered co.h)? 

@) ~ .0 Other - Speclfv S • ;1 ,. 

Pa,. II 
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';<;,"./';:!T ;:,) .. >,~;c:·''-> ,'?; J CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS _ Continued It.~:·~..t!r~:,S' ',,;{:;,.J;;~:.,;,"~~c:".;,;;;i.t"t~ 

170. Was ther. any Insurance against theft? 200. Were the police Inlormed 01 thl. Incident In any way? 

@) 'ONo ••••• 
} SKIP to IBa 

@) 'ONo 
_ 0 Don't know - SKIP to Check item G 

_ 0 Don't know Yes - Who told them? 
• 0 Household member} 

'OYes - 0 Someone else SKIP to Check /tem G 

b. Was this loss reparted to an Insurance company? 
50 Police on scene 

@ 'ONo ••••• 
b. What was the reason this incident was nOf reported to 

} • the pollee? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

_ 0 Don't know SKIP to IBa @) • 0 Nothing could be done -laCk of proof 
_ 0 Did not think It Important enough 

'OYes • 0 Police wouldn't want to be botl.ered 

c. Was any of thb lou recovered through insurance? 
- 0 Did not want to take time - too Inconvenle~t 
50 Private or pcrsnnal matter. did not want to report 1t 

@) 1 0 Not yet settled } 
60 Did not want to get involved 

SKIP to IBa 70 Afraid of reprisal 
_DNa ••••••• 80 Reponed to someone else 

'OYes 
g 0 Other - Specify 

CHECK t Is this person 16 years or olderl 
d. How much was recoyered? ITEM G 0 No - SKIP to Check Item H 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by insuronce 
DYes - ASK 210 

company inSfead of cosh seu/ement, ask for estimate 210. Did you have a lob at the tim. this Incident happened? 
of value of the property reploctd. @ • 0 No - ~KIP to Check Item H 

_DYes 

@) E@ b. What was the lob? 
S 4 "- " @) • 0 Same as described In NCS-3 I(ems 28a-e - SKIP '0 

180. Did any household member lose any time from work 
Check Item H 

because of t~f~ ~ncident? 2.0 Dlfforent than described In NCS-3 Items 28a-e 

@) a 0 No - SKIP to 190 c. For w.ham did you work? (Nome of compony. business. 
organization or other employer) 

Yes - How many members?,. 

d. What kind 01 bu.ine .. or Indu.try Is thl.? (For eKample: TV 
and rodlo mfg., retail shoe store, State labor Dept •• form) 

b. How much time was lost altogether? @) I I I I 
@ • 0 Less than I day 

e. Were you-

@) • 0 An emplaree 01 a PRIVATE company, buslne .. or 
_ 01-5 days indivldua for wages, salary or commisalons? 

• 0 6-10 days 
_ 0 A GOVERNMENT employee (Fodera I, State, county or local)? 
30 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bu.lne .. , pral ... lanal 

_ 0 Over 10 days practice or farm? 

sO Don't know • 0 Working WITHOUT PAY ln lamily bu.ln ... or larm? 

190. Wa. anything damaged but no' take. in thl. incid.n.? I. What kind 01 work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) 
damaged, or damage done to a cor, etc.? @) r T T 1 

@) • 0 No - SKIP to 200 g. What were your most important activities or duties? (For example: 
_DYes typing, keepIng account bcoks, sell/ng cars. (inlshlng concrete. etc.) 

b. (Wo./were) the damaged item(s) repaired or .. placed? 

@) • 0 Yes - SKIP to 19d 
BRIEFL Y summarize this Incident or series 

CHECK t of Incidents. 

zONo ITEM H 

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

. 1 001 } SKIP to 200 @) S 
Look at 12c on Incident Report, Is there nn 

X 0 Don't know CHECK t entry (or "How many?" 

d. How much was the repair or repl'.lcement cost? ITEM I DNa 

@) x 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 
DYes - aesure you have on Incidenl Report 

for each HH member 12 years of age 
or over who was robbed_ harmed. or 

. ~ 
threatened in this Inc/dent. 

S Is this the last Incident Report to b. 

•• Who paid or will poy for (he repairs or replacement? CHECK t filled for this person? 

(Mark 01/ that apply) ITEM J ONo- Go to neKt Incident Reporl. . DYes - Is this the last HH member 

@ • 0 Household mem~,er to be Ip\ervl~.wed? 
DNa":' Intervlelv ne .. HH member, 

20 Landlord DYes - END ENTER VIEW. Enter 

30 Insurance total number 0' Crime 
Incldenl Reporls filled for 

-0 Other Sr,.cify this household In /tem 13 
on Ihe cover of NCS-3. 
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KEYER - Notes 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 

Line number 

@) 
Screen question number 

@) 
Incident number 

@) 
10. You .aid that during the la.t 12 month. - (Refer to 

appropriate screen quest/on for description of ,rime). 
In what month (did this/did .hellnt) Incident happen? 
(ShoW flashcard If necessary. Encourage respondent to 
give exact month.) 

@) Month (01-12) 

Is this incident report for a series of crimes? 

@) CHECK t • 0 No - SKIP to 2 

ITEM A 20 Yes - (Note: series mUSt have 3 or 
more similar incidents which 
respondent can't recall seporately) 

b. In what man.h(l) did .he.e Incident. take place? 

• (Mark 0/1 that apply) 

@l • 0 Spring (March, April. May) 
20 Summer (June. July. August) 
.0 Fall (September, October, November) 
_ 0 Winter (December, January. February) 

How mony incidents were Involved In this serIes,? 

@) 
c. 

• 0 Three or four 
z 0 Five to ten 
.0 Eleven or more 
40 Don't know 

INTERVIEWER - If series. the fol/owing queS!'::'-'~ refer 
only to the most recent Incident. 

2. About what tima did !this/the most recent) 

@Y 
Incident happen? 
I 0 Don't know 
• 0 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 

At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 
• 0 6 p.m. to midnight 
4 Cl Midnfght to 6 a.m. 
50 Don't know 

30. Old this Incident .ok. place In.id. tho limit. of .hl. 

® 
city or somewhere clse? 
• 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 
20 $omewhere else In Ihe United States 
• 0 Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 

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

State 

County 

@) c. Old It happen In.lde tho IImih 01 a city, town, viliago. etc .. 

'ONo 
_ 0 Yes - Enter nome of city. town, etc., 

@ I I I I I I 
4. Where did thl. Incident toke place? 

} SKIP t06a 
(ill) • 0 At or In own dwelling. In garage or 

other building on property (Includes 
break·ln or attempted break-In) 

2 0 At or In vacation home. hotellmotel 
• 0 Inside commerclnl building such as 

>- ASK store, restaurant. bank, gas station . 
public conveyance or station 50 

_ 0 Inside office, factory. or warehouse 

• 0 Near own home: yard, sidewalk. ( 
driveway, carport, apartment hall 
(Does not Include break-in or 
attempled break-In) SKIP 

60 On the street, In a park, field, play- 10 Check 
grouod, school &Iounds or parking lot Item a 

70 Inside school 

B 0 Other - SPecify 7 

Survey Instruments 

NOTICE _ Your r~port to the Census Bur'eliU is .:onfidentTal by law 
(Title 13. U.S. code). It may be seen only by sw?rn Census employees 
and may be used only for statistical purposes. 

FORM NCS·4 
U-Z3.711 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

DUREA.U OF THE CENSUS 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

50. Wore you a customer, employoe, or owner? 

@) J o Customer 
zO Employee 

'OOwner 
_ 0 Other - Specify 

b. Did .he person(s) .teal or TRY to .teal anything Iram 
the store, rostaurant, offite, factory, etc.? 

@ 'OYes } _ 0 No SKIP to Check /tem a 
3D Don't know 

60. Did the allender(s) live there or have a right to be 
there, such as a guost or a workman? 

@) I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check /tem B 

_DNa 

• 0 Don't know 

b. Did the ollend •• l.s) actually get In or lu.t TRY to get 

@) 
In the building? 
I 0 Actually ~ot In 
_ 0 JUSt tried to get In 

• 0 Don't know 

c. Was there any evidence, such as a broken lock or broken 
window, that the allend.r(.) (Iarcod his way In/l'RIED 

• to larce hi. way In) tho building? 

@) 'ONo 
Yes - What wa. the evidence? Anything elso? 

(Mark all that apply) 
_ 0 Broken lock or window 
30 Forced door or window 

(or tried) } "" - 0 Slashed screen 10 Check 
sOOther - Specify, Item a 

d. How did tho ollender(s) (get in/try to get In)? 

@ • 0 Through unlocked door or window 
_ OHad key 

3D Don't know 
40 Other - Specify 

Was any member of this household. 

@ 
InclUding respondent. present when this 

CHECK t Incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK) 
ITEM B t 0 No - SKIP to 130 

_DYes 

70 • Old the person(s) have a weapon such as a gun or knife, 
or :something he was using as a weapon, such as a 

• bottle, or wrench? 

@ 'ONo 

z 0 Don't know 

Yes - What was the weapon? (Mark olf tho.!l apply) 

'OGun 

-0 Knife 

sOOther - Specify 

b. Old the p.rson(.) hit tau, knock you down, or actually 
ottock you in some ot er woyi' 

@) I 0 Yes - SKIP to 7f 

_DNa 

c. Old the persan(l) thre.h'n you with harm in any way? 

@) I 0 No - SK/F'.to 7e 

_DYes 
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f//~t~,,<\,::~,'i', ,1?;;;,;iC'';;::,,;:,·~,,··,., ::,:.;".,''1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued k,\'$;~:;;,j,~?i~i<tC;;:.~'i,;};:::~:"".l','i,.,:""";), i,;:i?,i'1:"',; :"~:~:',,;." ,: ···<';::'~t",'i; ":1 CRIME INCIDEHT QUESTIONS - Contlnuod It :;,( ·:i~L~':"{,;,/,.:,,;.,;:,"':'\";::'>, 

" 

7d. How were you threatened? Any other way? 9b .. Did you file a claim with any of the,. insurance companies or programs 
• (Mark 01/ that apply) @> in order to get part or all of your medical expense, paid? 

@ , 0 V.rbal threat of rope 132 , ['~ No _ SKIP to 100 
20 Verbal threat of attack other 2 C) Yes 

than rope 
c. Did insurance or any health henefits program pay for all or part of • [J Weapon pr.sent or threaten.d 

SKIP (ill) 
the total medical expenses? 

.. with weapon 
to '0 Not yet Settled} • 0 Att.mpted attack with weapon 100 20None ••••••• SKIPtolOo (for exampl., shot at) 

5 ~~ Obit;ct thrown at person ·OAII •••••••• 
'DPart 6 C FolIC?wed, surrounded 

d. How much did Insurance or a heolln Den •• '" program poyl 7 [1 Oth.r - Specify @) S • 1',OOJ(Obtoln on estimate, if nec.ssory) 

e. What actually happened? Anything .I .. ? 100. Old you do anything to protect younelf or y~ur property during the Incldenl? 

