
, 

" 

t\ 
I 
t 

r J 

~il~· j I 
\ . " 

·;.t 

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 evaluate tlle document quality. 

111111.1 

111111.25 111111.4 111111.6 

MICROCOPY RESOLUTION TEST CHART 
NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANOAROS-196~-A 

, 

. . j~' 

Microfilming procedures GGed to create this fiche comply with 
the standards set forth in 41CFRI01-11.504.\~ 

. ,~, Points,:0f view or opinions stated in ,this document ar~ 
those of the author(s) and do not represent the official 
position or policies of the U. S. Department of Justice. 

- < 

National Institute of Justi~e 
United States UepartmentofJustice 
Washillgtoll; D.C~o~fJ~at..." .,' _ . . 

. 't~ 

r 
~"1""~_;"'!tI""I __ """':_"~""w~",,"""~~~ "~': ____ '_'_"--,,-:, __ :...._ ,_t-.O 

.. 

,. . 
•. ~. i 

'1 JJZIL&~", ~ I 

:t 

.~. 

U.S. Department of Justl~ 
Nationallnstllute of Justice 

This document has been reproduced exactly as received from the 
person or organization t.:'riginating it. Points of view or opinions stated 
in this document are those of the authors and do not necessarily 
represent the off/cial position or policies of the National Institute of 
Justice. 

Permission to reproduce this copyrighted material has been 
granted by 

PUBLIC DOMAIN/ B.TS 
US DPT OF . ,JUSTICE 

to the National Criminal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS). 

Further reproduction outside of the NCJnS system requires permis­
sion of the copyright owner . 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 

National Criminal Justice 
Information and Statistics Service 

. ~'-':~::::.::t'~~~""~' =""""~_ .. *l:"'I"'_' -----' ... ,'~-------___ """'_L "'~=.:u::l,:;;:;:::;:;;~~.--,..~~. ;; . ,,,,?-;--~_ ... ",,,,,~-:"~ 
• ~ ..,' I::!J • ~ 

'f 
, .J 

. 
A\ 
~ 

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 Victimization in the United States: 

1973 
Criminal Victimization Surveys in"!3 

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, Cetroit, Los Angeles, 
New York, and Philadelphia, 1972 

Criminal Victimization Surveys in Eight 
American Cities: A Comp~rison 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, Baitimore, 
Cleveland, Dallas, Denver, Newark, 
Portlpnd, and St. Louis-Advance Report, 
1971/72 

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 State Correctional Facilities, 1974: 
Advance Report 

Survey of 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 Facil ity 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 Expenditwe and Employment Data for 
the Criminal Justice System, 1971-75 

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

Criminal Justic£: hgencies 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 

Utilization 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 Assault 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 copies are for sale by the 
Superintendent of Documents, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 

,2,040:1. . 

, 
. ___ -=-... '''''_''''''''_~'''''';, .... ~;:;;;;:u;¢.4!OO ... ''IN.,.,.,.....~~~.s--¥li~::::a;::::::-~~l,-

• ''J 
Ii o 

Criminal Victimization Surveys 

in Oakland 
A National Crime Survey Report 

No. SD-NCS-C-15 

July 1977 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 

National Cr~minal Justice 
Information and Statistics Service 

1 

~i 
\ 



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

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, DireGtor 
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 supplied 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 under the general supervision of David V. Bateman, 
assisted by Louis E. Williams. 

Library of Congress Cataloging In Publication Dlltl( 

United States. National Criminal Justice Information 
and Statistics Service. 
Criminal victimization surveys in Oaklan0: 

(National crime survey report; no. SD-NCP-C-1S) 
Supt. of Docs. no.: J 1.4213 :SD-NCP-C-15 
1. Victims of crimes-California-Oakland. 

2. Criminal statistics-California-Oakland. 
I. Title. II. Series. 
HV6795.027US5 1977 364 76·608187 

For sale by tbe Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C. 20402 

Stock No. 027..()()().0061D-8 

PREFACE 

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

Since the early 1970's, victimization surveys 
have been designed and carried out for the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by 
the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpose of 
developing information that permits detailed assess­
ment of the character and extent of selected types of 
criminal victimization. Based on' representative 
samplings of households and commercial establish­
ments, the program has had two main elements: a 
continuous national survey an::! . surveys in various 
cities. Although the overall obj::dive of the program 
is to provide insights into the impact of crimes that 
are of ll1ajor concern to the general public and law 
enforcelnent authorities, it is anticipated that the 
scope of the surveys will be modified periodicalJy 
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 Oak­
land and 12 other central cities in 1974 enabled 
measurement of the extent tD 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, househQld 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 Oakland 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 
9,760 housing units (18,651 residents .age 12 and 
over) and the operators of 1,229 businesses. Res­
pondents furnished detailed personal and household 
data (or information about business firms) in addi­
tion to particulars on any criminal acts they incurred. 

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

All statis\ical 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 comvlete censuses, and from the 
fact that recording and processing mistakes in­
variably occur in the course of a large-scale data 
collection effort. As part of the discussion on re­
liability of estimates, these sources of error are 
treated in Appendixes II and III. It should be noted 
at the outset, however, that with respect to the effect 
of sampling errors, estimate variations can be de­
termined rather precisely. In the report's selected 
findings, categorical statements involving analytical 
comparisons met statistical tests that the differences 
were equivalent to or greater than two standard 
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errors, or, in other words, that the chances were at 
least 95 out of 100 that each difference de!t~ribed 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 
:;ample 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 criminai act involving one or more 
victims and offenders. For reasons outlined in the 
technical notes, the number of personal victimiza­
tions is somewhat greater than that of personal inci­
dents. As applied to crimes against households and 
commercial establishments, however, the terms 
"victimization" and "incident" are synonymous. Al­
though "crimes against commercial establishments," 
"commercial crimes," and other similar terms refer 
chiefly to victimizations of businesses, a relatively 
small number of offenses committed against certain 
other organizations also are included in results of the 
commercial survey, usually under the category 
"other"; the types of entities concerned are discussed 
in the introduction to Appendix III. 

Attempts to compare information in this publica­
tion with data collected from local police by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation and published in its 
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report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime 
Reports-1973 are inappropriate because of substan­
tial differences in coverage between the surveys and 
police statistics. A major difference arises from the 
fact that police statistics on the incidence of crime 
are derived principally from reports that persons 
make to the police, whereas survey data include 
crimes not reported to the police, as well as those 
reported. Survey data reflect only those crimes 
experienced by residents and commercial establish­
ments of Oakland, even though some acts took 
plac:e outside the city; they exclude criminal acts 
committed within the city against nonresidents, such 
as visitors and suburban commuters. On the other 
hand, police statistics for Oakland 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 re5ident population 
age 12 and over rather than on all residents. As 
indic'ated earlier, personal victimizations outnumber 
personal incidents. National Crime Survey rates of 
victimization for crimes against households and 
commercial establishments are based, respectively, 
on the nwnber 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 information not otherwise available on 
the nature of crime and its impact on society 
by means of victimization surveys of the general 
population.· Based on representative samplings of 
households and commercial establishments, the 
surveys elicit information about experiences, if any, 
with selected crimes of violence and theft, including 
events that were reported to the police as well as 
those that were not. By focusing on the victim, the 
person li~f)ly 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 fDr 
developing victim profiles and, for identifiable sec­
tors of society, yield information necessary to com­
pute the relative r.~sk of being victimized. Victimiza­
~jj)nsurveys also have the capability of distinguish­
~ing between stranger-to-.stranger and domestic' vio­
lence and ,between armed and strong-arm assaults 
and robl5eri~<;. They can 'tally some 6f the costs of 
crime in term}ef injury or economic loss sustained, 
and they can' provide greater understanding as to 
why certain criminal acts are not reported to police 
authorities. Conducted periodically in the same area, 
victimization surveys provide the data necessary for 
developing indicr.t'tors sensitive to fluctuations in the 
levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures 
in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing 
the crime situation between two or more localities or 
types 'Of localities. 

