
l 
j 

J 
I 
I 

" 

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

National Criminal Justice Reference Service 

This microfiche was produced from documents received for 
inclusion in the NCJRS data base. Since NCJRS cannot exercise 
control over the physical condition of the documents submitted, 
the individual frame quality will vary. The resolution chart on 
this frame may be used to .~valuate the document quality. 

1.0 Il::i. IliP'S 
'""

2

,5 
I!i:& 
~ w I .2 w 

~~ I.:. 
W 

H~ 1:1 
.." 

'" k tIIl.:.a.. 

111111.1 

111111.25 111111.4 111111.6 

It!ICROCOPY RESOLUTION TEST CHART 
NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS-1963-A 

~ 1\ 

Microfilming P19~edures llsed to create this fiche comply with 
the standards set fortb,in 41CFR 101-11.504. _, 

Points of view or opinions stated in this document are 
those of the author(s) and do not represent the official 
position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice. 

National Institute of Justice 
United States Deparf:~ertt otJustice 
Washington,'D.C.,.2Q5alLiI.~. ii,. " H 

~ ".~~?" 

" 

(I, 
.I; I' 

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

;'" 
I 

U.S. Department of Justice 
National Institute of Justice 

This document has been reproduced exaclly as received from the 
person or organization originating it. Points of view or opinions stated 
in this document are ~hose of the authors and do not necessarily 
represent the official position or policies of the National Institute of 
Justice. 

Permission to reproduce this copyrighted material has been 
granted by 

PUBLIC DOMAIN! BJS 
, US DEPT OF JUSTICE 
~ 

j
' to the National Criminal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS). 

Further reproduction outside of the NCJRS system requires permis­

, ,,, __ ,,.,. slon of the copyright owner, 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 

" National Criminal Justice 
Information and Statistic5>Service 

.J 

, 

If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.



National Criminal Justice Information and Statistics Service Reports 

Victimization Surveys: 
Criminal Victimization in the United States: 

A Comparison of 1974 and 1975 Findings 
Criminal Victimization in the United States: 

A Comparison of 1973 and 1974 Findings 
Criminal Victimiia!ion in the lJnited States: 

1973 
Criminal Victimization Surveys in 13 

American Cities: National Crime Panel 
Surveys in Boston, Buffalo, Cincinnati, 
Houston, Miami, Milwaukee, Minneapolis, 
New Orleans, Oakland, Pittsburgh, San 
Diego, San Francisco, and Washington, 
D.C. 

Criminal Victimization Surveys in Chicago, 
Detroit, Los Angeles, New York, and 
Philadelphia: A Comparison of 1972 and 
1974 Findings 

Criminal Victimization Surveys in the Nation's 
Five Largest Cities: National Crime Panel 
Survey in Chicago, Detroit, Los Angeles, 
New York, and Philadelphia, 1972 

Criminal Victimization Surveys in Eight 
American Cities: A Comparison of 1971/72 
and 1974/75 Findings-National Crime 
Surveys in Atlanta, Baltimore, Cleveland, 
Dallas, Denver, Newark, Portland, and St. 
Louis 

Crime in Eight American Cities: National 
Crime Panel Surveys in Atlanta, Baltimore, 
Cleveland, Dallas, Denver, Newark, 
Portland, and St. Louis-Advance Report, 
1971172 

Crimes and Victims: A Report on the Day ton­
San Jose Pilot Survey of Victimization 

National Prisoner Statistics: 

Capital Punishment: 
1976 Advance Report 
1975 

Prisoners in State and Federal Institutions 
on December 31: 

1976 Advance Report 
1975 

Census of Stafe Correctional Facilities, 1974: 
Advance Rr::port 

Survey 01 inmates of Local Jails, 1972: 
Advance Report 

Census of Prisoners in State Correctional 
Facilities, 1973 

The Nation's Jails: A report on the census of jails 
from the 1972 Survey of Inmates of Local 
Jails 

Survey of Inmates of Local Jails, 1972: 
Advance Report 

Children in Custody: 
Advance Report on the Juvenile Detention 

and Correctional Facility Census of 1974 

Advance Report on the Juvenile Detention 
and Correctional Facility Census of 1972-73 

Report on the Juvenile Detention and 
Correctional Facility Census of 1971 

National Survey of Court Organization: 
1971 
1975 Supplement to State Judicial Systems 
1977 Supplement to State Judicial Systems 

Trends in Expenditure and Employment Data for 
~he Criminal Justice System, 1971-75 

Expenditure and Employment Data for the 
Criminal Justice System: 1975 (annual) 

Criminal Justice Agencies in Regions 1-10 
(10 volumes) 

Dictionary of Criminal Justice Data Terminology: 
Terms and Definitions Proposed for Interstate 
and National Data Collection and Exchange 

Program Plan for Statistics, 1977-81 

Utilizatjon of Criminal Justice Statistics 
Project: 

Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics 
1976 

Public Opinion Regarding Crime, Criminal 
Justice, and Related Topics 

New Directions in Processing of Juvenile 
Offenders: The Denver Model 

Who Gets Detained? An Empirical Analysis of 
the Pre-Adjudicatory Detention of 
Juveniles in Denver 

Juvenile Dispositions: Social and Legal 
Factors Related to the Processing of Denver 
Delinquency Cases 

Offender-Based Transaction Statistics: New 
Directions in Data Collection and Reporting 

Sentencing of California Felony Offenders 
The Judicial Processing of Assaun and 

Burglary Offenders in Selected California 
Counties 

Pre-Adjudicatory Detention in Three Juvenile 
Courts 

Delinquency Dispositions: An Empirical 
Analysis of Processing Decisions in Three 
Juvenile Courts 

The Patterns and Distribution of Assault 
Incident Characteristics Among Social 
Areas 

Patterns of Robbery Characteristics and Their 
Occurrence Among Social Areas 

Single copies are available from the National 
Criminal Justice Reference Service, P.O. Box 
24036, S.W. Station, Washington, D.C. 20024. 
Multiple cO'Jies are for sale by the 
Superintendent of Documents, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 
20402. 

" 

" 

Criminal Victimization Surveys 

in New Orleans 
A National Crime Survey Report 

No. SO-NCS-C-14 

July 1977 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 

National Criminal Justice 
Information and Statistics Service 



r 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 

James M. H. Gregg, Acting Administrator 

Harry Bratt, Assistant Administrator. 
National Criminal Justice Information 

and Statistics Service 

Benjamin H. Renshaw, Director 
Statistics Division 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

This report was prepared for the Law Enforcement Assistance Ad­
ministration by the Bureau of the Census. In the Law Enforcement 
Assistance Administration, general supervision was slipplied by 
Charles R. Kindermann, assisted by Dawn D. Nelson. Collection and 
processing of data for the household surveys were conducted in the 
Bureau of the Census under the general supervision of Marvin M. 
Thompson,. Demographic Surveys Division, assisted by Linda R. 
Murphy, Robert L. Goodson, Kenton R. Daniels, and Michael R. 
Rand. For the commercial surveys, the direction of data collection 
and processing activities was under the general supervision of Caesar 
Hill, Business Division, assisted by Chester E. Bowie. The report 
was prepared by the Crime Statistics Analysis Staff under the general 
supervision of Robert P. Parkinson. Adolfo L. Paez directed the 
project. The selected findings were written by Norman F. Howard. 
The report was reviewed for technical matters in the Statistical 
Methods Division dnder the general supervision of David V. Bateman, 
assisted by Louis 13,: Williams. 

Library of Congress Catalog;Jii; in p;ublication Data 

United States. National Criminal j~stice Information 
and Statistics Service. 
Criminal victimization surveys in New Orleans. 

(National crime survey report; no. SD-NCP-C-14) 
Supt. of Docs. no.: J 1.4213:SD-NCP-C-14 
1. Victims of crimes-Louisiana-New Orleans. 

2. Criminal statistics-Louisiana-New Orleans. 
r. Title. II. Series. 
HV6795.N38U55 1977 364 76:608192 

For sale by tbe Superintendent of Documents, 17.S. Government Printing Office 
WaShlngtou, D.C. 2Q.I02 \) 

Stock No. 027-000-00009-4 

I, 

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 ill 13 American Cities, published 
in June 1975. 

Since the early 1970's, victimization surveys 
have been designed and carried out for the Law 
Enforcement AssistanGe Administration (LEAA) by 
the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpose of 
developing information that permits detailed assess­
ment of the character and extent of selected types of 
criminal victimization. Based on representative 
samplings of households and commercial establish­
ments, the program has had two main elements: a 
continuous national survey and surveys in various 
cities. Although the overall objective of the program 

is to provide insights into the impact of crihH!S that 
are of major concern to the general public and law 
enforcement authorities, it is anticipated that the 
scope of the surveys will be modified periodically 
in order to address other topics in the realm of 
criminal justice. In addition, continuing methodologi­
cal studies are expected to yield refinements in survey 
questionnaires and procedures. 

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

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

The surveys in New Orleans 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 
10,022 housing units (21,726 residents age 12 and 
over) and the operators of 1,196 businesses. Res­
pondents furnished detailed personal ana household 
data (or information about business firms) in addi­
tion to particulars on any criminal acts they incurred. 

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

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

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

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

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-l 97 3 are inappropriate because of substan­
tial differences in coverage between the surveys and 
police statistics. A major difference arises from the 
fact that police statistics on the incidence of crime 
are derived principally from reports that persons 
make to the police, whereas survey data include 
crimes not reported to the police, as well as those 
reported. Survey data reflect only those crimes 
experienced by residents and commercial establish­
ments of New Orleans, even though some acts took 
place outside the city; they exclude criminal acts 
committed within the city against nonresidents, such 
as visitors and, ~uburban commuters. On the other 
hand, police statistics for New Orleans include all 
reported crimes occurring within the city limits, 
irrespective of the victim's place of residence, and 
exclude crimes experienced by city residents in other 
jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey 
relate only to persons age 12 and over, whereas 
police statistics count crimes against persons of any 
age. The surveys did not measure some offenses, 
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and 
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee 
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the 
counting and classifying rules for the two programs 
are not fully compatible. Similarly, the correspond­
ence between reference periods for results of the city 
surveys and published police statistics is not exact. 

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis­
tics, the personal rates cited in this report are based 
on victimizations rather than on incidents and are 
calculated on the basis of the resident population 
age 12 and over rather than on all residents. As 
indicated earlier, personal victimizations outnumber 
personal incidents. National Crime Survey rates of 
victimization for crimes against households and 
commercial establishments are based, respectively, 
on the number of households and businesses, where­
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes 
are based on the total population. A technical note 
entitled "Victim characteristics," Appendix IV, gives 
additional details on the manner in which the vic­
timization survey rates were computed. 
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THE CITY SURVEYS 

The National Crime Survey is a program designed 
to develop iQfqrmation not otherwise available on 
the nature or 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 purposes of planning, evalua­
tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes 
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to 
police attention. They also furnish a means for 
d&'1eloping victim profiles and, for identifiable sec­
tors of society, yield information necessary to com­
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza­
tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish-

, ing between stranger-to--stranger and domestic vio­
"~'!nce and between armed and strong-arm assaults 

and ):obberies. They can tally some of the costs of 
crime in terms of injury or economic loss sustailled, 
and they can provide greater understanding as to 
~hy certain criminal acts are not reported to police 
authorities. Conducted periodically in the same area, 
victimization surveys provide the data nece~sary for 
developing indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the 
levels of crime; conducted under the same proc,edures 
in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing 
the crime situation between two or more localities or 
types of localities. 

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

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

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

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

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

possible to analyze the characteristics ~nd 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 
3,500 series victimizations against persons and 
4,100 against householdE, t;!!lch 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 om by specific type of crime, appears 
in Appendix III of the preceding report, Criminal 
Victimization SlIrl'eys ill 13 A merican Cities. 

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

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS 

In this study, a basic distinction is made between 
two types of 'offenses against persons: crimes of 
violence and crimes of theft. Personal crimes of 
violence (rape, 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 are incidents 
with results no more serious than a minor bruise and 
incidents that bring the victim near death-but only 
near, because death would turn the crime into 
homicide. 

Attempted assaults differ from assaults carried 
out in that in the latter the victim is actually physical­
ly attacked and may incur bodily injury. An at­
tempted assault could be the result of bad aim 
with a gun or it could be a nonspecific verbal threat 
to harm the victim. It is difficult to categorize 
attempted assault as either aggravated or simple 
because it is conjectural how much injury, if any, 
the victim would have sustained had tqe 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 (i.e., 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 woman 
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 raIl king system used 
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. The order 
of seriousness for crimes against penons 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 of a garage, shed, or any other structure on 
the premises also constitutes household burglary. 
In fact, burglary does not necessarily have to occur 
on the premises. If the breaking and entering oc­
curred in .a hotel or in a vacation residence, it would 
still be cIassifieG as a household burglary for the 
household whose member or members were in­
volved. 

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

The theft or unauthorized use of motor vehicles, 
commonly regarded as a specialized form of house­
hold larceny, is treated separately in the National 
Crime Survey program Completed as weII 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 irieIude a relatively 
small number of offenses committed against certain 
other organizations, described in the introduction to 
Appendix III. 

Only two types of commercial crimes are 
measured by the National Crime Survey program: 
robbery and burglary. These crimes are comparable 
to 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 
personal confrontation and the. threat or use of 
force. Commercial robberies usually occur on the 
premises of places of business, but some can happen 
away from the premises, such as during the holdup 
of sales or delivery personnel away from the 
establishment. 
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SELECTED FINDINGS 

The statements that follow are illustrative of the 
information that can be drawn from this report's 
data tables. As a guide to readers, table so~rce 
citations are given parenthetically after each findm~. 
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 
As measured by the household and commercial 
surveys, an estimated 122,100 criminal victimiz~­
tions were committed against New Orleans resI­
dents and businesses in 1973. 

Forty-nine percent involved individuals; 41 p:r­
cent, households; and 10 percent, commerCial 
establishments. 

Personal crimes of theft outnumbered personai 
crimes of violence by 2 to 1. 

Victim charal!:teristics 
Residents of New Orleans were victimized by per­
sonal crimes of violence at a rate of 46 per 1,000 
persons age 12 and over [Table 1]. 

Men were victimized at twice the rate for 
women [Table 17]. 

Whites had a somewhat higher rate than blacks 
[Table 19]. 

Youths age 16-19 had the highest rate of any 
age group (92 per 1,000), roughly 5.4 times 
that of the elderly, age 65 and over, who had 
the lowest rate [Table 18]. 

The rate for young white males age 12-15-
137 per 1,000-was about twice that for young 
black males [Table 27]. 

The female victimization rate for rape was 4 
per 1,000 [Table 17]. 

Blacks had a somewhat higher burglary rate than 
whites, but a lower household larceny rate; th.ere 
was no significant difference between motor vehicle 
theft rates for the two races [Table 62]. 

Households headed by the elderly had the low­
est burglary and household larceny rates of any 
age group [Table 61]. 

The household larceny rate for households with 6 
or more persons was about 4% times that of 1-
person households [Table 65]. 

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a 
rate of 448 and robbed at a rate of 173 per 1,000 

[Table 85] . 

Twenty-nine percent of all surveyed businesses 
were victimized at least once during 1973; 29 
percent of those affected were victimized two or 
more times [Tables 87, 90]. 

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

Women reported violent crimes, as well as 
crimes of theft, relatively more often than men 
[Table 41]. 

Whites were more likely than blacks to have 
reported crimes of theft, and there was ~ome in­
dication that whites also reported cnmes of 
violence more frequently [Table 41]. 

Differences in reporting crimes of violence in­
volving strangers and those involving nonstran­
gers were not significant [Table 40]. 

Roughly 4 out of 10 household crimes were re­
ported to the police [Table 74]. 

Overall, there was no significant difference be­
tween whites and blacks in reporting household 
crimes [Table 74]. 

5 

~ , . 
, 



" 

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

6 Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

Whites were more likely than blacks to have re­
ported household larcenies [Table 74]. 

Seventy-two percent of all commercial burglaries 
and robberies were reported to the police [Table 93]. 

The most common reasons for not reporting per­
sonal, household, and commercial crimes were the 
victim's beliefs that nothing could be done because 
of lack of proof, and that the crime was not im­
portant enough [Tables 39, 70, 92]. 

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

Most personal crimes of theft occurred during the 
day [Table 54]. 

More household crimes took place at night than 
during the day [Table 84]. 

Most commercial burglaries (82 percent) occurred 
at ~ight; most commercia! robberies (58 percent), 
dunng the day [Table 101], 

Most personal crimes (59 percent) took place on 
the street and in other outdoor locations; only 3 
percent took place inside the victim's home, and 
only 3 percent near the home [Table 36]. 

Twenty-seven percent of all rapes occurred in­
side the victim's home [Table 36]. 

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

Number of victims and offenders 
About nine-tenths of all crimes of violence involved 
a single victim [Table 30]. 

Violent crimes by nonstrangers were more likely 
than those by strangers to have involved a single 
offender [Table 29]. 

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

Most personal and commercial robberies were car­
ried out by two or more offenders [Tables 28, 89]. 

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 
Strangers committed 82 percent of all personal 
crimes of violence [Table 5]. 

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

Victims perceived blacks to have committed a ma­
jority (66 percent) of single-offender and multiple­
offender (79 percent) crim!~s of violence [Tables 9, 
11]. 

Victims perceived most single-offender crimes of 
violence (57 percent) as having been committed 
by persons age 21 or over; however, there was no 
significant difference in the proportion of single­
offender robberies committed by persons under age 
21 and those 21 and over [Table 13]. 

More multiple-offender crimes of violence involved 
persons identified as being under age 21 than any 
other age grouping [Table ! 5] . 

Blacks were more likely than whites to have been 
victimized by members of their own race [Tables 
10, 12]. 

Most single- (93 percent) and multiple-offender 
(93 percent) robberies of blacks were com­
mitted by blacks [Tables 10, 12]. 

Most single- (90 percent) and multiple-offender 
(72 percent) assaults of blacks were perpetrated 
by blacks [Tables 10, 12]. 

Most single- (77 percent) arid multiple-offender 
(83 percent) robberies of whites wel'e~arried 
out by blacks [Tables 10, 12]. -

More single-offender assaults against whites 
were committed by whites than by blacks, but 
most multiple-offender assaults of whites (66 
percent) were carried out by blacks only [Tables 
to, 12]. 

Weapons use by offenders 

Offenders used weapons in 47 percent of all per­
sonal crimes of violence [Table 56]. 
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There was some indication that strangers em­
ployed weapons more often than nonstrangers 
[Table 56]. 

Weapons were used in personal robberies rela­
tively more often than in assaults [Table 56]. 

Firearms constituted 38 percent of the weapons 
types employed in crimes of violence [Table 
57]. 

Offenders used weapons in 78 percent of all com­
mercial robberies [Table 102]. 

Firearms were the most common type of weapon 
used, accounting for 85 percent [Table 103]. 

Victim self-protection 
Victims took self-protective measures in most (58 
percent) crimes of violence [Table 43]. 

Victims were more likely to have defended 
themselves in crimes by nonstrangers than in 
those by strangers [Table 43]. 

Victims rarely used firearms or knives, but 
physical force or weapons other than firearms 
and knives were employed relatively frequently 
[Table 45]. 

Victim injury and economic' loss 
V~ctims were injured in 29 percent of all personal 
robberies and assaults [Table 31). 

Victims of robberies and assaults involving non­
strangers were relatively more likely to have 
sustained injuries than were victims of stranger­
to-stranger crimes [Table 31). 

Nine percent of all personal crimes of violence 
resulted in the victim's receiving hospital care 
[Table 33]. 
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Seventy-four percent of all personal crimes involved 
loss of money and/or property damage [Table 47]. 

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

In more than half (61 percent) of personal 
crimes with loss, the losses were less than $50, 
including items of no monetary value [Table 
48]. 

Whites suffered a slightly higher proportion of 
losses in the $50 and over category than did 
blacks [Table 49]. 

In a majority 'jf completed personal robberies 
(77 percent) and larcenies (82 percent), no 
losses were recovered [Table 51]. 

Nine-tenths of all household crimes involved loss of 
money or property and/or property damage [Table 
78]. 

Household crimes with loss were about equally 
divided between those with losses of less than 
$50, including items of no monetary value, and 
those of $50 or more [TabJe 80]. 

Whites sustained a slightly higher proportion of 
lcsseg in the $50 and over category than did 
blacks [Table 80]. 

In 78 percent of all household crimes with theft, 
no losses were recovered; however, 57 percent 
of motor vehicle theft losses were fully recov­
ered [Table 81]. 

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

Some two-thirds of commercial crimes with loss 
were categorized at more than $50 [Table 97]: 



SURVEY DATA TABLES 

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

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violellce 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbe~" 
with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury _ 
Attempted assault wi~h 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 

19,600 
1,100 
7,WJ 

2,300 
1,300 
1,000 
3,500 
1,8.0C'" 

10,900 
-5,400 
1,700 
3,600 
5,500 
1,400 
4,100 

39,800 
5,800 
2,100 

700 
3,000 

34,000 

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

Rate 

46 
3 

18 

5 
3 
2 
8 
4 

26 
13 
4 
9 

13 
3 

10 

94 
14 

5 
2 
7 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

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

Type of crlme Incidents Victimizations Ratio 

Crimes of violence 16,700 19,600 1:1.17 
Rape 1,100 1,100 1:1.04 
Robbery 6,400 7,600 1:1.19 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
1:1.1(, with injury 2,000 2,300 

From serious assault 1,100 1,300 1:1.21 
From minor assault 900 1,000 l:1.10 

Robbery without injury 'JI,,,800 3,500 1:1.26 
Attempted robbery without injury 1,600 1,800 1:1.11 

Assault 9,300 10,900 1:1.17 
Aggravated assault 4,400 5,400 l:l.21 

With injury 1,500 1,700 1:1.18 
Attempted assault with weapon 2,900 3,600 1:1.23 

Simple assault 4,900 5,500 1:1.13 
With injury 1,200 1,400 1:1.18 
Attempted assault without weapon 3,700 4,100 1:1.12 

Crlmes of theft 38,800 39,800 1:1.03 
Personal larceny with contact 5,600 5,800 1:1.04 

Purse snatching 2,000 2,100 1:1.02 
Attempted purse snatchinG 700 700 1:1.06 
Pocket picldng 2,900 3,000 1:1.04 

Personal larceny without contact 133,200 34,000 1:1.02 

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

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

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

All victimizaUons Invo1~ s~r~ers Invo1~ nonstr~ers 
Type of crime Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate 

Crimes of violence 19,600 46 16,000 38 3,600 8 
Rape 1,100 3 900 2 200 1 

Completed rape 300 1 200 1 1Z 1Z 
Attempted rape SOO 2 600 2 1200 1Z 

Robbery 7,600 18 7,100 17 400 1 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

1Z with injury 2,300 5 2,100 5 1200 
From serious assault 1,300 3 1,100 3 1100 1Z 
From minor assault 1,000 2 1,000 2 1Z 1Z 

Robbery without injury 3,500 8 3,400 8 1200 1Z 
Attempted robbery without injury 1,800 4 1,600 4 1100 lZ 

Assault 10,900 26 8,000 19 2,900 7 
Aggravated assault 5,400 13 4,000 9 1,400 3 

With injury 1,700 4 1,300 3 500 1 
Attempted assault with weapon 3,600 9 2,700 6 900 2 

Simple assault 5,500 13 4,000 9 1,500 4 
With injury 1,400 .3 800 2 600 1 

~ : 

Attempted assault without 
weapon 4,lClO 10 3,200 7 900 2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ! ~ 
Z Fewer than 50 victimizations or less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

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

Characteristic All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 
Sex 

Male (44) 53 62 4B Female (56) 47 38 52 
Race 

White m~ 62 &J 63 Black 38 40 37 
Age 

~15 W! 11 15 10 16-19 10 16 20 15 20-24 12 17 17 17 25-34 16 19 17 20 35-49 18 17 15 19 50-64 20 13 11 l4 65 and over (14) 58 5 6 

\lurnbers in parentheses refer to percent in the group. Detail may not add to ~tal shown because 
of rounding. 

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 I,hite Black 
Crimes of violence $2 84 78 86 75 Rape 79 180 78 79 77 Robbery 94 93 98 97 90 Robbery and attempted {} 

robbery with injury 92 89 98 93 91 From serious assault 89 88 93 90 88 From minor assault 96 92 100 95 100 Robbery without injury 96 94 98 99 92 Attempted robbery without 
injury 93 93 95 98 84 Assault 73 77 66 80 62 Aggravated assault 74 79 64 82 66 With injury 72 79 &J 77 67 Attempted assault with 

weapon 75 79 66 84 65 Simple assault 72 75 68 79 57 With injury 58 66 47 65 141 Attempt~d assault 
without weapon 78 79 76 84 63 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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SurveyOata Tables 

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

Male Female 
Type of crime White Black White Black 

Crimes of violence 87 79 85 68 
Rape 1 a80 79 76 
Robbery 95 89 100 93 

With injury 88 90 100 93 
Without injury 98 89 100 93 

Assault 82 68 77 56 
Aggravated assault 82 74 81 55 
Simple assault 81 57 74 58 

lNo rapes of white males were recorded. 
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Race and age All assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault 

All races1 

12-15 67 57 74 
16-19 72 82 61 
20-24 79 81 78 
25-34 72 76 68 
35-49 65 62 69 
50-64 87 84 89 
65 and over 83 37l 290 

White 
12-15 84 74 90 
16-19 75 89 64 
20-24 82 86 79 
25-34 44 76 78 
35-49 76 80 73 
50-64 87 a38 90 
65 and over 1191 376 3100 

Black 
l2-15 42 242 242 
16-19 67 75 55 
20-24 75 73 77 
25-34 63 76 243 
35-49 4B 342 259 
50-64 86 288 283 
65 and over 267 267 267 

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

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence1 
Robbery 
Assault 

Related and/or well known 

lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Oasually acquainted 

52 
72 
47 

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 
Robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

White 

31 
'Z7 

'22 
28 
12 

116 
10 
39 
32 
45 

Perceived race of offender 

Black 

66 
60 

'56 
61 
85 
84 
85 
60 
66 
55 

Other 

'1 
'7 
o 

'8 
'1 II 

o 
'2 
lZ 
"1-1 
o 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total. shown because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1Estimate, based en about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Not known and 
not available 

T~b!e ~ O .. Personal crimes ~f violence: Percent distribution of single-offender 
Victimizations, by type of crtme, race of victims, and perceived race of offender 

Perceived race of offender 

Type of crime and race of victims 

Crimes of violence 
White 
Black 

Rape 
White 
Black 

Robbelt'y 
White 
Black 

Robbery with injury 
White 
Black 

Robbery without injury 
White 
Black 

Assault 
White 
Black 

Aggravated assault 
White 
Black 

Simple assault 
White 
Black 

White 

47 
8 

52 
o 

125 
o 

57 
10 

58 
113 

Black 

49 
90 

'39 
80 

77 
93 

75 
100 

78 
91 

40 
90 

39 
92 

NO'IE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. " 

Other 

'3 
o 

o 
o 

1Z 
o 

o 
o 

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

Not known and 
not available 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Perceived race of offenders 
Not known and 

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

Crimes of violence 16 79 '1 3 " '1 
Rape '18 '73 0 0 '9 
Robbery 7 88 '1 '3 '1 

Robbery with injury '7 87 11 '3 '1 
Robbery without injury 7 88 11 '4 '1 

Assault 'Z7 68 '2 '3 '1 
Aggravated assault 29 66 '2 '3 0 
Simple assault 24 71 '1 '2 '1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistical.ly 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 
White 19 75 32 
Black II 84 31 

Robbery 
White 9 83 3.1 
Black 34 93 0 

Assault 
White 29 66 32 
Black 22 72 32 

NO'IE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Mixed races 

33 
32 

34 
32 

33 
33 

3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Not known and 
not available 

31 
31 

31 
0 

0 
32 

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

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived 2Se of offender 
Total. 21 and 

Type of crime Under 12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18-20 over 

Crimes of violence '1 36 4 14 18 57 
Rape 0 34 '2 '7 25 57 
Robbery '1 49 7 22 1.9 45 

Robbery with injury 0 44 '10 116 '18 53 
Robbery without 
injury 11. 51 16 25 20 41 

Assault 12 32 4 12 17 62 
Aggravated assault 12 30 '3 II 15 64 
Simple assault '2 34 '4 12 18 61 

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

Not known and 
not available 

5 
'9 
'6 
'3 

'7 
4 

'4 
'4 

15 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in New Orleans 

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

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived 28e of offender 

Type of crime and age of victims Under 12 12-20 

Crimes of violence1 
12-19 "I 64 
20-34 "I 18 
35-49 "I 22 
50-64 "7 30 
65 and over 0 238 

Robbery 
12-19 0 75 
20-34 0 37 
35-49 0 "26 
50-64 "6 "35 
65 and over 0 "42 

Assault 
12-19 "I 61 
20-34 "I II 
35-49 22 221 
50-64 "8 "21 
65 and over 0 "38 

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

21 and over 

32 
77 
70 
55 
52 

23 
59 
68 

"35 
"58 

34 
85 
70 
71 

"38 

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

Not known and 
not available 

"4 
"4 
"6 
"9 

"10 

"2 
"5 
"5 

"24 
0 

"4 
"3 
"7 

0 
"25 

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

Perceived 28e of offenders 
All under All 21 Not known and 

Type of crime 12 All 12-20 ~d over Mixed ages not available 

Crimes of violence 11 46 23 24 5 
Rape 0 155 136 0 19 
Robbery 11 43 28 23 5 

Robbery with injury 0 39 25 29 17 
Robbery without injlll'Y 12 45 29 20 14 

Assault 11 50 17 28 14 
Aggravated assault 0 49 19 31 11 
Simple assault 12 52 15 25 16 

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

'-

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 

Type of crime and All under 
Perceiv~1 28e of offenders 

All 21 Not known and 
age of victims 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available 

Crimes of violence1 

12-19 "I 68 7 21 "3 
20-34 "2 26 34 33 "5 
35-49 "3 37 29 23 "7 
50-64 0 40 34 20 "6 
65 and over 0 50 "25 "25 0 

Robbery 
12-19 0 66 "5 23 "5 
20-34 "2 21 40 31 ,,6 
35-49 "4 39 29 "20 "7 
50-64 0 43 35 "17 "4 
65 and over 0 52 "29 "19 0 

Assault· 
12-19 "1 69 "7 21 "I 
20-34 "2 31 25 37 "4 
35-49 0 "31 "27 "32 "9 
50-64 0 "32 "32 "26 !Ill 
65 and over 0 "43 "14 "43 0 

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

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

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

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 

Male 
(187,700) 

8 
5 
3 

13 
7 

36 
19 

6 
13 
17 
4 

12 

103 
8 

lZ 
1Z 

8 
95 

Female 
(236,200) 

32 
4 

10 

3 
1 
2 
5 
2 

18 
7 
3 
5 

10 
3 
8 

87 
18 
9 
3 
7 

69 

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

Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 18. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and age of victims 

(Rate per ~,OOO resident population in each group) 

~6-~9 ~2-~5 2~ 25-34 35-49 50-6.4 65 and over 
'rype of crime (42,500) (42,900) (52,500) (66,700) (76,200) (84,300) (58,800) 

Crimes of vio~ence 68 92 63 50 38 26 ~7 
Rape '3 6 6 '3 '2 1~ 1Z 
Robbery 2; 25 ~8 ~9 ~8 ~5 11 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 7 8 '4 7 4 5 4 

Robbery without injury 8 8 7 8 ~2 9 5 
Attempted robbery without injury 9 9 7 3 12 1~ 12 

Assault ~ .6~ 39 28 ~8 ~o 6 
Aggravated assault ~8 32 ~9 ~5 ~o 4- '2 

With injury 8 ~o 5 5 3 1~ 1~ 

Attempted assault with weapon ~o 22 ~ ~O '/ 3 '2 
Simple assauU 23 29 ~ ~ 8 6 '3 

With injury 6 9 6 4 '2 1~ 1Z 
Attempted assault without weapon ~7 20 ~5 ~o 6 5 '3 

Crimes of theft 89 ~37 ~30 117 98 67 42 
Per30n~ ~arceny with contact 6 8 ~3 11 ~3 ~9 20 

Purse snatching 1Z '2 7 5 8 10 ~O 
Pocket picking 5 6 6 6 5 9 11 

Person~ ~arceny without contact 84- ~29 117 ~06 85 47 ~ 

NO'lE: NUmbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detai~ may not add to tot~ shown because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 per ~,OOO. 
1Estimate, based on about ~O or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrellab~e. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

(Rate per J.,OOO resident population age J.2 and over)'~' 

Type of crime 

Crimes of vioJ.ence 
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. J.arce~ with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal. J.arce~ without contact 

White 
(228,J.00) 

51 
3 

J.9 

6 
3 
3 
S 
5 

30 
13 
4 
9 

J.7 
4 

J.2 

J.09 
J.6 

S 
S 

93 

mack 
(J.94,500) 

40 
3 

J.6 

4 
3 
J. 
9 
3 

21 
J.3 
4 
9 
9 
2 
6 

76 
II 

5 
6 

65 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total. 
shown because of rounding. 
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Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 1,2 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims 
.., 
0 

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 
0 

Less than $3,000- r'{,5QO-. $10,000- $15,000- $25,000 Not :!. 
$3,000 r'{,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more -available 3 

Type of crime (78,600) (122,300) (39,400) (67,200) (48,400) (25,700) (42,300) S' 
!!. 