· (MJrk 01/ that apply) @ , 0 No - SKIP to II 

@) 1 lJ Something taken Without 20Yes 
permission . b. What did you do? Anything olse? (Mark all that apply) 

2 0 Attempted or threatened to @) , 0 Usedlbrandlshed gun or knife 4 DThreatened. argued, reasoned. take something 
20 Used/tried physical force (hit, etc. with o/f.nder 30 Harassed. argument, abusive chased. threw object, used other sO Resisted without forc., used language wenpon, etc.) evasive action (tan/drove away, .0 Forcible entry or att.mpted SKIP • o Tried to get help, attract attention, hid, held ",opettY, IDCk.d door, 

fOl cible entry of house to scare offender away (saeamed, ducked, shl.,d.d self, etc.) 
sO Forcible entry or attempted lOa ~elled, call.d for help. turned on 6 o Other-

entry of car l&hts, .tc.) Sp.clfy 
6 C Damaged or destroyed property 11. Was the crime committed by only one or more than one person? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to @) ,oOnlyone, • 0 Don't know - • 0 More than one 7 

- damage or des uoy property SKIP to 120 
B [; Other - SpeCify, o. Wos this person molt! f. How many person,? 

or female? @) 
@) 'OMaie 

g. Were thoy mol. oi female? f. How did 'he p ... on(l) attack you? Any '0 Female @ 'OAII male · other way? (Mark all that apply) 
.0 Oon't know 2 o All femal. @) '0 Raped 

• 0 Mal. and femal. 
• 0 Tried to rape b. Howald would you lOY • 0 Oon't know 30 Hit with object held in hand.shot. knifed the penon was? 

h. Howald would you soy the • 0 Hit by thrown object @) .• o Under 12 
@) 

youngnt wa,? 5::J Hit, slaRped, knocked down 
2012-14 'OUnd.r 12 5021 or over -6 C! Grabbed, held, tripped, lumped, 

20 12-14 SKIP toJ pushed. etc. • D 15-17 30 '5-'7 6 0 Don't know 7 0 Other - Specify 
·018-20 _0

'
8-20 

80. What were the inluries you suffered, if O:1Y? 5021 or ov.r I. Howald would you soy the • Anything .Ise? (Mark all that apply) oldest was? 
@) , 0 None - SKIP to 100 60 Don't know @) '0 Und.r 12 • 018-20 

'0 Raped .;. Was thl! penon someone you 2012-14 .021 or ov.r 
• C Att.mpted rape knew or was he a stranger? • 0 15-17 • 0 Don't know 
• 0 Knife or gunshot wounds @ ,0Strang.r j. Were any of the peuons ~nown 50 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 

'D"""~- } or reloted to you or were they 60 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious 
SKIP all strangers? 70 BrUises, black eye. cuts, scratches, swelling 30 Known by 
to. @) , 0 All strang.rs } SKIP 8::! Other Sp.clfy sight only 

20 Don't know to m 
b. Were you injured to tho extent that you needed • o Casual 30 All r.latlv.s } SKIP medical attention after the attack? . acquaintance • 0 Some r.latlves to / @) • Cl No - SKIP to 100 

5 DWell known soAIl known 2 [:j Yes 
d. Was the person a relative E> 0 Some known 

co Did you re.;oive ony treotmeont at a hospital? 
k. How woll wor~ they known? @) I ClNo of you .. ? 

(Mark 01/ that apply) 20 Emergenc), room treatment only @) 10No • 
3 Cl Stayed overnight or longer - @) , 0 By sl,ht only 

How many dOYI?"1 Y.s - What relationship? 2 o Casual SKIP 
20 Spouse or ex·spouse acquaintanc.(s) to m 

@ .[,J Par.nt • OW.II known 
I. How .er. they r.lated to yau? d. What was the total amount of your INdical -0 Own child . (Mark 01/ tloot apply) expenses resuiting ftom this incident, INCLUO. 

sO Broth.r or slst.r @) • 0 Spouse or - 0 Broth.rsl INC anything paid by insurance? Include hospital 
and doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and 60 Oth.r r.latlv. - e)(·spOlJs~ sisters 
any other injury related medical expen,~s. SpecifY, • 0 Par.nts sOOther -
INTERVIEWER - If r.spond.nt do.s not know ·00wn SpeCify, 
exoct amount, encourage him [0 give on estimate. childr.n 

@ o CJ No COSt - SKIP to 100 

s .~ m. Wor.e all 01 thom -
e. Was ho/sho -)( r.l Don't know @ • oWhlto? 

90. At the time of the Incident, werD you coyered (@) 
'0'''''' } 

2 0 Heg.o? 
by any medical insurance, Or were ~ou eligible 20 Hegro? 300thor? - Sp.clfy, 
for benefits from any other type of ealth SKIP benefits program, such as Medicaid, Veterans' • C) Olher? -SP.clfy; to 

- 0 Combination - Sp.clfy, @) 
Administration f or Public. Welfare? 120 , 1:;) No ••••• "} SKIP to 100 
2 L] Dant t know 

.0 Oon't know 5 [J Don't know 3:::: Yes 

120. Were you the only penon thore besld .. the o!lend •• (.) Was a car or other motor vehicle tak.n? 

@) '0 Yes - SKIP to 130 CHECK t (Box 3 or 4 marked 'n 13() 

20No ITEM 0 o No - SKIP to Check /t.m E 

b. How many of these penon. were robbed, harmed, or oY.s 
threatened? Do not Include persons under 12 years 

140. Had permission to use the (.;ar/motor yehlcle) ever been of oge. 

@) 00 None - SKIP to 130 given to the penon who took It? 

@) 'DNa •••••• } 
Number of p.rsons 20 Don't know 

SKIP to Ch.ck /tern E 

c. War. any of these perlonl members of your household? 3OY.S 
Do not Include hous.hold members under 12 years of ago. 

b. Old the pe .. on return the (cor/motor vehicle)? (ill) oONo 
Yes - How mony, not counting yourself? 

@) , OY.s 

(Also mark "Yes" In Ch.ck It.m I on pog. I~) ,0No 
130. Was something stolen or token without permlulon that 

Is Box I or 2 marked In 131? belonged to. you or othe .. In the household? 
INTERVIEWER - Inc/ud. anything stolen from CHECK t DNa - SKIP to 150 
unr.cognlzoble bus'n.ss In respondent's home. ITEM E 
Do not Includ. anything stol.n (rom a r.cognlzobl. DYes 
bus/n.ss In r.spond.nt's hom. or another busln.ss, such 
as merchandise or cosh from a r.glst.r, c. Was the (purse/wall.t/monay) on your person, for Instonce, @) I 0 Yes - SKIP to 13f In a pocket or being held by you whon It was token? 
20No @) , oY.s 

b. Old the 1e .. on(s) ATTEMPT to toke samethlng that 
20No bolong, to you or othe .. .In the household? 

@ , 0 No - SKIP to 13. 

t 
Was only cash takenl (Box 0 marked In 13f) 

'DY.s CHECK DYes - SKIP to 160 
c, What did they tlY to toke? Anything el .. ? ITEM F 

DNa • (Mork all thot apply) 

@ '0 Purse 
150. Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY 

20 Wallet or money that was token? 
'OCar INTE:RV/EWER - Exclude stolen cosh, and .nt.r SO for 
- 0 Other motor v.hlcl. stolen ch.cks and ".dlt cords, ev.n If th.y w.r. us.d. 
$ 0 Part of car (hubcap, tap •• d.ck, atc.) @) .[Ej .0 Don't know $ 

70 Oth.r - Specify b. How did you decld. th. voluo of the property that was 
• stolen? (Mark 0/1 that apply) , Old th.y try to take a purse, waile!, @) , 0 Or/gln.1 cost CHECK or money? (Box I or 2 mork.d In 13c) 

ITEMC DNa - SKIP to /80 a 0 Replacement COSt 
• 0 Personal estfmat. of CUrrent valu. OY.s 
• 0 Insuranc. r.port estlmat • 

d. WOI the (purse/wallet/money) on your po .. on, for sO Police .stlmate I .. toneo In a pocket or being h.ld? 
.0 Don't know 

@) , OY.S} 70 Oth.r - Sp.clfy SKIP to 180 
20No 

o. What did happen? (Mark 01/ that apply) • 
@ , o Attacked 160. Was all or part of the stol.n money or property recover.d, 

except for anything received from Inlurance? 2 0 Th ..... n.d with harm 
@ 10Non.} • 0 Attempt.d to br.ok Into house or ,a •• ,. 

• 0 Ali SKIP to 170 
• 0 Att.mpt.d to br.ak Into car 
sO Harassed, ar,um.nt, abuslv. lan,uage SKIP ·oP.rt 

to 
• 0 D'lliaged or d.stroy.d prop.rty 180 b. What wal r.c~v.red? 

7 0 Attel~pt.d or thr.at.n.d to damage or @) .00 d.stroy prop.rty Cosh: $ 
8 0 Oth.r - Specify and/or 

• Property; (Mark 0/1 that apply) 

-,. @) DO C;ash onl~'r.cov.red - SKIP to 170 
I. What "",I t<ikon? W~~t el .. ? '0 Purse 

@ .~ 2oWall.t 
Cash: $ 'OCar 
Md/or 

• 0 Other motor v.hlcl. • Property; (A1ork all that apply) 
50 Part of car (hubcap. tap.-d.ck, .".) @l 00 Only cash tak.n - SKIP 10 14c 

10Purs. 6 0 Oth.r - Specify 
aOWaliat 

'OCar 
c. What was the voluo 01 the ptoperty rocove.ed (excluding • 0 Other motor v.h/cle 

sO Pan of car (hubcap, tap.·deck, .tc.) recovered cash)? 

® $ fJjj 60 Oth.r - Speclfr . '. 

Paltl , .. 
Pa,e 15 
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11\:::<ilfiYlh ~;?ti;~\.'r;>!;*~'::":~",",l::g~\~vr~;n CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued 1~1~~(;£:4J;:,~:;;;;t,:'\;'J "":1i:'.';;~~,,~""""'i;; 

170. Wa. there any In.urance a;aln.t theh? 200. Were the police Informed of thl. Incident In any way? 

@) ,oNo ••••• 
} SKIP ro 180 

@) 10No 
z 0 Don't know - SKIP ro Check Hem G 

z 0 Don't know Yes - Yi~o told them? 
• 0 Household member} 

30Yes • 0 Someone else SKIP to Check Item G 

b. Was thIs 1011 reported to an insurance company? • 0 Police on scene 

@) 'oNo ••••• } 
b. What '1'0' the rea.on this Incident '1'0' nat reported to . the police? (Mark 01/ that aPPly) 

z 0 Don't know 
SKIP to 180 @> 10 Norhlng could be done - lack of proof 

_ 0 Did not rhlnk It Important enough 

30Yes • 0 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 

c. Was any of thl. 1011 ,ecover.d through Inlurance? 
• 0 Did not want to take time - too Inconvenient 
00 Private or personal matter, did not want to report It 

@) I 0 Not yet settled } .0 Did not want to ,et Involved 
SKIP to 180 70 Afraid of reprisal 

_DNa., •••• , .0 Reported to someone else 

30Yes 
g 0 Other - Specify 

CHECK t Is this person 16 y .. ars or older? 
d. How much was recoyer.d? ITEM G 0 No - SKIP to Check Hem H 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by Insurance o Y~s - ASK 2/0 

compony Inoteod of cosh settlement, ask for est/more @ 210, Old you ~, ... a lob at the time this Incident happened? 
of value of the property replaced. 183 I 0 No - SKIP to Check Hem H 

zoYes 

@) S .r. @) 
b. What '1'0' the lob? 

I 0 Same as described in NCS.3 Items 2!!.-e - SKIP to 

180. Did any hou .. hold memb.r 10 •• any tim. from work Check Item H 

becau .. of thl. IncIdent? _ 0 Offferent rhan described in NCS-3 item. 2!!a-e 

@) o 0 No - SKIP to 190 c. For whom did you ",ark? (Nome of compony, business, 

Yes - How many membe .. ? y-
or,onlzotlon or other employ.r) 

d. What kind of bu.ln ... or Indu.try I. thl.? (For e,omp/e: TV 
and radio mfc .. retol/ shoe srore, Stote Labor Dept .. fo,lII) 

b. How much tim. '1'0' la.t altogether? @) LLI I 

OM B No .. I R2662· Approyal E)(plres March 31 1977 .. 
!"OR"I CYS.\OI U,S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

NOTICE _ "four report to the CenSUS Bureau Is confidential by p.1I_731 SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

law (TItle 13. U.S. Code). It ma), be seen onl), b)' sworn Census 
bUFtE.4U 01" THE. CE.NSUS 

employees and Inay be used only 'or l1allstlcal purpolu. 

I. IDENTIFICATION C03ES 
Go PSU , b. Se, .. on' Ie. L",. N°'1 d. Panal ,',DCC 

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

,. InterViewer a. Total number CITY SAMPLE 
code 1(1) h'e,den" \(21 Ine,'J.n' sha." 

INTRODUCTION 
Good mornlnl (allernoon). I'm Mr(.,) __ (your n81r11J} __ IJom Ihe U.S. Bureau 01 Ihe Cen.us. 
We .,e conducllnl a sUlvey In 1111. area to mea.u,e Ihe extenl 10 which buslnesse • .,e vlcllms 01 
bU'llarles andlor tobberles. The Gove,nmenl needs 10 know how much crime Ihere Is and where It I. 
10 plln and admlnl.t" p,olrams which will have an Implcl on Ihe c,lme ploblem. You can help by 
answerlnl some que.llons la, me. 