Victimization surveys, such as those conducted 
under the National Crime Survey program, are not 
without limitations, however. 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 comprehensive data records, 
as in offeIit..-s against government entities. 1 Ex­
amples of the latter are income tax evasion and the 
theft of office supplies. Crimes of which the "lctim 
may· not be aware also cannot be measured effec­
tively by the survey technique. Buying stolen proper­
ty may fall into this category, as may some instances 
of fraud and embezzlement. Atte,npted 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 crinies. 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 ,Durview of the 
program's commercial sector, government iDstitutions and 
offices are outside the scope of the program. Pretests have 
indicated that government organization records on crime 
generally are inadequate for survey purposes. 
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2 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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 
Oakland can be found in Appendixes II and III 
of this report. 

Data from victimization surveys also are subject 
to limitations imposed by victim recalI, i.e., the 
ability of respondents to remember incidents befall­
ing them or their households, and by the phenome­
non of telescoping, that is, the tendency of some 
respondents to recount incidents occurring outside 
(usually before) the referenced time frame. In con­
tinuous surveys, this tendency can be controlled by 
using a bounding technique, whereby the first 
interview serves as a benchmark, and summary 
records of each successive interview aid in avoiding 
duplicative reporting of criminal victimization experi­
ences; such a technique is used in the National 
Crime Survey program's national sample. Because 
the city surveys have not been Gontim!pus, 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 
accura.tely the total number of such acts. Because 
of this, no attempt is made to collect information on 
the specific month, or month~, 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 talIy 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 and effects of 
these crimes. But, although the estimated number of 
series victimizations was appreciable, the number of 
victims who actually experienced such acts was small 
in relation to the total number of individuals who 
were victimized one or more times and who had 
firm recollections of each event. Approximately 
3,100 series victimizations against persons and 
3,200 against households, each encqmpassing at 
least three separate but undifferentiated events, were 
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month 
reference period. A table of these series victimiza­
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears 
in Appendix III of the preceding report, Criminal 
Victimization Surveys in 13 American Cities. 

Although the survey-measured crimes and other 
terms used in this report are defined in the Glos­
sary of Terms, the discussion that follows consists of 
a detailed description of the offenses and of the 
procedures folIo wed 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 Crimg 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 attempt~d acts are included, 
and incidents of both homosexual and heterosexual 
rape are counted. 

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object 
is to relieve a person of property by force or the 
threat of force. The force employed may be a 
weapon (armed robbery) or physical power (strong­
arm robbery) . In either instance, the victim is 
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placed in ,physical danger, and physical injury can 
and somc:dmes 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 arnled 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 Ito 
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 for~s 
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 aggra~ated or simple 
because it is conjectural how much injury, if any, 
the victim would have sustained had the assault 
been carried out. In some instances, there may 
have been no intent to carry out the crime. Not all 
threats of harm are issued in earnest; a verbal 
threat or a menacing gesture may have been all 
the offender intended. The intent of the offender 
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obviously cannot be measured in a victimization 
survey. For purposes of this program, attempted 
assault with a weapon was classified as aggravated 
assault; attempted assault without a weapon was 
considered ·to be simple assault. 

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

Personal crimes of theft (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 contac£ 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 
as30ciated with a robbery, for example. In classify­
ing the survey-measured crimes, each criminal 
event has been counted only once, by the most 
serious act that took place during the incident and in 
accordance with the seriousness ranking system used 
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. The order 
of seriousness for crimes against persons is: rape, 
robbery, assault, £lnd 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 iock, 
breaking a window, or slashing a screen, or it may 
be through an unlocked door or an open window. As 
long as -the person entering had no legal. right to be 
present in the structure, a burglary has occurred. 
Furthermore, the structure need not -be the house 
itself for a household burglary to take place. Illegal 
entry of a garage, shed, or any other structure on 
the premises also constitutes household burglary. 
In fact, burglary does not necessarily have to occur 
on the premises. If the breaking and entering oc­
curred in a hotel or in a vacation residence, it would 
still be classified as 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 well as at­
tempted acts involving automobiles, trucks, mot9r­
cycles, and other vehicles legally entitled to use pub­
lic streets are included. 

CRIMES AGAINST 
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS 

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

Oniy 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. CommGidal 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. 

SELECTED FINDINGS 

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

General 
The household and commercial surveys determined 
that an estimated 100,100 criminal victimizations 
were committed against Oakland residents and 
businesses in 1973. 

Forty-one percent involved individuals; 42 per­
cent, households; and 17 percent, commercial 
establishments. 

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

Victim characteristics 
Residents of Oakland were victimized by personal 
crimes of violence at a rate of 59 per 1,000 persons 
age 12 and over [Table 1]. 

Males had a much higher victimization rate 
than females [Table 17]. 

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

Persons age 50 and over had the lowest rate of 
any age group-35 per 1,000 [Table 18]. 

Young white males age 12-19h had an excep­
tionally high victimization rate-some 204 per 
1,000-roughly three times higher than that of 
their black counterparts [Table 27]. 

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

Females were victimized by rape at a rate of 5 
per 1,000 [Table 17J. 

Black households had slightly higher rates of bur­
glary, household larceny, and motor vehicle theft 
than white households [Table 62]. 

Renters had a higher burglary rate than homeowners 
[Table 64J. 

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

The household larceny rate for households with 
six or more persons was roughly four times, and 
the motor vehicle rate was about triple, the cor­
responding rates for one-person households 
[Table 65J. 

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a 
rate of 637 and robbed at a rate of 137 per 1,000 
[Table 85J. 

Approximately one-third of aU Oakland busi­
nesses were victimized at least once in 1973; of 
those affected, 27 percent were victimized two 
or more times [Tables 87, 90J. 

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

Women reported violent crimes relatively more 
oftem than men, but there was no significant 
difference between the sexes in reporting per­
sonal crimes of theft [Table 41]. 

Blacks reported crimes of violence relatively 
more often than whites; there was some indica­
tion that whites were more apt than blacks to 
bave reported crimes of theft [Table 41]. 

Violent crimes between strangers were reported 
relatively as often as those involving nonstran­
gers [Table 40J. 

5 

tl.· 
\ 



6 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

About one-half of all household crimes were re­
ported to the police [Table 74]. 

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

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

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

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

More rapes occurred at night than during the 
day [Table 54]. 

More assaults took place during the day than 
at night [Table 54]. 

More personal crimes of theft occurred during the 
day than at night [Table 54]. 

Overall, more household crimes took place at night 
than in the daytime; however, household burglaries 
were about equally divided between day and night 
[Table 84]. 

Most commercial burglaries (85 percent) and rob­
beries (60 percent) occurred at night [Table 101]. 

Most personal crimes (60 percent) took place on 
the street; only 4 percent took place inside the vic­
tim's home [Table 36]. 

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

Number of victims and offenders 
Ninety-two percent of all personal crimes of vio­
lence involved a single victim [Table 30]. 

Most personal crimes of violence (58 percent) 
were committed by a single offender; however, more 
personal robberies were committed by two or more 
offenders than by single offenders [Table 28]. 

Approximately equal proportions of commercial 
robberies were committed by persons acting alone 
and by multiple offenders [Table 89]. 

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 
Strangers committed four-fifths of all personal 
crimes of violence [Table 5]. 

Strangers were relatively more likely to have 
victimized whites than blacks [Table 5]. 

Victims perceived that blacks committed a majority 
(64 percent) of single-offender and multiple­
offender (73 percent) personal crimes of violence 
[Tables 9, 11]. 

Victims perceived most single-offender personal 
crimes of violence (69 percent) as having been 
committed by persons age 21 or over [Table 13]. 

Multiple-offender violent crimes predominantly in­
volved perpetrators identified as being under age 
21 [Table 15]. 

For both single- and multiple-offender personal 
crimes of violence, blacks were more likely than 
whites to have been victimized by members of their 
own race [Tables 10, 12]. 

Most single- (81 percent) and multiple-offender 
(76 percent) robberies of blacks were carried 
out by blacks [Tables 10, 12]. 

Most single- (85 percent) and multiple-offender 
(79 percent) assaults of blacks were committed 
by blacks [Tables 10, 12}. 