Crimes of vi01ence 54 49 40 38 49 35 46 < 
Rape 4 3 12 11 11 13 15 g 
Robbery 22 21 16 15 12 9 ;<0 3 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
6 ~ with injury 8 15 4 13 12 6 

Robbery without injury 10 10 8 7 6 14 7 0" 
Attempted robbery without injury 4 4 13 4 13 13 7 

~ 

Asssult 28 26 22 22 36 23 22 en 
c 

Aggravated assault 15 15 II 9 15 12 8 C! 
With injury 5 6 13 13 14 15 11 CD 
Attempted assault with weapon 10 9 8 6 II 18 7 

'< 
III 

Simple assault. 13 II II 13 21 II 13 S' 
With injury 4 4 11 12 14 15 13 Z Attempted assault without. weapon 9 7 10 II 17 16 10 CD 

Crimes of theft 71 82 93 ll2 126 131 85 
~ 

Personal larceny with contact 19 15 II 9 10 13 15 ~ 
Purse snatching 10 7 6 3 4 14 8 CD 
Pocket picking 10 8 14 6 5 9 7 

DI 
~ ~ 

Personal larceny without contact 52 67 83 103 ll6 ll8 70 III 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in t.he group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unre1iable. 

I 

() 

\ 

, ., 

" 
, 

o 
,>' 

" 
j 



t', 
"1, 

-1 

(1 

~ 
I 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 sefarated 

Type 01' crime (138,500) (201,500) (42,800) 39,200) 

,\ Crimes 01' violence 72 31 20 66 

I 
Rape 4 2 ~l 13 

'-..... Robbery 25 12 12 30 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

with injury 7 3 6 9 
From serious assault 4 2 ~3 6 

I From minor assault 3 2 ~3 13 
11 Robbery without injury 9 7 6 17 

~ 
Attempted robbery without injury 8 2 0 14 

Assault 43 17 8 32 

II Aggravated assault 21 8 13 17 
With injury 7 2 ~1 8 

l Attempted assau1t with weapon 14 6 ~2 9 
Simple assault 22 8 5 14 

With injury 6 2 ~Z ~5 
Attempted assault without Weapon 17 6 15 9 

" 

" 

I 
Crimes 01' theft ll.4 86 53 ll.4 

Personal larceny with contact 11 12 24 24 
Purse snatching 4 5 14 15 
Pocket picking 7 7 10 9 

Personal 1arceny wit,.but contact 104 74 29 90 
, 

NO'IE: Numbers in parentheses re1'er to populatio~ in the group. Detail may not add to total I 
t ,', shown because 01' rounding. 

I 
?"t Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or 1'ewer sample cases, is statistical.ly 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 r.rime 

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

Cl:1mg~ a' Jd.gJ.~DQ~ !l.d.mll~ at: i1b!:n 
Robbe£Z Assault Personal Personal 

All personal Robbery Robbery ,All personal larceny larceny 
crimes of All rob- with without All Aggravated Simple crimes of with without 

Sex and age violence1 beries injury injury assaults assault I;ssault theft contact contact 

Hale 
12-15 ~21'4oo~ S9 45 13 32 43 21 22 103 a7 96 
16-19 20,800 l43 45 11 34 95 55 1.0 161 a7 153 

2~ r3,8OOl 
81 29 a7 21 53 'Z7 26 139 a3 136 

25-34 30,700 61 24 9 15 37 22 15 131 8 123 
35-49 32,,00 4S 'Z7 '1 20 21 11 10 92 7 85 
50-64 37,300 35 20 6 15 15 7 8 67 9 58 
65 and over (21,200) 24 14 23 11 10 25 26 44 14 30 

Female 
12-15 21,100 47 24 22 a2 38 15 24 75 24 71 
16-19 22,000 43 26 "'5 al 2S 10 18 115 28 107 
20-24 28,700 4S 9 "'1 8 28 12 16 122 21 101 
25-34 36,100 41 15 6 9 21 9 12 l06 14 92 
35-49 43,800 30 11 21 9 16 9 7 102 18 84 
50-64 47,000 19 11 24 7 7 22 5 67 2S 39 
65 and over (37,600) 14 10 a5 25 23 21 "'2 41 24 17 

~ 

1.0TE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not edd to total shown because of rounding. 
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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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 
Whl.te Black Whl.te Black 

Type of crime (105,300) (82,000) (122,900) (ll2,500) 

Crimes of ~iolence 71 55 34 29 
Rape 0 11 5 4 
Robbery 27 28 12 7 

With injury 8 7 4 2 
Without injury 19 21 8 5 

Assault 44 26 17 18 
Aggravated assault 22 16 5 10 
Simple assault 22 9 12 8 

Crimes of theft ll8 84 102 71 
Personal larceny with 
contact 8 8 22 14 

Personal larceny without. 
contact llO 76 79 57 

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

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

. 
Table 24. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 

by sex and marital status of victims and type of crime 

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

Sex and marital· status 

Male 
Never married (69,400) 
Marriud (99,400) 
Widowed (6,300) 
Divorced and separated (ll,800) 

.Female 
Never married (69,000) 
Married (102,100) 
Widowed (36,500) 
Divorced and separated (27,400) 

All personal 
crimes of 
violence1 

102 
36 

231 
99 

JV. 
25 
19 
51 

Robbe.-y 

41 
16 

"19 
58 

8 
9 

II 
19 

All personal 
crimes of 

Assault thefli 

59 127 
21 81 

212 66 
41 167 

26 102 
13 _.'10 
7 /eSO 

28 '-"91 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because- of rounding. 
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Personal 
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with 
contact 
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25 
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Personal 
larceny 
without 
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120 
73 
47 

161 
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26 
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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 age 12 and over) 

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 
Personal Personal 

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

Race and age violence1 Robbery Assault theft contact contact 

White 
12-15 15,300 107 37 68 134 29 125 
16-19 18,800 li5 25 81 199 25 193 
~ 28,200 66 14 47 163 16 146 
25-34 34,400 56 19 35 132 13 li8 
35-49 40,200 43 20 2l li5 li 104 
50-64 52,000 31 18 12 67 2) 47 
65 and over (39,200) 20 14 6 48 24 24 

Black 
12-15 27,100 46 18 25 64 23 60 
16-19 23,900 73 25 45 89 10 79 
2(H!4 24,100 59 22 31 91 9 82 
25-34 32,100 42 17 2l 101 8 93 
35-49 35,700 32 15 16 79 15 64 
50-64 32,000 19 li 8 66 18 48 
65 and over (19,500) 13 26 26 31 14 17 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lInc1udes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically ~eliable. 
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Table 26. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 ami over, 
by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime 

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 
personal 

All personal All personal larceny 
crimes of crimes of with 

Racc and income vio1ence1 Robbery Assault theft contact 

White 
Less than $3,000 (22,700) 67 29 34 114 29 
$3,000-$7,499 ~50,3oo~ 56 22 32 88 20 
$7,500-$9,999 22,100 51 23 27 100 16 
$10,000-$14,999 ~44'5oo~ 46 19 25 117 11 
$15,OClO-$24,999 38,300 50 11 38 131 11 
$25,000 or more 23,500 35 9 23 129 12 

, Not available (26,700) 54 24 25 92 16 
lllack 

Less than $3,000 (55,800) 49 19 26 54 15 
$3,000-$7,499 Fl.,600~ . 43 20 21 77 11 
$7,500-$9,999 17,200 2(, "8 16 85 "3 
$10,000-$14,999 t'400~ 22 "S 15 103 27 
$15,000-$24,999 10,000 44 317 27 108 36 
$25,000 or more 2,100) 336 39 327 154 327 
Not available (15,400) 34 14 16 72 14 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1Inc1udes data on rape, not shown separately. 
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer samPle cases, is statistica!ly unreliable. 
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26 Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

Table 27. Personal crimes: Victimiz~tion rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime 

Race, sex, and S€e 

White 
Male 

12-15 7,800) 
16-19 9,800) 
20-24 14'1001 25-34 17,900 
35-49 18,600 
50-64 23,200 
65 and over (13,800) 

Female 
12-1.5 7,4(0) 
16-19 9,000) 

20-24 14'100~ 25-34 16,500 
35-49 21,600 
59-64 28,800 
65 and over (25,300) 

mack'':-
Male 

12-15 13,600) 
16-19 11,000) 
20-24 9,600) 
25-34 12'6oo~ 
35-49 13,800 
50-64 14,000 
65 and over (7,400) 

Female 
12-15 13,500 
16-19 12,900 
20-24 14,500 
25-34 19,400 
35-49 22,000 
50-64 18,000 
65 and over (12,200) 

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

Crimes of violence 

137 
166 

813 
72 
53 
38 
27 

76 
59 
45 
39 
34 
24 
16 

62 
123 
70 
43 
41 
30 

1.18 

NOTE: Numbers in parenthes~s refer to population in the group. 

Crimes of theft 

164 
230 
172 
130 
108 

63 
48 

103 
165 
153 
134 
122 
71 
48 

69 
100 

90 
132 

71 
74 
37 

59 
80 
92 
81 
83 
60 
27 

l.Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliab1e. 

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 55 18 11 12 4 
Rape 82 1.15 0 14 0 
Robbery 37 29 19 11 4 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 34 31 2l 110 15 
From serious assault 30 28 23 112 18 
From minor assault 37 34 120 17 12 

Robbery without injury 38 33 16 9 14 
Attempted robbery with~t injury 40 2l 21 15 13 

Assault ",,' 64 10 8 14 4 
Aggravated assault 63 11 7 16 14 

With injury 59 16 18 15 11 
Attempted assault with weapon 64 9 1.6 16 15 

Simple assault 66 9 9 12 13 
With injury 72 18 17 9 13 
Attempted assault without weapon 64 10 9 13 14 

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

i'l~""",,=,,,,,,,,,,, _____ ~_ 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Type of crime Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

49 
80 
36 
56 

84 
91 
65 
85 

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

All Involving Involving 
Type of crime incidents' strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 92 92 93 
Rape 97 98 96 
Robbery 94 95 84 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 96 97 183 

From serious assault 97 99 175 
From minor assault 95 94 1100 

Robbery without injury 93 93 175 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 94 94 1 91 

Assault 91 90 93 
Aggravated assault 90 88 95 

With injury 91 S9 96 
Attempted assault with 

weapon S9 87 95 
Simple assault 92 91 92 

With injury 88 85 91 
Attempted assault 

without weapon 93 93 93 

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

Table 31. Personal robbery and assault: Percent of victimizatior'is in which 
victims sustained physical injury, by yictim-offender 

relationship and type of crime 

RelationShip 

All victimizations 
Involving strangers 
Involving nonstrangers 

Robbery and assault 

29 
28 
38 

Robbery 

30 
29 

1 40 

1Est1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

A&aault 

29 
.26 
37 

27 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

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 28 2S 29 
Female 32 35 30 

Race 
White 30 32 29 
Black 28 28 29 

Age 
33 30 34 12-15 

33 31 16-19 31 
121 26 20-24 25 

39 29 25-34 33 
20 30 35-49 25 
30 24 50-64 28 

65 and over 32 38 li8 

Annual family income 
Less than $3,000 33 35 31 
$3,000-$7,499 34 29 37 

126 1-20 $7,500-$9,999 23 
29 22 $10,000-$14,999 25 

127 23 $15,000-$24,999 24 
118 40 $25,000 or more 34 

30 122 Not available 26 

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

Table 33. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which 
victims sustained physical injury, received hospital care, 

and incurred medical expenses, by type of crime 

Item 

Received hospital care 
Emergency room only 
Overnight or longer 

Incurred medical expense sa 

Crimes of violence1 

9 
6 
3 
6 

Robbery 

9 
6 
3 
6 

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. "edi al 
3Includes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certa1nty that m c 

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

Assault 

8 
6 
2 
6 

1 
1 
t 
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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 violence1 Robbery Assault 
Sex 

Male 7 7 7 Female 11 9 10 
Race 

White 7 7 6 Black 10 9 11 
Victim-offender relationship 

Involving strangers 8 8 6 Involving nonstrangers 13 313 14 
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticelly unreliable. 

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

Amount1 

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

Percent 

1Includes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical 
expenses were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses. 

3 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticelly unreliable. 
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence Co) 
0 

On street, or"'!."l park, 
0 

Elsewhere :l. 
3 

Inside nonresidential playground, schoolground, 
Type of crime Inside own home Near own home building or parkiJJg lot 

la :;-
!!!. All personal crimes 3 3 17 59 

Crimes of violence 11 9 10 59 10 < 
11a ~ a 3" 

18 ii 
7 

~ 
::I 

Rape Z7 113 12 40 
Robbery 7 8 6 72 

Robbery and attempted Dbbery 
with injury 15 11 15 71 

Robbery and attempt.ed robClery 
6 without injury a 7 72 

Assault II 10 14 53 11 (/) 

10 c 
12 ~ 

CD 

Aggravated assault 13 12 16 49 
Simple assault 9 a 13 57 

Crimes of theft 1Z 1 20 59 21 ~ 
6 :;-

23 Z 
Personal larceny with contact 11 4 2; 63 
Personal larceny without contact 19 ;a 

CD 
NOm: Detall may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. IE 

~ 

0 
~ 

CD .. 
::I 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
••• Represents not applicable. 
1Est1mate, basM on about 10 or fewer sanple cases, is statistically um·eliable. 
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Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence1 
Robbery 
Assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

'. 

" 

Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distr.ibution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence, and type of crime 

Relationship and place Crimes of 1Tiolence1 Robbery Assault 

Involving strangers 
Inside own home. 8 7 7 
Near own home 9 7 10 
Inside nonresidential building 9 6 13 
On street, or in park, pl~ground, 

schoolground, or parking lot 65 73 59 
Elsewhere 9 7 10 

Involving nonstrangera 
Inside own home 23 ~19 21 
Near own home 13 ~29 II 
Inside nonresidential buildL9g 15 "6 17 
On street, or in park, pl~ground, 

schoolground, or parking lot 36 "35 39 
Elsewhere 14 "10 12 

NOTE: Detail m~ not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sElllple 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 Inside ~ther central city 

96 2 

94 3 
96 "3 
93 3 

97 1 
98 0 

Personal larceny without contact 97 1 

NOTE: Detail waJ not ada to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estin)ate, base4 on about 1.0 or fewer sample cases, is ststistically Ul'.relieble. 

. " 

.. 

Elsewhere 

2 

3 
"1 
3 
2 

~2 

2 

o 

w ... 

., 

~ 

J. . 



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

: 

II 

" 

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

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 violence1, Robbery 

Nothing could be done; lack of proof 41 32 37 
Not important enough 26 25 25 
Police would not want to be bothered 4 5 7 
Too inconvenient or time consuming 4 3 23 
Private or nersOnal matter 5 11 B 
Fear of rephsal . 1 3 23 
Reported to someone else 9 6 24 
All other and not given ·9 14 13 

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

30 
27 
4 
3 

12 
22 
7 

15 

All. crimes 
of theft 

44 
27 
4 
4 
3 

2Z 
10 

B 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny 
with contact 

Personal l~ceny 
without contact 

43 
27 
4 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

All Involving Involving 
Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers 

All personal crimes 31 
Crimes of violence 44 44 39 

Rape 46 46 120 
Robbery 53 53 139 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
61 with injury 63 144 

From serious assault 61 62 157 
From minor assault 61 64 0 

Robbery without injury 60 61 138 
Attempted robbery without injury 27 26 133 

Assault 38 36 43 
Aggravated assault 48 46 53 

With injury 53 54 51 
Attempted assault with weapon 46 43 54 

Simple assault 29 26 35 
With injury 47 47 48 
Attempted assault without weapon 22 21 26 

Crimes of theft 25 
Personal larceny with contact 38 38 0 

Purse snatching 50 50 0 
Pocket picking -c' 26 27 0 

Personal larc~if wif.1l6ut contact 23 

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

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

Sex Raoe 
Type of crime Male Female White mack' 

All personal crimes 28 34 32 30 
Crimes of violence 39 53 42 48 

Rape 0 51 38 57 
Robbery 47 63 52 53 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 52 76 54 71 

FTom serious aSsault ~£ 7U 79 51 71 
From minor assault 45 74 57 171 

Robbery without ilijury 58 63 64 56 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 23 139 30 120 

Assault 33 47 36 43 
Aggr~~ated assault 42 61 49 51 

~Iith injury 42 73 53 55 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 42 54 43 49 
Simple assault 22 37 27 32 

With injury 41 56 45 55 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 15 31 2l 25 
Crimes of theft 22 28 27 2l 

Personal larceny with 
contact 27 41 43 29 
Purse snatching 150 50 54 43 
Pocket picking 26 27 33 116 

Personal larceny without 
contact 21 24 24 20 

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

.~-----.---' 

o 

--------- ---_. 

33 -. 

I ! 

I 

" 

\ 

/) 

u 

- \ 

\ 

-, ... '-.. '" 



34 Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

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

Type of crime l2-l9 20-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over 

All personal crimes 20 33 37 38 39 
Crimes :.f violence' 31 47 53 57 62 

Robbery 29 53 60 71 72 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

67 with injury 53 59 250 92 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

63 without injury 19 50 73 59 
Assault 32 43 44 39 "41 

Aggravated assault 35 54 64 "43 "86 
Simple assault 30 31 "19 "36 210 

Crimes of theft 12. 27 31 31. 30 
Personal larceny with contact 221 32 46 42 40 
Personal larceny withOut 
contact 12 26 28 26 20 

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about lO or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

victim-offender relationship 

All Involving Involving 
Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 58 55 70 
Rape 80 77 92 
Robbery 45 43 78 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 54 51 189 
From serious assault 56 52 186 
From minor assault 51 49 1loo 

Robbery without injury 23 122 150 
Attempted robbery without injury 77 76 1loo 

Assault 64 63 67 
Aggravated assault 56 62 60' 

With injury 59 58 59 
Attempted assaUlt with weapon 63 64 60 

Simple assault 66 64 73 
With injury 74 71 77 
Attempt~ assault without weapon 63 62 70 

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

Robbe!:l£ Assault 
'characteristic Crimes of violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggrwated 

Sex 
Male 58 '100 45 59 40 66 63 
Female 57 78 43 45 43 60 59 

Race 
White 60 86 47 64 40 65 66 
Black .54 73 41 38 42 62 57 

Age 
12-19 63 84 61 77 54 62 59 
20-34 64 73 53 64 47 70 70 
35-49 42 '86 22 '7 26 56 56 
50-64 46 '67 33 '41 30 63 54 
65 and over 43 '100 36 '38 '34 '53 '43 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreli&ble. 

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

Crimes of Robbe!:l£ AssBtilt 
Self-protective measure violence Rape lIll robberies With injury Without injury All assauJ.ts Aggravated 

Used or brandished firearm or knife 4 0 i"3 '3 13 5 7 
Used physical force or other weapon 40 32 49 62 40 37 36 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 16 29 16 20 J.4 13 12 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 13 '13 10 '1 16 14 12 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 27 27 22 J.4 26 30 33 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreli&ble. 
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36 Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

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

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

Used or brandished firearm or knife 4 5 12 4 
Used physical force or other weapon 40 47 29 33 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 16 7 29 14 
Threatened or reasoned with of render 13 14 II II 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 27 26 29 26 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Est1mate, 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 
Att~~pted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crime~ of theft 
Personal larceny with contact. 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

74 
38 
29 
72 

75 
100 
13 
15 
20 
II 

92 
B9 
76 

100 
92 

~3 

46 
16 
12 
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Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, 
by type of crime and value of loss 

No monetary Less than 
Type of crime value $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more 

All. pursonal crimes 2 21 38 27 5 
Crimes of violence1 7 22 33 24 7 

Robbery al 21 35 28 8 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury al 19 33 34 "4 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury al 22 36 26 10 

Assault 26 2; 25 all "1 

Crimes of theft 1 20 39 28 5 
Personal larceny with contact al 19 44 22 "3 

Purse snatching al 17 41 25 a7 
Pocket. picking 21 21 47 20 al 

Personal larceny without. contact 1 21 38 29 5 

NOTE: Det.all. may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lInc1udes dat.a on rape, not. ahown separat.ely. 
aEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statist.ically unreliable. 

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

No monetary 
Type of crime and race value 

All. per~onal crimes1 2 

White 1 
Black 3 

Crimes of violence1 7 
White a5 
Black 9 

Crimes of t.heftl 1 
White "1 
Black 2 

NOTE: Det.all. may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lInc1lldes data on "ot.her" races, not shown aeparately. 

Less t.han 
$10 

21 

21 
21 

22 
24 
19 
20 
20 
21 " 

"Estimate, based on ~out 10 or fewer sample casas, is ststistically unreliable. 

$10-$49 

38 
38 
39 
,33 
,32 
34 
39 
39 
40 

'. 

$50-$249 

27 
29 
25 

24 
28 
20 
28 
29 
26 

$250 or more 

5 
6 
5 
6 

a5 
8 

5 
6 
4 

Not known and 
not available 

7 
8 
7 

a9 

5 
12 

6 
10 
10 
10 

6 

Not. known and 
not available 

7 
5 
8 
8 
7 
9 
6 
5 
8 

, 
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Table 50. Personal robbe:-y 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 races1 White 

Robbery 
No monetary value 0 0 
Less than $10 21 22 
$10-$49 34 32 
$50-$99 14 17 
$100-$249 17 19 
$250 or more 8 26 
Not available 6 "5 

Personal larceny" 
No monetary value 1 az 
Less than $:to 21 20 
$10-$49 41 41 
$50-$99 15 15 
$100-$249 12 14 
$250 or more 5 6 
Not available 5 4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Includes data on "other" 1:'aces, not shown separately. 
aEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreli&ble. 
3Includes both personal larceny with contact and personal larceny without contact. 

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

loss recovered 

'All personal 
Personal larcenl 

Black 

0 
19 
37 
II 
14 
12 
"7 

2 
21 
42 
17 

9 
3 
6 

Proportion recovered Robbery larcenies With contact Without contact 

None 77 82 71 
All 7 6 10 
Some 15 II 19 

Less than half 8 4 II 
Half or more '2 3 4 
Proportion unknown 4 4 4 

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

6 
10 

'11 
II 
26 
5 
9 

II 
6 

3 
'3 
4 

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

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

Time lost All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

Less than 1 day 35 18 
1-5 days 33 33 
6-10 dayr. II 15 
Over 10 days 17 29 
Amount unknown and 
not available '4 '5 

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

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

N!ghttime 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 

Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. 'fotal Ijlidnight 9 a.m. known 

All personal crimes 53 42 Zl 10 5 

Crimes of violence 49 50 39 II 1Z 
Rape 43 58 42 '15 0 
Robbery 49 51 42 9 0 

Robbery and attempted 
43 58 51 '7 0 robbery with injury 

From serious assault 30 70 65 16 0 
From minor assault 57 43 34 1.9 0 

Robbery without injury 49 51 41 10 0 
Attempted robbery without 

56 '10 injury 44 34 0 
Assault 50 49 36 12 1Z 

Aggravated assault 44 55 41 14 1Z 
With injury 43 56 41 15 0 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 44 55 40 14 '1 
Simple assauU 57 42 33 9 1Z 

With injury 55 44 30 '14 0 
Attempted assault without 

'1 weapon 57 42 33 8 

Crimes of theft 55 39 22 10 7 
Personal larceny with contact 71 Zl 24 i2 1Z 

Purse snatching 71 Zl Zl '1 0 
Pocket picking 72 Zl 22 '4 '1 

Personlll larceny without contact 52 40 21 II 8 

~OTE: Detail may not add to total shown. or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

58 
34 
'6 
0 

'3 

Not known 
and not 
available 

5 
11 

J 
1Z 

0 
0 
0 

'1 

0 
'1 
'1 
'1 
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'1 
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Table 55. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, and time of occurrence 

N!Bhttime 
Relationship and type Daytime ·6 p.m.- .Midnight- ·Not Imown and 
-of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. 'Total midnight 6 a.m. not availabJ.e 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence1 48 52 41 II 2J. 

Robbery 48 52 43 9 2Z 
Assault 47 51 39 12 31 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence1 57 43 31 12 21 

Robbery 63 238 228 39 0 
Assault 58 41 31 II 21 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
Z Less than,O.5 percent. 
1Includes data on rape; not shown separately. 
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliabJ.e. 

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 47 J.s 41 
Rape 25 31 0 
Robbery 54 54 158 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
w:l.th injury 49 J.s 167 

Robbery w:l.thout injury 59 l:IJ 125 
Attempted robbery w:l.thout injury 52 50 173 

Assault2 45 46 42-

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

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

" 

T-jpe of crime Virearm Knife other Type unknown 

Crimes of violence 38 26 31 6 
Rape 142- 127 123 18 
Robbery 41 27 2c7 15 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 25 22 44 19 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury J.s 29 20 13 

Aggravated assault 35 25 34 6 
With injury 18 17 l:IJ 15 
Attempted assault w:l.th !leapon 41 28 24 7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to J.oo percent because of rounding. 
1Estj.'llate, 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 

Invol~ str!!!!l!ers Invol~ nonstr!!!!l!ers 
Type of crime Firearm Knife other Type unknown Firearm Knife Other 

Crimes of violence 37 27 29 6 39 20 38 
Rape '42 '2:7 '23 '8 0 0 0 
Robbery 42 2:7 26 '5 127 118 '55 
Aggravated assault 32 2:7 34 7 41 21 34 

NO'l'E: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases', is statistically Wl!'eliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

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

Type of crime 

Ebrglary 
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 
Compl.eted theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per l,ooo households) 

Number 

21.,700 
8,900 
6,lOO 
6,800 

22,500 
l2,lOO 
7,900 

800 
l,800 
6,200 
4,600 
l,700 

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

Rate 

112 
46 
3l 
35 

116 
62 
41 
4 
9 

32 
24 

9 

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

Characteristic 

Race of head of household 
White ~56) 
Bl.ack 43) 
Other Z) 

Age of head of household 

l2-l9 !2) 
20-34 29~ 
35-49 22 
50-64 27 
65 and avE.'; (20) 

Annual. f amlly income 
Less than $3,000 (24) 
$3,000-$7,499 (29) 
$7 ,500-$9,999 (9) 
$W, OOO-$l4, 999 ~l4) 
$l5,OOO-$24,999 9) 
$25,000 or more 5) 
Not available (W) 

Tenure 
Owned or being bought (411 
Rented (59) 

Number of units in structure 
l2 (5l) 

~ ~n' 
5-9 (6) 
1O or more (9) 
Other than housing units (l) 

Number of oersons in household 
l (26)' 
2-3 (47) 
4-5 (l8) 
6 or more (9) 

All household 
crimes 

55 
~5 

Z 

3 
39 
28 
21. 
lO 

20 
27 
lO 
l7 
l2 

6 
8 

39 
6l 

50 
22 

2 
7 
7 
9 
2 

19 
45 
22 
l5 

Burglary 

5l 
48 
1Z 

4 
41 
25 
20 
II 

28 
27 

9 
l4 
lO 

5 
7 

32 
68 

43 
19 
3 

10 
lO 
II 

2 

25 
45 
19 
II 

Household 
larceny 

60 
40 
o 

2 
37 
30 
22 
lO 

l5 
26 
9 

18 
l4 

8 
9 

56 
23 

2 
5 
4 
8 
l 

l2 
44 
25 
19 

Motor vehicle 
theft 

53 
47 
o 

12 
28 
l5 
23 
l2 
13 
7 

38 
62 

l8 
50 
22 
lO 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to percent of households in the groun. Detail m~ not add to 
lOO percent because of rounding. -

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1Estimate, based on about lO or fewer sampl.e cas~s, is statistically unreliable. 
2Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
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Table 61. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and age of head of household 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 
Type of crime (3,500) 

20-34 
(56,400) 

35-49 
(43,000) 

Burglary 219 158 128 
Forcible entry 65 71 51 
Unlawful entry without force 122 38 39 
Attempted forcible entry '32 4S 38 

Household larceny 119 146 158 
Less than $50 70 83 76 
$50 or more '38 49 65 
Amount not available 0 5 '4 
Attempted larceny '10 9 13 

Motor vehicle theft '32 45 40 
Completed theft '10 33 28 
Attempted theft '22 12 12 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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50-64 
(51,500) 

83 
~2 
24 
27 
95 
49 
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'3 
11 
26 
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65 and over 
(39,500) 

" 58 r 

19 
16 
23 
55 
34 
13 
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'4 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

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

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Fcrrcible entry 
UnlawfUl entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $;0 
$;0 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Moto~ vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White 
(109,300) 

102 
38 
36 
2$ 

123 
62 
46 
; 

11 
30 
21 
9 

Black 
(84,000) 

125 
;6 
26 
44 

lOS 
63 

/_31+ 

( J -,-..); 
27 
8 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses reter to households in the group. Detail may not add to total sho)'lTl 
because of rounding. 
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Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family income 

(Rate 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 (46,800) (56,800) (17,300) (27,100 (17,500 (8,800) (19,500) 

Burglary 130 104 III 111 120 127 83 
Forcible entry 52 40 50 47 53 47 36 
Unlawful entry without f01'ce 30 29 27 30 39 67 27 
Attempted forcible entry 4S 35 34 35 29 113 20 

Household larceny 73 102 120 152 185 205 105 
Less than $50 43 56 63 85 96 138 53 
$50 or more 23 34 42 49 64 95 42 
Amount not available 13 4 13 14 15 17 15 
Attempted larceny 5 8 111 14 20 116 15 

Motor vehicle theft 16 31 55 52 h3 1113 24 
Completed theft 12 25 41 37 33 111 11 
Attempted theft 14 6 13 15 111 17 13 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisb1e. 