.Port I - BusiNESS CHARACTERISTICS 

2a. Is this eslabllshmenl owned a' opera led as In incorporaled 7. Old Inyone else operlle Iny deparlmenls or 

buslness7 
concessIons or some olhe, bu"ness Ictlvlly 
In Ihls esllbllshment durinllhe 12 monlh 

, 0 y •• - SKJP 10 3 period endlnl ? 

>ONO 1 0 Vel - ~~::n~~~h lf~~'l:f,';ec:!t~ ~o::a~::~on~:"ofrher 
b. How is Ihls business owned or operaled? Section V 01 the segment tolder, II not 

already listed. Complete a uparBttl 
, 0 IndlyldUal proprletouhlp quesllonnd/re 101 each one 'ha' laUs on 

a sample line. 
2 0 partnership 'ONo 
J 0 GoIIClnmen~ - n~~~ro:~':V~~~ ,~~ y " 

01 transporlatiOtf DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART 1/ AND ANY 
_ 0 O,h .. - Spec/ty" INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED 

8. Whal were your appro,lmlle .. Ies 01 merchandise 
andlor IIcelpls lrom SIIvlces Illhls eslabllshmenl 
10,Ihe previous 12 monlhs endlnl ? 

3, Do you (Ihe owner) opera Ie more Ihln one esllbllshment? (Estimate annUlI Slles Indlor recelpls " nol In 

'Oy .. 
business 101 entire 12 monlhs.) 

@) , 0 Less than I day e. Were you-

@ '0 ~n .mplare. of a PRIVATE company. lIUllne .. or 
zo 1-5 days IndiYIdua for wage I, salary or commIlilonl7 

306-10 days z 0 A GOVERKt.IENT employ" IFod<rol. State. _nty or local)? 

• 0 Over 10 days 
• 0 SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln .... prafe,,'onal 

practice or farm? 

• 0 Don't know • 0 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bu.ln ... or farm? 

>ONO to None 

4. Old you (lhe owner) ope,,'e this eslabllshment It • ::::J Under 51 0.000 
Ihls location dUllnllhe entire 12 month period , 0 SIO,OOO '0 S2<,999 
end In, 7 .. 0 525.000 to S"9,999 

, Dyes '0 SSO,OOO to S99.'199 

> 0 No - How many monlhs durinl rMOn",. 
10 SIOO.OOO to S"99.999 

Ihe desllnaled period? 70 S5OO.000 to $999.999 
aD SI.ooo,OOO and oyer 

190. Wa. anything dama;.d but not taken In thl. Incident? ,. What kind of work wor. you daln;? (For e,omple: electrIcal 
For example, was a lock or wfndow broken, clothing en,lneer, stock clerk. tYPIst. former) 
damaged, or damage done to Q car, etc.? @ I I I I 

@) , 0 No - SKIP to 200 
;. What wer. your mO'llmportant actlvltle. or dutle.? (For eJtamP/e: 

zoYes typIng, keepln, account books. selfin, corso flnlshln' concrote, etc,) 

b. (Wa./wer.) tho dama;ed Itoml.) repaired or r.placed? 

@l t 0 Yes - SKIP to /9d t 
BRIEFLY summarize thIs Incident or series 

CHECK of Incidents, 

zONa ITEMH 

5. E,cludln~ you (I he owner)(lhe parlnlls) how to O,h., - Specify 

many paid employees did Ihls eslabllshmenllVOlale 
INTERVIEWER USE ONLY du"nclhe 12 month period endlnl 7 

, [') Non. _0 8- 19 9 •• Record 01 Inlervlew 

·0'-] 5010 or more (1) Da'. 

'0<-7 (2) Name 0' respondent 

61. Wh.1 do you consIder your kInd 0: busIness (3) Tille of respondent 
10 be at this locillon7 I OFFtCE USE ONLY 

("" ~ IArea codelNUl'flber 1 Extension 

c. How muck would It cost to repair or replace the 
damaged It,ml')? 

b, M"~ (X) OM box b. Reason lor non·lnlelYlew 

RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A 

, .. } SKIP to 200 
@ S )" 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an 
y, 0 Don't know 

( 

CHE(,'K t entry for "How man),?" 

d. How much wal the repaIr or r."tocement COlt? ITEM I DNa 

@) x 0 No cost or don', know - SKIP to 200 
o Yes - Be sure yptl have on Incident Report 

(or each H/I member 12 years o( 0ie 
or OVer who waS robbed, harmed. or 

I [:1 Food £0 Durabl. I 0 Pres,u"" occupant In business at end or 

2 0 Ealln' and oSrlnkine , 0 Nondurable 
lur"et porlod but unable to Contact. 

20 Rofusal and In bUlloes. at end of sutve), period 
lO Gene1al ",e,chaodln 

REAL ESTATE 
' 0 0"'., Typ, A - Spec/lY7 

"OApporel 

1\ 0 Furniture and 
G 0 Apartments 

APpliance H 0 Other r •• les,ote TYPE B 
6 0 Lum~r. l1ardwatc, "0 Pr.llmt occupar1l not In bullnesl at end 

mobile heme dealers , o SERVICE of Surye)' period. 

•• threorened In thIs Incldenl, 

S Is this rhe last Incident Report to be 
•• Who paid or '1'11/ pay I.r tho IOpalr. or replacement? CHECK t filled for rhls person? 

(Mark 01/ thar apply) ITEMJ ONa- Ga to ne" InCIdent Report. 

• DYes - Is rhls rhe last HH member 
@ , 0 Household member to be Inte,vlewed? 

z 0 Landlord 
DNa - Interview neKt HH member, 
DYes - END ENTER VIEW, Enter 

3 0 Insurance total number o( Crime 
IncIdent RepCH'ls filled for 

• 0 Orhe, - Specl(y this household In Item 13 
on tho cover 0' NCS·3, ~f 

l 0 ~tomotl'ye 
J o BANKS 

5 0 Vau"t or closed 

• CJ OrO& and proprietary '0 Other Type B (Sea.onal. otc.) -SpecIlY71 

'0 Liquor K 0 TRANSPORTATtOH 
10 0 Gasolloe service 

~ 0 ALL OTHERS - SpecifY, TYPE C ltaUons 

a 0 Olher retail 70 Occupied by nonUst.ble 'activity 

~ 0 Demollshad . WHOLESALE • 0 O",a, Typo C - Spec/ly" 

eO Du,able 
D 0 Nondurable 

"0111'" ':'C"4 (1-21.,., Pel. 16 

, 

" 
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~ Port II - SCREENING QUESTIONS 

Now I'd lik. 10 ask some qu.stions aboul particular kinds o/Ih.ft .r IU.mpl.d Ihen. 
Thos. questions relor only 10 Ihls eslabllshm.nl for Ihe 12 monlh period b'llnnlnl Ind endlnl 

10. Durin, Ihls p.rlod did anyone brelk Inlo or som.· 18. Why hasn'llhls esl.bllshm.nl ever b~.n Insured .lllnsl 
how iII.,.lIy 1.llnlo Ihls pllc, 01 business? burll.,y Ind/or :obbery? 

1 [,1 Yes _ How ~:ilny limeS? ______ [ Number ! 
I 0 COUldn't afford It 

:I 0 Couldn't let anyone to Insure yOU 

{FIJI an Incloent Report lor each} 30 Ordn', need h 

·rJNo 
eO Selr·lnsured 
s D Premium too expensive 

11. (Olher Ihan Ih. incld.nl(s) jus I menUon.d,) durlnllhls • 0 O,ho, -Specl/Y~ 
period did .nyon. find a door Jimmied, a lock forc.d, 
or Iny olher sllns of an ATTEMPTED br.ak·in? 

19a. Wh.1 securlly m.asures, b. Wh.n "er' Ihes. 
·lNUmber If any, .r. presenl ;t security mOlsures 

I Cl Yes - H~N many times?----+- Ihis 10caUon no", 10 IIrsllnsllll.d 
(FlO an Incident Report lor eaCh) prol.cllt a,ainsl or olherwise 

ZONa!, burrlary and/or robbery? underllken? 
'Entsr ,he 

Durln,1'lhls p~rlod "er' you, Ih. owner, or any 12. appropriate code 
from 'he list 

.mpl,,~ee held up by anyone usln, • weapon, given below. 
forc. " Ihreal of forc. on Ihese pr.mls.s? a. Mark (X) all rhal apply 

~[NUmber 1 0 Alarm system - auulde 
b. codes 

I r;1 Yo, - Ho" many Umes? _ ,In,lna ••••• ~ ....... " ••• 
(Fill an Incident Report lor each) 

zn No 
2 0 Cenual al.tll1 ...... ~ •••• , 

13. {Olher Ih.n Ihe Incld.nl(s) .lready m.nUon.d,l 3 0 Reinforcln, devices, such 

did anyone ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, Ih. o"ntr, or 
as bon on Windows, ,ralcS, 
talt •• etc ......... " ••••• 

any employ.e by us in, forc •• r Ihreal.nlnllo 
harm you whll. on these premises? .. 0 Guard, watchman .......... .. I Number -
1 f:'1 Ves - How many times?--f-' 5 0 ~alC'J~ do, ............... 

(Fill an Inc/delft Reporl/or each) 

'ONo 
60 Firearms •••••• , •• , •••• 

14. (Olher Ihan Ih. Incld.nl(s) jus I m.nllon.d,) durin, 
70 Cameras ................ 

Ihls period were you, Ih. owner, or any .mployee h.ld up '" i:1Hlrror$ ........ ~., ., .. , ... 
whll. d.liverlng merch.ndlse or carrylnl business money 

J DLocks •••••••••••••••• oUlsld. Ih. business? " 
A 0 Comply With National ,I NUlflbcr Bankln, Act (Fer 

I;" ,Yes - How many Urnes?----+- Ban~s only) ............ ~ " 

(Fill an Incldenl Report lor each) • 0 O,ho,- Specl/y -, 
t~ "". No 

IS. (Olher Ih.n Ih. Incld.nl(s) jusl fil.nlloned,) did 
anyone ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, Ih. owner, or .ny C r"1 NorUI 
.mpl.yee "hll. d.llverinr merch.ndls. or cllryln, 
business mon.y oUlsld. Ih. busln.ss? • Codes for use In 11 ... 19b 

) Number LESS THAN 1 YEU AGO MORE THAN 1 YEAR , Yes - How many times? - J - January 7 - July 0_ 1-2 years .,0 
IFill an Incident Reporl /01 each) z - February 8 - ~IUll 

I., • No 3 - f'obrch 9 _ September E - l-S years .,0 

16. Is Ihis eslabllsh~.nllnsured a,.lnsl ~ur,ul.,y .nd;or 4 _ April A _ October F - More lhan 5 
robbory by means olher than $OIH.,\oranc.? 5 - Hay 9 _ November )lealS .,0 

J [' 'Yes 6 _ June C _ December 

2r1 No JSK1P 10 J1a 
l r= ' 0011" know 2e. INTERVIEWER ~ Were there 100" Incidents 

b. Does Ihe InsUlanc, also co",r olller Iypes 0' aime losses, CHECK ITEM reported In 10-IS? 

such as v.ndallsm or shoplllllnl.nd employ •• Ih.ft? o fu .... Dfltach IncIdent Report5, 

';"Yes} enter"oo'ln /tOnq '9f'} 
:-. N SI(IP ro 19_ and (2) on "..go 1. and 

.2:. t 0 contlnoe with Item 8. 