Most single- (71 percent) and multiple-offender 
(73 percent) robberies of whites were committed 
by blacks [Tables 10, 12]. 

Most multiple-offender assaults (67 percent) 
against. whites were perpetrated by blacks 
[Table 12]. 

Weapons use by offenders 
Offenders used weapons in 42 percent of all per­
sonal crimes of violence [Table 56]. 

With respect to the proportion of incidents in 
which weapons were. used, there was no signifi-

cant difference between stranger-to-stranger and 
nonstranger crimes [Table 56]. 

Firearms accounted for 35 percent of the types 
of weapons employed in personal crimes of 
violence; knives accounted for a comparable 
proportion [Table 57]. 

Offenders used weapons in 73 percent of all com­
mercial robberies [Table 102]. 

Firearms were the most common type (91 per­
cent) of weapon used [Tab1e 103]. 

Victim aelf-protection 
Victims took self-protective measures in most (64 
percent) personal crimes of violence [Table 43]. 

Robbery victims of nonstranger offenders were 
relatively more likely to have employed self­
protective measures than were the victims of 
strangers [Table 43]. 

Victims rarely used firearms or knives in self­
defense, but physical force and weapons other 
than firearms and knives were employed rela­
tively often [Table 45]. 

Victim injury and economic loss 
Victims were injured in 29 percent of all personal 
robberies and assaults [Table 31]. 

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

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

Selected Findings 7 

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

In more than half (59 percent) of all personal 
crimes with loss, the losses were less than $50, 
including items of no monetary value [Table 
48]. 

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

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

Eighty-nine percent of all household crimes involved 
loss of money or property and/or property damage 
[Table 78]. 

Of household crimes resulting in loss, 52 p"ircent 
involved amounts of $50 or more [Table 80]. 

Blacks had a higher proportion of losses in the 
$50 or more category than did whites [Table 
80]. 

In 73 percent of all household crimes with 
theft, no losses were recovered; in most (68 
percent) motor vehicle thefts, however, losses 
were fully recovered [Table 81]. 

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

Roughly two-thirds of commercial crimes with 
loss involved amounts exceeding $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 

Grimes of violence 
.Rape 
Robbery'" 
Robbe~ and attemp~ed robbery 
with injury 

From serious asssult 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Asssult 
Aggravated asssult 

With injury 
Attempted-assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted asssult without weapon 

Grimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Attempt~d purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Number 

15,100 
700 

5,700 

1,700 
800 
900 

2,400 
1,600 
8,800 
4,100 
1,300 
2,800 
4,700 
1,200 
3,500 

26,200 
2,600 

900 
400 

1,300 
23,600 

NOTE: Detail may not edd to tG,t.al shown becaus~ of rounding. 

Rate 

59 
3 

22 

7 
3 
4 
9 
6 

34 
16 
5 

11 
18 
5 

14, 
102 
10 
4 
2 
5 

92 

9 " 0 
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10 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland 

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

Type of crime Incidents Victimizations Ratio 

Crimes of violence 13,300 15,100 1:1.14 
Rape 600 700 1:1.05 
Robbery 5,000 5,700 1:1.13 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 1,600 1,700 1:1.08 

From serious assault 700 800 1:1.09 
From minor assault 900 900 1:1.08 

Robbery without injury 2,000 2,400 1:1.19 
Attempted robbery without injury 1,500 I· 1,600 1:1.09 

Assault 7,600 8,800 1:1.15 
Aggravated assault 3,400 4,100 1:1.19 

!;ith injury 1,100 1,300 1:1.18 
Attempted assault with weapon 2,400 2,800 1:1.20 

Simple assault 4,200 4,700 1:1.12 
With injury 1,100 1,200 1:1.08 
Attempted assault without weapon 3,100 3,500 1:1.13 

Crimes of theft 25,700 26,200 1:1.02 
Personal larceny with contact 2,600 2,600 1: 1,1l3 

Purse snatching 900 900 1:1.04 
Attempted purse snatching 400 400 1:1.03 
Pocket picking 1,300 1,300 1:1.02 

Personal larceny without contact '23,100 23,600 1:1.02 

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

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

(Rate per 1.000 resident population age 12 and over) 

All victimizations 
Type of crime Number Rate 

Crimes of violence 15,100 59 
Rape 700 :5 

Complete rape 200 1 
Attempted rape 500 2 

Robbery 5,700 22 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

with injury 1,700 7 
From serious assault 900 3 
From minor assault 900 4 

Robbery without injury 2.400 9 
Attempted robbery without injury 1,600 6 

Assault 9,900 34 
Aggravated assault 4.100 16 

With injury 1,300 5 
Attempted assault with wcapon 2,800 11 

Simple assault 4.700 l!! 
With injury 1,200 5 
Attempted assault without weapon 3,500 14 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Z Fewer than 50 victimizations or less than 0.5 per ~,ooo. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fcwer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

} 
If 

I, 

Involvi~ str~ers 
Number Rate 

12,000 47 
600 2 
200 1 
400 2 

5,200 20 

1,500 6 
700 3 
900 3 

2,200 9 
1,400 6 
6,200 24 
2,800 11 

800 3 
2,100 8 
3,400 13 

800 3 
2,600 10 

.. 

Invol:Q,m nonstr~ers 
Number Rate 

3,000 12 
1100 1Z 

1Z 1Z 
1100 1Z 

400 2 

200 1 
1100 1Z 

1Z 1Z 
1100 1Z 

200 1 
2,500 10 
1,200 5 

500 2 
800 3 

1,300 5 
400 2 
900 3 
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12 C:!:nlnal VI!;tlmlzatlon Surveys In Oakland 

Table 4. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of vZ~timizations, by selected 
characteristics of victims and type d crime 

Characteristic All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

Sex 
Male (46) 53 57 51 
Female (54) 47 43 49 

Race 
White ~~~~ 

66 69 64 
Black 30 28 32 
Other 6) 4 3 4 "';,-" r 9 12 8 
16-19 8 11 14 9 
20-24 13 18 18 18 

25-34 191 24 21 27 
35-49 18 16 14 18 
50-64 20 14 12 15 
65 and over (15.) 7 9 6 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to percent ion the group. Detail m~ l1C)t add to total shown 
because of rounding. 

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

Sex Race 
Type of crime Both sexes Male Female Ylhite Black 

Crimes of violence 80 82 77 85 68 
Rape 87 1100 87 91 79 
Robbery 92 93 92 94 88 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 91 90 92 95 79 

From serious assault 86 86 85 90 76 
From minor assault 95 96 95 98 183 

Robbery without injury 95 96 92 95 92 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 90 89 93 91 88 

Assault 71 75 67 78 55 
Aggravated assault, 70 74 64 80 54 

With injury 62 67 55 72 52 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 73 77 67 83 55 
Simple assault 73 75 69 77 58 

With injury -:: 65 73 56 75 ~28 

Attempted assault 
without weapon 75 76 74 77 67 

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

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

Survey Data Tables 

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

Male Female 
Type ,of crime White Black White 

Crimes of violence 85 73 84 
Rape 1100 " 90 
Robbery 95 85 91 

With injury 98 73 92 
Without injury 95 89 91 

Assault 78 65 78 
Aggravated assault 80 63 80 
Simple assault 77 69 77 

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

Black 

61 
88 
94 

190 
96 
46 
41 
50 

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

Race and ege All assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault 

All races1 

12-15 63 59 66 
16-19 71 69 72 
20-24 74 73 74 
25-34 68 71 66 
35-49 69 59 79 
50-64 78 72 82 
65 and over 91 100 84 

White 
12-15 64 "57 67 
16-19 77 77 77 
20-24 83 83 82 
25-34 77 85 71 
35-49 72 63 79 
50-64 83 87 79 
65 and over 91 100 84 

Black 
12-15 6l 264 "58 
16-19 61 62 "60 
20-24 47 350 "43 
25-34 48 52 "41 
35-49 61 50 '79 
50-64 "54 "32 2100 
65 and over "100 "100 0 

! InclUdes data on "other" rac es, not shown separately. 
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violencel 