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

I 
J 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

All races! 
Owned or be~ b~ht 

hl.te Black Ali racesl 
Type of crim e (78,800) (52,700) (26,000) (115,000) 

Burglary 138 81 101 129 
Forcible entry 37 32 47 52 
Unlawful entry without force 29 31 26 33 
Attempt~ forcible entry 21 18 28 44 

Household larceny 131 129 1:37 106 
Less than $50 G~ 63 77 59 
$50 or more 49 50 47 35 
Amount not available 4 24 a4 4 
Attempted larceny 12 13 9 8 

Kotor vehicle theft ,30 24 43 34 
Completed theft 22 17 33 25 
Attempted theft 8 7 10 9 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shohn because of rounding. 
1Inc1udes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
aEstiJiiate, based on about 10 or felrer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Rented 
White 

(56,700) 

121 
44 
41 
37 
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61 
43 
5 
9 
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IF 

Black 
(58,100) 

136 
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Table «;5. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two or three Four or five 
Type of crime (51!000) (90,900) (35,200) 

Burglary Iff? Iff? li9 
Forcible entry 44 44 44 
Unlawful entry without force 25 32 39 
Attempt.ed forcible entry 38 32 .36 

Household larceny 54 109 157 
Less than $50 32 62 80 
$50 or more 17 5~ 60 
Amount not available 13 4 I) 
Attempted larceny 12 10 15 

Motor vehicle theft 22 34 ~13 
Completed'theft 16 26 .; 
Attempted theft 7 9 12 

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

Six or more 
(16,800) 

:1.40 
65 
34 
41 

257 
119 
110 
110 
18 
39 
32 
17 

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 
Type 'J t: crime (98,400) {45,900) (5,400) (11,800) 

Burglary 96 91 126 183 
Forcible entry 41 38 47 75 
Unlawful entry without force 29 24 47 43 
Attempted forcible entry 27 29 "33 65 

Household larceny 129 III 79 99 
Less than $50 66 63 39 53 
$50 or more 46 38 "25 35 
Amount not available 5 4 "11 ,,~ 

-~ 

Attempted larceny 12 [, 44 "8 
Motor vehicle theft )0 37 "29 38 
e~pletQd theft 22 27 229 25 
Attempted theft 8 11 0 "13 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail msy not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statis~ically unreliable. 

, " 

Five-Nine Ten or more 
(10,800) (16,500) 

203 139 
74 58 
36 .37 
93 43 
85 li2 
56 62 
22 39 
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22 25 
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Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Race and income All burglaries Forcible entry Unlawru: entry without force 

White 
Less than $3,000 (16,:!00) 105 37 28 
$3,000-$7 .499 ~28,OOO~ 104 35 35 
$7 ,500-$9,999 10,900 97 45 21 
$10,QOO-$l4,999 t8'51oo~ 99 36 35 
$15,000-$24,999 14,()QO 109 46 39 
$25,000 or more 8,200) 124 43 67 
Not available (13, OC.o) 80 30 36 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (3~,600) 142 59 31 
$3,000-$7,499 f28 ,i>oo) 104 45 23 
$7,500-$9,999 6,4'00) 135 60 '27 
$10,000-$14,999 fEj'loo~ 139 69 '19 
$15,000-$24,999 3,500 168 81 '38 
$25,000 or \\lore . 500~ '182 '108 '74 
Not available (6,,400 86 47 '9 

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

Attempted forcible entry 

39 
34 
25 
28 
24 

'14 
'15 

53 
36 
48 
52 

'48 
0 
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Table 68. Household crimes: Percent distribution of household 
incidents, by place of occurrence and type of crime 

Plac.e Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

Inside own home 
lie,,", Own !lOme 
At vacation home, motel 
or hotel 

Inside nonresidentiel 
building 

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

Elsewhere 

••• Represents not applicable. 

97 

3 

15 
85 

lEstimate, based on about l.O or fewer sample cases, is statisbically unreliable. 

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

Inside city Inside other 

11 
36 

o 

3 

Type of crime of residence central city Elsewhere 

All household crimes 95 2 
Burglary 92 3 
Household larceny 97 1 
Motor vehicle theft 95 11 

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

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

3 
5 
2 
4 

Reason All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 41 40 41 48 

Not important enough 32 29 35 20 
Police would not l'lant 
to be bothered 6 5 6 16 

Too inconvenient or 
time consuming 4 4 4 14 

Private or personal 
matter 4 3 4 12 

Fear of reprisal '1 11 lZ 12 
Reported to someone 
else 3 . 5 2 11 

All other and not given 10 13 8 16 

NOTE: Detail mB¥ not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Estirilate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

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

by race of head of household and type of crime 

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

White 
Nothing could be dUne; 
lack of proof 41 42 40 54 Not important enough 33 29 37 23 All other and not 
given 25 29 23 22 

mack 
Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 41 38 43 42 Not important enough 30 29 32 '18 All other and not 
given 30 33 26 41 

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

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

Income 

Less than $3,000 
$3.000-$7 ,499 
$7 ,500-$9,999 
$10 , 000-$l4 ,999 
$15,000-$24,999 
$25,000 or more 
Not available 

by annual family income 

Nothing could be donel 
lack of proof 

43 
39 
44 
42 
42 
33 
43 

Not important 
enough 

32 
31 
24 
35 
32 
41 
29 

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

All other and 
not given 

25 
31 
32 
24 
26 
26 
28 
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CrHnlnal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

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

by value of stolen property 

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

No monetary value 133 117 
Less than $10 25 56 
$10-$49 42- 31 
$50-$99 56 18 
$100-$249 53 II 
$250 or more 48 110 
Not available 33 39 

1Estimate, 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 41 41 
Burglary 47 47 

Forcible entry 68 69 
Unlawful entry without force 37 39 
Attempted :forcible entry » 29 30 

Household larceny 25 28 
Less than $50 14 15 
$50 Ol' more 45 49 
Amount not available "''l4 220 
Attempted larceny 18 17 

Motor vehicle theft 75 76 
Completed theft 93 97 
Attempted theft 23 27 

1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
sEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 75. Household crimes: Perc~nt 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 39 39 40 43 45 41 
Burglary 43 45 45 50 58 58 

Forcible entry 61 65 60 75 82 85 
Unlawful entry without force 29 34 50 43 49 37 
Attempted forcible entry 32 31 121 24 126 167 

Household larceny 24 22 19 26 31 29 
Motor vehicle theft n 78 74 74 71 163 

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

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

!1u races1 White mack 
OWned or being Owned or being OWned or being 

Type of crime bought Rented bought Rented bought 

All household crimes 43 39 44 40 42 
Burglary 54 44 57 42 49 

Forcible entry 74 65 79 62 67 
Unlawful entry without force 43 34 48 32 34 
Attempted forcible entry 33 27 33 28 33 

Household larceny 29 22 30 26 26 
Motor vehicle theft 74 76 75 77 72 

1Includes data on "other" rllces, not si'own separately. 
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52 Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

I) 

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 10 19 48 87 
Burglary ~16 30 53 82 
Household larceny 8 16 42 70 
Motor vehicle theft ~loo 0 91 96 

~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistical1y 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 without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Hcusehold larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Percent 

90 

87 
96 
89 
74 
94 
87 

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

and type of crime 

All household Hcusehold Motor vehicle 
Value crimes Burglary larceny theft 

No monetary value 1 ~l 1 0 
Less then $10 12 5 19 ~z 

$10-$49 27 20 3B lZ 
$50-$99 18 17 22 ~Z 

$100-$249 14 19 12 10 
$250-$999 16 25 4 48 
$1,000 or more 8 10 lZ 36 
Not available 4 3 4 5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less then 0.5 percent. 
~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is shatistical1y unreliable. 

----- -------------------
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Table 80. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head 
of household, type of crime, and value of loss 

No monetary 
Race and type of crime value 

All races1 

All household crimes 7 
Burglary 13 

Forcible entry 7 
Unlawful entry without 
force "1 

Attempted fOk'cible entry 36 
Household larceny 2 
Motor vehicle theft "3 

White 
All hou.~ehold crimes 5 

Burglary 9 
For-dble entry 24 
Unlawful entry without 
force "1 

Attempted forcible entry 29 
Household larceny 2 
Motor vehicle theft "3 

Black 
All household crimes 9 

Burglary 17 
Forcible entry 10 
Unlawful entry without 
force "1 

Attempted forcible entry 42-
Household larceny "2 
Motor vehicle theft "2 

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

Less than $10 

14 
11 
5 

8 
27 
19 

4 

14 
10 
"4 

"5 
26 
19 
25 

14 
13 

5 

12 
28 
19 
"4 

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

f1 

Not known and 
$10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more not available 

26 27 19 7 
19 25 22 10 
15 27 37 10 

25 42- 21 "3 
18 4 0 15 
37 33 4 5 
6 12 66 9 

27 28 20 6 
24 26 25 7 
17 25 42- 8 

29 38 23 23 
26 28 0 12 
34 35 5 5 
8 8 70 "6 

24 25 18 9 
13 24 20 12 
13 28 32 12 

17 49 16 24 
11 21 0 19 
42- 31 "2 4 
"5 10 65 13 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in New Orleans 

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

and type of crime 

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny theft 

None 78 84 sr· 20 
All II 4 57 
Some 10 12 7 23 

Less than half 3 4 1 5 
Half or more 4 5 2 13 
Proportion unknown 4 3 4 5 

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

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

Type of crime 

All household crimes 

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

Household larceny 
Less t-ban $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Comn1.eted theft 
Attempted theft 

Percent 

6 

6 
9 
5 
3 
3 
2 
4 
o 
o 

16 
21 
'1 

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

Table 83. Household crimes: Percent 'distribution of victimizations r~sulting 
in loss of time from work, by number of ~ays lost and type of crime 

All household Household Motor vehicle 
~ime lost crimes Burglary larceny theft 

Less than 1 day 39 42 52 25 
1-5 days 52 49 38 65 
Over 5 days 9 '9 '10 110 

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

Survey Data Tables 

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

Nighttime 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 

Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. \alown 

All household crimes 36 52 21 21 10 
Burglary 41 45 21 16 7 

Forcible entry 40 49 23 18 7 
Unlawful entry without 
force 42 38 17 12 9 

Attempted forcible entry 40 46 22 18 6 
Household larceny 35 54 18 23 13 

Less than $50 33 54 17 22 15 
$50 or more 42 50 20 17 13 
Amount not available 29 56 '21 '23 '13 
Attempted larceny 19 74 20 45 '9 

Motor vehicle theft 26 ·72 32 33 7 Completed theft 27 71 32 34 5 
Attempted theft 21 75 34 31 'll 

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

Not known and 
not available 

II 

15 
II 

20 
14 
II 
13 
9 

'15 
'7 
'2 
'2 
'4 

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

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Burgla:t:l; Robbery 
-Characteristic1 t/umber Rate Number Rate 

All establishments (19,900) 8,900 448 3,400 173 
Kind of establishment 

Retail (7 , 700 ) 4,600 596 2,100 271 
Food group (1,3(0) 600 437 400 325 
Eating and drinking places (2,700) 1,400 528 1,100 409 
Apparel group (600) 200 411 '100 '234 
Furniture and appliance 

'79 group (400) 600 1,480 1Z 
Lumber and farm group (300) 300 1,000 'z .1ll7 
Automotive group (500) 500 1,000 1Z '73 
Gasoline and service 
stations (5OC) 500 1,031 '100 '193 

other retail (1,500) 500 330 200 159 
Wholesale (1,300) 500 342 '100 '101 
Service (7,500) 2,600 347 800 105 
Manufacturing (1,200) 500 425 '100 '68 
Transportation (600) 400 657 1Z '29 
other (1,700) 400 24'1 400 208 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 (4,900) 2,000 411 600 113 
$10,000-$24,999 ~3'200~ 1,400 440 800 236 
$25,000-$49,999 2,200 1,200 526 400 180 
$50,000-$99,999 2,2(0) 1,000 459 300 150 
$100,000-$499,999 P,3(0) 1,800 538 700 216 
$500,000-$999,999 8(0) 500 587 1100 '108 
$1,000,000 or more (1,300) 400 333 500 ·385 
No sales (1,200) 400 315 2100 '68 
Amount not available (900) 300 353 iz '39 

Average number of paid employees 
461 165 1-3 ~6'700~ 3,100 1,100 

4-7 3,000 1,200 396 600 209 
8-19 (2'400~ 1,100 469 600 231 
20 or more 2,100) 1,1.00 516 700 314 
None (5,800) 2,,:::0 1;29 500 90 

NOm: NUmbers in parentheses refer to estab~shments in the group. "Detail may not add to total 
shown because of rounding. 

Z Fewer than 50 victimizations. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer .sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orlean~ 

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

Characteristic 

Kind of estab1ishment 
Retail 
Wh01esal.e 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
Other 

Gross annual. receipts 
Less than $10,000 
$10 ,0CJ0-$24, 999 
$25,000-$49,999 
$50,000-$99,999 
$100,000-$499,999 
$500,000-$999,999 
$1,000,000 or more 
No sal.es 
Amount not available 

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

Percent of establishments 

39 
7 

37 
6 
3 
8 

24 
16 
11 
II 
17 

4. 
7 
6 
4 

34 
15 
12 
10 
29 

Percent of crimes 

54 
5 

27 
5 
3 
6 

21 
17 
13 
II 
20 
4 
7 
4 
3 

34 
15 
13 
14 
24 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retell 
Wholesal.e 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
Other 

Percent 

29 

39 
20 
23 
25 
29 
23 

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

and type of crime 

------~---

____ --------f--------------------;(""'·-,,---
Robbery .... 

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholesal.e 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Other 

Burglary 
•• Completed Attempted 

71 29 

71 29 
85 '15 
72 28 
55 45 
69 31 

Completed Attempted 

71 29 

79 21 
'75 '25 

49 51 
160 '40 

68 '32 

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

Survey Data Tables 57 

Table 89. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by kind 
of establi~hmei1t and number of offenders 

Kind of'establishment One Two Three or more Not available 

Al1 establishments 38 36 23 '3 
Retail 38 36 25 '1 
Service 38 32 19 'll 
Other 37 40 '20 '3 

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

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

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more 

All establishments 71 21 8 
Retail 66 24 10 
Wholesal.e 75 '25 0 
Service 76 17 '7 
Manufacturing 61 '33 10 
Other 85 12 3 

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

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Service 
Other 

On premises 

93 
98 
89 
83 

On delivery and elsewhere 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistical.ly unreliab1e. 

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

Reason 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 

Not important en.ough 
Police would not want to 
be bothered 

Too inconvenient or time consuming; 
did not want to become inv01ved 

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

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

r 

Percent 

45 
33 

7 

5 
1 
o 

10 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

Table 93. Commercial crimes: Percelrl1t lof victimizations reported to the 
policEl, by kind of estabiishirlnJ1ent and type of crime 

K:j.nd of establishment Burglary and rObblll"'J Burglary 
....... " 

All establishments 72 68 

Retail 82 77 
Wholesele 77 85 
Service 54 54 
Manufacturing 67 61 
Transportation 50 48 
Other 85 72 

1Estimate, b&sed on about 10 or fewer sample cases, iii statisticelly unreliable. - . 

Table 94. Commercial crimes: 'Pt~r~ent of establishments with 
one or more secUirity measures 

Percent 

Robbery 

83 

91 
150 

55 
1100 
1100 

100 

Kind of establishment 
-------------------------------------~~-------------------------------

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholesele 
Service 
Reel estate 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
Other 

75 
77 
82 
68 
91 
79 
86 
87 

Table 95. Commercial crimes: Percent of ,!stablishments with selected types 
of security measures, by l<ilild of establishment 

All estab-
Type of security measure lishments Retl~, Wholesele Service other 

Building elarm 8 l:() 110 4 13 

Centrel elarm - police ).6 or security service 13 24 9 11 

Reinforcing device 32 3g 28 32 32 
Guard or watchman 10 a 20 6 16 

Watchdog 5 £" 15 5 14 
Firearm 6 I) 13 4 12 

Camera 1 ~ 0 1Z 12 

l.urror 1Z 1:J, 0 0 0 

other 15 14 110 13 21 ......, -
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1Estjmate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ';!.~I statisticelly unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Hind of establishment Bur'glary Robbery 

All esteblishments 91 75 
Retail 91 130 
Wholesele 96 175 
Service 95 68 
Other 80 67 

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

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

Kind of establishment Less than $10 $,10-$50 $51-$250 ,$251 or more ~ot available 

All establishments 13 18 29 36 
Retail 9 15 29 46 
Service 21 23 32 18 
Other 11 19 26 43 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cas~s, is statisticelly unreliable. 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establisbnents 

Retail 
Wholesele 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
Other 

I' 

Percent 

76 

76 
70 
80 
71-
48 
84 

2 
11-

6 
11 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

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

Number or employees Percent 
who lost time 

90 
None 7 
One employee 
Two or more employees 

3 

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

Number or man~ays lost 

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

Percent 

90 
6 
3 
1 

- -·-~f.i ------~-

Survey Data Tables 

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

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

Type or crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. Imown available 

Burglary and robbery 23 71 16 24 31 6 
Burglary 10 82 10 29 43 8 
Robbery 58 42 31 10 1Z 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because or 'rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Kind or establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Service 
other 

Percent 

78 
90 
43 
83 

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

Type or weapon 

Firearlll 
Knife 
other or unlmown type, 

All robberies 

85 
12 
13 

Completed 

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

Attempted 

.... , 

61 



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

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 specific incident were collected. The screening 
form also was used for obtaining information on 
the characteristics of each household and of its 
members. Household screening questions were 
asked only once for each household, whereas indi­
vidual screening questions were asked of all mem­
bers age 12 and over. However, a knowledgeable 
adult member of the household served as a proxy 
respondent for 12- and 13-year-olds, incapacitated 

persons, and individuals absent during the interview­
ing period. 

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

In the commercial survey, basically comparable 
techniques were used to screen for the occurrence 
of burglary and robbery incidents and to obtain 
details concerning those crimes. Form CVS-lO 1 
contained !":eparate sections for screening and gather­
ing information on the characteristics of business 
places, on the one hand, and for eliciting data on 
the relevant crimes, on the other. 
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Survey Instruments 65 

O.M.B. No. 41-R2661f Approval Expires June 30.1974 

FO'~ NCS.J and NCS-l HOTICE - Your report to the CensUs Bureau Is confidential by law (Title 13, U.S. 
11·2l1·n, Code). It may be sccn only by sworn Censlis employees and may be used only for 

statistical purt>oses. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Control number 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

aUREAU 01'" THE CENSUS 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY psu I Serial I Panel I HH I Segment 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

, , , , 
I , , , , , , , 

FORM NCS·3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE 
, , , , , , , , 

FORM NCS·4 - CRIME INCIOENT REPORT 

1. Inlervlewer Identification 6. Tenur. (cc 7) 
Code I Name @ 1 0 uwned or being bought , 

@) 
, a 0 Rented for cash , • 0 No cash rent , 

2. Record of Inle"';lew 7. Type of living quartors (cc II) 
Line number of household I Date completed Housing Unll 
respondent 

, 
@ , 1 0 Hause, apartment. flat , 

@ 
, aD HU In nontranslent hotel. motel, etc. , 3D HU - Perm.nent In transient hotel, motel. etc. 

3. Reason for nonlnlorvlew (cc 26d) 40 HU In rooming house 

TYPE A 
sO Mobile home or trailer 

@]) 
"Renson 

6 0 HU not specified above - Describe., 

1 0 No one home 
a 0 Temporarily absent - Return date 
3D Refused OTHER Unit 
• 0 Other Occ. - SpecifY 70 Quarters not HU In rooming or boarding house 

@) 
.. Race of head B 0 Unit not permanent in uansient hotel, motel, etc. 

1 o White • 0 Vacant tent site or trailer site 
aONegro 10 0 Not specified above - Describe 7 

'0 Other 

TYPE B 

€!9 I 0 Vacant - Regular 
(§ 

e. Number of ho~slng un lis In slruclure (cc 23) 

a 0 Vacant - Storag~ of HH furniture 10 1 sOS-9 
3D Temporarily occupied by persons with URE 20 2 6010 or more 
40 Unfit or to be demolished '0 3 70 Mobile home or trailer 
50 Under construction, not ready 404 .0 Only OTHER units 
6 0 Converted to temporary business or storage 
70 Unoccupied tent sit. or trailer site 

,.. ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLO: 

B 0 Permit granted, construction not started. 9. (Olher Ihon Ihe ••• business) does anyone In Ihls household 

• 0 Other - Specify 7 
operate a bUIIness from this addres.? 

@) ,DNa 
20 Yes - Whol kind of buslne .. Is Ihol? -, 

TYPE C 

@ 1 0 Unused line of listing sheet 
20 Demolished 10. Family Income (cc 24) 
3D House or trailer moved @ 10 Under SI,OOO • 0 S7.510 to 9.999 
400Utsld",:.egment 
5 0 Converted to permanent business or storage 

20$1.000 to 1.999 • 0 10.000 to 11.999 

6 o Merged 
• 0 2.000 to 2.999 'a 0 12.000 to 14.999 

7 0 Condemned 
40 3.000 to 3.999 11 0 15.000 to 19,999 

• 0 Bulit after April I. 1970 
sO 4.000 to 4.999 12 0 20.000 to 24.999 

• 0 Other - Speci(Y7 
• 0 5.000 to 5.999 13.0 25,000 and over 
70 6.000 to 7.499 

TYPE Z 

11. Household members 12 years 
of age ond OVER 7 

Interview not obtained for 7 @ Total number 
Lin. number 12. Household mombers UNDER 

@ 12 yoa .. of ago 7 

@) @ Total number 

@) 
00 None 

@) 
13. Crime Incldenl Reports filled 7 

4. Household sialul @ Total number 

@ t 0 S.me household as last enumeration 00 None 
20 Replacement household since last enumeration 
3D Previous nonlntervlew or not In somple before CENSUS USE ONLY. 

5. Spoclal place Iype code (cc 6c) @ @) @) @ 

(§ 

, 
\ 
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Survey Instruments 67 

I;·t?t;f'l;'li,';~t:i; {;;~:;.;:~. ''';''it{'i~t'i''Ji;'l:::;il PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS l~,::,;;.: ;.: ...... :· .. ;i;;"'7"Y;\)·~t.<;;:F;!i"'~'.~::i;;;;<) 
U. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,2~b. 21. 22. 23.w~.t II tho hl.hllt ... d. 24. 
NAM£ (of hOUS.hold TVPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARIIED tot 111r) of r'lula, school Old you 

respondent) OF NUIIBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc 15) , (cc 16) (cc I7l FORCES you haw. lVer attendtdt compl.t. 
KEVER - BEGIN INTER· (cc8) HEAD 

BIRTH· 
(cc 14) , 

IIEMBER (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. that )'I,lff 

NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) I ~~~l) I cc 18) Trenscrlbe for 25+),rs,)(cc 19) (cc 20) , 
Last @) @) @ @ @ @ , § @) @ @) , 

'OP.r tOH.ad tO~~ tOW. 
, 

tOM 10V.S 00 0 Never attended lOVes , 
_OTel -- -OWlle of h.ad -- 'OWd. 'ONeR·I __ 'OF 'ON. 

or klnderiartfln 
'ONo 

First 30NI., 300wn Child 300. 300t'l 
__ EI.m. (01-ll8) 

Fill .0 Other relallv. ·OS.p. __ H.S. (09-12) 
16-21 

, 
sO Nt:n •• lallv. sONM 

, ColieRe (21-26,) , 
CHECK t Look at Item ~ on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Hav. you b •• n looking lor work during tho pa.t 4 we.k.? 

ITEMA 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) ® I 0 Yes No - Wh.n did you la.t work? 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa • 0 Up to 5 ye.rs ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Old you II •• In thi. house on April 1. 1970? 3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 29 

@) 10 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 'ONo 
• 0 Never wor~ed 

27. ia th .. ~ O.,y r,o.on why you could notta~. a lob LAST WEEK? 
b. Wh.,. did you liv. on April 1. 191ij~ (Slat •• 10,.lgn counlry. @ 10No Yes -.0 Already has a lob U.S. pon,slion, .tc.) 

3D Temporary Illness 
State. etc. County • 0 Going to school 

c. Old you II •• In.ld. the limits 01 a city. lawn. vlllag ••• tc.? 
• 0 Other - Spec Ify'jl 

l!1;\~~~;~:t;'·;~\~i~;~~:.';':::;.; ,;.:;·t1{~';f~ta HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS ,':~~~~rm\:·;;T' .. '\;::~',z,:;(:; .~:.~~~ 
29. Now I'd Ilk. to a.k .om. qUllllon. about 10 Yes - How m.n, 32: Old anyone take .om.lhln, b.longlng , OV •• -How .... y 

crlm.. Th., reler only 10 the la.t 12 monlh. _ : II .... ' to you or '-:"Qn~ memb.r 0 thl. hou.ehold, I 11 .... , 
I from a place w .r. you or they were : DNa 

b.lw •• n ___ 1. 197_and ___ • 191~.! DNa temporarily .taylng, luch a. a friend', or I 
,.1.,1'1." home, a hot. I or motel, ~r I 

During Ih. 10'1 12 monlh •• did anyono break , a vacation home? 
, 

Inla or .om.how III.gally g.llnlo your I --- 33. WhQI wa. th, lotol number of motor --(aparlm.nl/hom.). garag •• or,anolh .. building , 
I® 01' your prop.rty? : v.hldll (cora. lruck., .Ic.) ownod by 

lOU or ony olher m.mber 0' Ihls hounhold laO None-
30. (Olh .. Ihon Ih. Incld.nt(.) ju.1 mentlon.d) 10V.s-H .... ny during Ih. 1 .. 112 months? I SKIP to 36 

Old you lind a Joor jlmml •• a lock forc.d. I thft"l 
1'0 1 

or any olher .Ign. 0 an ATTEMPTED 10NO 
hreak In? ,'02 

I 
:'03 , , --- I' 0 4 or more , 

I 
3". Old anyone .1.01. TRY to .t.al. or u •• , 'OV .. -H .... ey 

31. Wa. anything 01 all .t.l.n Ihat I. kept 10V"-~'" NO, (It/any olt~ ... ) without p.nnl .. l~n? I 11.11 

oul.ld. ~our hom •• or hopp.n.d 10 b. 1.1t ' 11 .... ' 'ON. 
out, lue at a blc),cle, a garden hOle, or iONn 

I ___ 

lawn lurnllure? (other Ihan an, Incld.nts I 35. Old anyone ot.al or T!t'f to .1.01 _"''' IOV .. -H .... ey I 
already m.ntlon.d) I --- of (ltlony of thul) •• uch •• 0 baH .... , 11 ... , , 

hubcap., tap .. d.ck •• Ic.? IONo , , I 

@) tONo ~ 0 Yes - Nome of city. town. vi lIage. etc'
l 280. For whom did you (la.l) work? (Nome of company 

@) I I I I I -1 bUSiness, orgonizatron or other employer) I 

® 
d. Were you In Ih. Arm.d Forc •• M April 1. 1970? 

1 DYes 'ONo @) x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 29 
CHECK • I. this person 16 years old or older? b. Whal kl~d 01 hu.ln ... or Indu.try Is Ihl,? (For exomple: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 29 DYes and rad,o mfg .. retail shoe store, State Lablt.' Dept •• form) 

260. What w ... you doing most 01 LAST WEEK - (.,orklng. @) r TI 1 

@) 
Ic.'ping houl', going to school) or something .I •• ? c. W.re you-
to Working - SKIP to 280 • 0 Unable tD work-SKIP toUd @) lOAn .mplor •• 01 a PRIVATE company. bu.ln ... Or 
• 0 With a job but not at work 70 Retired Individua for wages, lolary or commilliont? 
3D Looking for work B 0 Other - SpeclfY l • 0 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (F.deral. Stat •• cou"ty. 
4 0 Keeping house or local)? 
• 0 Going to school (If Armed Forc.s, SKIP to 280) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln .... prol ... I.nal 

b. Old you do any work at all LAST WEEK. nol counting work 
practice or farm? 

a",und Ih. hous.? (Note: If farm or business operator In HH. 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In fan,lIy busln ... or farm? 