17a. Has Ihis .slablishm.nl .ver been In.ured 11.lnsl o No - Enter number of Incldonts 

burel"y .nd'or ,obbory by m •••• olh., Ibln In Itom frJ(I} on /»g& '. and 
continue with first Incident 

self·l"suranc.? Report, 

, ~~Yes NOTES 
• :-,1>10 - SI(IP 10 r8 
l r:-: Don', know - SKIP 10 '19a 

b. Old In. In.uranc •• Iso coy" oI~.er types at al .. I .... s, 
such IS v.ndalism or s~oplllll.llnd .mploye~Jheft? 
'oVes 

'01'0 

c. Old you drop Ih. Insurance or did Ihe complny cancel 
• your poHcy? I t 0 Bu.lnessmAn d,~~ed" •••• '0 ... } SKIP to 1Sa 

20 Insur."ce Ct!1f!J:'''''' cancelled policY 

OOR v 01 t • ~ ~ • t 71171' Pa,D 2 

I 

'''-,------'~-.' ,~ 

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODeS FROM ITeM r 
OF THe coveR SHeET AND COMPLeTe A sePARATE 
INCIDeNT RePDR T FOR EACH INCIDeNT. 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
a. PSU Tb. So&"",n' I c. Line No. I d. Panol Ie. DCC 

Vou said Ihll durlnllh. 12 monlh. b'llnnlnl ___ 
Ind endlnl ____ (roler '0 screenlnll questions 
10-15 lor descrlptlo:l 01 crime). 

1. In whll monlh did Ihls (did Ih. flr.t) Incld.nl happ.n! 
10Jan. ·0"'p,1I 7oJul, AOOct. 
,0F.b. .0Mav ·O"'U&. BONoII. 
'0""', aOJune '0 SeP" cDOec:. 

2. Aboul whalUme dId II hIPP.h? 
1 0 Durin, the day (6 •. m. - 6 P.m.) 

At n1iht (6 p.rn. - 6 a.m.) 
aD6 p.m. - Mldnl,ht 
1 0 Mld"I'~t - 6 •• m. 
4 0 Don't know what time: at nl,he 

! 0 Don', know 

3. Whore did Ihls Incld.nl I"k. pllc.? 
I 0 At this. place or business 
20 On delivery 
3 0 EnrOute 10 bank 
• 0 O,he, - Speclly 

4. Were you, Ih. owner, or Iny .mployee presenl while Ihls 
Incld.nl WIS occurlnl? 
'DYes 
• 0 No ~SKIP 10 ro 
3 0 Don·' know 

51. Old Ih. person holdlnl you up have a wilpon or som.lhlnl 
Ihll WIS used as • wupon, such IS a bolll. or "rench? 
I DYes 
,0No J 
1 0 Don" know SKIP '0 6a 

b. Whll WIS Ihe "eapon? 
10G.ln 
z.OKnlre 
1 0 Other - Specify 

,I. How mlny persons "er~ In.olvad In com~lttlnllh. crlm.? 
1 0 One: - Continue with 6b below 

'OTwo } , 0 Three SKIP 10 6e 
4 0 Four or more 
$ 0 Doni, know - SKIP '07IJ 

b. How old would you say Ih. POIson "IS? 
10 Under 12 '0 18- 20 
'0 Il-I~ s021oroyer 
'015-17 • D Don't know 

c. Was Ih. person rnll. or f.mll.? 
10Malo 
20 Female 
1 0 Don', know 

d. WII h. (sh.) -
10 Whll.? 

} SKIP 10 7a • 0 Blick? 
, 0 0lher7 - Spec(ly 

• 0 Oon't knoW 

e. How old would you Sly Ih. YOUNlesl person WIS? 
1 DUndor Il .0 18- 20 
'0 12- 11 lOll or oye, - SKIP to 6Q 

'0 15- 17 60 Don't know 

f. How old would you Sly Ih. ,Idesl 'person ",,? 
10 Undor Il _0 18-10 
'012-1. 10210ro\ler 
'0 IS-II • 0 Don', know 

I. W.re Ih.y ,.11. or f.",II.? 
1 Oft!! mal. I 0 Male and female 
J o All f~In.I. , 0 Oon" know 

h. 1lIllh.y -
I 0 O.ly whll.? • 
• 0 Only bllck? 
, 0 Only olhll? - Specl/y 

• 0 SOli. co.bln,tlon? - $pecltr; 
I 0 DOn't know ,-

Survey Inllrumenls 

o M B No ... 1.1\'2662' Approval Explr s Ma h 31 1977 .. 0 ,. 
,.ORM CVS.101 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF !;:OMMERCE 
17."-Ut SOCIAL AND ECONOMiC STA1'tSTIr:S ADMIN, 

bUREAU OF TI1E CENSUS 

INCIDENT REPOR'l' 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

I. rn.ldon' I. INCIDENT NUMBER 
No. Record which Inclden' (l, ~, etc.) 

I. covo,oJ by this pogo 

I 7a. Were you, Ih. o"ner, or Iny .mployee Injured In Ihls 
Incld.nl, seriously .noulh 10 require m.dlcal .Ilenll,n? 

t C1 Ves - How mlny? . Number 

• 0 No - SKIP ro 9_ 

b. How mlny of Ih.m slayed In a Number 

hospltll overnllhl or lonler? 

8. Of Iho •• rec.I.lnllrellm."lln or oul 01 • hos~II.I, did 
Ihls buslnes. pay lor .ny of Ih. m.dlcal exp.nses nol 
cover.d by • ruular health b.n.flts prolram? 
I 0 Yes - How much 

"IS plld? S .00 
'Oijo 
10 Don't know 

9a. Old Iny dealhs occur IS • resull of Ihls Incld.nl? 
lOVes 

'0 No -SI(IP 10150 

b. Who WIS klll.d? C. H~" mlny? 
(Mark (x/alllh_t apply) 

1 C1 OwnerCs) ................. 

2 Cl Employees ............... 

l 0 Customers ............... 

4 C) Innocent bystander(s) ••••••• 

5 n Offender(.) ••••••••••• " • I 

6 Cl Police ........... "" " ••• 0-

7 0 O,ho' - Speclly, 

SKIP to 15. 