ROhbery 
Assault 

Related and/or well known 

46 
"22 

51 

Casually acquainted 

54 
78 
49 

lInclu~es data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimi>te, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offtil1der 
victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender 

Peroeived race of off~nder 
Not known and 

Type of crime White Black Other not available 

Crimes of violence 27 64 6 2 
Rape '25 75 a a 

Completed rape '18 '82 a a 
Attempted ,'ape 29 71 a a 

Robbery 18 72 '6 '5 
Robbery with injury '8 75 '8 '8 
Robbery without injury 21 71 '5 '3 

Assault 31 60 7 '2 
Aggravated assault 26 67 6 '1 
Simple assault 36 55 7 '3 

NO'IE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 0:'" fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Perceived race of offender 
Not knOl'ffi and 

Type of crime and race of victims White mack other not available 

Crimes of violence 
White 33 56 8 4 
mack 15 85 '1 a 

Rape 
White '33 67 a a 
mack '6 94 a a 

Robbery 
White 17 71 '5 '6 
mack '17 81 '2 a 

Robbery with injury 
White '10 73 '8 '10 
mack a '100 a a 

Robbery without injury 
White 21 71 '4 '4 
mack '21 77 '3 -a 

Assault 
White 40 48 9 '3 
mack 15 85 '1 a 

Aggravated assault 
White 38 50 10 ~1 

mack '10 89 '1 a 
Simple assault 

White 41 47 9 '4 
mack 21 79 a a 

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

1'\ -

_~ __________ ... ,_,,=""""_=_~'~." _________ , ~_J 

Survey Data Tables 

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

Percc~ved race of offenders 
Not knOlffl a.'1d 

Type of crime £1 white All blac\< All other Mixed races not available 

Crimes of violence 13 73 5 7 ~2 

Rape 0 183 18 18 a 
Robbery 13 74 13 7 13 

Robbery with injury 19 77 '4 16 '4 
Robbery without injury 14 73 13 s '2 

Assault 14 71 7 7 '1 
Aggravated assault 15 66 110 '7 13 
Simple assault 13 74 15 18 '1 

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

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

and perceived race of offenders 

Perceived race,·~f offenders 
Type of crime and race 
of victims All white All black All other Mixed races 

Crimes of violence' 
l'lhite 16 71 5 8 
mack 26 77 26 26 

Robbery 
White 16 73 24 7 
mack 25 76 23 29 

Assault 
White 16 67 27 9 
mack 28 79 28 23 

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

Not known and 
not available 

21 
24 

'~1 
26 

22 
22 

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

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived !Se of offender 
TotaJ; 21 ani Not known and 

Type of crime Under 12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18-20 over not available 

Crimes of violence '2 26 4 11 11 69 4 
Rape a '4 a '2 '2 90 '6 
Robbery '2 35 '4 15 17 59 '3 

Robbery with :l.njury '2 52 '6 26 '19 42 '5 
Ro~bery without injury 12 29 '2 11 15 66 '2 

Assault '1 24 4 10 9 71 4 
Aggravated assault 11 23 '4 11 7 74 '2 
Simple assault '2 25 '5 10 11 68 '5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unr~able. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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 age of offender 
Not known and 

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

Crimes of violence1 
12-19 "2 53 45 "1 
20-34 "2 12 84- "3 
35-49 21 18 81 21 
50-64 21 30 58 "10 
65 and over 0 33 53 "13 

Robbery 
12-19 "3 61 237 0 
20-34 "4 "19 75 "1 
35-49 0 "24 74 23 
50-64 23 "40 49 29 
65 and over 0 41 56 22 

Assault 
12-19 21 56 42- 21 
20-34 ".1 11 85 "3 
35-49 "1 214 85 0 
50-64 0 "23 67 "10 
65 and over 0 216 "47 "37 

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

Table 15. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple­
offender victimizations, by type 0'1 crime and perceived age of offenders 

All Under 
Perceived ~e of offenders 

All 21 Not JOlown and 
Type of crime 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available 

Crimes _ of violence 1Z 45 28 4 23 
RaPE " 0 0 '45 19 145 
Robbery 1Z 46 29 7 17 

Robbery with injury 0 45 29 18 19 
Robbery without injury 1Z 47 29 16 17 

Assault 0 45 26 11 28 
Aggravated assault 0 41 28 13 28 
Simple assault 0 48 25 0 27 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampl'3 cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

and perceived age of offenders 

Perceived age of offenders 
All Under 
12 All 12-20 

All 21 
and over Mixed ages 

Not known and 
not available 

Type or crime and 
age of victims ...:-_----------------------.,---,-----
Crimes of violence1 

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

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

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

o 
o 
o 
o 

22 

o 
o 
o 
o 

"2 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

75 
30 
18 
33 
50 

82 
38 

"16 
38 
48 

71 
24 

"20 
"22 
"56 

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

20 
28 
21 

"16 
25 

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 or crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

Fran serious assault 
Fran minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault without 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 
(118,500) 

73 
lZ 
30 

7 
4 
3 

14 
8 

43 
21 
t; 

14 
22 

5 
17 

112 
6 

'z 
lZ 

6 
106 

Female 
(138,400) 

47 
5 

15 

6 
2 
4 
5 
4 

27 
12 
4 
8 

15 
4 

11 

93 
14 
7 
3 
4 

79 

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

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

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

12-15 16-19 20-21. 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over 
Type of crime (19,700) (20,000) (32,100) (49,500) (46,100) (51,000) (38,700) 

Crimes of tiolence 90 109 84- 63 47 35 36 
Rape 14 15 6 3 11 12 0 
Robbery 34 26 22 19 19 20 24 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 8 16 7 4 4 7 12 

Robbery without injury 19 12 9 9 8 8 6 
Attempted robbery without 

6 6 injury 17 8 7 4 7 
Assault 52 78 57 40 27 13 12 

Aggravated assault 20 38 X6 19 14 6 5 
With injury 11 14 6 4 4 12 12 
Attempted assault with weapon 10 24 20 15 10 3 14 

Simple assault 32 40 31 21 13 7 7 
With injury 8 10 10 5 l2 11 12 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 24 30 20 16 10 7 4 

Crimes of theft 100 123 148 140 100 76 42-
Personal 2arceI\Y with contact 11 10 13 9 8 23 14 

Purse snatching 11 12 6 4 4 8 8 
Pocket picking 11 8 7 5 4 5 6 

Personal larcel\Y without contact 99 113 235 132 91 63 28 

NDrE: Detail may not add to total shown beca'lse of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
1 Estimate, based 'on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

and perceived age of offenders 

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

Crimes of violencel 
12-19 0 75 "5 "1 20 
2Q.'-3/~ 0 30 41 "1 28 
35-49 0 18 49 "12 21 
5Q..64 0 33 44 "7 "16 
65 and over "2 50 "14 "9 25 

Robbery 
12-19 0 S2 "3 0 "15 
20.-34 0 38 39 "1 22 
35-49 0 "16 49 "16 "18 
5Q..64 0 38 42 "10 "10 
65 and over "2 48 "17 "13 "20 

Assault 
12-19 0 71 26 0 23 
20.-34 0 24 43 21 32 
35-49 0 "20 49 26 "26 
5Q..64 0 222 "48 0 "30 
65 and over 0 "56 "6 0 "39 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, 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 

Fran serious assault 
Fran minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault without weapo,n 

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 
(118,500) 

73 
lZ 
30 

7 
4 
3 

14 
8 

43 
21 
6 

14 
22 
5 

17 
112 

6 
lZ 
lZ 

6 
106 

Female 
(138,400) 

47 
5 

15 

6 
2 
4 
5 
4 

27 
12 
4 
8 

15 
4 

11 

93 
1t, 
7 
3 
4 

79 

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

Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. {\ 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,'is -statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

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

White Black Other 
Type of crime (144,800) (97,400) (14,700) 

Crimes of violence 72 44 25 
Rape 3 2 0 
Robbery 28 15 10 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 9 4 11 