® 
ask about unpaid work.) d. Whal kind of work were you doing? (For example: ":<etr/cal 
00 No Yes - How many hours? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer. stock clerk. typist. former) 

c. Did you hava a job or bUlinels from which you WI" @) I I II •. 
t.mporarily absent or on layolf LAST WEEK? .~ 'What wlr. your molt Important activitle. or dutl.a? (For 

@ tONa • 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing. keeping account books. sellin. cars. etc.) 
3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

~?:";~; '~:f;;', :.':·~.':.f.~\':/l·~r :~,::?:~r-:::f-.li'\'C'l'Z.0-'~f INDIVIDUAL SCRe:i::1l QU ESTIOHS IJ"~~\,~.£,,~;:;. ·"";'~i;'~'}t::'k.1";:\l !';:>:~;;,\1i,,~ 
36. Th. bllowlng qUlltion. relor only to Ihlng. : 0 V •• _ H ..... ny 16. Old you lind any •• Id •• co Ihat '0"""'. jOV •• -H .... ey 

thaI hopp.n.d to you ~r.rlng Ih. la.112 monlh. _: 11", .. , A TT EMPT ED 10 .t.al .... .,hln9 ,\J.I , 11 •• , 

bOlw •• n ___ l.197_and ___ .197_. I ON. b.lo'l,.d 10 you? (oth~r tha~ •• y Incld.nl. ION. 
Old you ho •• your (~ack.t plck.d/purn : 

alr.a y m.nl1an.d) I , 
Inolch.d)? : I --- , 

~. 

17. Old ~o. call tho police during th. 10.112 37. Old anyone take .om.thlng (.1 .. ) dlreclly : 0 Ves - .ony lI.n, , 
fri>m you by ,,,'ng force, luch 01 by a I tI.II' monl • 10 r.porl lo ... thlng Ihal happ.n.d I 

I 
.tlckup. mugging or Ihreal? 

ION. 
to you which you thought wo •• crl ... ? I 
(Do not count any coli ... ad. 10 the I , , , calico concerning the Incl ••• 11 y ... I , 

ova lu.1 told "'I ob&"I.) I 
I --- I 

38. Old onyon. TRY to rob you by u.lng lorc. o No - SKIP to 48 
, 

10Yes- HflW .... ' 
, 
i or threal.nlng 10 harm youi' (other Ih •• I tI ... , 

DYes - Who' ~.pp.nod? 
I 

any Incld.nll already m.nllon.d) lOr,. I 
I , I , I 

I --- I 
I !@)Q] 39. Old anyone b.al you uP. attack you or hit 'OV •• -H .... II)' 

~ou with .om.lhlng •• uch .. a rock or bottl.? : II ... , IITJ olh.r Ihan ant Incldenl. already montlon.d) lONG 
i 

, 
IT] , 

I --- I 
I 

Notes 10. W.r. you krllI.d •• hot 01. or allockld with ,OVII-H,w"'l11 Look at ~7. Was HH member IOY"-r.:'f'l' 10m. ~Iher ".apon by a"l..n. 01 all? (olh" 1 II ... , 
12 • Ittacked or thr~~tened, or Ihan any Incld.nt. alreo , ","nllon.d) 

t 
I 

iON. CHECK Y'as somethln, stolon or an I 
I 

ITEMC attempt made to steal somethln, IOMo 
I I , --- that bolon,ed to him? I , I 

41. Old anyone nlREATEN to b.at you up or IOV .. -H ...... ' 
, 
I 

THREATEN you with a knll •• gun. or '0",0 t u ... , I ---
other woopon. NOT Including t.i.phono 

ION. 48. Old onythlng ~"pp" to ytU during tlto lo.t , 
threa .. ? (olher Ihan any Incld .... olreadv 12 .. onlh. wnlt" you I~ought WGi a crl .... I 
m •• tlon.d) I I 

I ~ut dl~ HOT report 10 the police? (olh.r I , --- Iho. o.y I.cldont. olready ",o.llonN) 
, , 

12. Old anyone TRY to allock you In .om. 10V .. -H ..... ., I o No - SICIP to Check /tem E I 
olher wa,? (olhor Ihan on, Incld.nl. o1r.~dy I U ... , I 
m.ntlon.d) I 

DYes - Whot hapP""? 
I 

ION. I 
I 

I I 
I I 
I 

I@)CD 
13. During Ih. la,,12 m~nth •• did anyono .tool IDYll - How .. Ier 

Ihlngl tho I b.long.d 10 you from Insld. any car I 11 ... , leo or truck, luch 01 p.dc.ge, ot doth In,? :OHo 
I 1[JJ , , ---, 

"". Woo anylhlng .lol.n Irom you whll. you lc:Jv .. -H ..... ; t.ook at 048. Was HH member IOy .. -M ....... w." away from hom., fo, i~lta"c. at work, In , 11 .. 1' , 12 + attacked or threltened. or , 11 ... , 
• theat., 0, r.,'omont, 0, whll. trav\tUng? I CHECK was somethlne stolen or an I 

iONo ITEMD attempt mlde to steal somethln, IOMo , that be(onced to him? I 
I I , I 
I --- I 

FORM Hes.,. Ce"U.7SI 

"5. (Olher Ihan any Incld.nll you've .Iready IOV .. -How •• ., 00 any of the screen quostlons contain any entries 
m.ntlon.d) wo. anylhlnt (.1 .. ) at all I u ... , 

t 
for "How many times?" 

"ol.n Irom you during I • la.t 12 month.? I CHECr. o No - Interview next HH member. 
ION. ITEM E End Interview If lost respondent, 
I and f/llltem 13 "" ,~er. I I 
I --- DYe. - Fill Crime 'nc/dent Reports, , 

1'0 •• 3 

, 

, 
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1Zii-'"trJ£'i':~~t;:~I1~,)j ~;rJ~::;H ;!;\2;:;:!i f!!~';A1;;,;'';1;;~:;1 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I\~,~'J,!' !~;i/'\:'j· ':;"~'i;0:j';;)},it;s:'''i< ,,~,:,,;?\,;. ~;~;;~,{ 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. l20b. 21. ~2. 23.Wh.t t. th. hl", .. t "ad. 24. 
NAIIE TVPE UNE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARIlEr (or ),lIr) of "Iular Ichool Old you 

OF NUIIBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (ee 15) I (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES )'ou hlVt IVt, .ttend.d? complete 
BIRTH· thlt)' .. ,? KEVER - BEGtN INTER· (cc8) HEAD I rc~~3) (cc 14) I IIEIIBER (ASK for persons 12-24 )'ls. (cc 20) NEW RECORD VIEW I cc 18) Transcrl~ for 2Styrs.)(cc 19) (CC9b) I 

Last @) @ @) @ @ ~ , § @ (§) @) , 
tOPer tOHolld tOM. tOW. I 10M 'OVes 00 0 Never attended 'OV.s I 
20Tol -- 2 0 Wif. a\.head -- 20Wd. 20Nog.j __ 20F 20Na or kindergarten 20Na 

First 'ONI, '0 Own ,.,lId ·00. 'OOL: __ Elem. (01-08) 
Fill 40 Ott-er relative -OS.p. I __ H.S. (09-12) 

I6-2J 
50 NonofelaUve ·ONM I __ Callell' (21-26.) 

I 

CKECK t Look at hem 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you b.en looking for work during the polt .. week,? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) ® 10 Yes No - When did you last work? 
o Yo> - SKIP to Check /tem B oNo 20 Up t~ 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Old you Ii.e in Ihl. hou .. on April 1, 1970? 305 Dr more years ago} SKIP to 36 

§) lOY" SKIP to Check Item B 2oNo 
40 Never worked 

27. I. thor. any r.a.an why you could naltak. 0 lab LAST WEEK? 
b. Wh.r. did you IIYO on April 1, 1970? (51010, 1o"lgn counlry, @) ,0No '1' .. - 2 0 Already has a job U.S. pon.llion, etc.) 

3 0 Tempo,ary Illness 
State, etc. County • 0 Going to school 

c. Old you II •• In.ld. Ih. IIml" of a city, town, .illag., .Ic.? 
5 0 Other - Specify, 

@) ,0No 20 Yes - Name of city, town. village. etc'
l 280. For whom did you (la.t) work? (Name of cO~lpan;'. 

@) I I I I I I business, organization or other employer) 

d. 'i/.r. you In Ih. Arm.d Fare .. on April 1, 1970? 

® 1 DYes 2oNo @ x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 
CHECK • Is this person 16 years old Dr older? b. Whal kind of bu.ln ... Or Indu.try ;. thl.? (For example: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg .. retail shoe store. State Labor Dept •• farm) 

260. Whal wore you doing mo.1 of LAST WEEK - (working, @) I I I I 
k"ping house, going to school) or something .I,o? c. Were you _ 

@) t 0 Working - SKIP te; 280 6 0 Unabie 10 work-SKIP to26d @ • 0 An omploro, of a PRIVATE company. bu.lno .. or 
20 With a lob but not at work 70 RetIred lndlvlduo for wages, lalary or commillions? 
3 0 Looking for work • 0 Other - Specify, "0 A GOVERNMENT omployo. (Fod.ral. Siolo, counly, 
.0 KeepIng house 0, local)? 
5 0 Going to sen",,1 (If Anned Forces. SKIP 10 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln .... prof ... lonal 

b. Did you do any wo,1; '" 011 LAST WEEK, nol counling work 
practice or farm? 

around tn. houle? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH, • 0 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bu.l.e .. or form? 

@ 
ask about unpaid work.) d. Wh.1 kind of work wore you doing? (For exa,nPle: electrical 
DONo Yes - How many hours? __ - SKIP to 280 engine.l!r, stock clerk. typist, formef', 

c. Did you have a job or husinus from which you were @ I I It. 
lomporarlly ablOnl ar on layoff LAST WEEK? 9. Whot ...,.~r. you',- mo.t rmportont octivitl'!. or duties?' (For 

@ 10No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP ~~ 2Ba example: typing. keeping account books. selling cars. etc.) 
30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP 1027 

:;') ~!~~~;!\ G'~:,A·~:-' >~~;),"! ;,;~>.,,;, '~(oi','; : ::>;;">,:;'''1.;, "~{:!¥I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS t '., ", ',:':'<'~,':::';;::'::';', >:,;",:'<;'.~";:\. :: 
36. Tho fallowing quosli~ns refor only 10 Ihlng. thai 'OVe. - How m .. y 46. Did )'au fJ!;1d any evidence that someone lOVes - (tow lelnt 

happened to you during the last 12 months -; 1119111 A !!EMPTf.O to .toal .amolhing thol 1 IImut 

botwoo __ I, 197_ ond __ , 197_. Old 10 No b.longed to you? 'f!h!lr than any :ONa 

you ha.o your (pockol plckod/purse snalch.d)? I Inc.idenh t;!ready ........ Honed) , , 1 ---
37. Did anyano tako .omothlng (.1 .. ) dlroctly :OVes-HOW .... y 47. Did you call tho p~ilco during tho lasl 12 monlh. 10 roparl 

from you by using forell, such as by a stickup, I tllI! •• r .0",.lhlng Ihal hoppened to you which you Ihoughl was a 
mugging or threat? :ONO cr~mi? (On not count any call, made to the poli,co 

38. Did anyono TRY to rob you by using forco I o Yes - How uny 
@ con~erl'ling the Incident. you have lust told me al~ut.) 

~ oNo-SKIP to 48 or threatening to harm you? (other than any I u..,,,t 
DYes - Whal happenod? incidents already mentioned) 10Na 

39. Did anYGne beat you u~, attack you or hit you I OYes - How mant r=o . . 
with so"ethlng, luch 01 a rack or bQ"I.? I thn'l1 
(othor Ihan any Incldonts alroady monllonod) 10Na t Look at 17 - Was HH ",ember J2 t : V H 

40. W.re you knifed, shot at, or attacked with I C!Ves - How_y 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some· I 0 es - t1~~I~ant 

.orne other weapon by anyone at all? (other I thnlll ITEM C thIng stolen Dr an attempt made to :0 No 
than any incidents already mentioned) ,DNa steal somethln& that belonged to him!: 

41. Old anyono THREATEN to bo.t you up or I OVes- HoW 11U1111 48. Old anything happon to you during Iho 10.1 12 manlh. which 
THREATEN you with a knlfo, gun, or somo I DNa tI~lSl @ ru thoughl was a crlmo, bul did NOT r.parl 10 Iho pollc.? 
ather weapon, NOT including telephone threats? 

I 
t1J other than any incidents already mentioned) 

(other than any incidents already mentioned) I o No - SKIP to Check Item E 
42. Old anyan. TRY to attack you In .ome lOVes - How IUnt I=:I=J 0 Yes - Who I happon.d? 

other way? (other than any incidents : IIMll 
already montlonod) 10NO 

43. During Iho lasl 12 monlhs, did anyone steal 1 DYes - How IItlny t Look at 18 Was HH member 12 + 'OVe. - Ho. Nil)' 
CH ECK attacked or threatened. fOr was some·) tlm.d 

thingl that belonged to you from inside any car 10Na tlm"l ITEM D thing stolen Dr an attempt made to : 0 Ho or truck, such 01 package. a,· clothing? steal something that belonged 10 hlm!1 
.c.c. WOI anything Itolen from you whUeloU were I DYes - How Inlnt Do any of the screen questions contain any entries .:.. _.Qw_~y from home, for instance at wo ,in Q I tll'l1tll 

theat •• or restaurant, or while traveling? 'ON. CHECKt for "How many.'lmes?" 

45. (Oth.r tharf'ciny incidents you've already ; DVes - How II\I"J ITEM E 0 No - Intervoew ne~t HH member. End IntervIew 
.. ontlonod) Was anylhing (olso) at .11 .Iolon • tl.'11 If loS! respondent. and fll/ Item 13 on cover • 

>,~'o", you during the last 12 monthl? 10Na DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. 
1 --

l,,'r,'i;::~,.:.,,~, •.. ,,;c~" .\~",,<,,':. :,,', . ./ ,I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS \:;"::/',:",i::" 'iii. f '.;<;<,,' ;/;',. ff,~;",,'(I;::0 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. l20b. 21. 22. 23.Wh2lt Is the hl,h.st Vld. 24. 
NAIIE TVPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORiGIN SEX ARMED (or Jllr) of r.,ull' Ichool Did tOU 

LAST you hay •• nr atttnd.dl complete 
OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD BIRTH· STATUS (e< 15) I (cc 16) Icc 11) FORCES that ),lIrl 

KEVER - BEGIN INTER· (cc8) HEAD 
i_~~~3) 

lee 14) 
, MEMBER (ASI~ for persons 12-24 yrs. ICC 20) 
I Transcribe for 25+yrs.)(cc13) NEW RECORD VIEW Icc9b) , cc 18) 

Last @) @ @) @ @ ~ I @ @ (§) @) 
I 

• OPe, , o Head 'OM. 'OW. I 'OM 'OVes 00 0 Never attended 'OVes I 
20Tel 20Wlfe of head 20Wd. 20Nog.: __ 20F 20Na or kindergarten 20Na -- --First 'ONI, • 00wn child '00. 'OOt • I __ Elem. (01-08) 

I Fill .. 0 Other relative _OSep. I 
__ H.S. (09-12) 

J6-2J 
50 Non-t:elal\ve 'ONM 

I __ College (21-26') 
I 

CHECK t Look at t tem ~ on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work dur1ng the past" weeks? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) @ I 0 Yes No - When did you 1001 work? 

DYes - SKIP to Check Item B oNo . 20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Old you lI.e in Ihls hou .. on April 1. 1970? 
3 0 5 Dr more years ago} SKIP to 36 
4 0 Never worke~ 

@> • DYes SKIP to Check Item B 2oNo 27. Is there any reason why you cau Id nottake 0 job LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you 11.0 an April I, 1970? (Sial., foreign country, @) 10No Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 

U.S. posseuion, etc.} 30 Temporary illness 

State, etc. County 40 Going to schoo) 

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

@) 10No 20 Yes - Name of city. town. village. etc7 280. For wham did you (10.1) work? (Name of company. 

@) I I I I I I business, organization or other employer) 

d. W.re you In Iho Armed Farco. on April 1. 1970? 

® • DYes 2DNo @ X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old Dr older? b. What kind of bus In ... or Indu.~ry I. thi.? (For example: TV 
ITEM B o N~ - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg •• retail shoe store. State LabQr Dept .. farm) 

260. Whal were you doing ma.t of LAST WEEK - (working. @) I I I I 
keeping heuse, going to school) or something else? c. Were you-

@) • 0 Working - SKIP to 28q 60 Unable to work-SKIP t026d @ • 0 An emplaree of a PR)VATE company, buoln ... or 
20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired Indlvlduo for wages, salary or commissions? 

30 Looking for work .0 Other - SpecifY, 20 A GOVERNMENT .mplay.e (Fedoral. Sial., county, 
40 Keeping house or loco I)? 
50 Giling to school (If Anned Forces. SKIP to 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu. in .... professional 

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, nal counting work 
proctice or farm? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bu.lno .. or farm? 
around tho hau .. ? (Note: If fann Dr business operator In HH. 

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

@ 
ask about unpaid work.) 
DONo Yes - How many haurs? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer. stock clerk. typist. farmer) 

c. ~id you have a lob or business from which you were @ f I I I 
lempararlly ab.ent or an layoff LAST WEEK? e. What were your most Importont acfi'.ities or duties? (For 

@ ,oNo 2 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing. keeping account books. selling corso etc.) 

3 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

.::',"'; .,,',.:",,:. '" "";"",\;:,, , " ... '".' A INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I .. ,;;, /.':'" 
..•.. '.". 

'c;<; '::".< ';;'>::;; 
36. The following questions refer onl~ to things that I DYes - HoW mant 46. Old you find any evidence that someone I 0 Yes - Haw mint 

happened to you during the last 1 months -: tlm.sl ATTEMPTED 10 .1..,1 .omelhing Ihol I times? 

bolw .. __ l, 197_and __ , 197_. Di~ 10Na b.long.d to you? (alher than any 10Na 

you hove your (pocket pickad/purse snatched)?' I 
incidents already mentioned) I 

37. Old anyone tako somelhlng (olse) dlroctly : 0 Ves - How mant 
47. Did you <ollih. police during tho lasl 12 montho 10 report 

lomethlng that happened to you which you thought was a 
from you by using force, such as by a stickup, I tlm .. t 

crime? (Do not count any ctJlls mode to the police 
mugging a; threat? 10Na 

I -- @ concerning the Incidents you have lust told me about.) 
38. Did anyone TRY 10 rob you by u.lng forc. I 0 Yes - How mint ffi 0 No - SKIP to 48 

or threatening to harm you? (other than any I IImul DYes - What happ.ned? 
incidents already mentioned) :ONa __ 

39. ~id anyone beat you up, attack you or hU you 1 DYes - How mlnJ =:IJ with something, such as a rock or bottle? ; tlmell 
(other than any incidents olr.cdy mentioned) 10Na t Look at 17 - Was HH member 12. : 0 Ve. - Ha. many 

.(0. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with : 0 Ves - How Nnt 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or ·.Vas some·, tlm .. t 
ITEM C thing Slolen Dr an attempt made to :ONa 

some other weapon by anyone at all? (other I tlmel? steal something that belonged to hlm?1 
than an}' incidents already mentioned) 10Na 

I ---

41. Did anyone THREATEN to b.al you up or : 0 yes - How mant 48. Old onything happ.n to you during Iho last 12 month. which 
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some !ONo tlmosl @ you Ihaughl wo. a crime, bUI did NOT reporl 10 the police? 
other weapon, HOT including telephone threats? i :IJ (other than any incidents already mentioned) 
(other than any Incidents oheaC:y mentioned) I o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

42. Old anyan. TRY t. ottack you In .omo 10 Yes - How many d=J 0 Yes - Whal happ.n.d? 
other way? (oth.r than ony 'ncident.. 1 times? 
.Iroady montlan.d) 10No 

43. During the 10'1 12 manlhs, did onyano .1001 : 0 yes - How min), 
t Look at 18 - Was HH member 12 tiD yes - How ma.y 

CHECK attacked or threatened, or Was some·1 tlmtd 
thing. thot belonged to yotJ from irsid. any cor 

iONO 
tlm.st ITEM 0 thing stoien Dr an attempt made to 10 No 

or truck, such a~ packages or clothing? steai something that belonged 10 hlm?1 
"'4. Was anything stolen from you while JOu wore ,DYes - How mint Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 

oway from home, for instance at wo ,In a I tlm •• t 
t for "HoW many times?" 1heater or reltauro"nt, or whlle trov.l1ng? 'DNa 

CHECK 0 No - Interview next HH member. End interview 
45. (Other than any Incidents you've already lOVes - HoW mint ITEM E If lost respondent. and fill item 13 on cover. 

menlloned) Wos anything (.Iso) 01011 .Ialon i tlmlll 
from you during lho last 12 manlh.? :ONa DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reparts. 

~\ 
\ 
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r 70 Criminal Victimization SUl'\'eys In New Orleans 
Survey Instruments 71 

!;}'y\~\:;~,~,:~:;j,~:; "':;r,;i~l PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS ~\ ''''''':,ti,' '~JSl:'ii'i 

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,2Ob. 21. 22. 23.Whll I. lho hlp •• 1 "ado 24. 
NAME TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARMED (or ,lIr) of rlplll .chool Did, .. 

OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc 15) (cc 17) you hlVI enr IHInded7 cOllpllt1 
BIRTH· , (cc 16) FORCES 

KEYER - BEGIN INTER· (cc8) HEAD DAY ICC 14) , 
IIE~'BER (ASK fO( persons 12-24 yr!. 1lI1I, .. r! 

NEW RECORD 
, (cc 20) 

VIEW Icc9b) (cc 13) , Icc 18) Transcribe for 25,>,",)(cc 19) 

Last @) @ @ @ @) @Y , ~ @) @) @ , 
I o Per ,0H.oo '0M. lOW. 

, 
10M lOY" 00 0 Nevr.or attended I DYes , 

,0Tel -- ,0WUe of head -- ,0Wd. ,0Neg·I __ _OF 'oNo 
or klnderRarten -oNO 

First ,oN11 ,DOwn chUd '00. 3001. , __ Elem. (01-08) 

• Fill .. 0 Other relative _oSep. 
, __ H.S. 109-12) 

16-21 
I 

50 Non.ofelative soNM 
, CoUege (21-261) , 

CHECK t Look at item ~ on cover page .. Is this the same 26d. Have you be.n looking for work during the palt 4 we.k.? 

ITEM A 
household as last ~numeration? (Box I marked) @ I 0 Yes No - When did you la.t work? 

DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa 2 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Oid you live in this house on April 1. 1970? 
3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP t 36 

@) 10 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20No 
• 0 Never worked a 

27. Is there any rea.on why you could nol take a job LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you live on April 1, 1970? (Stat., foreign country, @ 10No Yes - 2 0 Already has a lob 

U.S. possession, etc.) 
3 0 Temporary illness 

State, etc. County 40 Going to school 

@) 
c. Did you live inside the limits of CI city, town, village, .tc.? 

5 0 Other - SpecifY, 

10No 20 Yes - Name of city. town. vflloge. etc., 
280. For whom did you (last) work? (Nome of :ompany. 

@ I I I I I I business, organizat.ion or other employer) 

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

0.7 10 Yes 20 No @ x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • ts this person 16 years old or older? b. Whol kind of bu.in ... or Indu.try I. thl.? (For ""ample: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and rodio mfg .. retail shoe store. State Labor Oept .. farm) 

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

@) 
keeping house, going to school) or something else? c. Were you-
I 0 Working - SKIP to 280 6 0 Unable to work-SKIP to26d ® lOAn .mplor" of a PRIVATE company. bUlin ... or 
20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired individua for wage., solufY or commissions? 
3D Looking for work .0 Other - Specify, 20 A GOVERNMENT .mploye. (F.d.ral. State. county, 
40 Keeping house or local)? 
50 Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bulln .... prof ... lonal 

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

around the house? {Note: If (arm or business operator in HH. 
40 Working WITHOUT PAY in family bu.ln ... or farm? 

® 
ask about unpaid work.) d. What kind of work we:_ you doing? (For .example: electrical 
a 0 No Yes - How many hours? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk.; .typist, former) 

c. Did you have a job or businll~s from which you were @) 
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? e. What wore your most important activities or dutiea? (For 

@ 10No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP [I) 280 example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.) 

3 0 ,,~s - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

~oi:~+;y j'$i: ~Ar':~*.j;~:: .. ~;.: ~~~ "7,:1~i:/!~: .~{~l;i~,' ,'!.':-,'~';;'.;:~'>J;;;;~ ~;:;? {4 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I·~;t!~,r:\~>,\~~"ti); t'\:",.;, 'A;:"- ,\ ;\!~''<:n·''~!*;!jt 
36. The following questions ref"r only to things that I 0 Yes - Hc:w many 46. Did you find any evidence that someone lOVes - HI. l\.IIIy 

happened to you during the last 12 months -: tlmllf ATTEMPTED to .tool lom.lhlng that I tI •• " 

betwoon __ l. 197_~nd __ .197_. Old 10NO belonged to you? (other than any 10NO 

you have your (pocket picked/purse snat~hed)? I 
incl~ents already mentioned) , 

37. Did aryone take somothing (01.0) directly : 0 Ves - How many 
47. Old you call the pollc. during the 10.1 12 month. to r.port 

from yuu by using force, such os by a stickup, I tlmllt somdhing that happened to you which yo~ thought waa a 

mugging or threat? IONa crime? (Do not count ony calls mad. to the polle. 

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force lOVes - Kew mlny 
® co"cerning the incid.nh you have juat told me about.) 

~ DNa-SKIP to 48 
or threatening to harm you? (other than any I tllMlt DYes - Whal happ.n.d? 
incidents already mentioned) 10NO 

39. Did any~ne beat you up, attack you or hit you : 0 Ves - How many OJ with 10mething, such as a rock or boHI.? I' tlmht 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) ,DNa t Look at 17 - Was HH member 12 t : 

40. W.re you knil~d, shot at, or attadt.d with : DYes - How .... ' 
CHECK attacked of threatened, or was some .. to Yes - ~:J~.l 

some other weapon by anyone at all? (oth.r I tllMll ITEM C thing stolen or an anempt made to :oNo 

than any 'l'Icidenh already mentioned) ,oNo steal something that belonged to him?, 
I 

41. Did onyono THREATEN to b.at you up or : 0 Ves - How many 48. Did anything happ.n to you during tho I •• t 12 month. which 
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or lome lONo lImn7 ~ you Ihought was a cri~'. but did NOT ,oport to tho pall c.? 
other weapon, NOT inch;ding telephone threats? m (oth.r than any incid.., .. alr.ady mentioned) 
(other thaN ony incidents already mentioned) 

, 
I o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

42. Did aelyon" TRY to aHadc you In same lOVes - How mlny I±l 0 Yes - Whot.happ.ned? 
other way? (other than any incidents : tlrnl7 
already m~ntion.d) 10No 

43. During Ihe la.t 12 month •• did anyone .teal I DYes-How runy 
t Look at 18 - Was HH member 12 + 'oYes- H .... ., 

things that belonge4 to you from Inside any cor 
CHECK 3t!3Cked or threatened, or was some·1 tlllllf 

~ .... ~r truck, su.:h 01 packages or clothing? 
10NO tim"! ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to I [j No 

steal something that belonged to him?' 
.u. Was anything stolen from you whUfJ tau w~re ~ DYes - How mlny Do any of the screen que~tlons contain any entries cway from home, for instance at war, in a r limn? 

theater or restaurant, or while travelir!g? 'oNo CHECKt for "How manY.times?" • 

45. (Other than any incidents you've alrnady : 0 Ves - How many ITEM EDNa - Intemew next HH member. End Interview 

m.ntioned) Was anything (else) at all stolen I lImll7 ff lost respondent. and (ill item 13 on coller. 

from you during t~" last 12 months? :oNO ' DYes - Fill Cri",e Incident Reparts. 

I:\;~~",t~!t,j{~\li<{ .• :i' "'Ii ~:J;\}:t\'j~t;:.ij PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS r; {"J( ;i:,Vg;tt:i;.~~;~:;,~:?~~:;;" .. ;~~),' :,:,,:,,~.,,1' 

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,2Ob. 21. 22. 23.Wh.t I. the hl,hes! ".do 24. 
NAME TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARMED (or )'lIr) of re,ullr Ichool Old you 

OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc IS) you hive IYIr Itttndedl compl.te 
BIRTH· , ICC 16) ICC 17) FORCES 

KEYER - BEGIN INTER· (cc8) HEAD , {ASK (or persons 12-24 yrs. Ihlty .. r! 
NEW RECORD I rc~~3) 

(CC 14) ~~~~~R VIEW Icc9b) 
, Transcribe for 25tyrs.)(cc 19) (cc 20) , 

Last @) @ @> @ @) @Y ~ @) @) @) , 
10Per 

, 
, o Head ,0M. 'OW. 

, 
10M 10Yes 00 0 Never attended ,0Yes 

.0Tel 
, 

-- 'DWlre 0' he.d -- -oWd. ,0N'i·1 -- 'oF ,0No or kindergarten ,0No 
First ~oN)l ,0Own child '00. ,0ClI'1 __ Elem. (01-ll8) 

Fill .0 other relative _oSep • __ H.S. 10~12) 
16-21 

, 
50 Nonofelatlve soNM I Collei.121-26t) , 

CHECK t Look at item'" on cover page. Is thiS the same @6d. Have you b •• n looking fa, work during the palt 4 w •• k.? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) OSI I 0 Yes No - When did you lOll work? 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item BONo z 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 28a 

:!So. Old you ltv. In this house on April I, 19701 3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP 

@) I 0 Yos - SKIP to Check Item B 20 No 
• 0 Never worked to 36 

b. Wh.r. did you ltv. on April 1. 1970? (Stal •• lor.lgn counlry. 
27. Is there any r.ason why you could nottak. a lab LAST WEEK? 

U.S. pos~"ltan, etc.) @ 10No Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 

State, etc. 
• 0 Temporary Illness 

County 40 Going to school 

@) 
c. Old you liv. In.lde the limits of a city. lawn. villag ••• tc.? 

5 0 Other - SpeCify, 

10No 20 Yes - Nome of city. lawn. village, etc.,. 
280. For.wham did you (Ia.t) work? (Nome of company. 

@ I I I I I ,bUSiness, organization or other employer) 

@ 
d. Were you In Ih. Armed Forc .. on April I, 1970? 

I DYes zONa @ x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 
CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? h. What kind of bUllne .. or Indu.try i. thl.? (For example' TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and rodlo mfg .. retail shoe store, State Lobar Dept., fom.) 