10. Old Ih. oll.nder .nler, att.mpllo .nler, or remlln In Ihls 
eslabllshm.nl 1I1'lally? 

t C1 Vel 

• Cl NO" 
fJ/sconrfnue ,,~e of Incident Report. Enter at thO lOP at 
this shefft "!'JUt 01 Scopo-Larceny.·· orase Inc/dotH 

~~~~. nc:,,~te~e o~hrn~1J:n~~S I~o 1::~et~~7y. i:a~~I/~!n'J1~ 5. 
on 10 the next roportW Incident. /I no other inclclents 
~:ea~ ~e,::; !~~~e'~,:::r:(:w~nd complole /ferns '9(2) 

11. DI~ Ch. off.nder(.) ICIUllly 1.1 In or lusllry 10 1.1 In? 
t: a Actual!), 101 In 

J C: Just Wed to let tn 

it. W .. Ihere a brok.n "Indo .. , brok.n lock, alarm or .ny 
( 

olher evld.nc. Ihilihe off.nder(s) fDIC.d Ilrl.d 10 forc.) 
his (Ihelr) "ay In? 

'OVes 

• Cl No -SKIP 10 I. 

13. Wh.t WIS Ih •• vld.nc.? IMark a/l rhar apply) 

I C1 Sroken 10l;k or window 

}SKIP 10 rSa 
2 0 Forced door 

10AI.f"" 

• 0 O,ho' - Specl/y 

14. How did Ih. oll.nder(s) ret In (try 10 1.1 In)? 
, 0 Throu,t, unlocked door ur window 

• 0 ~,ad a koy 
, 0 O,h., - Specify 

40 Oon't know 
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------- - ---

14 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Mlnneapolli 

fb'IJ"~;1:,')\~:,~r:>:;;,~<""';,\"."",,'j INCIDENT REPORT - C.ntlnued {i~"~~;,,~~,~,:::,,;::,~~/:,,\;~:, ",,', 
151. lis Inylhln, dl~llld bul nolilken In this Incldenl? For Ia.. Old you, Ihe owner, or Iny .mployee here lose Iny lime 

ell"ple, I lock or window broken, dlllllaed IIItrchlndlse, elc. Irom work beCiuse 01 Ihls Incld.nl? .1 Numb., 
lOVes , 0 '1'., - How ... y people?_ 
zONo -SKrp '0 rlia 

z 0 No -SKIP 10 19. 
b. lIS (were) Ihe damlled lIem(s) rep.lted 0' repl.ced? 

'0'1'.' -SKIP '0 15<1 b. How many wo,k dlYs were losl .1I0,ethor? 
zONo 1 0 Less tha., I day 

c. How much would II cost 10 ,epll, 0' repllcl Ihe damll"? 2: 0 f-S days 
(EsII""e) 

~ 0 6-10 da)"s J Days 
$ 

• OO}SKIP '0 150 .. 0 Over 10 days - How mlny? ~ 
x 0 Don', know .5 0 Don', know 

d. How much did II cosllo repll, 0' ,epllCl lhe dl •• ,es? 191. Were .ny secu,lIy melsures liken .lIer Ihls Incldenl 10 
$ . Ii] p,olecllhe eslabllshmenl ,,0" luIurt Incldenl.? 

v 0 No COlt - SKIP to 164 'DYes 
x 0 Don', know z 0 No -SKIP '020. 

e. Iho plld 0' will P'y 10, Ihe repllrs 01 repllc.ment? 
(/JII,k (X) allihal apply) b. Ih., .. enure. Were t.ken? 
I 0 This business (Mark (X) a/llhal apply) 

2 0 Insurance 
'1 0 Alarm system - outside fln&ln& 

l 0 Owner of Bulldinc (landlord) 
Z 0 Central .Iarm 40 Olt.", - Speclly 

5 0 Don', know J 0 Reinforclnc devices, "atel, ,ates, 
bars on window. etc:. 

161. Otd lhe olleader(s) take .ny money? (Elclude .oney .. 0 Guard. watchman 
b.loftllnl I. cuslomers 0' .Iote personnel) sOWatdl dol 
, 0 '1'., - Ihll was Ihe .1fi1 '0 FIrearms Iota I "Iuo?_ S 
'ONo 7DCarner •• 

b. Old Ihe ollendor(s) I.ke Iny merchandise, equlp.ent 0' 'OMlrrors 

supplies? (Elclude personat p,oPt"Y belonllnl I. JOLocb 
cuslomers 0' slore personnel.) AOOU",,-S_IIY7 , 0 Ye. - Ihal WIS the .ri] lolal value? _ S 

2 C1 No - SKIP to 77a II ana:wer 10 16a 
Is yes; otherwise SKIP to 1Sa 

c. How WIS tb. value delerllined? 
20 •• lIS Ihls Incldenl repo,'ed 10 Ihe police? 

, 0 Orl&ln81 ct.st 1 DYes -SKIP to~1 

20 Replacement cos, ZONo 
3 DOlt. ... - Speclly 

b. Ihll was lhe "as on Ihls Incldenl .. IS nol repo,'ed 
11;. ngii Dtiitn, if in" oi inl.stolen money and/ol property 10 Ihe police? 

WIS recovered by losu,ance? ' ("ark (X) all ,hai apjJ;ij , 

$ .[i] I C Police aheady kn,~) of the incident 

V 0 None - Ihy no I? it 2 C Hothlnr: could be done - Jack of proof 

I 0 Didn't report It . :I tJ Djd not think 11 imponant enoulh 

2 0 Dees rlC~t h .... e insurance • [1 Did 1'01 want to bother pollee 
:I 0 Not settled yet 

5 0 Old not want to takP the time 
4 0 Policy has a dedUCtible 
50 Money and/Of merchandise was reco ... ered • C! Did .,ot want to let lnvolved 

·x 0 Don't know 7 C! Afraid of reprisal 

b. How lIIuch, II a.y, olllIe slolen "oneYlnd/or p,operly ~ 0 Reponed tl) someone else 
.as recoVlled by lII,.ns olhe, IhlD Insu,ance? 

• D Olt.e' - SpecIlY-;r 
$ .lil 
VONone } 
x 0 Oontt know SKIP to fSa 21. INTERVIEIER • Is this the I ... Incident 

c. By whal" ... s WIS Ihe slo!!n money .nd/ol CHECK ITEM Repo,tto be completed! 
P,op.rly recovlled? rl Yes - Return to r,:99 I II~ 

1 o Pollee ~~~~ ~"'1n::;:/ew. 
• z 'DOlt.., - S_I/y C) No - FiIIlh. ""'1 Inclde.1 

!iepott. 

NOTES 

1"011111.1 eVI 101 U'-1t 711 Pal •• 

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICAT/CW CODES FROM ITEIII 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
a. PSU I b. So,,,,,.t 1<' LI.o No. I do Pan.1 r OCC 

You said Ihal dUllnl lhe 12 ",onlhs b,II""I., ___ 
Ind endlnl ____ (rs/e, 10 a:creenlng questions 
10-15 lor descrlptlcm 01 crime). 

1. In whll monlh did Ihls (did Ihe IIISI) Incldenl hlppe_? 
'OJan. 40Aprll 70July AOOct. 
zOFob. 'OMay • DAul, aONoy, 
'OMe,. '0 June '0 Sopt. cOo.c. 

2. AbDUl IIhll lI.e did It happen? 
I 0 aurlnr: the da)' (6 •• m. - 6 p.m.) 

At nllht (6 r.m. - 6 a,m.) 
2 0 6 p.m. - M!dnlaht 
10 Mldnlr:ht - 6 8,m, 
".0 Ooot, know what time at nllht 

sO Don't know 

3. Wbere did Ihls Incld.nt Ilk. pllc.? 
t D AI thl, place of bulines. 
zO On d.llvo'Y 
.J 0 Entoute to bank 

" 40 Oth., - Specl/y 

4. 'er. you, IH OWIII', 0' IIY ,.ploy" pr.stnl whll. this 
Incldenl WII DCc",lnl? 
lOY" 
z 0 No -SKIP 10'0 
31 0 Don', know 

51. DId Ih. pelSoa holdlnl you up hlV' I IIIIP0ft or so •• ,hlnl 
Ihil lies Ul" II J w"po., .uch IS I botll. II wrench? 
tOYel 
zONo J 
:I 0 Don" MOW SKIP to oa 

b. Whil WIS lb. lI .. pon? 
, o Gun 
Z 0 KnU. 
, 0 O,h., ~ Specify 

roO. How .I.y persons lIer. In~olvtd la co •• III1" IH c,l.e7 
, 0 On. - Conrtnue with Eb below 
zOTwo } 
'0Th,.. SK'P 10 Sa 
.0 Four or mot. 
sO Don't know - SKIP to 7. 

b. How old lIo"ld JO" .. ylh. pellO. wes? 
'0 Undo< 11 4018-10 
2011-H 1011 or over 

'0 '5- 17 , 0 Don', know 

C. 'IS t •• p.rson •• 1. 0, 1 ••• le7 
10Male 
20 Femal. 
:I 0 Don't know 

d. lIS .1 (shl) -
, Olhlle? 

} SKIP '07. 
z 0 Blick? 
, 0 0lha,7 - Specl/y 
40 00"', know 

e. How old IIo"'d you Sly lhe 'OY"lIst pellO. 11 .. 7 
to Unde, 11 40 18- 10 
zO 11-1~ 1011 ~t over - SKIP to flg 
'0 '5-/7 -OOon" know 

I. How old lIould you Sly lhe oldesl pelSon wes7 
'0 Unde, 11 _0IB-10 
'0 11-1~ 101Ioro .... r 
'0 '5-17 , 0 Coo', know 

I. III. lilly .11. 0' , ••• 1.7 
I o All male 1 0 M.I • ."d femal. 
JOAII fem.le .. 0 Don't know 

h., III. 1111, -
, 0 Ooly wbll.7 
Z 0 0.1, black? . , 0 Oily atltt,? - Specl/r 
40 So., co.~loltl.17 - Specl/r 
• 0 Oon" know 

Survey Instruments 

OM B No <41 R266]' Approval ElCpl,es March 31 19n .. 
.. OAM CVS·IOI U.st DEPARTMENT 0,. CO .... E .. CE. "·II.,a, SOCIAL MID ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN • 

• U,.CAI.I 01" THE CENIUI 

INCIDENT REPORT 
CO ..... ERCIAL CRI~E VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

,. !:';.Id.nt ,. IHCIDENT HUMBER 
R ••• ttI ""I.b In.IJ •• , (I, 2 •• , •• ) 
I • .... ,OJ by"''' pO,," 

71. I.,. YOI, the Olin." or .ny ,.ploy .. Injured In Ihls 
Incld •• " s.,lously .noulh 10 'lIIul" .. dlul all.nllon? 

' 0 '1' .. - Hili .lay7 • Numb., 

z.O No - SKIP 10 PI 

b. How .Iny 01 the. ltay.d I. I 
hospllil oWl,.,pl 0' 10.II'? 

Numb., 

I. 01 Ihost recelvl.,.,"I ... , I. or oul 011 hospital, did 
Ihls busllllS plY 10' IIY .1 1111 .. 'lclt IlpeUIS .01 
COV.," by I relulll hllUh .... Ills lIfo.,a.? 
tOY" - HOll .uch •• illS pllll $ 

'ONo 
J 0 Don't know 

91. Old lay dlllhs occu, es a llsull 01 Ihl. tlCtdenl? 
tOYe. 

zO No -SKIP 10 ISo 

b. Iho wes kill"? c. How ... y? • 
(1I1,k (X) a/ll".' IPPIy) 

'00""'.«.) ••••••••••••••• 

2 0 Employ ........... '" , , ••• , 

1 0 CUI tofnCr. , .. , • t ••••• , ••• 

4 0 Innocent bystander(s) ••• , ••• 

• 0 orf.nde«.) .............. 

-0 Police ••••• " ••• , ~ t ... ,. 

70 Olt.o, - specllY7 

SKIP /0 IS. 

10. 014 IH OIl.M.".'er, IU .. ,'lo lilt" or lI.al~ In this 
IIllbllsh •• llllltlall,7 

'0'1'·· 
ZONO;, 
D/a:conl/nw us. of Incident R.port. Ent.r II tIN top 01 
IhI, attN' "OUI 01 Scope-L.rceny." .,.,. Inc/r»nt 

~~=:'n= of,'1nc-;:'~~' 1~0,r:mr.;~1f. ='f:':n'J';J5, 
011 to ,IN /M1tI ,./XXlld Inc/~nt, II no oth.r Incld.nta: 
:~.:r:::; :~~t~n~/~w~nd campi.,. 1t.1M 1f1(2) 

11. 014 1111 oll.nH,(S) Icl.ally (II In or JIIII I" 10 ,., In7 
t 0 Actually lOt I" 

20 JUSt tried to r:et In 

12. I .. Iltere a "oh. wl .. ow, "oku lICk, aler., ., a.y 
01 .. , 'VIHIC' Ihli lilt ol" ... ,(s) 'tree' (1,1" 10 foree) 
,hIs (lHIIl wly I.? . 

lOY" 
z 0 No -SKIP 10 14 

n. lhat WII tlte .vlHlC.7 (IIo"'"IIIhaI"pply) 

, 0 Brok., lock Of window 

}SKIP to ISo 
2 0 Forced door 

IOAI.rm 

4,0 Oth .. -Specl'y 

14. H .... ~ I .. 01""',(.) II! I. (IrJ It 1111.)7 
' 0 Ttvou~ unlocked door or wl.,dow 

zOHadakey 
J 0 O""'~ - Specl'y 
• 0 Con't know 
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86 Criminal Victimization Survey. In Mlnneapoll. 

IS •• I .. anylhlnl daM'ltd bul nol t.kin In lhis tncld.nl? For 
IIII,pl., • lock or window brok.n, d •• 1td _chHdllt, tic. 
'0'1' .. 
_ 0 No -SKIP 10 IS. 

b. WII (WtI.) Ih. d'.'led 1I •• (s) "pll"d or "pl.ced? 
'0'1''' -SKIP 10 15<1 
_oNo 

c. How .uch would II cosl 10 "p.lr or "pl.c. the d'.'ltI? 
(Estill'I') 

10'1&1 
x 0 Don't know 

II cosl 10 "I'Ilr or "pllet the d ••• lts1 

$ •• 

v 0 No COlt - SKIP to 161 

I 0 This bu.lneu 
z 0 Insurance 

1 0 Owner of Bulldln. (IMdlord) 
- 0 O.ho. -S_I/y ___________ _ 

sO Don" know 

161. Old the off.ndtl(s) take Iny money? (Exclud. lIon.y 
b.tonllnl 10 cuslomers Dr sl",e personn.1) 
, 0 Ye. - Ih.1 _ .. lilt ' 

Iota I valu.?- $ ____ '" •• _oNo 

b. Old lhe .ny lI"chandl .. , .qulpment Dr 
suppllu? p.rson.1 properly b.lonllnl 10 
cusloll.rs personn.I.) 

• 0 Ye. - ~~:l ::I~!~~ s ______ .li1 
z 0 No -SKIP to 178 "answor to,BIt 

Is yes; othfrwias SKIP to 18a 

c. How WII the value delel.lntd? 
1 0 Orl'lnal cos, 
:z 0 Repl.cement cost 
1 Oth et - Specify 

How .uch, If Iny, of Ih. slol.n money Ind/or plopell, 
WIS recov.,ed by Insullnc.? 

---_ .• 
v 0 Nooe - Ihy nOl1

7 
I 0 Dfd.,·, ,epon: It 
2 0 Doel not h ..... e insur.nce 
1 0 Not settled )'et 

40 Polley has a deductible 
S 0 Mone)' and/Of merchandise waS recovered 

DonOt know 

b. How .uth, If Iny, 01 Ih. SiD len money Ind/o< PIOPIlly 
w.s lecovered by .... nl olhe, Ihln InsurlncI? 

$ •• 

vO None 
X o Don"t 

SKIP 10 IBa 

c. By Ellnl WIS the slolen 1I0ney Ind/ol 
Ploperty Itcovered? 
10 Pollee 
• 0 0111 .. - Specify ___________ _ 

_ 0 No - SKIP 10 IQ. 

b. How lI.ny wOlk dlYI W!" losl .1I01.lhtl? 
I 0 Leu ttl." I day 

201-5 days 

] 06-10 days 

- 0 ev .. 10 dar. - How mlny? --.'-_____ , 

50 Don't know 

lSI. Itl. Iny IIcullty mllSull1 Ilk.n Iftlt Ihls Incld.nl 10 
prollcl the esl.blllh •• nl flom fulull IncldlnlK? 

IOyes 

'0 No -SKIP 1020. 

b. Ihil II.IIUIII well liken? 
(liark (X) .11 Ihlt .pply) 

I 0 Alarm system - outside tln,lna 

2 0 Central .Iarm 

3D Relnrorcln&,devlces. ,rate., .ares. 
t.u on window. etc. 

.0 Guard. watc:hman 

& 0 Watch dOl 

'0 Firearms 

70 Cameru 

-0 Minor" 

'0 Locks 

A 0 Ollie, - specl/Y"J 

WIS Ihls inc,ldlnl Itpoll.d 10 Ih. police? 

10 '1' .. -SKIP 1021 

'oNo 

b. Whll WII the IIIIOn Ihil Incldenl w .. no! /lpolltd 
10 Ihe pollet? 
(lIa,k (X) ./1 Ihal .pply) 

1 0 Pollee .treed)' knew of the lncldent 

:z 0 Nothlnl could be done - lack of proof 

1 0 Old not think It ImPOna"1 enoulh 

.. 0 Did not ~want to bother pollee 

, 0 Old not want 10 take the lime 

60 Old not want to Ie, involved 

., 0 Afraid of reprisal 

~ 0 Reponed to Someone C't'se 

• 0 Ollie, - Spoo/ly.." 

Is this the las, Inclde., 
Report to be completed? 

o yo. - ~g:"U;r.,': r,:~ ',:t~~~ 
8, 9. and end interview. 

o No - FIll Ihe ned Incldenr 
Report. 

-------~ ---
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TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIF/CII TlDN CODES FROIlITEM r 
OF THE COlfER SHEET AND COIIPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDENTIfICATION CODE 
a. psu 1'" 501'''''n' I e. Line No. I II. Panel lo.oee 

You Slid Ihll dUllnl Ih. 12 monlhs hllnnlnl ___ 
and endlnl ___ '_ (refe( to screenlna qUflstlon$ 
10-15 tor dfucrlptlon 01 crime). 

I. In whll month did Ihls (did the fllsl) Incldenl happen? 
t OJan. -oA.,1I 70July A DOc'. _ 0 Feb. soMor °oAUl. • o Nov. 
·oMa,. a DJune ·o5op·· coCoe. 

2. AbDUl whll II". did II hlpp.n? 
t 0 Ourlnl the day (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 

At nllht (6 p.rn. - 6 a.m.) 
z 0 6 p.m. - Mldnl,he 
s 0 Mldnlaht - 6 •• m. 
40 Donit know what time at ,,1,ht 

II 0 Don't know 

3. Ihell did this Incld.nl like pl.Cf? 
I 0 At this place of buslne .. 
Z 0 On dell ..... !'}' 
l 0 Enroute to bank 
_ 0 OIhe' - S_"y 

4. Itt. you, Ihl owner, 01 Iny o.pl~y .. ",I .. nl whll. Ihll 
Incld.nl WIS occullnl? 
tOYe. 
'0 No -SKIP 10 10 
), 0 Don', know 

5 •• Old Ih. Pilson holdlnl you up hi .. I w .. pon 0< 10 •• lhlnl 
Ihll WII used II I Wilpon, such IS I bottl. 0< wlloch? 
tOYea 
,0No J 
l 0 00"°, know SKIP ro 6a 

b. Ihil WII the w .. pon? 
'DGun 
'0 Knlte 
1 0 Other - Specify 

61. How .. any perlons Wit. Involv.d In co •• lttl"1 Ih. crla.? 
, 0 One - Continue with 6b belOW" 

'oT"o } , 0 Three SKIP to fie 
4 0 Four Of more 
sO 001'1°, know - SKIP to 7. 

b. flow old would you Sly !h. pelson w .. ? 
to Under 11 _0'B-20 
'0 12-1~ 1011 or over 

'0 15- 17 e 0 Don', know 

c. WIS lhe pIlSon mill or I.mll.? 
IDMale 
zO Female 
1 0 Con't know 

d. I .. he (she) -
,olhll.? 

} SKIP 107. • 0 Blick? 
• 0 Othtl? - S_IIy 
40 Oono, know 

e. How old would you Sly Ih. younl.sl pellOft w .. ? 
10 Unde. 12 _0 18- 20 
'0 12-1~ 5021 at over - SKIP '06g 

'0 '5- ' 7 10 Don't know 

f. How old would you IIY Ih. oldesl pelson W .. ? 
10 Under 12 • 0 18-20 
'0'2-'" 501Lo,ovlI, 

'0 15-17 I 0 O:m't know 

•• Itt. they .al. 01 I ••• I.? 
'oA"..,.,. I 0 Mal. and fernale 

• 0 All romol. .. 0 Don', know 

h. Itl. Ih.y -
! 0 Oil, whll.? 
• 0 On If bllck? 

o • 0 Only "'Itt,1 - S_'/y 
_ 0 $0 •• co.bl""tiol? - Speclly 
~ 0 Don', know 

Survey InalOJmenla 

OM B No 41·R2661· Approval Expires March 31 1977 .. 
,.0 .. 104 CY$·101 U.so DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
17·II·n, SOCIAL AND ECONONIC 5Tt,TISTICS ADMIN. 