From serious assault 4 2 0 
From minor assault 5 2 11 

Robbery without injury 11 8 17 
Attempted robbery without 8 4 13 

Assault 41 27 15 
Aggravated assault 17 16 17 

With injury 4 6 13 
Attempted assault with weapon 12 10 15 

Simple assault 25 10 17 
With injury 6 3 11 
Attempted assault without weapon 18 8 17 

Crimes of theft 116 85 76 
Personal larceny with contact 12 7 18 

Purse snatChing 7 3 13 
Pocket picking 6 4 15 

Personal larceny without contact 104 77 68 

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

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ia statistically unreliable. 
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~ Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims 

, ~ 
~ 

1 

. ~ 
i 
) 

1 
i 

1 
n 
\~ 

I 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injUI'y' 

Robbery without injUI'y' 
Attempted robbery without injUI'y' 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injUI'y' 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injUI'y' 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

lYrse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

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

Less than $3,000- $7,500- $10,000-
$3,000 
(30,600) 

$7,499 
(65,900) 

$9,999 
(27,000) 

$14,999 
(52,700) 

S4 63 57 55 
6 4 13 11 

36 25 16 20 

13 9 14 5 
14 10 6 9 
9 6 5 6 

42 35 38 34 
24 17 19 14 
8 7 7 3 

16 10 12 11 
18 18 19 20 
6 6 15 4 

12 12 14 16 

S4 87 102 112 
15 11 11 8 
9 6 6 3 
6 6 15 4 

69 75 91 104 

$15,000- $25,000 Not 
$24,999 or more available 
(38,700) (14,200) (27,000) 

49 51 47 
lZ 0 12 
19 18 16 

4 16 14 
8 16 9 
6 17 14 

29 32 29 
13 13 11 
13 12 12 
10 11 9 
16 19 17 
13 15 13 
14 },5 14 

129 1!S 83 
7 7 13 

14 13 7 
14 14 7 

122 131 70 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

Z Less than 0.5 pur 1,000. 
1Estimate, bas~d on about 10 or £ewer sample cases, is statisticallY unreliable • 
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Table 21. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and marital status of victims 
-. 

0, 

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

Never Divorc'~a and 
i marr~.ed Married Widowed separ6ted 
! Type of crime (7$,900) (3.21,200) (23,900) (;,l,9OO) 

\ 
Crimes of violence 91 35 '{7 $7 

Rape 4 1 1 ~4 

1 Robbery 29 13 23 39 

1 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 8 4 14 10 

From serious assault 4 2 6 6 
From minor assault 4 2 $ ~5 

Robbery without injury 13 5 7 19 

1 Attempted robbery without injury 8 5 12 10 
Assault 57 21 1/~ 44 

Aggravated assault 26 9 15 25 
With injury 9 2 ~2 $ 
Attempted assault with weapon ~7 7 ~4 ~7 

Simple assault 32 11 8 18 
With injury 9 2 ~2 6 
Attempted assault without weapon 23 10 6 12 

Crimes of theft 130 $4 60 134 
'J~ 

II Personal larceny with contact $ $ 19 19 
Purse snatching 3 4 13 9 
Pocket picking 5 3 ~6 10 

Personal larceny without contact;, 122 76 41 115 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown beceuse of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to 

S"j 
population in the group. 

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

\ ! ,.----- '" 

'\\ .. ' . 
o 

o 
'," 



! 
~ 
I 

. ~ 
ff u 
1 
Ii 
II 

--: 

I 
i 
i , 
I 

j 
1 

\ I 
~ 
L 

,I 

1'/ 

~~" 

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

(Rate per 1 ,go<> resident population in each group) 

Crimes of violence 
Robber:\: Assault 

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

Sex and age violence Rape beries injury injury assaults assault assault 

Male 
12-15 ~9,900~ 114 0 52 '8 44 62 22 40 
16-19 9,700 123 0 37 '11 26 85 40 45 
20-24 14,300) 99 0 26 '7 20 73 34 39 
25-34 ~24'100~ 77 0 26 ~3 23 51 27 23 
35-49 21,600 59 '1 26 '6 20 33 18 15 
50-64 23,600 45 0 26 9 17 19 9 10 
65 and over (15,500) 45 0 33 12 20 12 '6 '6 

Female 
12-15 (9,800) 65 17 16 '7 '8 43 18 24 

,6-19 r""l 96 '11 15 0 15 71 36 35 
20-24 17, BOO 72 10 19 '7 12 44 20 24 
25-34 25,400 49 ,7 12 '5 8 30 11 19 
35-49 24,500 36 14 '3 11 21 10 11 1 
50-64 27,400 25 '3 14 6 7 9 '3 6 
65 and over (23,200) 30 0 18 11 7 12 15 7 

, . ~.-
--"roTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ~rumbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

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

I) 

Crimes of theft 

All personsl 
crimes of 
theft 

121 
131 
155 
151 
116 
78 
42 

79 
115 
141 
130 
85 
74 
42 

Personal 
larceny 
with 
contact 

'1 , 

'1 
110 
'6 
7 
8 

'5 
'6 

'1 
'9 
19 
10 
8 

19 
19 

Personal 
larceny 
without 
contact 

120 
121 
149 
144 
108 
73 
35 

77 
106 
123 
120 

77 
54 
24 
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Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and sex and race of victims 

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

Male Female 
White Black White Black 

Type of crime (66,900) (44,500) (77,800) (52,900) 

Crimes of violence 90 53 56 36 
Rape lZ 0 6 4 
Robbery 37 23 20 9 

With injury 9 6 9 '3 
Without injury 28 17 11 6 

Assault 53 30 31 24 
Aggravated assault 22 21 12 12 
Simple assault 32 9 18 12 

Crimes of theft 125 99 109 73 
Personal larceny with 
contact 6 7 18 8 

Personal larceny without 
contact 119 92 91 65 

OO'IE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses ·."efer to 
population in the group. 

Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 
Robbe!:Z 

All personal Robbery 
crimes of All rob- with 

Sex and marital status violence' beries injury 

Male 
Never married (41,900) 103 40 9 
Married ~60,1OO) 43 16 3 
Widowed 4,600) 63 45 224 
Divorced and separated (11,600) 124 64 16 

Female 
Never married (f7,ODQ) 77 16 6 
Married ~61,000 27 11 4 
Widowed 19,300 31 r.' 11 :J 

Divorced and separated (20,400) 66 25 27 

Robbery 
without All 
injury assaults 

31 63 
12 27 

221 218 
49 60 

10 51 
7 14 

26 13 
18 34 

Assault 

Aggravated 
assault 

30 
13 

215 
39 

24 
5 

24 
17 

Simple 
assault 

36 
14 
23 
20 

27 
9 
9 

17 

OO'IE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
\ Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

All personal 
crimes of 
theft 

138 
89 
57 

165 

120 
79 
60 

116 

<,~ 
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Personal 
larceny 
with 
contact 

7 
5 

212 
212 

10 
11 
20 
22 

Personal 
larceny 
without 
contact 

131 
85 
45 

153 

111 
68 
40 
94 

., 
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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 pe~l,ooo resident pop~tion in each group) 

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft (') 

Personal Personal §' 
All personal Assault All personal larceny larc;eny :; 
crimes of All Aggravated SimPle crimes of with without !!!. 

Race and age violencel Robbery assaults assault assault theft contact contact < 
White ~ 

12-15 6,600~ 163 65 92 29 63 151 0 151 3" 
16-19 8,500 160 41 114 49 65 175 210 165 N 

!!!. 20-24 17'2OO~ 114 27 79 33 46 177 13 164 6" 25-34 27,300 78 23 51 21 30 164 10 154 :J 
35-49 23,2OO~ 55 26 28 11 16 118 10 108 til 
50-64 31,700 43 23 17 7 10 85 16 69 c 
65 and over (30,200) 42 27 15 6 9 46 16 30 C! 

ID 

Black '< ... 
12-15 ~12'000 50 17 30 16 14 74 "2 72 :; 
16-19 10,200 73 213 52 31 21 87 210 77 0 20-24 12,400 58 19 36 21 16 115 13 102 III 

25-34 ~19'3oo 48 15 30 19 11 113 "7 ]'06 ~ 

iii 35-49 19,600 40 14 27 17 10 85 26 78 :J 
50-64 17,000 23 15 "7 "5 "2 61 "7 54 Q. 