260. Whal wore you doing ma.t of LAST WEEK - (working. @) I I I 

@) 
k.eplng hOUle, going to Ichool) or lomething .II.? c. W.re you-
I 0 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to _k-SKIP to26d ® 10 Anomplor" of a PRIVATE company. bu.ln ... or 
20 With a lob but not at work 70 Retired indfvldua for wag.s, lalary or commlulons? 
3D Looking for work • 0 Other - SpecifY, 20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (F.d.ral. Stat •• county. 
• 0 Keeping house or local)? 
50 Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) • 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln .... prof ... lonol 

b. Old you do any work 01 all LAST WEEK. nol counting work 
practice or form? 

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

® 
ask about unpaid work.) • d. W~lo.I kind 01 work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
a 0 No Yes - How many hours? - SKIP to 280 '.n~,"eer. stock clerk, typist, former) 

c. Did you have a lob or business from which you were @) 
lemporarily abunt or an layoff LAST WEEK? •• What w.r. your most important activities or duti.s? (For 

@ 10No .0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing, keeping account books, seiling cars. etc.) 
30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

1;f'4A~PJ:~:~~:~{~~~~:i1~F::,·~,~~~~~~~:·~~~~f~};(~\.::;,;;'~;r;;~tj~\~ .. :~'\~l INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS ~~~';~j';·";''';~<:l1:'~\:\&\:W 
36. Th. following qUOllion. rof.r only to thing. that' 0 Ye. - How min, 46. Old you find any .vld.nc. that .om.an. I DYes - How mlny 

happ.ned 10 you during th. Iou 12 month. _: tim •• ! ATTEMPTED to .Ioollam.thlng thaI I tlmllf 

b.lw •• ,,---I. 197_ and • 197_. Old: oNo b.longed to you? (oth .. r than any 10NO 

you have yo"r (pock.t plck.d7p.;I •• nalched)? , Incld.nts alr.ady m.nllon.d) , 
37. Old anyone take .om.lhlng (.110) dl,octly I 0 Yes - HoW many 47. Old you call tho palic. during the la.t 12 month I to r.part 

from you by using forc., luch a, by a stickup, I tlmll! .om.thlng thaI happ.n.d 10 you which you thoughl was a 
mugging or throat? 10NO crime? (Do not count any calls mode to the pollee 

38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by uoing force , 0 Yes - How many 
@ conc.rning tho incid.nts you have (ust told m. about.) 

or threatoning to harm you? (other than any I .tlmll' ~ DNa-SKIP to 48 

Incld.nts .Ir.ady m.nllon.d) 10No DYes - Whal hopponed~ 

39. Old anyone b.at you up, attock you or hit you : 0 Ves - How mInI TI with 10methlng, such 01 a rock or bottle? I tlml" 
(alh.r Ihon any Incld.ntl alr.ady m.ntlon.d) ,oNo t Look at 17 - Was HH member 12 t ' 

40. W.r. you knlf.d •• hot at. or aHack.d with I 0 Yes - How man, 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some.: 0 Yes - ~:::.~1lI1 

'Orne other weapon by onyone at all? (oth.r I tlmell ITEM C ·thlng stolen or an attempt made to :0 No 

than any incid.nts alr.aely mentioned) ,oNo ste.1 something that belonged to him!' 
I 

41. Old anrn. THREATEN to boat you up or i 0 Yes - HoW mlny 48. Old onylhlng happen to you during Ih. lo.t 12 manlhl which 
THRE TEN you with a knife, gun. a, .am. iO Na n"a! ~ lOU thought was a crlm •• but did NOT r.part 10 tho polic.? 
olh.r w.apon. HOTJncludlng t.l.phane thr.all? 
(other than any Inci~enta already mentioned) J 

tTl I.)th .... than any incidents alr.ady mentioned) , o No - SKIP to Check Item E 
~2. Old anyone TRY to oHack you In lome lOves - How many C±=J. 0 Yes - Who I happon.d? 

oth.r way? (olhor than any Incldentl I tlmla, 
alr.ady m.ntlon.d) ,oNo 

43. Du,lng tho Iou 12 month I. did anyone .Ieal : DYes -How mlny t Look at ~B - Was HH member 12 + '0 Yes - How ... n 

thingl thaI bolong.d to you from In.id. any cor 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some·' times! y 

or truck, luch as package, or clothing? -
: oNo n .... ! ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to 10 No 

«. Was anything Itolen from you while ,t0u w.re , 0 Yo. - How man, 
steal something that belonged to him?' 

away from hom., for Inltance at WO ,In a I Umelt Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 

theat.r or r •• taurant, or whll. traveling? 'DNa., CHECK' for "How many times?" 

45. (Othor tho. any Incld.nts you've olr.ady 
--~ ITEM I: 0 No - Interview next HH member. End interview I 0 yes - HDW many 

• m.ntlo •• d) W .. anything (.110) at all .tol.n I tlmlll if lost respondent. and fi/l item 13 on cover • 
from you durin, Ih. lost 12 month.? :oNO DYes - Fill Crime InCident Reparts. 

Fl'nR'A HC •• I , •• n.n, 
FORM NCS.I 'I.U.7" 

·~~::-..::;;:;.;::::::;:::r:~,:;r.~:;::p",:;r-li'~~"'_=----'--. - r . . 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

Liilst 

First 

Armed Forces. SICIP to 2Bu) 

b. Old you do any warlc at all LAST WEEK. not counting work 
around tho haUl.? (Note: If form or business operator In HH. 
osk about unpaid work.) 
a 0 No Yes - How .... y hou .. ? ___ - SICIP to~:lo 

c, 

@ 10No 

LAST WEEl;u w.r. 

20 Yes - Absent - SICIP to 280 
.. 

you -
, 0 An .mplor •• of a PRIVATE company. bUlln ... or 

Indlviclua for wage., salary or commission.? 
20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (F.d.ral. Stat •• county. 

or local)? 

3D Yes - Layoff - SICIP to 27 
~IN~D~luVirID"'U~AIL·~rR~E~E~N;n.~;UW<-

36. Th. Iollowlng qu .. tlonl r.f.ranly to thlngl that '-0 VOl - How_ 
hopp.n.d to you during tho lalt 12 Wlonth. - I II ... T 
betw •• ___ l. 197_ and __ • 197_. Old I DNa 
you ha .. your (pack.t plck.d/pu ... anatched)? , 

37. Old anyone tak. ao ... thlng (.I .. ) dlr.ctly 10 Yes - H"_Y 
from you by uling force, such 01 by a Itlckup, I U ... , 
Inullgln, or threat? l 0 No 

38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by ualng Iorc. , 0 ves H ..... Y 
or threat.nlng to harm you? (oth.r th., any , - liMIT 
Incld.nt. alroady m.ntlon.d) I 0 NO. 

46. Old you find ony •• Id.n •• that lo .... n. 
ATTEMPTED U It .. 1 ao ... thlng that 
b.long.d to you? (IIth.r than any 
Incld.nll olrNdy ... ntlon.d) 

,OV.a-H •• _ 
I II ... , 
10No , 

47. Old you call tho pollc. luring tho lo.t 12 montho to r.part 
lom.thlng that happ.n.d to you which you thought woo a 
crf",.? (Do not count on)' call. tnOd. to the polic. 
conc.rnlng tho Incld.nta you ha •• IUlt lold m. about.) 
DNa - SKIP 1048 
DYes - What happon.d? ___________ _ 

39. Old anyone boat you uP. attack you or hit you '0 V.a -I~OW_ 
with lomothlng. luch aa a rack or bottl.? : 11_' ~==--.,--..,..--....,.,,....,,;_...,,,,_=,..........,,.__:_::,.__r-----__l 
(oth.r than any Incld.nto alroody ... ntlan.d) '0 ~o t Look at ~7 - Was HH member 12. '0 VOl H ... .., 

1-40~.-:W::-.;;.r.=-y.;.;au"-;-k-nl;;f • .!.d;-.-I";"h-o-:-t -a-:-t.-o-r;;'o""tt""o!.c;-~-.d"--w-:lt:1"h--'--'''';O~Y-.-I---H-''=_='-f CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some-, - tl ... , 
10". ath.r woopon by onyon. at !II? (oth.r : IIMI' ITEM C thlnc stolen or an attempl made to :0 No 
thon .",~ Incld.ntl alr.ady .... tlon.d) ,0 Ho steal som.thln, "'atbelon,ed to hIm?: __ _ 

41, !:id onyon. THREATEN to boot you up or '0 Vel _ H .. _Y 48. Old onythlng happen to you during tho 100t 12 .. onthl which 
THREATEN you with 0 knlf •• gun. or 10m. 10 II •• , 059 you thought woo a crl .... ,",t did NOT r.,ort to tho polleo? 
oth.r woopon. NOT InclUding t.l.phon. thr.ato? I No (o"'.r th.n any Incldonta alroody .... floned) 

I-:::-:(~ot~h_._r _th_o_n..,o=n=y:::l..,n~c.l_d.., • .,..nt_a.,.o_l_r._a-:d.:.y_ .. _._n_tl_o_ned_) __ j..' =---===-t-ri 0 No - SKIP 10 Check Ilem E 
42. Old anyan. TRY to ottock you In I...,. , 0 Ve. -"ow _ 0 Yes - What hopp.n.d? ____________ _ 

other way? (other than any inclclents ; II •• , 
alroody .... fl.n.d) , 0 No __ 

43. During tho lalt 12 ",onthl. did onyon. 11.01 lOve. - fl .. _y 
thlngl "'.t b.long.d to you fro .. Inlld. ony cor ',0 No "_, 
or truck, such 01 package. or clothing? 

44. Woo onythlng Itol.n fro .. you whll. you w.r. , 0 V.a - ~ .. _ 
awe, 'roln ho •• , for inatance at work, in a , tiM" 
theat., or re.taurant, 0' while traveling? 10 No 

..s. (Oth.r thon ony Incld.nta you' •• alr.ody 0 YH H .. _ 
... ntlon.d) W •• onythlng (.Ia.) ot oil atol.n I - II ••• , 
fro. you durin, tho 10lt 12 ",onth.? : 0 No __ 

t 

Look at ~8 - Was HH member 12 + '0 Veo - H .... or 
CHECK altacked or threatened. or was sam .. ' II ... , 
ITEM 0 thlnc stolen or an attempt made to 10 No 

steal somethlnc that bel anced to hIm?' __ 

00 any of the screen questions contain any entries 
CHECKt for "How .. Iny times!" 
ITEM EDNa - Inlervlew neXl HH member. End Inlerv/ew 

If laSI re.pondenl. and fill lIem 13 on cover • 
DYes - Fill Cr/m .. lncidenl Reports. 

I 
o 

OM B No .. 1-R2661° Approval Expires June 30 197" .. 
KEYER - Notes 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 

Line number 

@ 
Screen question number 

@) 
IncIdent number 

@) 
10. You aald that during tho loat12 ",onthl - (Refer to 

appropriate screen question for descriptIon of crime). 
In what "'0 nth (did thh/dld tho flrot) Incld.nt happ.n? 
(Show flashcard If necessary. Encourage respondent 10 
give exoct month.) 

@) Month (01-12) 

Is lhls Incident report for a series of crimes? 

@) CHECK 

t 

1 0 No - SKIP 10 2 
ITEM A 20 Yes - (Nole: series musl have 3 or 

more similar Incidents which 
respondenl can'l recall s.parotely) 

b. In what month{.) did th ... Incid.nto toke plac.? 

• (Mark all that apply) 

@) I 0 Spring (March. April. May) 
20 Summer (june. july, August) 
• 0 Fall (Seplember. October. November) 
• 0 Winter (December. january. February) 

c. How many Incidents were involved In fhl •• e,I •• ? 
@ 1 0 Three or four 

2 0 Five to ten 
3D Eleven or more 
- 0 Don't know 

INTERVIeWER - If serle •• Ihe following questions refer 
only 10 the mosl recent Inc/denl. 

2- About who. time did (thll/th. mo •. t r.cent) 
Incld.nt happ.n? 

@) 1 0 Don't know 
20 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 

At night (6 p.m, to 6 a.m.) 
306 p.m. to mldnlcht 
• 0 Midnight to 6 a.m. 
5 0 Don't know 

3 •• Old thl. Incld.nt toke plac. Inald. tho IImlto of thla 

@ 
city or somewhere .h.? 
1 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 
2 0 Somewhere else in the UnIted States 
3D Outside the UnIted State. -END INC/DENT REPORT 

b. In what Stat. and county did thlo Incld.nt occur? 

State 

County 

@c. Old It happ.n Inald. tho IImlll of a city. town •• lIIag ••• tc. 
10No 
20 Yes - Enter nOme of city, town. etc., 

@) i I I I I I ... Wh.r. did this Incid.nt take plac.? 

}SICIP to 60 
@ 1 0 At or In own dwelling. In garage or 

other bulldln, on property (Includes 
break-In"," ouempted break-In) 

20 At or In vacation home. hotel/motel 
• 0 Inside commercial building such .s 

~ ASIC store, restaurant. bank, Eas station. 
public conveyance or station So 

• 0 Inside office. factory, or warehou.e 
• 0 Near own home; yard. sidewalk. ~ 

driveway. carport. apartment hall 
(Does nol Include break-In or 
ouempted break-In) SICIP 

60 On the street. In a park. field. play- to Check 
,round. school ,rounds or parkin, lot /tern B 

70 Inside school 

.0 Other - SpecifY, 

Survey Instruments 

H01'ICE - Your report to the Censul Bureau I, 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." HCS-4 
te.u-71' 

u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

BUREAU OF THE CENIU' 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

50. W.r. you a cUltam.r, employ •• , or owner? 

@ 10 CUSlomer 
20 Employee 
• DOwner 

- 0 Other - Specify 
b. Old th. p ... on(l) atoal or TRY to Itoal anything from 

the ,tore, re.taurant, offlc., factory, .tc.? 

@ ,DYes } 
2 0 No SICIP to Check Ilem B 
3D Don't know 

60. Old tho aff.nd.r/I) It •• th.r. or ha •• a right to b. 
th.re, such 01 a gUGlt or a workman? 

@) , 0 y-~~ - SICIP to Check Item B 

20No 

3 0 Don't know 

b. Old tho off.nd.r(l) actuolly g.t In or IUlt TRY to g.t 

@ 
In th. building? 
I 0 Actually got In 
20 just tried to get In 
• 0 Don't know 

c. Wo. there any evidence, luch 01 Q broken lock or broken 
window. that tho off.nd.r/a) (forced hlo way In!TRIED 

• to for .. hll way In) tho building? 

@> 10No 
Ye. - What wal tho •• Id.ne.? Anything .I •• ? 

(Mark 01/ that apply) 
20 Broken lock or window 
3D Forced door or window 

(or tried) } 'U. _ 0 Slashed screen 10 Check 
sOOther - SpeclfYl Item B 

d. How did the off.nd.r/I) (g.t Inltry to g.tln)? 

@ I 0 Through unlocked door or window 
20 Had key 
3D Don't know 
_OOther Specify 

W,," any member of this household. 

(ill) Including respondent. present when this 
CHECK t Ineldent occurred? (If not sure. ASIC) 
ITEM B 'ONo-SICIPlo/3a 

20Yes 

70. Old the perl on C.) have a weapon such al a gun or knlf., 
or lomething h. waJ ullng 01 a weapon, luch a. a 

• bottle, or wrench? 

@) 10No 

20 Don't know 

Yes - What wa. tho woopon? (Mark all thaI apply) 

'OGun 

-0 Knife 

sOOlher SpeCify 

b. Old tho p ... on(l) hit ~ou. knock you down. or actually 
attack ,OU In 10m. at .r way? 

(ill) I 0 Yes - SICIP to 7( 

20No 

c. Old tho p ... on(a) thr.at .. you with harm In any way? 

@ '0 No - SICIP to 7e 

20Yes 
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74 Criminal Victimization Surveys in New Orleans 

• 
@) 

How were you threatened? Any other 
(Mark 01/ thot opply) 
, 0 Verbal threat of rap. 
20 Verbal threat of attack ather 

than rope 
3 D Weapon present or threatened 

with weapon 
• 0 Attempted attack with weapon 

(for example. shot at) 
50 Object thrown at persall 
00 Followed. surrounded 
70 Other - Specify _____ _ 

o. actually 
(Mark 011 thot 
, 0 Something taken without 

permission 
2 0 Attempted or threatened to 

take something 
3 0 Harassed, argument, abusive 

language 
• 0 Forcible entry or attempted 

forcible entry of house 
50 Forcible entry or attempted 

entry of car 
o 0 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to 

damage or destroy property 

.0 Other - SpecifY"jl 

--~----~~~--~~~~~ I. attack you? Any 
thot opply) 

'0 Raped 
20 Tried to rape 
30 Hit with object held in hand.shot. knifed 
• 0 Hit by thrown object 
50 Hit. slapped. knocked down 
00 Grabbed. held. tripped. jumped. 

pushed. etc. 
7 0 Other - Specify 

80. What were the injuries you suffered, if ony? 
• Anything olso? (Mark 011 that apply) 

@ , 0 None - SKIP to 100 
20 Raped 

b. 

3 0 Attempted rape 
40 Knife or gunshot wounds 
5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
60 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious 

Bruises. black eye, cuts, scratches. 
Other -

c. you rece 
@ ,DNa 

20 Emergency room treatment only 
30 Stayed overnight or longer -

How many days?, 

d. 'llMt was tho total amount 01 your medical 
expensel resulting from this incident, INCLUD­
ING anything paid by Insuronco? Ind_do holpltol 
and .&odor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and ' 
any oth ... injury related medical expenses. 
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 
exact amount, encourage him [0 give an estimate. 
00 No cost - SKIP to lOa 

S Ill] 
x 0 Don't know' 

any iasurance, or 'were 
for benefih from en, other type of 
benefits program, such as Medicaid, Vet~ons' 
Adminlst,ation, or Public Welfere? 

'0 No ••••• '}SKIP to lOa 
2 Oon"t know 
3 Yes 

9b. Did you fli. tf wlth any Qf thesa in$uranc-e com pontes or programs 
In order to 9'.1 PInt or all of your medical expenses paid'i 
, 0 No - S~/P to lOa 

Yes 

c. Old In.uranc~ or, any hoalth bo.eflts program pay lor all or part 01 
the total medl~o expenses? 

20 None .. ,',.. SKIP to lOa 
, 0 Not yet ~et\ied } 

30AII ••• '·I .. 
4 Part 

, oMale 

20Femaie 

30 Don't <no'" 
b. How old wo"ldryQ~ oay 

the person Wei S 

'0 Under 12 

20 12-1~ 

3015-17 

40 18- 20 

5021 or O'l'r.r 

g. 

® 'oAIl male 
2 o All female 
30 Male and female 
• 0 Don't know 

h. you .Iay 
fu?\ youngest was? 
~ ,oUnderl2 

zoI2-1~ 
3D 15-17 
'018-20 

I. How 

s0210royer­
SKIP to j 

6 0 Do~'1 know 

you say the 

60 Don"t I~I(IY( r,;;:.... 
-==------.:..--'0-------I® 

c. Was the plfUQ'rl you 

oldest was? 
1 olJnder 12 
20 12-1~ 
30 15-17 

40 18-20 
5021 or over 
60 Don't "".OW Icnew or was hll' CI \tranger? 

20 Don't ~r",,1 

3 0 Kno,",n by SKIP 

1 0 Stranger '} 

sight 0111 ~t :0 e 

• oCasuaJ 
acquar~lUl[\'e \ 

5 DWell knov"" 

d. peUQrl j' t'tl'otive 
of yours? 

,DNa 

Yes - Whu.i; rl,lotlon.hlp? 

20 Sp·'U"iF I" ex-spouse 

3 0 Pa.rell~ 

e. Was 

'OOwn d"ld 
5 0 Broth~r '~r sister 

o 0 Ot~ler 4el.\lve -
Spec;,:/f)l, 

---'"'.;... ---

zo Hogro? 

30 Other? -S~~(."fYl 

Ii 

SKIP 
to 
120 

• 
@) 

• 
(@) 

j. Were any of ih. penons kno~n 
or ,olated to you or were they 
all strangers? 
, 0 All strangers } SKIP 
70 Don't know to m 
30 All relatives } SKIP 
4 0 Some relatives to I 
5 All known 

k. 
(Mark 
10 By sight only 
2 0 Casual SKIP 

acquaintance(s) to m 
30 Well known 

I. How were they related to you? 
(Mark all that apply) 
, 0 Spouse or 4 0 Brothers/ 

ex·spouse sisters 
2 0 Parents sOOther -
• 0 Own Specify; 

children 

m. Wero all el thom -
, oWhlto? 
20 Nogro? 
300thor? - SpeclfY~ 

• 0 combination - SpeclfYjl 

50 Don't know 

Survey Instruments 75 

~'Zr~~'.,: ~, ,,:'"'(;r~~n;:;':\':;;;~"S.:;'};JI CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued F·;\"'V,':·'" ;··"i;,.\:'I'~;;\},':(;olrlit;';oI,,[:rtr'(;::;l~W: 

120. Wore you tho only p."on th." b .. ld.s tho allendor(.) Was a car or other motor vehicle taken? 

@) to Yes - SKIP to 130 CHECK t (Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f) 

2oNo ITEM 0 o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

b. How many of tholo persons were robbed, harmed, or DYes 
threatoned? Do not Include perlonl under 12 yean 
of age. 140. Had permission to use the (ccr/motor vehicle) ever be.n 

@) 00 None - SKIP 10 /30 given to the person who took It? 

@) 'DNa •••••• } 
SKIP to Check /tem E Number of persons 20 Don't know 

c. Were any of these penons memhrs of your household? 30Yes 
Do not include household members under 12 years of age. 

@) ooNo b. Old tho person r.turn the (car/motor vehlcl.)? 
Yes - How many, not counting yourself? @ 1 DYes 

(Also mark "yes" In Check Item / on poge /2) ·oNo 
130. Was somethil1g stolen or token without permission that 

bolangod to you or others In tho hau.ehold? 

t 
15 Box I or 2 marked in 13f? 

INTERVIEWER - Include anything stolen from CHECK o No - SKIP to ISo 
unrecogn/zob/e business In respondent's home. ITEM E 
Do not Include anything stolen from a recognizable DYes 
business In res,Jondent's home..,' another bUSIness, such 

@ 
as merchandise or cash from 0 ttgfst~r. c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) ai' your person, for Instance, 
, 0 Yes - SKIP to 13f in a pocket or being held by you when It was taken? 
zONa @ ,DYes 

b. Old tho trlon(s) ATTEMPT to tako .amothlng that 
bolang. to you or others In the hau .. hold1 20No 

@) 'LJ No - SKIP to 13e Was only cash taken? (BOK 0 marked In 13fJ 
20Yes --- CHECK t DYes - SKIP to 160 

c. What did thoy try to tak.? Anythl"g ol .. ? ITEM F 
DNa .. (Mark all that apply) 

@ '0 Purse 
150. Altogether, what was tho valuo 01 th. PRCIPERT':I' 

20 Wallet or money that was talcen? 
30Car INTERVIEWER - EKCludo stolon c<ish, a~;: o:;:er SO for 
40 Other motor vehicle stoten checks and credit cards, ev.en !r~ey were used. 

5 0 part of car (hubcap. tape-deck. etc,) @) ~ o 0 Don't know $----_ .... '. 
7 o Other SpeCify b. How did l'lll decld. t/.le ,.aluo'" tho property that was 

Old they try to take a purse. wallet. • stolen? (hli.'rk all thJt /Jpply) 

CHECK t or money? (Box I or 2 marked In 13c) @) 1 0 Orlglr,"'.\ cc:< 

ITEMC DNa - SKIP to 180 2 0 Replacem.~t COSt 

DYes 3 0 personal esthnatc- ~r 'current I/alue 

d. Was the {purse/wallet/money) on your pllnO", for 
40 Insurance report est::ra~~~ 

instance in a pocket or being held? 
sO Police estimate 

@) , DYes} 
o 0 Don't know 

SKIP to 180 70 Other - Specify 
20Na 

• o. What did happon?, (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@ , o Attacked 160. Was all or port of the stolen money or property recovered, 

20 Threatened with harm 
except for anything received from insurance? 

30 Attempted to break Into house or garage @ 'ONone} 

• 0 Attempted to brenk Into car 
20 All SKIP to 170 

50 Harassed, argument, abusive language SKIP • 0 Part 
to 

00 Damaged or destroyed property 180 b. What was recovered? 

70 Attempted or threatened to damage or 
destroy property @) 

Cnsh: $ ~ • '. "C 

• 0 Other - Specify and/or 

• Property: (Mark all that apply) 

@) a 0 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 
I. What wa. takon? What .I •• ? 1 0 Purse 

@ Cash: S .~ zoWol/et 

and/or 
30Car 

• Property: (Mark all that apply) • 0 Other motor vehicle 

@) o 0 Only cash taken - SKIP to 140 
sO part of car (Ilubcap. tape-deck. etc.) 

, oPurse 00 Other - Specify 
20W.llet 

'OCor 
• 0 Other motor vehicle c. What was the value of the property recovered (excluding 
5 0 Port of cor (hubcap. tape-deck. etc.) rocovered cash)? 

• 0 Other - S/>.eclfy @) $ . ~ • i ," 
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76 Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

200. Were tho police Informed of 'his Inclden' in any way? 170. Was there any insurance against theft? 

'DNa ••••• } 
@) ,DNa 

20 Don't Rnow - SKIP to Check Item G 
Yes - Who 'old ,hem? SKIP '0 180 

20 Don't knew 

,oYes 

b. Wal thll loIS reported to an Insurance company? 

'DNa ••••• } 
SKIP to 180 

20 Don't know 

_DYes 

c. I any of thil loss recovered through insurance? 