au, .. :AU 0,. THE CENau. 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

No. Rocorrl which InclJon' II, 2, o'e.} 
f. 'nelden. I. INCIDENT NUMBER 

I. eo.o,oJ 6y ,hi. pogo 

71. Wttl you, the owntt, 0< Iny •• ploye. Injulld I" 11011 
Incld.nt, sltlo"sly .noulh 10 "quill lI.dleal III.ntion? 

I 0 Ye. - HoW IIln,7 • Number 

• 0 No -SKIP 10 g. 

b. How mlny 0' Ihe .. ltay.d In ~ Number 

hospital Ovttnllhl ur lonllt? 

S. Of Ihos. IIcelvln. Irlll •• nl In 01 oul 011 ho.pit.l, did 
Itl. buslnlSl PlY lor .. y 01 Ih •• edleal IlpenSIl nol 
covetld by I tllulal htlith benefits PIOIfIIl? 
I 0 Yo. - How .uch 

w .. ,lid? S •• 'oNo 
1 0 Donlt know 

'91. Old Iny dulhs OCCUI" I rtsuit 0' Ihls Incldant? 
IOYes 

'0 No-SKIP 10 If>I 

b. Who wts klll.d? c. HoW .... y? 
,(lIlfk (XI.II IMI apply) 

100"".~.) ••••••••••••••• 

20 Employ ••••• f ••••••••••• 

1 0 Cu.tomer ••••••••••••••• 

'0 Innocent byatander(.) ••••••• 

II 0 Offender{'), ••••••••••••• 

10 Pollce ••••••••• o ••••••• 

70 0111 .. - S_"Y.." 

SKIP to IS. 

10. Old Ih. olf.ndlt Ull', .1I •• pl 10 'nltl, or " •• In In Ihll 
esl.bllsh •• nl lII.ltlly? 

,0Ye. 
.'0 No,}, 
Discontinue U.18 01 Incident Report. Ent.r .It the fop 01 
rhis sheet "out 01 Sc~LIIIC"'YI" .r.se/ncldent 

~=!'n= otr1nc"1J.,~~ l~o,:;~e;:~1Y.1:;I:,:,:n~~S, 
on to ths nsltl ffpott«llncldfnt. If no other IncIdents 
:~.a~~ :n:r;h.t~':::~/:w~nd compl.'. Items Ig(2) 

11. Old the olf.nH,(s) .cl .. lly Itl In Of JUII Ity 10 1.1 In? 
1 0 Actually lot in 

:z 0 JUst tried to Ie, In 

12. liS lhelt I bloken window, b,ok.n lock, .11t. or,"y 
olhtl tvld.nu Ihll Ih. Olf.M.,(I) fOfc.d (lrl~ 10 'oret) 
his (lh.ll) wly II? 

lOVe. 

• 0 No -SKIP 10 14 

13. Ih.1 w .. lilt nlHlet? (1ltr/(.11 thll apply) 

, 0 Broken lock Of window 

}SIC/PIOI6c 
z 0 ForCld door 

"DAI.rm 
_ 0 O.h .. - Speclly 

1~. How dl. lilt Oll.MIt(I) Itl I. (Iry 10 Itl In)? 
I 0 Throuah unlocked door or wIndow 

·oH:c!.~o, 

• 0 OtM, - S_"y 

-0 0..,', know 
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o 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

P ... 7 
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~~+~;:tF,';;; ,',.'" ~/?l:it-';;\~~;~·,:;;:- . ';i'::1IHCIDEHT REPORT - Continued f 
lSI. Was Inythlnr dlmlred but not token In this Incident? FOI 181. Old you, the ownel, ollny employee hele lose .ny lime 

,,"mple, I lock Dr window bloken, dlmared merchandise, etc. rlom wOlk becluse Dr this Intldent? _/ Numbc, 
,DYes , 0 Ye, - How mlny people?_ 
20 No -SKIP 10 16a 

• 0 No - SKIP 10 19a 
b. Wn (wele) Ihe dlml.ed lIem(s) lepilled Dllepllced?' 

lOY" -SKIP 10 15<1 b. How m.ny WDlk dlYs wele lost altDlelher? 
'ONo 1 0 Less than I day 

C. How much would II cost to leplir ollepllce the dlmlres? • 0 1-5 day, 
(Eslimlle) 

30 6- 10 days ..I Days 
S 

• riJ}SKIP 10 ISa .0 Over to da)'$ - How many? ~ 
x 0 Don't know S 0 Don't know 

d. How much did it cost to lep~1r or lepllce the dlmlres? 
191. Were any securlly measures taken anel this Incldenl 10 

$ . (if] protect the establishment from rulure Intldents? 

v 0 No COSt -SKIP fo 1& toYes 

X 0 Don', know • f.J N. - SKIP 1020. 
e. Who plld or will PlY ror the repllr, or repllcemenl? ,-

(Mark (X) all lhal apply) b. Whll measures were taken? 
1 0 This business (Mark (X) all'ha, apply) 

2 0 Insurance 
I 0 Alarm system - outside rinllnl 

1 0 Owner of BulhJin& (landlord) 

• 0 O,h., - Speclly z 0 Central alarm 

50 Don't know 1 0 Rc1nforcln& devices. ,rates. Illtes, 
bats on window. etc. 

161. Old the ollendel(S) tlke Iny money? (Exclude money .. 0 Guar~~ watchman 
belonrlnrlo customers 01 slore pO(sonnel) 

5 o Watch dOl 
, 0 Y .. - Whit WIS Ihe . Ii] 60 Firearms tolJl vllue?_ S 
'ON. 70 Cameras 

b. Old the ollender(s) IJke Iny merchlndlse, equipmenl Dr 8DHluors 

supplies? (Exclude personal properly belonrlnrlD SII 0 Locks 
customels Dr store personnel.) • 0 Doh., - SPecifY., , 0 YeS - WhIt WIS the .ri'J tolll vllue? __ s 
.z 0 No -SkiP to '7a /I answer 10 16a 

Is resj otherwise SKIP 10 1Sa 

C. How was the value determined? 
20 •• Was Ihls Incident reporled 10 Iho police? 

I 0 Orilinal COSt '0 Ye, -SKIP /0 27 

.2 0 Replacement COSt 'ONo 
, 0 Ooho, - Specify 

b. What il/ls the reason Ihls Incident was nol rep or led 
171. How much, illny, Dr the stolen "oney Ind/ol properly 10 Ihe police? 

WIS recovered by Insurlnce? (Mark (XI all rhalapply) 

S .[1] I 0 police afread)' knew of the Incident 

V 0 None - Why .0t?JI' .z 0 Nothinl could be done - lack of proof 

1 0 Oldn', report It l 0 Old not think it Imponal'lt enoulh 

.z 0 Does nOl have Insurance .c 0 Old nOt 'Want co bother police 
J 0 Not seUled yet sO Dfd nor wanl 10 lake the time 
40 Paller has a deductible, 

sO Money and/or merchandize was recovered 60 Old not want to let involved 

X 0 Don' 1 know 70 Afraid of reprisal 

b. How much, illny, or the stolen money Ind/or properly ~ 0 Reported to somtlone else 
WI' lecoveled by means olher thl. In.,urlnce? 

• 0 Ooher - spe<IIY7 
S •• vON.no } 
x q Dan', know SKIP 1018a 21. INTERVIEWER ~ Is this the last Incident 

c. By whll m.ln' WI' the slolen money .nd/o, CHECK !TEM Report to be completed! 
propelly I.coveled? o Yu - ~::'U;f'e,,: t::~ ~:f2~. 
10 Pollee B. 9, end end interview. 

• 0 Doh., - Speclly o No - Fill tho nexllncident 
ReJJO(I. 

NOTES 

·c 
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APPENDIX II 
HOUSEHOLD SURVEY 
Technical Information 

and standard error tables 

With respect to crimes against persons and 
households, survey results contained in this publica­
tion are based on data gathered during early 1974 
from persons residing within the city limits of 
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,,{lnd individuals who were absent from 
the household during the entire field interview 
period; for these persons, interviewers were required 
to obtain proxy responses from a knowledgeable 
adult member of the household. Survey records were 
processed and weighted, yielding results representa­
tive both of the city's population as a whole and 
of sectors within society. Because they are based on 
a sample survey rather than a complete enumeration, 
the results are estimates. 

Sample design and size 
The basic frame from which the sample was 

drawn for the National Crime Survey household 
survey in Minneapolis was the complete housing 
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970 

iJ 

Census of Population and Housing. For the purpose 
of sample selection, the city's housing units were 
distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various 
characteristics. Occupied units, which comprised 
the majority, were grouped into 100 strata defined 
by a combination of the following characteristics: 
type of tenure (owned or rented); number of 
household members (five categories); household in­
come (five categories); and race of head of 
household (white or nonwhite). Housing units 
vacant at the time of the Census were assigned to 
an additional four strata, where they were distributed 
on the basis of rental or property value. Further­
more, a single stratum incorporated group quarters. 

To account for units built after the 1970 Census, 
a sample was drawn, by means of an independent 
clerical operation, of permits issued for the construc­
tion of residential housing within the city. This 
enabled the proper representation in the survey of 
persons occupying housing built aft~r 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 repellted 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 
criIpes' against households. For .interviews conducted 
at housing units selected fr~m 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 compens'ate 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 tablliating crimes 
against persons, to account for situations where at 
least one but nQt all eligible persons in a household 
were interviewed; (4) a household n'oninterview 
adjustment to ac~ount for households qualified to 
participate in the survey but from which an inter­
view was not obtaine~; 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 pi'ocedure 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 i.ncluded in samples 
for certain other Census Bureau programs. The 
procedure was not applied to interview records 
gathered from residents of group quarters or of units 
constructed after the Census. 

In producing estimates of personal incidents 
(as opposed to those of personal victimizations), 
a further weighting adjustment was required in those 
cases where the basic unit of tabulation was an 
incident involving more than one person, thereby 
allowing for the probability that such incidents had 
more than one chance of coming into the sample, 
Thus, if two persons were victimized during the 
same incident, the weight assigned to the -record for 
that incident (and associated characteristics) was 
reduced by one-half in order not to introduce 
double c.ounts 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, victimiza~ions 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, 
thert; 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, ~stimates were calculated of the size of the 
relevant populatipn. 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 cl'imes 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
son~l 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. 

d 
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Reliability of estimates 
As previously noted, statistical data contained 

in this report are estimates. Despite the precautions 
·taken to minimize sampling variability, the estimates 
are subject to errors arising from the fact that the 
sample employed in conducting the survey was only 
one of a large number of possible samples of equal 
size that could have been used applying the same 
sample design and selection procedures, Estimates 
derived from different samples may vary somewHat; 
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a 
complete census had been taken using the same 
schedules, instructions, and interviewers. 

The standard error of a survey estimate is a 
measure of the variation among estimates from all 
possible samples and is, therefore, a g~uge 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, . tbat is, an interval having a prescribed 
probability that it would include the average result 
of all possible samples. The average value of all 
possible samples mayor may not be contained in any 
particular computed intet:val. 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 repor-t 
crimes committed by offenders known to them, 
especially if they are relatives. In addition, it is 
suspected that, among certain societal groups, crimes 
that contain the elements of assault are a part of 
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or 
are not. considered worth mentioning to a survey 
interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems 
may result in a substantial understatement of the 
"true" rate of victimization from assault. 

Another source of nonsampling error related to 
the recall capacity of respondents involves telescop­
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-month. 
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier 
-or, in a few instances, those that happened after 
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample 
of the National Crime Survey program, the city 
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure 
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and 
the magnitude of telescoping has not been de­
termined. 

Methodological research undertaken in prepara­
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi­
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are 
reported when one household member reports for 
all persons residing in the household than when 
each household member is interviewed individually. 
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted 
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response 
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only 
exceptions to the rule. 

Additional nonsampling errors can result from 
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis­
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper 
coding and processing of data. Many of these 
errors would also occur in a complete census, 
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser­
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro­
priate, as well as edit procedures in the field and at 
the clerical and computer processing stages, were 
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utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low 
level. As calculated for this survey, the standard 
errors partially measure only those nonsampling 
errors arising from random response and inter­
viewer 'errors; they do not, however, take into ac­
count any systematic biases in the data. 

Concerning the reliability of data from the house­
hold survey, it should be noted that estimates based 
on about 10 or fewer sample cases have been 
considered unreliable. Such estimates are qualified in 
footnotes to the data tables and were not used for 
purposes of analysis in the report's selected findings. 
The minimum estimate considered sufficiently re­
liable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the 
personal and household sectors was 150. 

As they appear in the report's data tables, all 
absolute values-including numbers of victimiza­
tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bases) 
shown parenthetically on rate tables-have been , 
rounded to the nearest hundredth. Relative figures 
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu­
lated from unrounded figures. 

Standard error tables 
and calculations 

For survey estimates relevant to the personal 
and household sectors, the standard errors displayed 
on tables at the end of this appendix can be used 
for gauging sampling variability. These errors are 
approximations and suggest an order of magnitUde 
of the standard error rather than the precise error 
associated with any given estimate. Table I con­
tains the standard error approximations applicable 