65 and over (7,000) "15 213 22 "2 0 27 26 22 

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

Numbers in parentheseo refor to population in. the group • 

"Estimate, based On about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 26. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime 

, 

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

.- Qrime~ of violence Crimes of theft 
PerscllIll Personal 

All personal Assault All personal larceny larceny 
crimes of All Aggravated Simple crimes of with without 

Ii Race and income violence~ Robbery assaults assl.'ult assault theft contact contact 
H 

\! 
White 

Less than $3,000 (15,200) 117 47 59 27 32 104 21 83 
$3,000-$7,499 ~32,600~ 79 34 40 15 25 101 15 86 

! $7,500-$9,999 14,900 66 21 42 21 21 117 14 103 
i $10,000-$14,999 ~30'000~ 70 25 44 17 27 122 8 114 

'" I $15,000-$24,999 24,900 55 22 34 14 20 140 7 133 
J $25,000 or more 11,200) 56 22 33 212 21 136 27 129 I 

~ 
Not available (16,100) 61 21 37 14 23 95 17 78 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (13,800) 56 26 28 24 24 65 29 56 i $3,000-$7,499 pO,3oo~ 49 16 30 19 11 72 7 65 

j $7,500-$9,999 11,400 49 210 37 18 18 85 27 77 
$10,000-$14.999 ~19.4oo) 36 14 21 11 10 102 e 94 
$15,000-$24,999 10,800) 36 15 20 12 28 116 28 108 
$25,000 or more 2,200) 246 ~6 23~ 19 "20 151 0 151 
Not available (9,500) 28 "9 19 9 210 67 26 61 ,~ 

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

Numbers-in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

2Est1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticallY unreliabJ.e. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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

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

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

White 
Male 186 

12-15 3'6oo~ 205 
16-19 4,100 203 163 

ro.:.24 7, 900 128 177 

25-34 13, 9oo~ 96 172 

35-49 11,200 67 131 

5~4 14,500 53 88 

65 and over (11,700) 52 43 

Female 
115 110 

12-15 3'000~ 16-19 4,400 120 187 

20...24 9,300 102 177 

25-.34 13'4oo~ 59 155 

35-49 12,000 44 107 ' 
82 

5~4 17,200 33 
48 65 and over (18,500) 35 

Black 
Male I ... · 

87 

, .. " \""'" 
58 

16-19 4,900 65 108 

2()...24 5,300 74 130 

25-34 8,700 54 123 
35-49 8,900 55 109 

5~4 8,000 35 68 
65 and over (2,900) 128 134 

Female 62 , .. " r""l 43 
16-19 5,200 80 67 
2()...24 7,100 46 104 

25-34 10,5ool 43 105 
35-49 10,700 28 64 
5~4 9,000) 112 55 
65 and over (4,100) 17 123 

NOTE: Numbers in oarentheses refer to population in the group. 
1Estfmate, based'on about 10' or fewer sampl~. cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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 58 19 9 10 4 
Rape 78 116 12 12 12 

Robbery 42 30 15 11 '3 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

36 29 23 18 14 
with injury 111 18 

From serious assault 26 28 26 
From minor &ssault 45 29 20 15 11 

Robbery -,/ithout injury 37 34 14 13 12 

Attempted robbery without injury 51, 25 18 10 13 

Assault 66 12 6 11 5 
Aggravated assault 65 12 13 11 9 

With injury 65 :., ... ;- 17 11 18 19 

Attempted assault with weapon 65 14 13 9 9 

Simple assault 67 11 8 10 12 

With injury 70 111 19 19 0 

Attempted assault without weapon 66 12 8 10 13 

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

52 
75 
41 
59 

1 Estfmate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisically unrelisble. 

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 93 90 
Rape 94 96 171 
Robbery 95 96 89 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 96 97 192 

From serious assault 94 95 189 
From minor assault 98 98 1100 

Robbery without injury 93 94 180 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 97 98 193 

Assault 90 90 91 
Aggravated assault 89 89 88 

With injury 91 91 90 
Attempted assault with 
weapon 88 88 87 

Simple assault 91 90 93 
With injury 93 91 95 
Attempted assault 

without weapon 90 90 92 

1 Estfmate, based on about 10 or fewer sample csses, is statistically unreliable.' 

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

relationship and type of crime 

Relationship 

All victimizations 
Involving strangers 
Involving nonstrangers 

Robbery and assault 

29 

27 
35 

Robbery 

30 
30 
36 

~--------~'---""' ...... --.,' .. -' 

Assault 

28 

25 
35 

27 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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

Characteristic Robbery and assault Robbery Assault 

Sex 
Male 26 25 27 
Female 32 39 29 

Race 
White 28 32 26 
Black 30 27 32 

Age 
12-15 30 23 35 
16-19 28 '22 30 
ro-24 30 31 29 
25-34 22 20 23 

23 22 25 35-49 
38 22 5~4 32 

65 and over 44 49 35 
Annual f~mily income 

34 35 33 Less than $3,000 
$3,~$7,499 36 35 37 
$7, 500-$9, 999 30 '28 31 
$10,~$14,999 22 25 21 
$15,~$24-999 21 23 20 
$25,000 or more 25 '31 '21 
Not available 20 '25 '18 

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

Table 33. Personal crimes of viole~c:: Percen~ of victi~izations in which 
victims sustained physical Injury, received hosplt.al care, 

and incurred medical expenses, by type of crime 

Item 

Received hospital ~are 
Emergency room only 
Overnight or longer 

Incurred medical expenses3 

Crimes of violence' 

8 
6 
2 
5 

Robbery Assault 

9 
6 
3 
5 

'Includes deta on rape, not shown separately. . tisticall unreliable. 
2Estimate, based on about 1~ or fewe: sa~!~ ~~:e~c~:t:new with ~ertainty that medical ex-
3Includes only those victimlzations In w bl to stimate the amount of such expenses. penses were incurred and also knew, or were a e e , 

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

1 
1 
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Survey Data Table. 

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

victims and type of crime 
Characteristic 

Crimes of violence' Robbery Assault Sex 
Male 

9 8 10 Female 
7 27 8 Race 

White 
7 7 6 

Bluck 
12 "9 15 Victim-offender relationship 

Involving strangers 
7 7 8 Involving nonstrangers 

13 212 13 'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 3S
, 

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

Amount' 
Percent 

Less than $50 28 
$50-$249 53 
$250 or more "19 

--...;-:...~-------------.. ------------
'Includes only those victimizations iq which the victims knew with certainty that medical ex­

penses were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence 

On street, or in park, 

Type of cr:ime Inside own home Near own home 
Inside nonresidentia~ playground, schoolground, 0 
building or parking lot ElseWhere :I. 

~ 
All persona~ cr:imes 4 5 

Cr:imes of violence 12 12 
Rape 112 13 
Robbery 9 13 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
18 with injury 21 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 8 9 

AssauJ.t 13 12 
Aggravated assauJ.t 16 13 
Simple assauJ.t 11 12 

16 60 15 S' 
10 ,7 9 

!!. 
< 12 63 119 n 

7 67 4 ~ 
15 61 15 N 

!!I. 
8 70 13 0 ;:s 

13 50 11 III 
11 49 11 c 
15 52 11 :;! 

III 
Cr:imes of the~, 1Z 1 
Perso~ ~ceny with contact 14 9 
Perso~ It.rceny without contact 

19 61 18 '< 
VI 

35 49 13 S' 
17 62 20 0 

DI 
~ 
;-
::I 
a. 

roTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
••• Represents not app~cable. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample ca,ses, is statiat:l.cally unreliable. 
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Type of crime 

All personal cr:i.mes 

Crimez of violence! 
Robbery 
Assault 

Crillles of theft 

, . 