, 0 Not yet settled} 
SKIP to 180 

20Na ••••••• 

_DYes 

d. How was recovered? 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by insurance 
company instead of cash settlement. ask for estimate 
of value of the property replaced. 

~~~s======~.~t~=~·=~~ __ ~.~ __ ~-i~ 
1~., Old any household member lose any time from work 

because of this incident? 

@ 0 0 No - SKIP to 190 

Yes - How many members?,. 

b. How much time was lost altogether? 

@ , 0 Less than I day 

20 I-S days 

_ 0 6-10 days 

_ 0 Over 10 days 

damaged but not taken in incident? 
For e, was a lock or window broken, clothing 
damaged, or damage done to a car, etc.? 

@ , 0 No - SKIP to 200 

20Yes 

b. (Wa 

@ '0 Yes - SKIP to 19d 

20Na 

item(s) repaired or repillced? 

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the 
damaged i,em!s)? 

(ill) , t@.4 } SKIP to 200 
X 0 Don't know 

d. How much was the repair or replacement cost? 

@ 1< 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 

e. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacemsnt? 
(Mark all that apply) 

, 0 Household member 

20 Landlord 

30 Insurance 

• 0 Other - Specify 

_ 0 Household member 
_ 0 Someone else SKIP to Check Item G 
sO Police On scene 

b. What was the reason thiS incident was nat reported to 
,he police? (Mark all that apply) 
, 0 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
20 Old not think It important enough 
_ 0 Police WOUldn't want to be bothered 
40 Did not want to take time - too inconvenient 
sO Private or personal matter, did not want to report it 
60 Did not want to get Involved 
7 0 Afraid of reprisal 
B 0 Reported to someone else. 
9 Other-

you have a at the time this incident happened? 
, 0 No - SKIP to Check Item H 
20Yes 

b. was the job? 
I 0 Same as described In NCS-3 items 28a-e - SKIP '0 

Check Item H 
20 Different than described In NCS-3 Items 28a-e 

c. whr.tm did you work? (Name of company, business, 
organization or other employer) 

d, Wha' kind of buslne .. or indu.'ry Is ,his? (For example: TV 
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., form) 

e. Were you -
lOAn employee of a PRIVATE company, business or 

individual for w~ges, salary or commissions? 

2 0 A GOVERNMENT emplayee (Federal. S'ale. coun'y or local)? 
_ 0 SELF-EIWLOYED In OWN busln .... professional 

prDctic~· or farm? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY in family buslne .. or larm? 

I. What kind 01 work were you (For example: electrical 
engineer, stock clerk, typist. (armer) 

g. were your most important activities or dutin? (For example: 
typIng. keeping account books, seiling cars, finIShing concrete, etc.) 

CHECK .. 
ITEM H .,. 

CHECK 
ITEM I 

CHECK 
ITEM J 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an 
entrt for "H:)w many?" 
DNa 
DYes - Be sure you have on InCident Report 

for each HH member 12 years of age 
or over who was robbed, harmed, or 
threatened in eMs i"cldent. 

Is the last Incident Report to 
filled for this person? 
DNa - Go to next Inc/dent Report. 
DYes - Is this the last HH member 

·(0 be Interviewed? 
DNa - Interview next HH member, 

DYes - END ENTER VIEW. Enter 
total number of Crime 
Ineldent filled for 
thIs 13 
on ·3, 
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OM B N ~I R2661' App . . D • rOYD I Ex I s jJne 30 197-4 p r. 

KEYER - Nat.s 

BEGIN NEW RECORD' 

Une nUmber 

@) 
Screen question number 

@) 
Incident number 

@) 
10_ You sold ,ha' during 'he la,' 12 month. - (Refer to 

appropriate screen question for description of crime). 
In who' mon,h (did this/did ,h. lint) Incld.nt happen? 
(Show flashcard If necossary. Encourage respondent to 
give exact month.) 

@) Month (01-12) 

Is this inddent report for a series of crimes? 

@) CHECK t 1 0 No - SKIP to 2 
ITEMA 20 Yes - (Note: series must have 3 or 

more sImilar Incidents whIch 
respondent can't recall separately) 

b. In who' month(s) did the .. Incidents ,ako place? 

• (Mark all that apply) 

@ I 0 Spring (March, April, May) 
20 Summer (June, July, August) 
• 0 Fall (September, October, November) 
_ 0 Winter (December, January, February) 

How mony incidents were involvod In this serios? c_ 
@) , 0 Three or four 

20 Five to ten 
• 0 Eleven or more 
40 Don't know 

INTERVIEWER - If series, the follOWing questions refer 
on'y to the most recent incident. 

2. Abou' who' ,I me did (,his/tho mo" rocon') 

@) 
Inclden' happen? 
, 0 Don't know 
20 During the day (6 n.m. to 6 p.m.) 

At night (6 p,m, to 6 •• m.) 
_ 0 6 p.m. to mIdnight 
_ 0 Midnight to 6 a.m. 
50 Don't know 

30. Old 'his incldont ,ake place Inside 'he limits DI 'his 

@) 
city or somewhere clse? 
1 0 Inside limIts of this city - SKIP to 4 
20 Somewhere else in the UnIted States 
• 0 Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 

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

State 

County 

@c. Old It happen Insldo the limits of a city, lawn, viliago. e'c. 
,DNa 
20 Yes - Enter nome of city, town, .tc., 

@) I I I I I I 
4. Wh.r. did this Incld.n' ,ake place? 

@ , 0 At or in own dwelling, In garage or } 
other building on property (Includes SKIP to 60 
break-In or ottempted break-In) 

20 At or In vacation home, hotellmotel 
30 Inside commercial building such as ~ 

ASK store, restaurant, bank, gas station. 
publ1c conveyance or station ~5a' 

_ 0 Inside alnce, factory. or warehouse 

• 0 Near own home: yard, sldewalk, ~ 
dr/veway, carport, apartment hall 
(Does not include break·ln or 
attempted break-fn) SKIP 

60 On the street, In a park, field, play- to Check 
ground, school grounds or parking lot Item B 

70 Insid·. school 

• 0 Other - SpeclfY-., 

Survey Instruments 

NOTICE _ Your report to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law 
(Title 13, U.S. code). It mlly be seen only by sworn Census employees 
and may be used only (or statistical purposes. 

FORM NCS'4 
1I.;U.1S1 

U,S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

au,.EAu OF THE CENSUS 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

Sa. Wore you a customer, employee, or owner? 

@ '0 Customer 
20 Employee 

_DOwner 
_oOther SpecIfy 

b. Old 'he ponon(s) .'eol or TRY to s,eal anything from 
the Itore, restaurant, office, factory, etc.? 

@) ,DYes } 
2 0 No SKIP to Check Item B 
_ 0 Don't know 

60, Old ,h. ollonder(s) live thore or have a rlgh' '0 be 
there, such as a guost or a workman? 

(ill) , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 

20Na 
_ 0 Don't know 

b. Did the ollender(.) oc,ually g., In or Ius' TRY '0 ge' 

@) 
In 'he .buildlng? 
1 o.Actually got In 
20 Just tried to get in 

• 0 Don't know 

c. Was thore any evidence, such as a broken lock or broken 
window. 'hot Iho ollender(s) (Iorced his way In!TRIED 

* '0 lorce his way In) 'he building? 

® ' DNa 
Yes - Whot was 'he evidence? Anything .Is.? 

(Mark 011 that apPly) 
20 Broken lock or window 
_ 0 F~rced door or window 

(or tried) } "", _ 0 Slashed screen to Check 
sOOther - SpecifY., Item B 

d. How did 'he offendllr(s) (g~' In/try '0 g., In)? 

@) , 0 Through unla(:ked door or window 
20 Had key 
_ 0 Don't know 

_ 0 Other - Specify 
-"'-

W&S any mEmber of this household, 

@ 
Including respondent, present when th,is 

CHECK t Incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK). 
ITEM B , 0 No - SKIP to 130 

<DYes 

70. Old the perion(s) have a weapon such as a gun or krliUef 
or somethh\g h. was using as Q weapon, such as a 

• bottl~, or wrench? 

@ ,DNa 

20 Don't ~naw 

Yes - What was 'h~ weapon? (Mark all that al'ply) 
30Gun 

-0 Knife 

sOOther - Specify 

b. Old ,h. porsan(s) hit you. knock you down, or oc'"ally 
attack you In som~ other way? 

@ , 0 Yes - SKIP 10 7( 

20Na 

c, Did ,h. porson(s) thr.a'.n you wl,h harm In any.way? 

@ , 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

20Yes 
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7~d~.~~~w~e~re~y~0~u~~~~~~~~~~~~;~~~~~~~~~§~W~It~I,~0~n;Y of the,e Insurance companle, or programs 
• (Mark all that apply) to get part or all 01 your medical e.penlOl paid? 

@ 1 0 Verbal threat of rape No - SKIP to lOa 

· @ 

· @ 

20 Vtrbal threat of attack other 
thon rape 

3 0 Weapon present or threatened 
with weapon 

.0 Attempted attack with weapon 
(for example. shot at) 

5 0 ObJ~ct thrown at person 
" Q Followed. surrounded 
70 Other - Specify _____ _ 

e. What actually 
(Mark all that 
1 0 Something taken wi thout 

permission 
2 0 Attempted or threatened to 

take something 
3 D Harassed, argument. abusive 

language 
• 0 Forcible entry or attempted 

forcible entry of house 
sO Forcible entry or attempted 

entry of car 
" 0 Damaged or destroy"d property 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to 

damage or destroy property 

B 0 Other - SpeCify, 

--~~--~--~~~~-1~ 
I. How 

other way? 

10 Raped 
2 0 Tried to rape 
• 0 Hit with object held In hand,shot, knifed 
40 Hit by thrown abject 
sO Hit, slapped, knocked down 
" 0 Grubbed, held, tripped, Jumped, 

pushed, etc. 
, 0 Other - Specify 

80. What wore tho inJurl .. you luffered, If any? 
• Anything ol .. ? (Mark all that apply) 

@ 1 0 None - SKIP to 100 
20 Raped 

b. 

@c" 

• 0 Attempted rape 
.0 Knife or gunshot wounds 
s 0 Broken bones or teeth knocke~ out 
60 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious 

Bruises. black eye, cuts, scratches, swell 
Other -

2 0 Emergency room treatment only 
• 0 Stayed overnight or longer -

How many days?., 

d. What was the total amount of your medical 
expense. r.sultlng lrom thl. incldontt'HCLUD. 
IN(; anything paid by In.urance? Inc ude ho.pltol 
and do<lor bills, m«Ilclne, therapy, brac •• , and 
any oth,~ Inlury related medical .xp ...... 
INTERVIEWER -If respondenl does not know 
exact amount, encourage h1m to give On esUmote. 
00 No COSt - SKIP 10 100 

$ ". 
x 0 Don't know 

we,. 
by any insurance, or were 
for benefih from any other type of 
benefUs program, such as M.dicald, Veterans· 
Admlnillratlon, or Public Welfar.? 
1 0 No ••••• '}SKIP to /00 
2 Don't know 
3 Yes 

fl'OR'· •• ---. • ... " ... .,.1 

10Male 

20Female 

3D Don't know 

b. Howald would you lay 
the penon was? 

1 o Under 12 

20 12- 14 

3D 15-17 

'0 18-20 

5021 or over 

• 0 Threatened, argued, reasoned, 
etc. with offender 

50 Resisted without force, used 
evasive action (ran/drove FfflaY, 
hid, held property, locked door, 
ducked, shielded self, elc.) 

"0 

g. 
(@) 1 0 All male 

20AII female 
• 0 Male and female 
• 0 Don't know 

h. How you lay 
fui\ youngest was? 
~ 10 Under 12 • 0 21 or over-

2012-14 SKIPloj 
3D 15-17 • 0 Don't know 
'018-20 

I. How you .ay the 

"_::.O=-D_o_n_'t_k_n_o_W _____ @) 
c. Was the person lomeone you 

knew or was h. a Itronger? 

old .. t wa.? 
1 0 Under 12 • 0 18-20 
'012-/4 5021 or over 

10Suanger } 

• 0 Don't know SKIP 
3D Known by 

sight only 10 e 

• o Casual 
acquaintance 

5 DWell known 

d. I the penon a relative 
01 yours? 

e. 

10No 

Yes - What relatlan.hlp? 
2 0 Spouse or ex-spouse 

3D Parent 

'0 Own child 

sO Brother or sister 

• 0 Other relative -
Specify 7 

10Whlt.? 

2 0 H.gra? 

• 0 Oth~r? -SpecifY;' 

• 0 Don't know 

SKIP 
10 
120 

3015-17 • 0 Don't know 

j. Were any 01 the person. known 
or r.lated to you or were they 
all .trangera? 

@ '0 All stranger$ '\. SKIP 
20 Don't know ) 10 m 

• 0 All relatlv'-l } SKIP 
40 Some r~iatlye$ to I 
s All known 

Somo known 
k. 

• (Mark all that 

@) 1 0 By sight only 
20 Casual SKIP 

Itam acqualntance(s) 
3 DWell known 

I. How were thoy ,.Iated to y"u? 
• (Mark all that apply) 

@ 1 ·0 Spouse or • 0 Brothersl 
ex-spouse sisters 

20 Parents • 0 Other -
• 0 Own Specify, 

children 

m. W.r. all 01 thom -
10Whll.? 
2 0 Hegro? 
• 0 Other? - SpeclfYl 

• 0 Combination - SpeclfYj1 

• 0 Don't know 

1 

I 
j 

I 

I 
I , 
\ 

c 

120. Were you the only pe .. on there be.ldo. the offender(.) 

@ 1 DYes - SKIP 10 130 

'ONo 

b. How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or 
threatened? Do not include persons under 12 yean 
of age. 

@ 00 None - SKIP 10 130 

c .. Were any of these persons of your household? 
Do not Includ. haulOhold memb ... und.r 12 y.ars 01 age. 
oONo 

Yes - How many, not counting youn~lf? 

130. Was something en or token without permlsllon thot 
b.longod to you or othe .. In the hou.ohold? 
INTERVIEWER - Include anything .tolen from 
unrecognizable business In respondent'S home, 

• 
@) 

• 
@) 

CIa nol Include anything slo/en from a recognizable 
business fn respondent's home or another business, such 
as merchandise or cash from a register, 
10 Yes - SKIP to 13f 
20No 

b. Old tho pe"on(l) ATTEMPT to taka .amethlng that 
belang.d to you or oth.rs In the household? 

c. 

10 No - SKIP to 13e 
20Yes 

.. ? 

.0 Other motor lIehlcle 

• 0 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck: etc.) 

• 0 Don't know 
700ther-

CHECK ... 

ITEMC " 

Old they try to take a purse, wallet, 
or money? (Box I or 2 marked In 13c) 

DNa - SKIP 10 ISo 

DYes 

d. Was tho (purn/woll 
Instance I" a poc~et or 

, 0 Yes} SKIP 10 ISo 
2 No 

your perlon, for 
d? 

e. What did happen? (Mark 0/1 thaI apply) 

1 o Attacked 
20 ThreDtened with harm 

• 0 Attempted to breDk Into house or gara,e 
40 Attempted to break Into car 
sO Harassed. argument, abusive language 

6 0 Damaged or destroyed property 

70 Attempted or threatened 10 dama,_ or 
destroy properly 

80 Other - Specify ________ _ 

I. Who~ was token? What ellO? 

Cash: $ _____ • [jj] 
andlor 
Property: (Mark all thaI apply) 
a 0 Only cash taken - SKIP 10 14c 
1 o Purse 
20Wallet 

'OCar 
40 Other motor vehicle 
.0 Part of CDr (hubcap, tape.deck, etc.) 

• 0 Other - SpeCify 

SKIP 
to 
ISo 

CHECK .. 

ITEM 0 " 

'OYes 
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Was a car or other motor vehicle taken? 
(Box 3 or 4 marked In 13() 

DNa - SKIP 10 Check Item E 

DYes 

vehicle) ever been 

b. Old the pe .. an return tho (car/motor vehicle)? 

c. 

1 DYes 

20No 

CHECK ... 

ITEM E " 

1 DYes 

'ONa 

CHECK ... 

ITEMF " 

Is Box I or 2 marked In 131? 

DNa - SKIP to 150 

CJ Yes 

Was only cash taken? (~ox 0 marked In 13() 

DYes - SKIP 10 160 

DNa 

150. Altogethor, what was tho value 01 the PROPERTY 
that was taken? 

INTERVIEWER - Exclude sIal en cash, and enter SO for 
slolen checks and credit cards, even If they were used. 

$ 

b. How did you doclde the value 01 tho property that wal 
• .tolen? (Mark 0/1 thaI apply) 

® 1 0 Original cost 
20 Replacement cost 

3D Personal estimate of current value 
40 Insurance report estimate 

• 0 Police estimate 
" 0 Don't know 
70 Other - Speclfy ___________ _ 

160. Was all or part of the stolen money or property '~covered, 
except for any thin, received fNm Insurance? 

PalO 15 

1 0 None} 
20 All SKIP to 170 

• o Part 

b. What was recov .. ~ed? 

Cash: $ ______ •• 

and/o! 
Pr~perty: (Mark 0/1 thaI apply) 
a 0 Cash only recovered - SKIP 10 170 
10 Purse 

'OW./le! 

'OCar 
• 0 Other molar lIehlcle 
s 0 ~art of car (hubcap, tape.<feck, etc.l 

~ 0 Other - Speclfy ____________ _ 

c. What w., 
recevered 

$ 

, 

of the ,r..,.rty .. co .. ,e~ (excludlnt ,. 
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t~,~t:i",';;:<j,'tt::';~><;~E~~~:'~:,'~~~i')ifi;;f:' CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued f\!;!;t~~c..i: .. i1i'l~;,~,; ~<;II; . '~~i::'ili:~! 
. " hI? 20 •• Woro tho pollco Inlormod 01 thl. Incldont In any way? 17a. Was there any fnq,utanr.;. against t • t @ 0 N 

III , 0 
@) '0 No •••• , } SKIP to IBa 2 0 Don't know - SKIP to Check Ite .. G 

Yes - Who told thom? 20 Don't know 
_ 0 Household member} 

'OYes • 0 S¢meone else SKIP to Clleck /tem G 

b. Was this los 1 fe9ported to an insurance company? 
• 0 Pollee on scene 

b. What was the reason this Incident was not reported to 
@) ·ONo ••••• } • ,lie poll co? (Mark 0/1 that apply) 

SKIP to 180 @) , 0 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
20 Don't kno~ 20 Old not think It Im~ortant enough 

Survey Instruments 

o H.B. No. ~1·R'2662: Approval EMPires March ill, 1917 

NOTICE - Your repon 10 the Census Bureau IS confidential by "OAM CYS.l~1 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
n·II.1;I1 SOt:IAl. AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. raw nUle 13, U.S, Code). It may be Slten only by sworn Census 

"U"£"'U 01" TME CENIU. e~plo)'ees and Inll)" be used only for slati stlc&1 purpc;sCl. 

I. IDEII-rIFICATION CODES 
0. psu ,b. seemen'le. Line NO., d. Panel 1"' OCC 

COMMERiCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 
f, ,,,tetvle'o\tr Q. Total number 

CITY SAMPLE code J (I) In<ldent. I (2) Incident sheets 

81 

_DYe. _ 0 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
40 Old not want to take time - too Inconvenient 

c. Was any of this 1011 recovered through insuranc.? • 0 Private or personal matter. did not want to report It 

@) I 0 Not yet settled } 60 Old not want to get Involved 
7 0 Afraid 01 reprisal SKIP to 180 
80 Reported to someone else 20No ••••••• 
9 o Other Specify 

_DYes 

CHECKt 
Is this person 16 years or older! 

d. How much was recoyered? o No - SKIP to Check Ie."" H ITEM G 
DYes - ASK 210 INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by Insurance 

210. Old you hovo a lob at tho tlmo thll Incld.nt hopp.n.d? compony Instead of cosh seWement. ask for estimate 
of value of the property replaced. @ I 0 No - SKIP to Check /tom H 

20Yes 

.~ b. What wal tho lol>? 
@) S @) , 0 Same as described In IlCS-3 Items 28a-e - SKIP '0 

Check lIem H 18a. Old any houllhold mombor 1010 any tlmo from work 
20 Different th.n described In NCS·3 Items lBa-e bocauso 01 thll Incld.nt? 

c. For whom did you work? (Name of "ompony. business. @ a 0 No - SKIP 10 190 
organfzat/on or other employer) 

Yes - How many memb.,.? -; 

d. What kind of busln ... or Industry II this? (Fol' example: TV 
and radIo mfg .. retail shoe store. State Labor Depl .. farm) 

b. How much time was 10lt altogether? @) I I I I 
@ • 0 Less Ihan I day 

e. W.r. you-

@) • 0 An .mplor'o of a PRIVATE company. bUllno .. or 
Individuo for wage I, ,alary or commls.lon.? 2 0 1-5 days 

INTRODUCTION 
Good mornln, (allernoon). I'm Mr(s.) __ ,your nam'I __ Irom Ihe U.S. Bureau 01 the Census. 
We .. e conducllnc a survey In Ihll .... ~o measu.e Ihe utent to which businesses are victims at 
bu.,I,rles and lor robberies, The Governmenl needs 10 know how much crime thm Is and where II Is 
to plan and administer pro,rams which ""I have an Impact uo the crime problem. You can help by 
answerln, some questions lor me. 

~ Port I - BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS 

2a. Is Ihls establishment owned or .;: ... Ied .. an Incorpoflled 7. Old anyone else opera Ie any departmenls or 
business? concessions or some other business acllvlty 

tn this establishment durin, the 12 month • [71 Ve. -SKIP ro 3 pe.lod endln, ? 
zONa 

I 0 Yes - List oaell department, concession. or other 
b. How Is this business owned or operated? bUSiness activity on a soparate line 01 

Section V 01 the segment laldel, It not 
I C1 Individual proptiluolshlp alloBay listed. complete a separate 

questlonnalrs lor each one that lalls 011 
2 C1 Partnership a sample IIno. 

1 0 Govemment - Continue InlfJtlliflW ONt y It 'ONo 
liquor storo Of' any type 
01 transportation 

DO NOJ' AS/( ITEM 8 UNTIL PART /I AND ANY .0 Other - SPGclly, INCIDENT REPORTS /fAVE BEEN COMPLETED 
B. What were your approximate sales of merch.ndlse 

andlor receipts from services atlhls establishment 
lor Ihe p.evlous 12 months end In, ? 3, 00 you (the owner) ope"le more than one establishment? (Esllmale annual sales and/or receipts II nol In 

IOYe. business lor enllre IZ monlhs.) 
_ONo 

I o None 
4, Old you (the owner) ope,.le this establishment al 20 Under SIO,OOO 

Ihls locallon durin, the enll.e 12 monlh period 10 "0.000 '0 '2<,999 endln, ? '0 S25.000 10 .<9.999 
lOVe. " • CJ SSO.OOO '0 S99,999 

2 0 A GOVERNMEHT "",Ioyo. (F..!erol. Stato, county or local)? _ 06-10 days 
_ 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bulln .... profo .. lonol 

40 Over 10 days practice or farm? 

• 0 Don't know 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bUllno .. or farm? 

19a. Wal anything damaged but not to~on In "'II Incldont? f. What kind of work wore you doing? (For example: electrIcal 
For example, wa, a lock or window broken, cluthlng engineer. stock clerk. Iypfst, farmer) 
damaged, or damage done to a car, .tc.? @) I I I I @) • 0 No - SKIP to 200 II' What woro your ",all Important octlvltlel or dutl.l? (For examrle: 
20Yes typing. keepIn, account books. seiling cars, fInIshing concrete, etc.) 

b. (Wol/woro) tho damaged ltem(l) repolr.d or replocod? 
BRIEFLY summarize this Incident or series 

@) I 0 Yes - SKIP to I9d 
CHECK t of Incidents. 

20No ITEM H 

c. How much would It co.t to ,epotr or replace the 
damogod ltom(I)? 

@) . fill } SKIP 10 200 " S 
(, Look at 12c on Inddent Report. Is there an 

x 0 Oon't know Ii CHECK t entry for UHow many?" 
d. How much was the ,epair or r.plat:~m.nt cost? ITEM I DNa 

DYes - ae sur. you have an Incident Report 
@) x 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 for each HH member 12 ye"rs of aie or over who was robbed, harmed. or 

threatened In thIs rncIdent. 

S .f.WJ Is this the last Incident ,Report to b. 

o. Who paid or will pay for tho ropalrl or repl.com.nt? CHECK t filled (or this person! 
ONa- Ga 10 nexl/nc/dent Report. (Mark all that apply) ITEM J 
DYes - Is this the last HH mernber * to be interviewed! @ • 0 Household member 

DNa - Inlervlew ne .. HH member. 
20 Landlord DYes - END ENTER VIEW. Enler 

tutaI number of Crime _ 0 Insurance 
incident Reports fIlled for 

- 0 No - How many monlhs durin, 
_rO

nth
• 

605100,000 to $""99,999 
. Ihe de.l,nated pellod? 70 S5OO,OOO 10 $999.999 

80 SI.OOO,OOO and over 
5. Excludln, you (lhe owner) (lhe p .. tners) how • OOthe, -specf/y 

many paid employees did this eslabllshmenl .. e",e 
du,'n, the 12 month period end In, I INTERVIEWER USE ONLY • r:J None '0 8-19 9a. Reco.d ollnlervle" 
_Or-3 5020 armore (l) Oa,e 
, ['<-7 

(2) Name 01 rupondent 

6 •• Whal do you consider your kind of business 
to be al this locallon? (3) Tille of respondent I OFFrCE USE ONLY 

(oC) ~ IArea COd:: j Number I Extension 

b. Mark IX) an. bo. 
b. Re .. on for non-Intervle" 

RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A 
ir.jFood ED Durable I 0 Present occupant In buslnft~'s at end of 
! 0 EaUne and drlnkinc f' 0 Nondurable survey period but unable to·co.rlract. 

20 Refusal and in business at end of survey pl3tlod , rJ General merchAndise 
'0 Other Type A -Speo/lY7 

.. D·Apparel REAL ESTATE 

S CJ Furniture ilrld G 0 Apanments 
apl:'lliance 

H 0 Other real estate TYPE B 
Ii 0 Lumber. hardware. 

" 0 Present occupant not In business at end mobile home dllalen 
10SERVrCE of survlI)' period. 

'7 0 Automotive 
5 0 Vaeant or closed 

e 0 Orul And proprleta,y J 0 SANKS 
Ii 0 Other Type B (Sh.onal, etC'.) - SPOCIIY;F • Cl Liquor 

K 0 TRANSPORTATION 
AD Ga:lohf\fI s"rvlca 

"0 ALL OTHERS - Specl/yy TYPE C stalions 

o 0 Oll1er retaH ., 0 Occupied by nenllstable activity 

j e 0 Demolished . WHOLESALE • 0 Other Type C - SpeOllyy cO Du,abl. 
~ 0 No"durabl. 

this household In Item 13 • 0 Other - Specify on the "ov~,)f NCS·J. 
Pal_ 16 'A'GI'OII'7J 0_120_111 

, 

\ 
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Survey Instruments 83 

t Pori II - SCREEMIMG QUESTIOMS 
OM B No ... 1 R2662' Approyal Expires March 31. l'i77 .. 

Now I'd like 10 .sk Some questions ,boul ,,,lieulal kInds 01 thell 01 allempled '<hell'. 
These questions leler only 10 Ihls eslablishmenl I.r the 12 monlh porlod b"innlnc 

and endlnl 
10. Durinlthls period did ,nyone break Inlo Dr som •• 18. Why hasn'llh!s eslabllshmenl ever been Insured Ililnst ' how 1I1'1.lly gellnlo Ihls pl.ce 01 busln.ss? burglary Ind/or lobbery? 

I Cl Yc, _ How many times? --. [Number 
1 0 Couldn't afford it 

20 Could"', let lInyone to Insure you 
IFill an Incident Report for each) 1 0 Didn't need It 

·rlNo .. 0 Selr·lnsured 
" 

50 Premium too expensive 11. (Olh.r Ihan the IncldenHs) just m.ntloned,) durlnlthis • 0 Other - specl/y jl 
period did ,nyon. find a door Jimmied, , lock lorced, 
Dr .ny other signs 01 an ATTEMPTED b,eak.ln? 

FORM CYS.IOI U.S. DE~ARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
TRANSCRIBE THE IDliNT/FICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 t7.,I·nl SOCiAL AND EC(:)NOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

I OF THE CDVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE 
IMCIOEtH REPORT INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH rNCIDENT. 

COMMERCiAL CRIME VICTI""ZAT'ON SURVEY H 
IDENTIFiCATION CODE CITY SAMPLe C 

o. psu I b. Se,menl I e. Lin. No. I d. Panel 10
• occ I. Incjdenl I. IMCIOEMT MUMBER I 

No. Recora wMch Incident (I, 2, etc.) 
D Is covered by this page 

1 •• Were you, th. owner, Dr .ny employe. Injured in Ihl~ E You SlId thaI durlnlth. 12 months b'llnnlne ___ 
Incld.nt, serIously enoulh 10 requil. m.dlc.1 all.nhon? H and endlnl ____ (re/er to screening Questions 

10-15 I~r description 01 crime). 
t C1 yes - How many? . Number T I. In wh.1 monlh dId thIs (dId th. firs\) Incld.nl happ.n? 

19a. Whal securlly measures, b. Wh'n were Ihes. 
·lNUmber II any, are present at secullty musuros 'fl Yes - How many IImes1-... 

this location now, to first In,t.lI.d .. (Fill 8n Incident Report IOf each) Plot.ctll against 01 olherwlse zr}No burclary and/or robbery? underlaken? 
Enter the· 12. During Ihls period Were you, th. ownel, Dr any 
apPloprlate code .employee h.ld up by ,nvon. using a weapon, from the list force 01 Ihreat 01 forc. on these premIses? given below. 

a. Mark (X) all that apply 

Lumber-~ 
t 0 Alarm S),stem - Outside b. codes 1 n Yes - How many times? ~ 

(Fill an IncIdent RepOit to( each) _ rln'lna: •••••••• " ••• " • 

z r--: No 
2 C1 Central alarm, , •• , '" ..... 

13. (Olher th.n Ih. incldenl(s) already mentioned,) 10 Re1nrorclnl deVices. such 
did anyone ATTEMPT 10 h~d up I~., the owner, 01 as bers on Windows, I,ates, 
.ny employee by usIng lorc. Dr threat$nrnE to IDtes, etc ..... , .......... 
harm you while on these premIses? 

.. C1 GJatd, watchman .......... ... t Number 1[' Yes - How many times? ----..... 
sO Watch do, •• , ......... \. (FIJI an IncIdent Report tor each) 

'1:1 No 60 Firearms •••••• 0 0 ........ 

> r:1 No - SKIP 10 9a I 0 Jan. • 0 April 7 CJ July A O·CeI. 
:z 0 Feb. S o May eOAul. BONo ..... 

b. How many of th'm st.y.d In a Number R 30 Mar. 60 June gO Sept. cO Dee. 
hospUal Overnllht 01 longer? E 2. AbDUl I'Ihat IImt did It hlpPlh? 

P I 0 Dutil'll the day (6 1I.m. - 6 p.m.) 
8. Of those rec.lvlnl treatm.nt in Dr out 01 • hospital, dId At nltht (6 porn. - 6 lI.m.) 

thIs bUSiness p.y for any 01 Ih~ m.dlcal upenses nol 0 2 06 p.m. - Mldnllht 
cover.d by a recular health ben.fils program? 

R 
10 Mldntlht - 6 a.m~ 
.. 0 Don', know what time at nllht I 0 -yes - How much 

S .~ T 50 Don', know - was p.ld? 
3. Where dId thIs Incldenl ,.k. pllce? 'ONo 

I 0 At this place of buSiness 3 0 Oonlt know 
:z 0 On deliver)' 

9 •• Old any dealhs ottur as • ,osull of thIs Incld.nl? 1 0 Enroute to bAnk. 
• 0 OIh.r - Speclly 

t [1 Yes 
4. Wer. you, th. ownor, Dr .ny Imployee pres.nt while thIs 20 No -SKIP '0 1Sa 

Incld.nt was occullnc? 
b. Who was klll.d? c. Bow many? ,Dyes 

(Mark (XI'" Ihal appry) , 0 No - SKIP 10 r 0 
3 0 Oon't know 

I 0. Owner(s) ••••••••••••••• 

Sa. Old the person holdIng you up have • ", .. pon Dr som.lhlng 
"2 Q Employees •••••••••••• _ • Ihat was used as a weapon, sucb as • boll Ie 01 wrench? 

14. (Olher Ih,. the incld.nl!s) just m.ntlon.d,) durlnl 70 C.IImeras ••••••••••• 0 ••• 

this perIod Were you, th. owner, 01 'ny emploY~~')'lld up 
!!I 0 Minors, •••••• ~ ... , ••••• whil. delivering morch.ndise Dr c'rrylnE busln •• irmon.y 

outside th. busIness? '0 Locks , ••••••••••• 0 ••• 

'DYes 3 r.l Cus lomer' •• , ••••••••••• 

'0 No JSKIP 10 50 .. [llranocent bystander(s) ••••••• l 0 Don't know 

b. What was th. weapon? 5 r ~ Offender(s) 0 ••••••••••••• 

A C1 Comply With NaUonal ,; Yes - How many limes? ----..lNUmber .. Banlc:ln& Act (Rlr 
Ban~s only) ....... ~ .. ' .••• 

IFill an Incident Report for each) 

• C Other - SpeClly ., , , 'No 

IS. (Other th,n Ih. Incid.nlls) just m.ntlon.d,) did 
• nyone ATTEMPT to hDld up you, th. owner, Dr any c L! None .mployee whil. d.llverln, merchandise Dr ""ylnl 
busIness mon.y outside the business? 

Codes for use In 1Iem 19b 

t o Gun 6[1 police .•.•• ~, ••.•.•••. " :zDKnlfe 
7 Q Olhe. - SpecIlY-j 3 C1 Other - SPRclfy 

6 •• Hoy; many porsons were Involv.d In commllllng the crlm.? 
I '0 One - Continue with 6b below 

'OTwo } 
SKIP to ISo 1 0 Three SKIP 10 6e 

Old Ih. ofl.nder .nter, 'llemplto enler, Dr rem. in in Ihis 
.. 0 Four or morc 

10 • ~ 0 Dontt know - SKIP la 7a 
esl.blishm.nt III.g'"y? l Number LESS THAN I YEAR AGO IIOU .• ':lAN I YEAR , 

Yes - How many times? ~ 
, - January 7 -July (Fill fllJ Inc/rront Repoll lor each} o - 1-2 years alo 
2 - February B - AuIUS, , ' No 
3 -Much E - 2-5 year s ala 9 _ September 16. Is Ihls est.bllshm.nl insured '1.lnslbureul.,y and'or 4 _ April 

A - October F - More than,S robbery by m •• ns olher than sell.lnsur.nc.? 
5 - MJly a - No,"ernber years .10 t: ·Yes. 

,"IN J 6 - June C - Decembef :.: 00. SKIP to 17a 
3;. on tknow 

20. INTERVIEWER ~ Were there "0" incidents b. Does the insuranc. also cover other types 01 ClIme I ... es, CHECK ITEM "ported in 10-151 
such as vand'lism Dr ,hoplllllnE and .mploy.e th.ll? o Ycs-Detach Jncldent Repotts. I,-Yes} 

entor"O"ln ItefM 19(t) "2 :-:-: No SKIP 10 19a 
and (2) on pape 1, Dnd 
continc.1fI with itom B, 

17 •• Has Ihls est,blishm.nt .ver been Insured 'I.inst o No-Ento: number 0' fncldonts bur,l"y and Dr lobbery by m"ns other than. In /lem tg(1} on paQft tf snd se IHnsurancEl continue with I/rsf Incldsm. 
Report. 1 :-~ Yes 

NOTES z:~; No - SKIP 10 fB 

b. How old would you say Ih. person was? 
I [lYe, 

1 Cl Under 12 ·0'B-20 
'Cl No, , 012-1< s el2' or o,"er 
f)1scontlmJe usa 01 Incident Report, Enter al the top 01 '0 '5- '7 60 Don't know 
this shee, "Out 01 Scope-Larceny," erase Inciden' 

~. Was th. person male 01 femll.? (lumber, change the answors 'a screoning questions 10-'5, 
change number 01 incidents In item 19(7 J, page 1. and go 1 o MtIIle. 
on 10 the nox, reported inc;dt'mt. II no other IOcldenls 20 Female are reported, return 10 page 1 am:' ~omp'ete Items 19(2J 

1 0 Oon'( knoW I,!. and 9 and end Ihe Interview. 

d. Was h. (shl) - , 11. Old th. oll.nder(s) aclu.lly e.tln Dr just try to g.lln? to While? 

}SKIP r07a 
I"["! Actually lot in , '0 Black? 

, 0 Other? - SpecUy 2 C: JUSt Uled tc let in 
.. 0 Don't know 

12. Wu Iher •• broken wlndew, bloken lock, alarm, Dr any 
I. How old would you say th. younllst person was? olhel .vld.nce thalth. oll.ndel(s) lorc.d (tried to force) 

10 Under 12 • 0'B-20 hIs (thllr) w.y In? 
.0 '2-1< s021 or over - SKIP tD 6g 

t ['!Yes , [l,s-17 eO Don't know 
'GNo-SKIP 10 r4 f. How old wquld 10U Sly Ihe oldest p.rson was? 

3 [; OQtJ't know -SKIP tD 19a 

b. Old th. Insuranc. ,Iso cover olhef types of crIme 100ses, 
, such as vandalism Dr shop!Jltlnland employee Ih.ft? 

tDYes " , 
'ONo 

'0 Und:! 12 ·0IB-20 13. Wh.t WIS th •• vld.nte? {AllU" all that apply} 
.0 12-1~ 5021 or over 

1 C~ Broken loek or window 

}-SKIP ro IS. 

'0 '5- '7 60 Don't know 
2 0 Forced door I. W .. I they mil. 01 f.mlll? 
lQAlarm 1 0 All male 10 Male and female 
"0 Other - SpecIfy ;z 0 All female "0 Don', know 

c. Old you dlop the Insurance 01 did the complny cancil 
[ your pollcy1 

1 0 Boslnessmao dropped it 0- ....... 

'I ~'(J Insur4t1~e company cancelled poncy} SKIP to 19a 

,.OAiot c: s 101 11-U.)'I1 