to the estimated levels, or numbers, of personal 
incidents, personal victimizations, and household 
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal 
victimization rates are given in Table II, whereas 
Table III displays the standard error approxima­
tions for household victimization rates. For levels 
and rates not specifically listed on the tables, linear 
inteFPolation must be used to approximate the 
error. 

-~-- -~~----

To illustrate the application of standard errors 
in measuring sampling variability, assume that a 
data table in this report shows there were 6,000 
personal robbery incidents in Minneapolis. Linear 
interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix 
yields a standard error of about 322 for the esti­
mated 6,000 incidents. The chances are 68 out 
of 100 that the estimate would have been a figure 
differing from a complete census figure by less t4mn 
322, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ­
ated with that level of incidents would be from 
5,678 to 6,322. The chances are 95 out of 100 
that the estimate would have differed from a com­
plete census figure by less than twice this standard 
error (644); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval 
then would be fron{"5,356 to 6,644. 

Assume further that, for a Minneapolis popula­
tion subgroup numbering 40,000, the recorded 
personal victimization rate was 35 per 1,000 
persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear interpola­
tion of data listed in Table II would yield a standard 
error of about 4.1. Consequently, chances are 68 
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 35 would be 
within 4.1 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68 
percent confidence interval associated with the 
estimate would be from 30.9 to 39.1. And, the 
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate 
would be within roughly 8.2 of a complete enumera­
tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would 
be about 26.8 to 43.2. 

In comparing two sample estimates, the standard 
error of the difference between the two figures i:; 
approximately equal to the square root of the sum 
of the squares of the standard errors of each estimate 
considered separately. This formula represents the 
actual standard error quite accurately for the differ­
ence between uncorrelated sample estimates. If, 
however, there is a high positive correlation, the 
formula will overestimate the true standard error of 
the difference; and if there is a large negative corre­
lation, the formula will underestimate the true 
standard error of the difference. 
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Household Survey 

Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal 
incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations, 

by size of estimate 

Size of estimate 

50 
100 
250 
500 

1,000 
2,500 
5,000 

10,000 
25,000 
50,000 

100,00(\ 

(68 chances out ~f 100) 

InCidents 

30 
42 
67 
94 

131. 
211 
298 
419 
652 
899 

1,202 

Personal 
Victimizations 

31 
44 
69 
98 

139 
221 
316 
458 
773 

1,199 
1,963 

, 

Household incidents 

34 
48 
75 

107 
151 
240 
344 
496 
831 

1,278 
2,066 

93 

, 
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Estimated rate 
per 1,000 persons 

.5 or 999.5 

.75 or 999.25 
1 or 999 
2.5 or 997.5 
5 or 995 
7.5 or 992.5 
10 or 990 
25 or 975 
50 or 950 
100 or 900 
250 or 750 
500 

Estimated rate per 
1,000 households 

.5 or 999.5 

.75 or 999.25 
1 or 999 
2.5 or .997.5 
5 or 99> 
7.5 or 992.5 
10 or 990 
25 or 975 
50 Or 950 
100 or 900 
250 or 750 
500 

o 

,\ 

Table II. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates 
(6e chances out of 100) 

Base of rate 
100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500~000 

9.7 6.2 4.4 3.1 1.9 1.4 1.0 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 
11.9 7.5 5.3 3.8 2.4 1.7 1.2 0.8 0,,5 0.4 0.2 0.2 
13.8 8.7 6.2 4.4 2.8 1.9 1.4 0.9 0.6 C.4 0.3 0.2 
21.8 13.8 9.7 6.9 4.4 3.1 2.2 1.4 1.0 0.7 0.4 0.3 
30.8 19.5 13.8 9.7 6.2 4.3 3.1 1.9 1.4 1.0 0.6 0.4 
37.6 23.8 16.8 11.9 7.5 5.3 3.8 2.4 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.5 
43.4 27.4 19.4 13.7 8.7 6.1 4.3 2.7 1.9 1.4 0.9 0.6 
68.1 43.1 30.4 21.5 13.6 9.6 6.8 4.3 3.0 2.2 1.4 1.0 
95.0 60.1 42.5 30.1 19.0 13.4 9.5 6.0 4.3 3.0 1.9 1.3 

130.8 82.7 5a·5 41.4 26.2 18.5 13.1 8.3 5.9 4.1 2.6 1.9 
188.8 119.4 /34.4 59.7 37.8 26.7 18.9 11.9 8.4 6.0 3.8 2.7 
218.0 137.9 97·5 68.9 43.6 30.8 21.8 13.8 9.8 6.9 4.4 3.1 

Table III. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates 

, ' . . , 

100 

10.6 
13.0 
15.0 
23.7 
33.5 
41.0 
47.3 
74.1 

103.6 
142.7 
20$.9 
237.8 

250 

6.7 
8.2 
9.5 

15.0 
21.2 
25.9 
29.9 
47.0 
65.5 
90.2 

130.2 
150.4 

500 

4·8 
5.8 
6.7 

10.6 
15.0 
18.3 
21.2 
33.2 
46.3 
63.8 
92.1 

106.3 

1,000 2,500 

3.4 2.1 
4.1 2.6 
4.8 3.0 
7.5 4.7 

10.6 6.7 
13.0 8.2 
15.0 9.5 
23.5 14.8 
32.8 20.7 
45.1 28.5 
65.1 41.2 
75.2 47.6 

.-

(68 chances out of 100) 

Base of rate 
5,OOC 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 

1.5 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 
1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 C.4 0.3 0.2 
2.1 1.5 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 
3.4 2.4 1.5 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.3 
4.7 3.4 2.1 1.5 1.1 0.7 0.5 
;5.8 4.1 2.6 1.8 1.3 O.S 0.6 
6.7 4.7 3.0 2.1 1.5 0.9 0.7 

10.5 7.4 4.7 3.3 2.3 1.5 1.0 
14.7 10.4 6.6 4.6 3.3 2.1 1.5 
20.2 14.3 9.0 6.4 4.5 2.8 2.0 
29.1 20.6 13.0 9.2 6.5 4.1 2.9 
33.6 23.8 15.0 10.6 7.5 4.8 3.4 

1,000,000 

0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.3 
0.4 
0.4 
0.7 
1.0 
1.3 
1.9 
2.2 

1,000,000 

0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.4 
0.5 
0.7 
1.0 
1.4 
2.1 
2.4 

'. 
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APPENDIXjlll 
COMMERCIAL SURVEY 

TechnicCliI 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 results are estimates. 

S.ample design and size 
For the purposes of sample selection, Min­

nel!polis 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 \ypes 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 

interviews, no longer operating at the designated 
address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At 
10 other establishments it was impossible to con­
duct interviews because the operator could not be 
reached, declined to participate in the survey, or was 
otherwise not available. Therefore, interviews were 
taken in 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 usable 
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide 
estimates of victimization data. The final weight 
was the product of the following elements: (1) a 
basic weight, reflecting each selected 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 nonintervi~w adjustment was equal to the 
totid number of data records required for each 
particular kind of business divided by the number 
of usable records actually collected. The factor to 
account for establishments that were not in operation 
during the entire 12-month time frame was applied 
only to the number of incidents involving such 
businesses and not the complete inventory of those 
establishments. This factor was obtained by multi­
plying the basic weight of each part-year operator 
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the. 
number of months the establishment· was active 
during the reference period. Then, the result was 
multiplied by the ratio of required records divided 
by the number of usable records, the result being 
applied to the record of each part-year operator. 
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Reliability of 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 subs am pies 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 record keeping and of reporting to the 
police by businesses, as well as the concentration of 
the survey on two of the more serious crimes, 
burglary and robbery. Unlike the national sample 
of the commercial victimization surveys, the city 
samples have not incorporated a bounding pro­
cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable 
to telescoping. 

In addition to those relating to victim recall 
ability, nonsampling errors may have arisen from 
deficient interviewing and from data processing 
mistakes. However,quality control measures com­
parable to those used in the household survey were 
adopted to minimize such errors. 

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10 
or fewer sample cases have been considered 11n-

reliable. Such esttmares are qualified in footnotes 
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered 
sufficiently reliable to serve as a base for statistics 
on commercial crimes was 150. 

The numbers of commercial victimizations and 
the control figures (bases) shown parenthetically in 
Data Table 85 have been rounded to the nearest 
hundredth. However, all relative figures (whether 
rates or percentages) were calculated from un­
rounded figures. 

Relative error tables 
and calculations 

In order to measure sampling variability asso­
ciated with selected results of the commercial survey, 
relative errors are presented on two tables in this 
appendix. Generalized standard errors, such as those 
developed in connection with the household survey, 
were not calculated. Instead, the tables display actual 
calculations of relative errors from the sample 
observations for estimated values pertaining to selec­
ted characteristics of business establishments. Table 
IV applies to the estimated level of victimizations, 
and Table V relates to victimization rates for each of 
the measured crimes. Although the relative errors 
listed on those tables partially gauge the effect of 
nonsampling error, they do not take into account any 
biases that may be inherent in the survey results. 
For estimated values not shown on Tables IV and 
V, rough approximations of relative errors may be 
made by utilizing the relative errors for similar 
figures having bases of comparable size. 

When used in conjunction with the survey re­
sults, the relative error tables permit the construc­
tion of intervals containing the average results of 
all possible samples with a prescribed level of confi­
dence. Chances are about 68 out of 100 that any 
given survey result would differ from results that 
would v'} 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 

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 614.1 
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, 

1 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 lhat 
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 

Type of crime 

Blrglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Comple~ed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

1'-

(68 chances out of 100) 

Estimated number of incidents 

7.225 
4.930 
2.295 
1.506 
1.154 

352 

Relative error 

Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimiz~tion rates, 
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime 

(68 ,chances out of 100) 

Blrgl!!!:l: Robbe~ 
Estimated rate Estimated rate 
per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 Relative 

Characteristic establishments error establishments error 

Kind of establishment 
436 14.5% 91 27.9% All establishments 

207 15.4% Retail 403 15.d,t 
24.4% 111 * Wholesale 479 

37 38.5% Service 532 22.5% 
Gross annual receipts 

274 30.1% 131 43.1% Less than $10,000 
167 42.9% $10,000-$24,999 471 23.9% 

40.0% 291 16.lif, 94 $25,000-$49,999 
156 36.2% $50,000-$99,999 617 23.lif, 
216 48.4% $100, OOO-$I~99 ,999 605 31.4% 
138 91.lif, 612 28.4% $500,000-$999,999 

340 25.8% 99 66.1$> $1,000,000 or more 
377 16.8% 0 O.d,t No sales 

141 46.9% Not available 216 33.7% 

*Relative error greater than ~OO pel~ent. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or few61' sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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APPENDIX IV 
TECHNICAL NOTES 

Information provided in this appendix is de­
signed to aid in understanding the report's selected 
findings and, more broadly, to assist data users in 
interpreting statistics in the data tables. The notes 
address general concepts as well as potential problem 
areas, but do not purport to cover all data elements 
or problems. The Glossary of terms should be 
consulted for definitions of crime categories, vari­
ables, and other terms used in the data tables and 
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 crinies 
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 19f personal assault. With 
respect to crimes against p,buseholds and businesses, 
there is no distinction between victimizations and 
incidents, as each criminal act against, tll!gets of. 

either type were assumed to have involved a single 
victim, the affected household or business. In fact, 
the terms "victimization" and "incident" can be 
used interchangeably in analyzing data on household 
and commercial crimes. 

As indicated with respect to personal crimes, 
victimization data are more appropriate than inci­
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse­
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual 
victim. They also are better suited for assessing 
victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin­
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in 
addition to serving as a key element in computing 
victimization rates, victimization counts are used 
for developing information on victim injury and 
medical care, economic losses, time lost from work, 
victim self-protection, offender characteristics, and 
reporting to police. On the other hand, incident 
data are more adequate for the examination of the 
circumstances surrounding the occurrence of per­
sonal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time 
and place of occurrence of such offenses, <'I,~ well as 
the use of weapons and number of victims" and of­
fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical 
case given above, therefore, the rate data for 
personal assault would reflect the attack on each 