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

Relationship and place Crimes of violence1 

Involving strangers 
Inside own home 8 
Near own home 12 
Insidelnonresidential building 11 
On street, or in park, playground, 

schoolground, or parking lot 63 
Elsewhere 6 

Involving nonstrangers 
Inside own home 28 
Near own home 11 
Inside nonresidential building 9 
On street, or in park, playground, 

schoolground, or parking lot 34 
Elsewhere 18 

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

Robbery Aseault 

8 7 
12 13 

7 15 

70 57 
~3 9 

224 29 
D15 11 

26 10 

D36 35 
218 16 

2Bstimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Inside city of residence 

78 

B3 
B7 
81 

Inside other central city 

8 

5 
6 
3 
9 

Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without conta~t 

75 
77 
75 

13 
9 

NOm: Deta;U may not add to 100 percent because, of rounding. 
lIncl~s data on rllpe, not shGWn separately. 
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Elsewhere 

14 

12 
7 

15 

15 
10 
16 
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Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime W 
N 

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

Reason crimes of violence1 Robbery Assault of theft with contact without contact 
(") 
::L 
3 

Nothing could be done; lack of proof 33 2!l 38 23 36 44 36 S-
Not important enough 33 31 27 34 34 24 35 !!. 
Police would not want to be bothered 8 8 7 9 7 28 7 < 
Too inconvenient or t;lJne consuming 4 4 5 3 4 "5 4 
Private or personal matter 5 12 5 14 3 23 3 
Fear of reprisal 1 2 22 22 2Z 21 ·Z 
Reported to someone else 6 4 5 4 6 25 6 
All other and not given 10 12 12 11 10 9 10 

~ 
3 

~ 
0" 
::I 

NOTE: Detail. may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lIncludes data on rape. not shown separately. 
2Est1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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SU1Yey Dala Tables 

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

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 
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 
~ttempted assault with weapon 

SimPle :M::;ault 
"''With injury 

JlHempted assaul'~ without weapon 

Gri.!!!%1 of theft 
Personal. larceny >lith contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal. larceny without contact 

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

All 
victimizations 

36 

45 
54 
5.3 

65 
71 
59 
60 
.31 
40 
49 
64 
43 
31 
41 
27 

31 
47 
52 
42 
29 

Involving 
strangers 

45 
57 
53 

66 
73 
61 
60 
30 
38 
48 
63 
42 
29 
39 
27 

48 
52 
44 

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

Invol':ing 
nonstrangers 

... 
113 
1.33 
1Z 

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

Sex Race 
:~e of crime Male Female White Black 

All personal crimes 33 39 36 35 
Crimes of violence 40 52 43 50 

Rape lZ 55 51 163 
Robbery 49 61 52 5.3 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 58 73 64 68 

From serious assault 65 82 67 75 
From minor assault 49 69 61 159 

Robbery without injury 58 67 61 55 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 26 38 29 132 

Assault 34 47 36 48 
Aggravatp,d assault 43 58 45 5([ 

With injury 63 64 56 71 
Attempted assault with 
weapon 34 56 41 47 

Simple assault 25 38 .30 35 
With injury 34 52 38 156 
Attempted assault 

without >leapon 22 34 28 29 
Crimes of theft 29 33 32 28 

Personal. larceny with 
36 contact .31 54 53 

Purse snatching 0 54 55 144 
Pocket picking 32 53 51 130 

Personal. larceny without 
contact 29 29 30 27 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1Est1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

33 

Q 

11 

, 



r 

II 
\ 
j~ 

L , 

34 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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

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

All personal crimes 22 37 38 44 49 
Crimes of violence1 33 44 56 56 53 

Robbery 37 51 67 57 60 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

with injury 235 52 85 71 78 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

61 without injury 38 50 48 44 
Assault 29 41 48 53 38 

Aggravated assault 47 44 59 63 ~52 
Simple assault 15 38 37 45 E27 

Crimes of theft 12 33 30 39 45 
Personal larceny with contact 25 44 44 46 72 
Personal larceny without 

contact 12 33 29 38 33 

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

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

victim-offender relationship 

All Involving Involving 
Type of crime victimi2ations strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 64 63 67 
Rape 91 89 1100 
Robbery 55 53 79 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 53 51 173 

From serious assault 51 48 173 
From mL,or assault 55 54 175 

Robbery without injury 36 34 167 
Attempted robbery without injury 86 86 193 

Assault 67 69 64 
Aggravated assault 64 66 58 

With injury 61 65 54 
Attgmpt~d assault Hith weapon 65 67 61 

Simple assault 70 71 69 
With injury 66 62 75 
Attempted assault without weapon 72 73 67 

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

Characteristic 

Sex 
Male 
Female 

Race 
White 
mack 

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

Crimes of violence 

62 
65 

65 
63 

71 
69 
58 
48 
48 

Rape All robberies 

'100 52 
S9 61 

S7 58 
100 51 

'88 67 
88 61 

'100 58 
'88 42 

" 39 

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

Robberl:: Assault 
With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated 

55 51 69 68 
51 67 64 57 

52 60 6a 67 
51 51 67 60 

85 62 71 71 
'14 57 70 67 

'60 57 57 48 
'34 47 53 '40 
'22 54 66 71 

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 Robberl:: A'Isault 
Self-protective measure violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated 

Used or brandished firearm or knife 3 0 '3 'I '4 2 '3 
Used physical force or other weapon 30 28 28 40 23 32 34 
fried to get help or frighten offender 19 30 25 30 23 15 15 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 15 '14 11 '6 13 17 17 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 33 29 33 23 37 33 31 ,-_. 
NOTE: Detail may not add to '100 percent because of rounding. 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal Vlctlml.l8tlon Surveys In Oakland 

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

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

Used or brandished firearm or knife 3 3 ~2 2 
Used physical force or other weapon .30 36 24 28 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 19 10 29 20 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 15 18 12 15 
Nonviolent reaistance, including evasion 33 33 33 35 

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

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

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

74 
38 
36 
70 

78 
100 
18 
17 
21 
13 

94 
85 
70 

100 
95 

~3 

36 
18 
14 
29 

I 

I 
I 
I. 
f 

). 

\, 

'. 

". 

l". 

o 
." ,\ 

II 
{J 

--, 



" 

", 

J 
r' 

\ L 

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

b 

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 
Type of crime value 

All personal crimes 3 
Crimes of violence~ 7 

.Robbery "3 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury "3 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury "3 

Assault. 19 
Crimes of theft 2 

Personal larceny with cont.act sl 
Purse snatching "1 
Pocket picking "1 

Personal larceny without contact 2 

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

Less than 
$10 

20 

23 
24 

14 

29 
24 
19 
16 

"15 
16 
20 

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, i3 statistically unreliable. 

$10-$49 $5().o$249 $250 or more 

36 28 7 
30 23 'I 
28 27 8 

35 24 ~11 

25 29 6 
33 29 "4 

37 29 7 
42 26 24 
46 23 "3 
39 28 "5 
37 30 8 

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 
lyPe of crime and race value 

All personal crimes~ 3 
Whit.e 3 
Black 2 

Cr~ne& uf violenea1 7 
White 7 
mack 26 

Crimes of theft~ 2 
White 2 
Black 22 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
~Includes data on "other" races, not shown separat!)ly. 

Less than 
$10 

20 

22 
15 
23 
25 
17 
19 
22 
14 

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

" l 

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

36 28 7 
37 26 7 
33 34 8 

30 23 '1 
33 19 6 
25 31 27 

37 29 7 
38 27 7 
35 35 8 

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

Q 

.. 

" " 0 

-1 

Not. known and 
not. available 

7 
11 
11 

14 

9 
12 

6 
12 

"12 
12 
5 

-" 

Not. known and 
flot available 

7 
6 
9 

11 
10 ~ 
14-
6 

I' 
5 I 

8 :' 
\. 
Ii 
I" 
;1 

UI Ii 
11 c Ii ~ 
t! .. 

'C .' C I' 
!!l 11 

Ii • t' 
~ • cr .. • 

~ 

~ 
~. 