Pale :z 

h. WI .. they - 14. How dId Ih. ofl'nd,,(s) leI In (try to 1.1 In)? , 0 Only whit.? 
, C Thtoulh unlocked door ur Window , 0 Only bllck? 
20 Had til key , 0 Only othel? - SpecUy 

\'r- 1 D ~l~r - Spoclfy • 0 Soml comblnltlon? - Spec/ly 
s 0 Oonl\ kllow 

,-, " 0 Don't know 

Pale 3 

, 
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84 Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

f~;'~':,;;f;;;;::~\" ">' , ''', '<:' ; 'INCIDENT REPORT - Continued !'i ':: '; . :,';' ",";' 
ISa. WIS anythinl damaled but not taken In this incidenl? For 18a. Old you, the owner, or any employee here iose any lime 

example, a lock or window broken, damaced merchandise, elc. from work because of this Incldenl' .1 N b 
,DYes 

• um ~f 

lOY" - How many people? ____ 
2. 0 No - SKIP to 16a 

b. Was (were) the damaled ilem(s) repaired or replaced? 
.2 0 No -SKIP 10 198 

, 0 Yes - SKIP to 15d b. How many work days were lost allolether? 
zONo 

I 0 Less than I day 

C. How much would 11 cost to replir or replace the damaaes? 201-5 days 
(EsIiMale) 

30 6- 10 days J Days 
S OO} • SKIP to 756 40 Over 10 days - How many?---+-
x 0 Don't know 5 0 Don't know 

d. How much did 11 cost to repair or repl.ce the damales? 
191. Were Iny securily measures tlken after this Incldenl to 

S .[jj] protect the establishment from future Incldenls? 

v 0 No cost -SKIP to'Sa 'DYes 
x 0 000'[ know 

e. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? 
20 No -SKIP 1020a 

(Mark (X) al'l rhar apply) b. WhIt measures were taken? 
, 0 This buslMSS (Mark (X) alllhar apply) 

2. 0 Insurance 
1 0 Alal'm system - outside rinaln, 

"J 0 Owner of Boildin, (landlord) 

4 0 Other - Specify 2. 0 Central alarm 

sO Don't know 30 Reinforcing devices, &rates. lates, 
bars on window, etc:. 

16a. Old the ottenderCs) take any money? (Exclude money .. 0 Guard, watchman 
belonllnl to customers or store personnen 

5 0 Watch· dOl 
I 0 Yes - Whal was Ihe 

.~ 60 Firearms total volue?_ S 
ZONo 70 Cameras 

b. Did the ottenderCs) take any merchandise, equlpmenl or eO Hirrors 

supplies? (Exclude personal property belonlina to '0 Lock.~ 
customers or store personnel,) 

• 0 Olhe' - Speclly 7 I eYe. - What was the .00 tolal value? _ S 
2 [1 No -SKIP 10 77s 11 answer to 168 

Is yes; otherwise SKIP to tBa 

C. How was Ihe value determined? 
20a. Was this Incident reporled to the police? 

J CJ OrJr.lnal CC.St I C1 Ye. -SKIP l02r 
"2 n Replacement COSI 2 f.1 No 
l 0 O:her - Speclly 

b. Whal was the reason Ihls Incident was not reporled 
17 •• How much, If any, 01 the slolen money andlor properly to the police? 

:;(,15 recovered by insurance? (Mark (X) a/l Ihal apply) 

S .~ J I.. Police already knew of the InCIdent 

v 0 None - Why not? 7 2:-:" Nothln: could be done - lack of proof 

1 0 Didn't report it l ~ ,-, Old not think it irr.portant enoulh 

2 0 Ooes not have lnsurance 4:':' Old "ot want to bother Police 
l 0 Not settled yet 

5 r. Old not want to tal(" the time .. 0 Policy h.u a deductible 

S 0 Money and/~ merchandise WIU recovered 6 c: Old nOl want to let involved 
·x 0 Don't know 7 r: ~ Afraid of reprlSat 

b. How much, If any, ollhe stolen money and/or property .D f:1 Reported 11) someone else 
was recovered by means olher than Insurance? 

S .00 • C" Olh.r - specUY-;r 

VONone } 
)t; 0 Oon't know SKIP to tBa , 21. INTERVIEWER, Is Ihis the last InCident 

c. By what me.ns was the SiD len money and/or CHECK ITEM Repo'llo be completedl 
property recovered? r-~ Yes - Return to page , and 

I o Police 
complete items 'g~2J. 

. Bt 9, and end Inrelview. 
z 0 Olh .. - SpecUy [1 No - Fill tho ne1t' Incident 

Report. 

N9TES 

FORM evs 101 "-11-111 
Paae ... 

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

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

c 

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM r 
OF THE, COVER SliEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENTREPOIlT FOR EACH rNCIDENT. 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
a. PSU lb. Se.men. I ,. LIne No. I d. Panel r DCC 

Vou said thai durin I the 12 months bellnnlnl ____ 
and endlnl ____ (relor to scteonlnQ quos lions 
10-15 lot description 01 crime). 

1. In what month did this (did the tilSt) Incldenl hip pen? 
I L:l Jan. • [lAp,'1 70July A o Oct. 
z [] Feb. SOMay eOAul. sONo .... 
lDMar. 6 [l June ·05oPI. e o Dec, 

2. About whit lime did It hlpp.n? 
t 0 ~rlnr. the da)' (6 ",.m. - 6 P.rn.) 

. At nilht (6 p.rn. - 6 a.m.) 
20 6 p.m. - Mldnilht 
1 0 Mldnllht - 6 a.m. 
"0 Don', know what time at nlcht 

sO Don't know 

3., Where did this Incident tlke pllce? 
, 0 At this place of business 
z 0 On del1vcry 
l 0 Enroute to banI( 
" 0 Other - Spoclly 

4. Were you, the owner, or any employee present while this 
Incident was occurlnl? 
loYes 
z 0 No -SKIP 10 10 
10 Don't know 

Sa. Old the person holdlnl you up hl.e a weapon or somethlnl 
that was used as a weapDn, such IS a bottle or wrench? 
IDYes 

zONo J lO Don't know SKIP to 6a 

b. Whal was the .eapon? 
lOGon 
20 KnUe 
1 0 Other - Specify 

6a. nOW many persons were Involved In commUUnllh. crime? 
1 Cl One - Continue with 6b below 

'OT.,o } 
1 n Three SKIP to 6e 
.. 0 Four or mor~ 
s n Don't know - SKIP to 78 

b. How old "ould you uy the person was? 
1 n Under 12 '0 '6-20 
zO 12-1< 5021 or over 
'["1IS-17 Ii 0 Don', know 

C. WIS the person male or femlle? 
I C1Mol. 
zOFerr,alc 
lO Don'c know 

d. Was he (she) -
10 While? 

} SKIP ro,. 
> Cl Blick? 
, 0 Other? - Speollv 
4 r~ 1 Dantt know 

e. How old would you say the youn,ost person .as? 
10 Under 12 _0 '6-20 
'012-14 s O"lt Of over - SKIP tp ~9 
'Cl,s-r7 &.0 Don't know 

f. How old .ould you say Ihe oldest person was? 
I ["I Unde, 12 -0 rB-20 
zO 12-14 II 0 21 or over 

'0 '5- 17 60 Don't know 

I. Were they male or femlle? 
IDAlimalll 1 0 Msle and femalo 
z 0 All female .. 0 Don', know 

h. Were they -
I tJ Only while? 
> 0 Only btlck? . 
3 0 Only other? - Specllv 
• 0 SDme comblnltlon? - Speclly 
sO bon't know 

Survey Instrume,nt. 

o H B N ., R2662' Appro al ElIIpl M h 31 1977 .. o. v re. o.c 
FCAM CYS.1Ol U.S. DEPARTMiENT OF COMMERCE 
11~II-ul SOCIAL AND ECOt>l0MIC STATISTICS ADIro4IN. 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

I. In,;den' I. INCtDENT NUMBER 
No. Record which Inclel.nt (1, 2, .te,) 

I. cover.J by ,hi. p ••• 

71. Were you, the owner, or Iny employee InJurod In this 
incident, seriously enouah to require medicil Ittention? 

I 0 Ye. - How mlny? • Numbl!:r 

2 0 No - SKIP to 9a 

b. How mlny of them stlyed In a Numbl!:r 

hospltll overnllht or lonl.r? 

"~ 
B • Of those receivlnl t,,"lment In or out of I hOS~1I11, did 

this business ply for Iny of the medlc,ll expenses not 
covered by a relullr hellth benefits prnlrlm? 
• 0 Ye. - How much 

WIS plld? $ •• zONo 
10 Don't know 

91. Old Iny deaths occur IS a result of this Incident? 
'OYe. 
>0 No -SKIP ro rSa 

b. Who was killed? c. HDw many? 
(M.rk (X) all lIIal apply) 

1 0 Owner(s) ••••••••••••••• 

2 0 Employees •••••••••••••• 

.l 0 Custornors ••••••••••• , •• 

.0 Iflnocent bystander(s) ••••••• 

S 0 Offender(s) •••••••••••••• 

60Pollce •••• " ••• i •••••••• 

7 0 Olh .. - SpecIlY-;r 

SKIP It> 150 

10. Old the ollendor enter, attempt to enter, or remlln In this 
establishment lIIelllly? 

I DYes 

ZONo'jl 
Discontinue use ollneldent Report. Enfer at the top 01 
this sheet "out 01 Scope-Larceny," erase Incident 

~~:~~' "c,J::gr, dPr':/lJ:n~~s 1~0,::~e;~:1Y, ~e;:'i':':n~CJgJ5. 
on to the next repolled Incident, II no other Incidents 
:~9lJ~~':::J :~~~f~r,J:I:w~nd completo Items fg(2) 

11. Did the offender(s) .ctually let In or Just try to I.t In? 
1 0 ActUally lot III 

20 just cried to aet 1" 

12. Was there I broktn wlndo., brok.n lock, 'Iar_, or Iny 
other evidence that the offendll(s) forced (trlld tD forcl) 
his (their) wa, In? 

1 DYe. 

'0 No - SKIP 10 I. 

13. What w~s tho evld •• ee? (Mark all Ihal apply) 

1 0 Broken lock or window 

}SK!prOISa 
1 0 Farad door 

lOAlar", 

• 0 Olh .. - Specify 

14. How did the Ott.ndll(l) let In (try to lit In!? 
1 0 Thtoulh unlocked door or window 

20 Had a k.y 

3 0 O.he( - S_lIy 

'" 0 Don', know 
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~ 'J ::": ,~;;,~,,:,,~,",";' <'l' ',Cc~~:'~~;i\i INCIDENT REPORT - Continuod P;';;~:~2 ::,,:,\"'i'>"'': ," ,,< c, 
151. WIS In,lhlna dlmlaed bul not tlkln In thl,' Incldlnt? For 181. Did ,ou, the owner, or In, emplo,e. here 10Slln, time 

ellmple, a lock cr window broken, dlmalfd merchandise, elc. from work becluse of this Incident? _ r Numbe, 

'DYes I 0 Yes - How man, people? __ 
.z 0 No - SKIP to 16a z 0 No - SKIP to 19a 

b. Was (were) the dlmlaed Item(s) rlpllred or "pllced? 
I 0 Yes - SKI? 10 15<1 b. How mlny work dl,' we" losilitoaether? 

2oN. I 0 Less than I day 

C, How much would It cost to repllr or rep lice Ihe dlmlaes? z 01-5 days 

(Estimlle) 

.IAI}SKIP 10 15. 

10 6- 10 days J O.Y$ 

$ .. 0 Over 10 days - How many?---.... 

x 0 Don'c know " 5 0 Don tt know 

d, How much did It cost to repllr or "plICI Ihe dlmlau? 191, Were any security measures liken IUer this Incident to 

$ . Ii] protect the esllbllshmenl from luture Incidents? 

v 0 No cost - SKIP to 1&1 'Dyes 
)( [J Oontt know 20 No -SKIP t020a 

e. Who paid or will ply for the repllrs orrepllce .. ent? 
b. Whit measures were tlken? 

IMor~ IX} alllhal apply} 
Work IX} alllhalapply} 

I 0 Thl s business 

2 0 Insurance , 0 Alarm system - outside dnlin& 
3D Owner of Bolldl", (landlord) :t 0 Central alarm 
" 0 Othel - Speclly 3 0 RelnfCM'cin& devices. &rates. cates. 
sO DonO, know bats on window. elC. 

161. Did the offender(s) tlke Iny money? (Elclude money .. 0 Guard. watchnla" 

belonalna to customers or store personnen 5 o WAtch do, 

I 0 Y.s ,- Whit WIS the . Ii] 60 Firearms 
totll value?- S 

2oN. 70CamcrBS 

b. Did thl ollender(s) tlke any merchandise, equipment or eOMirrors 

supplies? (Elclude personal property belonclnl to f 0 Locks 

customm or start pers""nel.) - 0 0"'., - spaclly"'1 
I 0 Yes - Whit was the .rill tolll valu.? __ S 

20 No - SKIP 10 17a II ano$wer 10 16a 
10$ yes; otherwise SKIP to IBa 

201. Was this Incident reported to the pol!;el 
c. How was the value determined? 1 0 Yes - SKIP 10 ~I 

1 0 Orllinal cost 
z 0 Replacement cost ZONa 
J q 0"' .. - Speclly ~. What WIS the reason this Incident WIS nol reported 

171. How much, II Iny, of Ihe stole. money Ind/or property to the pollcel 
WIS recDvered by insurance? (I/ark IX) all Ihal apply} 

S .[1] t D. police aheady knew of the inCIdent 

V 0 None - Why not? 7 
z r.: Nothinl could be done - lack of proof 

, 0 Dldn't report I, 1 r~' Old nOl think it important enouIM 

Z 0 Does not have lnsuratlce e 0 Did not .want 10 bother pollee 

3 0 Not settled yet 5 0 Did not want to take the time 
eO Polley has a deductible 

6 C Did not want to let involved 
5 0 Monet and/or merchandise was recovered 

X 0 Oon', know 7 CJ Afraid oJ rePrisal 

b. How much, 11 Iny, of thl stolen money and/or property ! [1 Reported tn someone else 

WIS recovered by means other thin Insurance? • 0 0"' .. - Spec/ly, 

S .~ ., 
vo·N.ne } 

21. INTERVIEWER ~ Is this the last Incident x 0 Dan', know SKIP 10 fSa 

C. By whit "elns WIS the stolen money Indlar 
CHECK ITEM Report to be completed' 

r. Yes - Return 10 P.B~ 1 and 
property recovered 1 complete "emo$ '9(21. 

to Police 
S~ 9. and end interview, 

• 0 0"''' - Speelly 
r:l No - ~~'!xJ,?~ netl InciC10nl 
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TRANSCRIBE ftiE IDENTIFICA TlDN CODES FROM ITEM I 
OF THE COVER SHEET,AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDENTIFICATION COOE 
o. PSU ,( ~ Selment I c. Line N •• r Pooel Ie. OCC 

i 
You Slid thll durin, Ihe 12 m.nths bealnnlnl ___ 
Ind endinc ____ (teler to screening questlon$ 
10-'5 lor descrIption 0/ ClIme). 

1. In whit month did this (did the lirst) Incidlnt happen? 
lo}an. soAp,1I ,oJuly -oOcI. 
20 Feb • SOMay a DAul. B 0 Nov. 

'oMa'. a 0 June • 0 Sopt. e DOec. 

2. About whit time did It hlppe.] 
1 0 Durin" the day (6 un. - 6 p.m.) 

At nl,hl (6 p.rn. - 6 a.m.) 
z 0 6 p.m. - Mldnllht 
10 Mldnllht - 6 a.m. 
.. 0 Oonl, know what time at "llht 

s 0 OonOt know 

3. Where did this Incident take pllce? 
1 0 At thh place of business 
200, delivery 
3 0 Enroute to bank, 
eO Other - Speclly 

4. Were you, the owner, or Iny employee present while this 
Incident WIS occurlna? 
'oYes 
20 N. -SKIP ro 10 
10 Oon'( knoW 

Sa. Old the person h.ldlna y.u up have I wilpon or somethlna 
that wu used as I .... pan, such IS I boUlI or ,""nch? 
1 DYes 

2oN. J 
3 0 Oon't know SKIP to 6a 

b. What WII the wilpon? 
'oGun 
20 Knife 
1 0 Other - Specify 

6 •• How many ,e ... ns were Involved In co .... IUlna the crl .. el 
1 0 One - Continue with 6b below 

20Tw. } 
3 0 Three ~KIP to tie 
eO Four or more 
5 0 Oo"t, know - SKIP 10 7a 

b. Howald would you say thl person WIS? 
tOUnderl2, '010-20 
·012-11 5021 oro .... : 

'0 15- 17 _.60 001'1'( ~110W 

c. Was the petsan male al felii.:;? 
10Male 
z 0 Female 
1 0 Oon';:, Ilnow 

d. Was he (she) -
'0 While? 

} SKIP 10 7_ 
2oBIICk? 
J 0 Other? - Speclly 
eO Don'\ know 

e. Howald would you say the y.unaest perlon was? 
to Under 12 sO 10-20 
20 12- 11 sO 21 or over - SKIP to 69 

'0 15- 17 00 eon', know 

f. How old would you say the oldest person was? 
t o Under 12 sO 18-20 
'0 12- 11 5011 or over 

'0 15- 17 60 Don't know 

a. We .. they mile or fern. I.? 
'oAIl male 10 Male and femalo 
zOA!! femlile eO Don't know 

h.Were they -
10 Only white? 
2 DOni, bllck? 

• l 0 Only other? - Specl/y 
• 0 S .... comblnltlon? - Speelty 
~ 0 Oon't know 

Survey Instruments 

OM B No ~1"Rl662' Approval ExplreJ March 31 1977 .. 
FOR"" CVS·l01 U.s. DEPARTMENT OF CO .... ERCE 
tl·II.7U SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

.UREAU OF THE CENJUJ 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

r. IncldcOl I. INCIDENT NUMBER 
No. Record which Inclden' (1. 2, .tc.) 

I. covored 6 • • hI. pooo 
71. Were you, the owner, or Iny employ .. Injured In this 

Incident, seriously enouah to require mldlcallttlntlon? 

t 0 Yes - How mlny? • Number 

2 0 N. - SKIP 10 9a 

Number b. How many of them stayed In a 
hospital .verniaht .r lonaer? 

B. Of those recllvlna trutment In .r out 011 hOSpltll, did 
this business pa, lor Iny of the medicil upenses not 
covered by I reaular heatth blnellts prol"m? 
, 0 Ye. - How much •• WIS plld? S 

2ON. 
1 0 Oon+, know 

91. Did any deaths occur IS I result of this Incl4lnt? 
I DYes 

20 N. -SKIP 10 rs. 

b. Who WIS klllld? C. How many? 
IMor~ (XI a/llhal apply) 

I oOwne~s) .: ••••••••••••• 

'z 0 Employees ................ 

liD Customers ••••• , • , •• ' •••• 

eO Innocent bystander(s) •••••• , 

50 Offender(s) ••••••••••.•••• 

60 Pollce ••••••••••••••••• 

, 0 011> .. - Spee/1Y7 

SKIP to fSo 

10. Did the ollend .. enter, IUe.pl to enter, or ".lln In this 
estlbllsh .. ent lIIeaalt,1 

loYes 

2oN· 7 
/JIscontlnue use 01 Incident Report. Enler at the tOP 01 
this sheet "Out 01 Scope-LafCfHfY, Of erase IncIdent 

~~:::~, n~'::Cire 0'?r';7J:n~~s I~o 1::~-;~~7r. ~setlr:':n~0;J 5, 
on to the nut reported Incident, If no othor Incidents 

=~ea~~r:::; !~~~'~,:::~/:w~nd campl.te Items Ig(~) 

11. Old the ollinder(s) actually 1ft In .r Just try to alt Inl 
1 0 Actually ,at In 

20 Just ul~d to let In 

12. Was there I brohn window, broken lock, Ilarlll, or Iny 
other nidenci that Ihe oll.ndtt(s) forcld (tried to force) 
his (Ihllr) wly In? 

'DYes 

20 No -SKIP 10 14 

13. Whit WII the Ivldlnet? (/olark all Ihal.pply) 

1 0 Broken Ic;'Ick or window 

}SKIPIOI5IJ 
z 0 Forced door 

'OAI.rm 
sOOther - Speclly 

14. How did the offender(.) alt In (try to lit in)? 
1 0 Throuah unlOCked door or window 

2oHod.key 
J 0 0"'0' - Spec/ly 

e 0 Don', ~now 

I 
N 
C 

o 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

P ... 7 

, 

87 



BB Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

.,".-
If:".'t",;: .. ':·~!"c""" ':J,;·"."t;:'1IHCIDEHT REPORT _ Coni'I.~I.!, !': ":;,',':. . 

15 •• Was Inythlng damlged but not taken In Ihls Incident? For ISa. Did you:ll~i:·,· ~.ner, Dr any employee here lose any lime 
example, I Jock or window broken, dama,.d me!chandise, etc. trom .,o.',I"t,/:nuse of Ihls Incident? ,I 
lOY 1;1'- NUmber 
o es SKIP r 6 \ o~I'fo)!'!lOW manypeople?_ 

1 No- ala " 

b. Was (were) the damaged Itein(s) repahed or replaced? 
2 0'''':1 :f,~lmp ,to 19a 

1 0 Yes - SKIP to 15d b. How D!anY,,':\I\I;days were lost altogether? 
,oNo 

c. How much would It cost to repair Dr replace the damages? 
r 0 l."~~I)" I~ day 

(Estimate) 
20 1'-5:'~,II:!lf 

S • [i]}SKIP ro 15. 
306.- :0: G'I'~l~ .. I Days 

·Oq· .. · t ':21","5 - How many?----+-
x 0 Don', know 50'C1o."·"~·1(1'C1N 

d. How much did It cost to repair olleplace the dam.ges? 
19a. Were ',O;y'sI.'I"ly measures taken afler this Incident 10 

S . Ii] prolect ~!It I*.bllshment trom Iulure Incidents? 

v 0 No cost - SKIP to 16a 10YU. I 
x 0 OonOt know '. 

20,",0 - .s,~IJ~ to 20a 

e. Who plld Dr will pay lor the repairs Dr replacement? 
(/olark (XI all lira I apply) b. What ,ree""~,"5 .ere taken? 
I 0 This business (Mark .rxi,uii ,torot apply) 

20 Insurance 
I 0 A;1~,r"l' f:I'I.te,m - outside rinlinl 

3 0 Owner of Bulldln, (landlord) 
• 0 O\h ... - Spoclly 

2 0 Ce.'\'Htl 11I'I,arm 

50 000" know 30 Re'.Trr\ll';.1 ~Ii: devices, &rates. cates, 
,1.,u I;l~ N:ndow, etc. 

16a. Old the ollender(s) take any monoy? (Exclude money 4 0 GuM~! ",,'f'ltciunan 
belonging to customers or store personnel) 

5 OWtlt~~ ~~:r. 
r 0 Yes - What was the .00 6DF,rlllllr.,.r totat value? __ $ 

'ON. 7D'C8l!1',el'I!f~ 

b. Old the ollender(s) t3ke any merchandise, equipment Dr 8DMi~r(l"1 

supplies? (Exclude personal properly belonging to sDt..I"c':J> 
customers Dr store personnel.) 

A 0 Oll~t,~ "jS~1E'c1lY7 
tt 

r 0 Yes - What was the .1iiJ total value?_S 
20 No - SKIP to 17a II answer to 15a 

Is yes; otherwise SKIP to rea ~t~ 

c. How was the value determined? 
20a. Was tirii ~'i'c,:"tll,~reported to the police? 

t '0 Orl,lnal cost r 0 ye. ,,:,jil~'~ '0 21 
20 Replacement cost 'rJNo " 
3 0 Other - Speclly --_.';l! 

17a. Ho" much, II any, 01 the stolen money and/or ploperty 
b. What WI> 11.\' ,~~'I!on lhls Ineldent was ,no I reporled 

to the pOI'iCll' 
" .. recovered by Insurance? (Mark (X, fl:U, ~Ii"il'~ a,pply) 

S .[i] 1 C p:;'ihill\!It~I~r knew or the lncidenr, 

V 0 Non. - Why nO~?)7 2 [1 N0~\!.ri~ !i";'':', 'd.~e dane - lad:, of proof 

1 0 Didn't report it 3 [1 bill n~t t~"",,1;. tt imponant enou&h 

2 0 Does not have Insurance .0 Did' ~ It l' n,:I',1',! 'to bother police 
3 0 NOI settled yet 

50 Oil:!' ;~~ll,!lj~'r'~ :0 take the time 
4 0 Poller has a deduc.tible . " 

5 0 Maner and/or merchandise was recovered 60 Old 'I ,\II' ~~JII!lt ;0 let- invol ... ed 

)( 0 Don" know 70 Afuql lI,v ~q'~lsal 

b. Hor< much, 11 any, 01 the stolen money and/or property ,'I 
~ 0 RePt"f'f,l' ,";~ ,It:imeone else 

was recovered by melns other than Insullnce? 
• 0 O'h.'I~I\iil,"lrY7 

S .00 ,I, I 

VoNon. } ~'" 
)( 0 Don" know SKIP to r8a 

-I 
21. INTERVIr:'~fi!!:"'J~> Is ;his the lastloddent 

c. By what means was the stolen money and/or CHECK ·IHill·",·:, ,Report to be completed? 
property recovered? 'I,~)i' 'D Yes - Return 10 J::g6 1 and 

J o Police 
r', complete terns 79(2), ( 8. 9, and end interview. 

20 Other - Spoclly o No - Fl/llho next Incident 
Repotl. 

,-.~ .. NOTES 

, 

-!"OR'" eva 10' 17-11 .• 1al 

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

APPENDIX II 
HOUS,EHOLD SURVEY 
Technical information 

and i'elative 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 
New Orleans, 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 petson, 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 thereafte:r. 
The only exemptions to the requirement for personal 
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci­
tated persons, and individuals who were absent from 
the household during the entire field interview 
period; for these persons, interviewers were required 
to obtain proxy responses 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 New Orleans was the complete housing 
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970 

II 

,~ 

~~"'" 

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 op.eration, of permits issued for the construc­
tion of residential housing within the city. This 
enabled the proper representation in the survey of 
persons occupying housing built after 1970. 

A total of 12,074 housing units in New 
Orleans was designated for the sample. Of these, 
1,821 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 231 units visited by 
interviewers it was impossible to conduct inter­
views because the occupants could not be reached 
after repeated calls, did not wish to participate in 
the survey, or were unavailable for other reasons. 
Thus, interviews were taken with the occupants of 
10,022 housing units, and the rate of participation 
among units qualified for interviewing was 97.7 
percent. Participating units were occupied by a 
total of 21,938 persons age 12 and over, or an 
average of 2.19 residents of the. relevant ages per 
unit. Interviews were conducted, with 21,726 of 
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 99,0 
percent among eligible residents. 
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90 Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

Estimation procedure 
Data records generated by survey interviews 

were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights­
one for crimes against persons and another for 
crimes against households. For interviews conducted 
at housing units selected from the Census housing 
inventory, the following elements determined the 
final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the 
selected unit's probability of being included in the 
sample; (2) a factor to compensate for the sub­
sampling of units, a situation which arose in instances 
where the interviewer discovered many more units 
at the sample address than had been listed in the 
decennial Census; (3) a within-household non inter­
view adjustment, applied solely in tabulating crimes 
against persons, to account for situations where at 
least one but not all eligible persons in a household 
were interviewed; (4) a' household noninterview 
adjustment to account for households qualified to 
participate in the survey but from which an inter­
view was not obtained; and (5) a household ratio 
estimate factor for bringing estimates developed 
from the sample of 1970 housing units into 
adjustment with the complete Census count of 
such units. 

The household ratio estimation procedure was 
a key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent 
of sampling variability, thereby reducing the mar~in 
of error in the tabulated survey results. It also com­
pensated for the exclusion from each stratum of any 
households that already were included in samples 
for certain other Census Bureau programs. The 
procedure was not applied to interview records 
gathered from residents of group quarters or of units 
constructed after the Census. 

In producing estimates of personal incidents 
(as opposed to those of personal victimizations), 
a further weighting adjustment was required in those 
cases where the basic unit of tabulation was an 
incident involving more than one person, thereby 
allowing for the probability that such incidents had 
more than one chance of coming into the sample. 
Thus, if two persons were victimized during the 
same incident, the weight assigned to the record for 
that incident (and associated characteristics) was 
reduced by one-half in order not to introduce 
double counts in the tabulated data. When a 

personal crime was reported in the household survey 
as having occurred simultaneously with a com­
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that 
the incident was represented in the commercial 
survey, and, therefore, it was not counted as an 
incident of personal crime. However, the details of 
the outcome of the event as they related to the 
victimized individual would be reflected in the house­
hold survey results. 

For household crimes, the final weight con­
sisted of all steps described above except the third. 
In the household sector, victimizations and incidents 
are synonymous, since each distinctly separate 
criminal act was defined as having been experienced 
by a single household. Thus, the concept of multi­
household incidents was inapplicable, and an ad­
justment comparable to that made in the personal 
sector to account for multi person incidents was 
unnecessary. 

In performing the estimation procedure that 
yielded the results appearing in this publication, 
there was no adjustment for bringing the survey­
derived estimates into accord with any independent, 
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse­
quent to the initial processing of survey results, 
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the 
relevant population. These estimates indicate that 
an undercoverage amounting to about 6.9 percent 
of the relevant population occurred in the 1974 
survey of New Orleans households. As a result, 
population figures that serve as bases for rates of 
victimization for crimes against persons understated 
the size of the population, and victimization and 
incident counts for crimes against persons also were 
too low. In order to bring estimates in this report 
into accord with this post-Census estimate, popula­
tion control figures and levels of victimizations and 
incidents for crimes against persons should be in­
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of 
1.068731. However, all relative figures-namely 
personal victimization rates and other data on per­
sonal crimes expressed in percentages-appearing 
on the data tables remain unaffected by the applica­
tion of an independent population estimate, as the 
adjustment factor is applicable to both the numera­
tors and denominators used in computing such 
figures. Furthermore, the adjustment is not appli­
cable to data on househL:~d crimes. 
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., Reliability 01 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 pro~edures. Estimates 
derived from different samples may vary somewhat; 
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a 
complete census had been .taken using the same 
schedules, instructions, and interviewers. 

The standard error of a survey estimate is a 
measure of the variation among estimates. from all 
possible samples and is, therefore, a gauge of the 
precision with which the estimate from a particular 
sample approximates the average result of all pos­
sible samples. The estimate and its associated 
standard error may be used to construct a confidence 
interval, that is, an interval having a prescribed 
probability that it would include the average result 
of all possible samples. The average value of all 
possible samples mayor may not be contained in any 
particular computed interval. The chances are about 
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ 
from the average result of all possible samples by 
less than one standard error. Similarly, ·the chances 
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be 
less than 1.6 .times the standard error; about 95 out 
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times the 
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it 
would be less than 2.5 times the standard error. The 
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range 
of values given by the estimate minus the standard 
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the 
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete 
census would fall within that range. Likewise, the 
95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti­
mate plus or minus two standard errors. Standard 
errors applicable to data on crimes against pefSons 
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 associafted details that oc­
curred during the 12 months prior to the time of 
interview. Research on the capacity of victims to 
recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing 
persons who were victims of offenses drawn from 
police files, indicates that assault is the least well 
recalled of the crimes measured by the National 
Crime Survey program. This may stem in part from 
the observed tendency of victims not to report 
crimes committed by offenders known to them, 
especially if they are relatives. In addition, it is 
suspected that, among certain societal groups, crimes 
that contain the elements of assault are a part of 
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or 
are not considered worth mentioning to a survey 
interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems 
may result in a substantial understatement of the 
"true" rate of victimization from assault. 

Another source of nonsampling error related to 
the recall capacity of respondents involves telescop­
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-month 
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier 
-or, in a few instances, those that happened after 
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample 
of .the National Crime Survey program, the city 
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure 
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and 
the magnitude of telescoping has not been de­
termined. 

Methodological research undertaken in prepara­
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi­
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are 
reported when one household member reports for 
aU 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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92 Criminal Victimization Surveys In New Orleans 

utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low 
level. As calculated for this survey, the standard 
errors partially measure only those nons~mpling 

errors arising from random response and inter­
viewer errors; they do not, however, take into ac­
count any systematic biases in the data. 

Concerning the reliability of data from the house­
hold survey, it should be noted that estimates based 
on about 10 or fewer sample cases have been 
considered unreliable. Such estimates are qualified in 
footnotes to the data tables and were not used for 
purposes of analysis in the report's selected findings. 
The minimum estimate considered sufficiently re­
liable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the 
personal and household sectors was 200. 

As they appear in the report's data tables, all 
absolute values-.:incIuding 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 figuren 
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu­
lated from unrounded figures. 

Standard error tables 
and calculations 

For survey estimates relevant to the personal 
and household sectors, the standard errors displayed 
on tables at the end of this appendix can be used 
for gauging sampling variability. These errors are 
approximations and suggest an order of magnitude 
of the standard error rather than the precise error 
associated with any given estimate. Table I con­
tains the standard error approximations applicable 
to the estimated levels, or numbers, of personal 
incidents, personal victimizations, and household 
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal 
victimization rates are given in Table II, whereas 
Table III displays the standard error approxima­
tions for household victimization rates. For levels 
and rates not specifically listed on the tables, linear 
interpolation must be used to approximate the 
error . 

...... ~~:;~-:7:;:,""!:lIor~~:"....;~-'.-~""*""-..,.." , 