customer, and other victimization tables would in­
corporate details concerning the outcome of the 
crime for each person, such as any injuries, damage 
to clothing, and loss of time from work. 

For data tables on crimes against persons, the 
table titles stipUlate whether victimizations or inci­
dents are the relevant units of measure. 

Victim characteristics 
A variety of attributes of victimized persons, 

households, and commercial establishments appear 
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of 
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing 
the number of victimizations associated with a speci-
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fic crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number of 
persons, households, or businesses under considera­
tion. For crimes against persons, the rates are based 
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over, 
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu­
lar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes 
are regarded as being directed against the household 
as a unit rather than against the individual members; 
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of 
the fraction consists of the number of households in 
question. Similarly, the rates for each of the two 
crimes against commercial establishments are re­
lated to the number of businesses being examined. 

As indicated previously, victimizations of house­
holds and businesses, unlike those of persons, can­
not involve more than one victim during a specific 
criminal act. However, repeated victimizations of 
individuals, households, and commercial establish­
ments can and do occur. As general indicators of 
the danger of having been victimized during the 
reference period, the rates ar/~ 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) th~ scene at the time of the crime. In the 
data tables, however, the means by which police 
learned of the crime are not distinguished, the 
overall proportion made known to them being of 
primary concern. 

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited by respon­
dents for not reporting crimes to the police. Data 
tables on this topic distribute all reasons for each 
non-report, and no determination has been made of 
the primary reason, if any, for not reporting the 
crime. 

Time and place of occurrence 
For each of the measured crimes against 

persons, households, and businesses, data on when 
the offenses occurred were obtained for three broad 
time intervals: the daytime hours (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.); 
the first half of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight); and 
the second half of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.). 

Regarding data from the household survey, 
tables on place of occurrence distinguish six kinds 
of sites, two of which cover the respondent's home 
and its immediate vicinity. For certain offenses not 
involving contact between victim and offender, the 
classification of crimes is determined on the basis 
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition, 
most household burglaries happen at principal resi­
dences, with a small percentage at second homes or 
at places occupied temporarily, such as hotels and 
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house­
hold larceny are differentiated from one another 
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur. 
Whereas the latter transpire only in the home and 
its immediate environs, the former can take place at 
any other location. In order to have been classified 
as a household larceny within the victim's own 
home, the offense had to have been committed by a 
person (or persons) admitted to the residence, or 
by someone having customary access to it, such as 
a deliveryman, servant, acquaintance, or relative. 
Otherwise, the crime would have b(;:en classified as a 
household burglary, or as a personal robbery if 
force or ita 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 elsewhere (suburbs and 
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two 
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that 
took place when the victims were temporarily away 
from their residence, such as vacationing, visiting or 
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business; 
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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 ~Iictims and offenders 
As noted previously, the number of individuals 

victimized in each personal crime is a key element 
for computing rates of victimization and other data 
on the impact of crime. However, the data table 
specifically concerning the number of individual 
victims per crime is based on incidents. 

Two tables, also based on incidents, display 
data on the number of offenders involved in per­
sonal. crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey 
questIOns on characteristics of offenders, the lead 
question concerned the number of offenders. If the 
victim did not know how many offenders took part 
in the incident, no further questions were asked 
about offender characteristics, and the crime was 
classified as having involved strangers. The terms 
"stranger" and "non stranger" are defined in the 
Glossary. 

.Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 

Some of the tables on this subject display data on 
the offenders only and others cover both victims 
and offenders. The characteristics examined are age 
and race. As with most information developed 
from this survey, offender attributes are based solely 
on the victim's perceptions and ability to recall the 
crime. Because the events often were stressful ex­
periences, resulting in confusion or physical harm 
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning 
offender characteristics were more subject than other 
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous 
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred 
under somewhat vague circumstances, especially 
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim 
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in­
fluenced the attribution of offender characteristics. If 
victims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or 
a set of them) more than others, bias would have 
been introduced into the findings, and no method 
has been developed for determining the existence 
and effect of such bias. 
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In the relevant data tables, a distmction is made 
between "single-offender" and "multiple-offender" 
crimes, with the latter classification applying to 
those committed by two or more persons. As ap­
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the category 
"mixed ages" refers to cases in which the offenders 
in any single incident were classifiable under more 
than one age group; similarly, the term "mixed 
races" applies to situations in which the offenders 
were members of more than a single racial group. 

Weapons use by offenders 

For personal crimes of violence and commercial 
robbery, information was gathered on whether or 
not the victims observed that the offenders were 
armed, and, if so, the types of weapons concerned. 
For purposes of tabulation and analysis, the mere 
presence of a weapon constituted "use." In other 
words, the term "weapons use" applies both to 
situations in which weapons served for purposes of 
intimidation, or threat, and to those in which they 
actually were employed as instruments of physical 
attack. 

In addition to firearms 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 
fir~arms and a knife during a personal robbery, the 
crime would have been classified as one in which 
weapons of each type were used. With respect to 
each robbery of a business in which weapons of 
more than one type were observed, only the most 
lethal type was recorded. Thus, for example, if of­
fenders used two firearms and a knife in robbing a 
store, the crime would have been classified as one 
in which firearms were used; a single entry would 
have been made under the category "firearms." 

Victim self-protection 

With reference to personal crimes of violence 
information was obtained on whether or not victim~ 
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the meas­
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging 
from nonviolent to forcible, were considered self­
protection measures: reasoning with the offender; 
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for 
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender; 
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent 
tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by 
victims in each crime, no determination having been 
made of the single most important measure. 

Victim injury and economic loss 

Information was gathered concerning the in-
. juries sustained by the victims of each of the three 
personal crimes of violence. However, during the 
preparation of this report, the requisite data were 
not available for calculating the proportion of rape 
victimizations in which victims were injured. There­
fore, information on the percent of crimes in which 
victims were harmed is confined to personal robbery 
and assault. For each of these 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 restoratiun 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 c!as­
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. 

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
pess 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 UI. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in which force 
is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window 
or slashing a screen). 

Head of household-For . classification purposes, 
only one individual per household can be the 
head person. In husband-wife households, the 
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head. 
In other households, the head person is the indi­
vidual so regarded by its members; generally, 
that person is the chief breadwinner. 

Household-Consists of the occupants of separate 
living quarters meeting either of the following 
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem­
porarily absent, whose usual place of residence is 
the housing unit in question, or (2) Persons 
staying in the housing unit who have no usual 
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 bur.glary 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 estai?lishment-Determined by the sole or 
principal( activity at each place of business. 

Larceny-Theft or attempted theft of property or 
c·ash without force. A basic distinction is made 
between personal larceny and household larceny. 

Marital status-Each household member is assigned 
to one of the following categories: (1) Married, 
which. includes persons joined in common-law 
unions and those warted 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 on¥ another. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and non stranger offenders, the events 
are classified under non stranger. The distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not 
made for personal larceny without contact, an 
offense in which victims rarely see the offender. 

Offender-The perpetrator of a crime; the term 
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail­
ing contact between victim and offender. 

Offense-A crime; with respect to personal crimes, 
the two terms can be used interchangeably irre­
spective of whether the applicable unit of meas­
ure is a victimization or lin incident. 

Personal crimes-Rape, robbery of persons, assault, 
personal larceny with contact, or personal larceny 
without contact. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Personal crimes of theft-Theft or attempted theft 
of property or cash, either with contact (but 
without force or threat of force) or without direct 
co}\.tacthetween victim and offender. Equivalent 
to personal larceny. 

Personal crimes of violence-Rape, robbery of 
persons, or assault. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Personal larceny-Equivalent to personal crimes of 
theft. A distinction is made between personal 
larceny with contact and personal larceny with­
out contact. 

Personal larceny with contact-Theft (If 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 morf.! 
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as­
sault include bruises, black eye8, 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 weapci,n resulting 
either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, b'ack eyes, 
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermin.ed 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 contl/jns 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. 

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 !:iee 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 
determin('d by the number of victims of such 
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimizations is 
somewhat higher than the number of incidents 
because more than one individual is victimized 
during certain incidents, as well as because per­
sonal victimizations that occurred in conjunction 
with either commercial burglary or robbery are 
not counted as incidents of personal crime. Each 
criminal act against a household or commercial 
establishment is assumed to involve a, single vic­
tim, the affected household or establishment. 

Victimization rate-For crimes against persons, the 
victimization rate, a measure of occurrence 
among population groups at risk, is computed on 
the basis of the number of victimizations per 
1,000 resident popUlation age 12 and over. For 
crimes against households, victimization rates 
are calculated on the basis of the number of 
incidents per 1,000 households. And, for crimes 
against commercial establishments, victimization 
rates are derived from the number of incidents 
per 1,000 establishments. 

Victimize-To perpetrate a crime against a person, 
household, or commercial establishment. 
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