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 New Orleans. Linear 
interpolatIon of values in Table I of this appendix 
yields a standard error of about 367 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 than 
367, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ­
ated with that level of incidents would be from 
5,633 to 6,367. 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 (734); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval 
then would be from 5,266 to 6,734. 

Assume further that, for a New Orleans popula­
tion subgroup numbering 85,000, the recorded 
personal victimization rate was 40 per 1,000 
persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear interpola­
tion of data listed in Table II would yield a standarci 
error of about 3.5. Consequently, chances are 68 
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 40 would be 
within 3.5 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68 
percent confidence interval associated with the 
estimate would be from 36.5 to 43.5. And, the 
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate 
would be within roughly 7.0 of a complete enumera­
tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would 
be about 33 to 47. 

In comparing two sample estimate::, the standard 
error of the difference between the two figures is 
approximately equal to the square root of the sum 
of the squares of the standard errors of each estimate 
considered separately. This formula represents the 
actual standard error quite accurately for the differ­
ence between uncorrelated sample estimates. If, 
however, there is a high positive correlation, the 
formula will overestimate the true standard error of 
the difference; and if there is a large negative corre­
lation, the formula will underestimate the true 
standard error of the difference. 

Household Survey 

Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal 
incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations, 

Size of estimate 

50 
100 
250 
500 

1,000 
2,500 
5,000 

10,000 
25,C'Xl 
50,000 

100,000 

by size of estimate 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Incidents 

34 
48 
76 

108 
152 
240 
339 
478 
750 

1,046 
1,438 

Personal 
Victimizations 

36 
51 
80 

114 
161 
254 
358 
504 
786 

1,086 
1,462 

Household incidents 

34 
48 
76 

107 
151 
240 
344 
489 
798 

1,187 
1,831 
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\: . Table II. Standard error approximations for estimated persona! victimization rates ID ,. 

\; (68 chances out of 100) 
n I) Estimated rate Base of rate :L 

Ii per 1,000 persons 100 ~50 /500 1,000 l!,5oo 5,000 10,000 ::15,000 50,000 100,000 ::50,000 500,000 1,000,000 3 
i S' 

~ .5 or 999.5 11.4 7.2 5.1 3.6 2.3 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 !!. 
.75 or 999.25 13.9 8.8 6.2 4.4 2.9 2.0 1.4 0.9· 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 S 

~ 
1 or 999 16.1 10,2 7.2 5.1 3.2 2.3 1.6 1.0 0.7 OS 0.3 0.2 0.2 ~ 

~ 2.5 or 997.5 25.4 16.1 11.4 8.0 5.1 3.6 2.5 1.6 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.3 3 

* 
~ or 995 35.9 22.7 16.0 11.3 7.2 5.1 3.6 2.3 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 i 7.5 or 992.5 4309 27.7 19.6 13.9 8.8 6.2 4.4 2.8 2.0 1.4 0.9 0.6 0.4 , 
10 or 990 50.6 32.0 22.6 16.0 10.1 7.2 5.1 3.2 2.3 1.6 1.0 0.7 0.5 g: , 
25 or 975 79.4 50.2 35.5 25.1 15.9 11.2 7.9 5.0 3.5 2.5 1.6 1.1 0.8 ::I 

50 or 950 HO.S 'rO.1 4905 35.0 22.2 15·7 11.1 7.0 5.0 3.5 2.2 1.6 1.1 en 
100 or 900 152.5 96.5 t,Sn ;.0- 30.5 21.6 15.3 9.6 6.8 4.8 3.1 2.2 1.5 c 

.0<; • .G :! 250 or 750 220.1 3.39.2 98.4 69.6 44.0 31.1 22.0 13.9 9.8 7.0 4.4 3.1 2.2 CD 
500 254.2 160.8 113.7 80.4 50.8 35.9 25.4 16.1' 11.4 8.0 5.1 ).6 2.5 '< • 

S' 
z 
CD 

Table III, Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rate~ ~ 
0 
:L 

(68 chances out of 100) CD .. 
::I 

Estimated rate per Base of rate • 
1,000 households 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 1,000,000 

oS or 999.5 10.7 6.8 4.8 3.4 2.1 1.5 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 
.75 or 999.25 13.1 8.3 5.8:. 4.1 2.6 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 
1 or 999 15.1 9.5 6.8 4.8 3.0 2.1 1.5 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 
2,5 or 997.5 23.8 15.1 10.7 7.5 4.8 3.4 2.4 1.5 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.2 

~" '\ 5 or 995 33.7 21.3 15.1 10.7 6.7 4.8 3.4 2.1 1.; 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.3 ) I , 
7.5 or 992.5 41.2 26.1 18.4 13.0 8.2 5.8 4.1 2.6 1.8 1 •. 3 0.8 0.6 0.4 
10 or 990 47.5 30.1 21.3 15.0 9.5 6.7 4.8 3.0 2.1 l. •. ;; 1.0 0.7 0.5 ~' 
25 or 975 74.6 47.2 33.3 2).6 14.9 10.5 705 4.7 3.3 2.4 j,.5 1.1 0.7 
50 or 950 104.1 65.8 46.5 32.9 .20.8 14.7 10.4 6.6 4.7 3.3 2.1 1.5 1.0 
100 or 900 143.3 90.6 64.1 45.3 28.7 20.3 14.3 9.1 6.4 4.5 2.9 2.0 1.4 
250 or 750 206.8 130.8 92.5 65.4 41.4 29.2 20.7 13.1 9.2 6.5 4.1 2.9 2.1 
500 238.8 151;0 106;8" 75.5 47.8 33.8 23.9 15.1 10.7 7.6 4.8 3.4 2.4 --
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APPENDIX III 
COMMERCIAL SURVEY 

Technical information 
and relative error tables 

Commercial victimization surveys conducted in 
central cities have focused on business establish­
ments, bBt 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 
reiatively small part of each city sample. Survey data 
were personally gathexed by intcrviewers from the 
operators (usually ma.'ldgers or owners) of busi­
nesses and other participating organizations. Be­
cause they are based on sample surveys rather than 
complete enumerations, all results are estimates. 

Sample design and'slze 
For the purposes of sample selection, New 

Orleans was segmented into geographical units 
known to have .contained at least four but not more 
than six commercial establishments, whether re­
tail, service, or·;!. combination of the two kinds. 
Establishments ot fother types wt':re 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 1,457 commercial establishments (in­
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible 
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 260 were 
found to be out of business at the time of the field 

interviews, no longer operating at the designated 
address, or otherwise unqunlified to participate. At 
one other establishment it was impossible to conduct 
an interview because the operator could not be 
reached, declined to participate in the survey, or was 
otherwise not available. Therefore, interviews were 
taken in 1,196 establishments, and the overall rate of 
response among those qualmed to participate was 
99.9 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 no!}interview adjustment was equal to the 
total numbbr 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 th~ number of incidents involving su 
busir~esses and not the complete inventory of tho!>u 
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 errorB, for 
estimates generated by the survey. Because the 
relative errors are the products of calculations in­
volving estimates derived through samplingj each 
error in turn is subject to sampling variability. 

As in the household survey, estimates on crimes 
against businesses are subject to nonsampling er­
rors, principal among these being the problem of 
recalling victimizations applicable to the 12 months 
prior to interview. Because of a number of factors, 
however, these errors probably were less prevalent 
in the commercial survey than they were in the 
household survey. These factors include the greater 
likelihood of recordkeeping and of reporting to the 
police by businesses, as well as the concentration of 
the survey on two of the more serious crimes, 
burglary and robbery. Unlike the national sample 
of the commercial victimization surveys, the city 
samples have not incorporated a bounding pro­
cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable 
to telescoping. 

In addition to those relating to victim recall 
ability, nonsampling errors may have arisen from 
deficient interviewing and from data processing 
mistakes. However, quality control measures com­
parable to those used .in the household survey were 
adopted to minimize such errors. 

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10 
or fewer sample cases have been considered un-

-----~----

reliable. Such estimates are qualified in footnotes 
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered 
sufficiently reliable to serve as a base for statistics 
on commercial crimes was 150. 

The numbers of commercial victimizations and 
the control figures (bases) shown parenthetically in 
Data Table 85 have been rounded to the nearest 
hundredth. However, all relative figures (whether 
rates or percentages) were calculated from un­
rounded figures. 

Relative error tables, 
and calculations 

n~ 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 effeet 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 erro;s for similar 
figures having bases of comparable size. 

When used in conjunction with the survey re­
sults, the relative error tables permit the construc­
tion of intervals containing the average results of 
all possible samples with a prescribed level of confi­
dence. Chances are about 68 out of 100 that any 
given survey result would differ from results that 
would be obtained from a complete enumeration 
using the same procedures by less than the relative 
error displayed in the tables. Doubling the interval 
increases the confidence level to 95 chances out of 
100 that the estimated value would differ from the 
results of a complete count by less than twice the 
relative error. 

Tq illustrate the computation and significance of 
these ranges, assume that one wished to test the 
extent of sampling variability surrounding the 
8,900 commercial burglaries estimated to have 
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occurred in New Orleans. Referring to Table IV, 
it is found that the relative error associated with the 
unrounded form of that figure (8,933) is 13.3 per­
cent. Multiplying 8,933 by .133 yields 1,188: 
Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the 
estimated number of incidents would be 7,74: to 
10,121. If similar confidence intervals were <>:'\l'(." 
structed for all possible samples of the same b!;"A', 

1 The calculated figure (1,188) is the standard error of 
the estimated 8,933 burglaries (shown as 8,900 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. Altern.atively, for a single sample, the confi­
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the 
calculated interval would contain the results that 
would have been generated by a complete enumera­
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the 
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that 
the resulting interval, in this case 6,557 to 11 ,309, 
would contain the total that wou!d 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 

Ehlrglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Estimated number of incidents 

8,933 
6,316 
2,617 
3,450 
2,4,."3 
1,017 

Relative error 

Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates, 
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime 

(68 chances out of 100) 

EhlrS;li!!.! Robbe!:Z 
Estimated rate Estimated rate 
per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 Relative 

Characteristic establishments error establishments error 

Kind of establishment 
17.4% All estabiishments 448 9.4% 173 

Retall 596 15.6% 271 14.1% 
Wholesale 342 34.£4, 1101 56.5% 
Ser.~ce 347 13.7% 105 3h.7% 

Gross annual. rt>::eipts 
11.2% 36.5% Less than $10,000 411 113 

$10,000-$24,999 440 17.7% 236 34.4% 
$25,000-$49,999 526 41.~ 180 22.7% 
$50,000-$99,999 459 21.6% 150 39.5% 
$100,000-$499,999 538 12.9% 216 29.7% 
$500,000-$999,999 587 30.4% 1108 71.Zf, 
$1,000,000 or more 333 25.~ 385 48.7% 
No ssles 315 26.1% '68 46.Zf, 
Not wallable 353 17.2$ 139 65.5% 

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

f ' 

APPENDIX IV 
TECHNICAL NOTES 

Information provided in this appendix is de­
signed to aid in understanding the report's selected 
findings and, more broadly, to assist data users in 
interpreting statistics in the data tables. The notes 
address general concepts as well as potential problem 
areas, but do not purport ·to cover all data elements 
or problems. The Glossary of terms should be 
consulted for definitions of crime categories, vari­
ables, and other terms used in the data tables and 
selected findings. 

General 
Throughout this report, victimizations are the 

basic units of measure. A victimization is a specific 
criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a 
person, household, or place of business. For crimes 
against persons, however, some survey results are 
presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza­
tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving 
one or more victims and one or more offenders. 
For many specific categories of personal crime, vic­
timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that 
stems from two contingencies: (1 ) some crimes 
were simultaneously committed against more than 
one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may 
have occurred during the course of a commercial 
burglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi­
mization reported to survey int~rviewers, 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 claF~ified as a single commercial rob­
bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With 
respect to crimes against households and businesses, 
there is no distinction betw~en victimizations and 
incidents, as each criminal act against targets of 

either type were assumed to have involved a single 
victim, the affected household or business. In fact, 
the terms "victimization" and "incident" can be 
ul>ed interchangeably in analyzing data on household 
and commercial crimes. 

As indicated with respect to personal crimes, 
victimization data are more appropriate than inci­
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse­
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual 
victim. They also are better suited for assessing 
victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin­
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in 
addition to serving as a key element in computing 
victimization rates, victimization counts are used 
for developing information on victim injury and 
medical care, economic losses, time lost from work, 
victim self-protection, offender characteristics, and 
reporting to police. On the other hand, incident 
data are more adequate for the examination of the 
circumstances surrounding the occurrence of per­
sonal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time 
and place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as 
the use of weapons and number of victims and of­
fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical 
case given above, therefore, the rate data for 
personal assault would reflect the attack on each 
customer, and other victimization tables would in­
corporate details concerning the outcome of the 
crime for each person, such as any injuries, damage 
to clothing, and loss of time from work. 

For data tables on crimes against persons, the 
table titles stipulate whether victimizations or inci­
dents are the relevant units of measure. 

Victim characteristics 
A variety of attributes of victimized persons, 

households, and commercial establishments appear 
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of 
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing 
the number of victimizations associated .with a speci-
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fie 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
hold~ and businesses, unlike those of persons, can­
not'Involve more than one victim during a specific 
criminal act. However, ,repeated victimizations of 
individuals, households, and commercial establish­
ments can and do occur. As general indicators of 
the danger of having been victimized during the 
reference period, the rates are not sufficiently refined 
to represent true measures of risk for specific indi­
viduals, households, and business places. In other 
wor?s, they do not reflect variations in the degree 
of fIsk of repeated, or multiple, victimizations; and, 
because o~ 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 

b . " or usmess had of being victimized. 

Reporting to the police 
The police may have learned about criminal 

victimizations directly from the victim or from some­
one else, such as another household member or a 
bystander, or because they were on (or happened 
upon) the scene at the time of the crime. In the 
data tables, however, the means by which police 
learned of the crime are not distinguished the 
ov~ral1 proportion made known to them bei~g 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. 

Timer~li1cl place of occurrence 
For each of the measured crimes against 

persons, households, and businesses, data on when 
the OffeIJ,'if.i s occurred were obtained for three broad 
time inteJ,"lliills: the daytime hours (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.); 
the first haJJ of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight); and 
the second, :I:talf of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.). 

RegarcUng 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 i:!:11J:nediate vicinity. For certain offenses not 
involvingr.;ontact between victim and offender the 
I 'fi ' -,,' c aSSI ca:tLon of crimes is determined on the basis 

of their p]mce of occurrence. Thus, by definition, 
most hmuieJ:wld burglaries happen at principal resi­
dences, w-J.'l:h .8 small percentage at second homes or 
at place!i o(;cupied temporarily, such as hotels and 
motels. :Pe,r$onal larceny without contact and house­
hold la:rc(~,I1)' are differentiated from one anothcr 
solely Orl. 'the basis of where the crimes occur. 
Whereas. t:l:II;; latter transpire only in the home and 
its immeCii:il.'te .environs, the former can take place at 
any othe.1: location. In order to have been classified 
as a hr;~I:1.,i.,e:ho1d larceny within the victim's own 
home, t1w ,,'[fense had to have been committed by a 
person (,(';1:1;' persons) admitted to the residence, or 
by someCI/llt! having customary access to it such as 

d . ' a eltvety.ltJ.m1, servant, acquaintance, or relative. 
Otherwise, fbecrime would have been classified as a 
househClld ''burglary, or as a personal robbery if 
force or :i'~s> threat were used. Commercial burglaries 
can take p:iace only on the premises of business firms; 
however, C"I~lm:mercial robberies can occur away from 
the prem:i.~le$, or even outside the city limits, stlch as 
during t'be :holdup of sales or delivery personnel 
away fmltl t:be establishment. 

For pera,onal and household crimes, and in addi­
tion to :1.nft;l,!:'llmtion on the sites of occurrence data , 
are prese:l'JI:ed on the "geographical area" of oc­
currence, :t'J'.1e tables distinguish between offenses 
that happC!Ii\'~c1 within the city of residence; inside 
another .Clel'l;rt:r.a1 city; and elsewhere (suburbs and 
nonmetropl:llitan places). Entries under the last two 
categories :t:"Ie:[:lect two circumstances: (1) crimes that 
took place'll/hen the victims were temporarily away 
from ~helr l'I:!,idence, such as vacationing, visiting or 
shoppmg :1ii.'I. the suburbs, or while away on business; 

and (2) crimes that took place within the reference 
period but at a time when the victim lived at a 
place other than the city being surveyed. 

Number of victims and offenders 
As noted previously, the number of individuals 

victimized in each personal crime is a key element 
for computing rates of victimization and other data 
on the impact of crime. However, the data table 
specifically concerning the number of individual 
victims per crime is based on incidents. 

Two tables, .also based on incidents, display 
data on the number of offenders involved in per­
sonal. crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey 
questions on characteristics of offenders, the lead 
question concerned the number of offenders. If the 
:ictim ~id .not know how many offenders took part 
m the mCldent, no further questions were asked 
about offender characteristics, and the crime was 
classified as having involved strangers. The terms 
"st "d" ranger an nonstranger" are defined in the 
Glossary. 

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 

Some of the tables on this subject display data on 
the offenders only and others cover both victims 
and offenders. The characteristics examined are age 
and ra~e. As witli most information developed 
from thIS survey, offender attributes are based solely 
o~ the victim's per.ceptions and ability to recall the 
cnme. 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 so~ewhat vague circumstances, especially 
those at mght. 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 finding~, and no method 
has been developcd 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 
th?se committe? 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 botties. 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 
cnme would have been olassified 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 

custs 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 establishm7nts, 
the data tables make distinctions between cnmes 
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. Referen.';:es to losses "re­
covered" apply to compensation received by victims 
for theft losses, as well as to restoration of stolen 
property or cash, although no distinction is made 
as to the manner of recovery. For assault, informa­
tion on economic losses relates solely to property 
damage, because assaults attended by theft are clas­
sified as robbery. Similarly, there was no attempt to 
measure 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 l\eeth, 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 housj~.\g 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 housl!hold is 
excluded. 

Assault-An unlawful physical attack, whether ag­
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes 
attempted assaults with or without a weapon. 
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as 
attacks involving theft or attempted theft, which 
are classified as robbery. 

Attempted forcible entry-A form of burglary in 
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry. 

Burglary-Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence 
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended 
by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry. 

Central city-The largest city (or "twin cities") of a 
standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA), 
defined below. 

Commercial crimes-Burglary or robbery of busi­
ness establishments and certain other organiza­
tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi­
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed 
and attempted acts. Additional details concern­
ing entities covered by the commercial survey 
appear in the introduction to Appendix III. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in which force 
is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window 
or slashing a screen). 

Head of household-For classification purposes, 
only one individual per household can be the 
head person. In husband-wife households, the 
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head. 
In other households, the head person is the indi­
vidual so regarded by its members; generally, 
that person is the chief breadwinner. 

Household-Consists of the occupants of separate 
living quarters meeting either of the following 
criteria: (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 burglary or robbery, it was assumed 
that the commercial victimization survey ac­
counted for the incident and, therefore, it was not 
counted as an incident of personal crime. How­
ever, details of the outcome of the event as they 
related to the victimized individual would be re­
flected in data on personal victimizations. 

Kind of establishment-Determined by the sole or 
principal activity at each place of business. 

Larceny-Theft or attempted theft of property or 
cash without force. A basic distinction is made 
between personal larceny and household larceny. 

Marital status-Each household member is assigned 
to one of the following categories: (1) Married, 
which includes persons joined in common-law 
unions and those parted temporarily for reasons 
other than marital discord (employment, military 
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced. 
Separated includes married persons who have a 
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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 non strangers if victim and offender are 
related, well known to, or casually acquainted 
with one another. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events 
are classified under nonstranger. The dif.tinction 
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 whethC!r the applicable unit of meas­
ure is a victimization or an incident. 

Personal crimes-Rape, rolibery of persons, assault, 
personal larceny with contact, or personal larceny 
without contact. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Personal crimes of theft-Theft or attempted theft 
of property or cash, either with contact (but 
without force or threat of force) or without direct 
contact between victim and offender. Equivalent 
to personal larceny. 

Personal crimes of violence-Rape, robbery of 
persons, or assault. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Personal larceny-Equivalent to personal crimes of 
theft. A distinction is made between personal 
larceny with contact and personal larceny with­
out contact. 

Personal larceny with contact-Theft of purse, 
wallet, or cash, by stealth directly from the person 
of the victim, but without force or the threat of 
force. Also includes attempted purse snatching. 

Personal larceny without contact-Theft or at­
tempted theft, without direct contact between 
victim and offender, of property or cash from any 
place other than the victim's home or its imme­
diate vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the 
offender during the commission of the act. 

Physical injury-The term is applicable to each of 
the three personal crimes of violence, although 
data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic­
tim injury were not available during the prepara­
tion of this report. For personal robbery and 
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is 
made between injuries from "serious assault" 
and "minor assault." Examples of injuries from 
serious assault include broken bones, loss of 
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of consciousness, 
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more 
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as­
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches, 
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring 
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults 
resulting in victim injury, the degree of harm 
governs classification of the event. The same ele­
ments of injury applicable to robbery with injury 
from serious assault also pertain to aggravated 
assault with injury; similarly, the same types of 
injuries for robbery with injury from minor 
assault are relevant to simple assault with injury. 

Simple assault-Attack without a weapon resulting 
either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black eyes, 
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined in­
jury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization. 
Also includes attempted <itssauIt without a 
weapon. 

Standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA)-Ex­
cept in the New England States, a standard met­
ropolitan statistical area is a county or group of 
contiguous counties that contains at least one city 
of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or "twin cities" 
with a combined -population of at least 50,000. 
In addition to the county, or counties, contain­
ing such a city or cities, contiguous counties are 
included in an SMSA if, according to certain 
criteria, they are socially and economically in­
tegrated with the central city. In the New Eng­
Jai!ct. .states, SMSA's consist of towns and cities 
instead of counties. Each SMSA must include 
at least one central city, and the complete title of 
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities. 
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Stranger-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
contact between victim and offender, victimiza­
tions (or incidents) are classified as involving 
strangers if the victim so stated, or did not see 
or recognize the offender, or knew the offender 
only by sight. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events 
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction 
between stranger and non stranger crimes is not 
made for personal larceny without contact, an 
offense in which victims rarely see the offender. 

Tenure-Two forms of household tenancy are dis­
tinguished: (1) (i)wned, which includes dwellings 
being bought through mortgage, and (2) Rented, 
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging 
to a party other than the occupant and situations 
where rental payments are in kind or in services. 

Unlawful entry-A form of burglary committed by 
someone having no legal right to be on the 
premises even though force is not used. 

Victim-The recipient of a criminal act; usually 
used in relation to personal crimes, but also 
applicable to households and commercial estab­
lishments. 

Victim self-protection measures-For each victimi­
zation involving a personal crime of violence, 
victim reactions of the following types are con­
strued to be self-protection measures: hitting, 
kicking, or scratching the offender; reasoning 
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help; 
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fleeing from the offender; and/or using or 
brandishing a weapon. 

Victimization-A specific criminal act as it affects 
a single victim, whether a person, household, or 
commercial establishment. In criminal acts 
against persons, the number of victimizations is 
determined by the number of victims of such 
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimizations is 
somewhat higher than the number of incidents 
because more than one individual is victimized 
during certain incidents, as well as because per­
sonal victimizations that occurred in conjunction 
with either commercial burglary or robbery are 
not counted as incidents of personal crime. Each 
criminal act against a household or commercial 
establishment is assumed to involve a single vic­
tim, the affected household or establishment. 

Victimization rate-For crimes against persons, the 
victimization rate, a measure of occurrence 
among population groups at risk, is computed on 
the basis of the number of victimizations per 
1,000 resident popUlation age 12 and over. For 
crimes against households, victimization rates 
are calculated on the basis of the number of 
incidents per 1,000 households. And, for crimes 
against commercial establishments, victimization 
rates are derived from the number of :ncidents 
per 1,000 establishments. 

Victimize-To perpetrate a crime against a person, 
household, or commercial establishment. 
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