,., ~ 

;, \ 

~. , 



j 

t 
\ 

'I' 38 
I 

Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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

property, including cash, and race of victims 

TYPe of crime and property value A~l races1 White 

Robbery 21 "2 No monetary value 
Less than $19 25 28 
$10-$49 30 36 
$50-$99 14 10 
$100-$249 15 9 
$250 or more 7 7 
Not available 9 9 

Personal larceny3 1 No monetary value 1 
Less than $10 20 23 
$10-$49 38 39 
$50-$99 15 14 
$100-$249 14 14 
$250 or more 7 7 
Not available 4 3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1 Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
aEsUmate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statisHcally unreliable. 
3 Includes both personal larceny with contac:t and personal larctln:r 'riithout contact. 

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

loss recovered 

Personal larce~ 

Black 

0 
18 
22 
21 
25 
26 
·8 

III 
15 
36 
19 
16 

.3 
5 

All personal 
Without contact Proportion recovered aobbery larcenies With contact 

None 75 SO 65 81 

All 9 9 8 9 
Some 16 11 27 10 

Lesa than half 6 4 15 4 
Half or more 5 4 7 3 
Proportion unknown 5 3 '5 3 

--------- - ---
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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 
FersorlPl larceny with contact 
PersonfLl larceny without contact 

Percent 

5 
8 

'15 
8 

17 
4 
8 

12 
4 
4 

'5 
4 

1Estimate, basad on about 10 Or rewer 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 
1-5 days 
Over 5 days 

39 
44 
16 

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

18 
S9 
23 

'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 

Nighttime 

Type of crim3 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 

6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known 

All personal crimes 51 44 28 12 4 
Crimes of violence 50 50 38 12 '1 

Rape 29 69 53 '16 0 
aobbery 47 53 42 11 lZ 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 55 44 35 '9 '1 

From serious assault 48 52 35 115 '1 
From minor assault 61 38 34 '4 0 

Robbery without injury 45 55 45 10 0 
Attempted robbery 

without injury 40 60 45 14 0 
Assault 54 46 35 11 0 

Aggravated assault 49 51 36 15 0 
Wi.th injury 51 49 38 '11 0 
Attempted assault 
with weapon 48 52 36 16 0 

Simple assault 58 42 33 ·9, 0 
With injury 56 44 35 ''9 0 
Attempted assault 
without weapon 58 42 33 9 0 

Crimes 'Df theft 52 42 24 12 6 
Personal larceny 

with contact 66 34 2.9 6 0 
Purse snatching 69 31 27 14 0 
Pocket picking 63 38 30 '8 0 

Personal larceny 
without contact 51 43 23 12 7 

NOTE, Det~ may not add to total, shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
Z Less tha~ 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate,ba:~ed on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Not known 
and not 
available 
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lZ 
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40 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

Table 55. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-off~f1der relationship, type of crime, and time of occurrence 

Nighttime 
R6lat~onship and type Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not lmown and 
of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. not available 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence1 48 52 39 12 aZ 

Robbery 47 53 42 11 "Z 
.Assault 51 48 36 12 aZ 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence1 57 43 34 9 "z 

Robbery 50 50 42 a8 0 
Assault 59 41 32 9 aZ 

NOTI:: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
aEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. 

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

and victim-offender relationship 

All Involving Involving 
Type of crime ~cidents " strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 42 42 42 
Rape 29 32 lZ 
Robbery 42 42 41 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery nth ~jury 32 29 162 

Robbery nthout ~jury 51 51 150 
Attempted robbery rlthout 
~jury 40 43 114 

Assault" 43 42 44 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. 
"Includes data on simple assault, w~ch by definition does not ~volve the use of a weapon. 

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

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

I 
J 

Type of crime Firearm Knife other Type unlmown 

Crimes of violence1 35 34 26 5 
Robbery 38 35 22 "6 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
rlthinjury 213 35 46 "6 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without ~jury 45 35 14 "6 

Aggravated assault 33 34 29 4 
With ~jury 215 35 44 26 
Attempted assault with weapon 40 33 24 24 

NOTI:; Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, r<Jt shown separately. 

I • 

"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statist~callyunr~ble. 
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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 

Involving strs!l!:ers 
'l}ope of crime Firearm Knife Other 'l}ope unknown 

Crimes of violence1 34 35 26 5 
Robbery 38 35 21 "6 
Aggravated assault 30 35 32 "3 

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

~~*~"-----------------~--------~ 

Firearm 
Involving nonstrs!l!:ers 
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37 32 25 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry withou~ force 
Attempted f'orcible enj;ry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Number 

23,200 
9,700 
7,700 
5,800 

14,500 
8,000 
5,000 

300 
1,100 
4,800 
3,500 
1,200 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of roun,u,ng. 

Rate 

174 
73 
58 
44 

108 
60 
38 
3 
8 

36 
26 
9 

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

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Characteristic crimes Burglary larceny theft 

Race of head of household 
White (60) 56 56 57 54 
Black ~36) 40 40 39 42 
other 5) 4 4 4 4 

Age of head of household 
12-19 r) 1 1 2 11 
20-34 32 43 43 43 39 
35-49 21~ 24 22 26 30 
5~4 25 19 20 18 22 
65 and over (21) 12 13 12 8 

Annual family income 
Less than $3,000 (l~7) 15 17 14 10 
$3,000-$7,499 ~27~ 26 26 27 23 
$7,500-$9,999 11 12 12 12 10 
$10,000-$14,999 t8~ 20 19 20 24 
$15,000-$24,999 12 14 12 15 15 
$25,000 or more 4) 5 4 6 6 
Not available (11) 8 9 6 12 

Tenure 
Owned or being bought (44) 40 38 42 43 
Rented (57) 60 63 58 57 

Number of units in structure 
12 (54) 54 50 58 60 

l m 
8 9 9 6 
3 2 3 4 
8 8 8 4 

5-9 (8) 8 9 7 6 
10 or more (20) 18 20 15 18 
other than housing units (1) 1 1 11 1Z 

Number of persons in household 
1 (36) 26 31 20 20 
2-.3 ~46~ 48 47 50 51 
4-5 14 18 16 21 20 
6 or more (5) 8 6 10 9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent beclluse of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to 
percel)t of households in the group. 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. c 
1Est1mate, based on about 10 or f'ewer sample cases, is statistioally 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 20-34 35-49 
Type or crime (1,400) (42,600) (28,500) 

Burglary 189 236 181 
Forcible ent.ry ~75 106 72 
Unlawful entry without rorce ~47 77 63 
Attempted rorcible entry ~67 54 46 

Household larceny 180 146 130 
Less than $50 ~75 78 70 
$50 or more ~85 54 47 
Amount not available 0 ~3 ~3 

Attempted larceny ~19 12 10 
Motor vehicle thert. ~38 44 49 

Completed thert ~10 30 38 
Attempted theft ~29 14 12 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because af rounding. Numbers in parentheses rerer to households in the group. 
~Estimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistic~lly unreliable. 
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50-64 
(32,700) 

140 
58 
41 
41 
80 
43 
28 
~3 

6 
32 
26 
6 

65 and over 
(28,000) 

111 
40 
42 
29 
59 
41 
12 
~2 
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14 
.11 
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44 Criminal Victimization SurveYI In Ollkland 

(1 

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

Type of: crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White 
(79,600) 

164 
59 
66 
40 

103 
62 
29 
12 
9 

32 
22 
11 

Black 
(47,500) 

194 
98 
45 
51 

120 
56 
54 
4 
7 

42 
35 
7 

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

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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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 ~ ,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24~ 999 $25,000 or more Not available 
Type of crime (22,400) (36,500) (14,500) (24,600) (15,900 (5,400) (14,100) 

Burglary 1SO 165 195 183 181 165 145 
Forcible entry 84 76 79 73 69 48 51 
Unlawful entry without force 56 47 60 56 76 79 58 
Attempted forcible entry 41 42 56 54 36 38 36 

Household larceny SS 109 120 120 135 148 65 
Less than $50 49 60 73 69 68 74 35 
$50 or more 32 40 30 39 51 62 22 
Amount not available '2 '2 15 '2 13 0 13 
Attempted larceny '5 7 11 10 14 '13 '5 

Motor vehicle theft ' 21 30 33 46 45 53 41 
Completed theft 17 21 25 34 31 43 32 
Attempted theft '4 9 18 13 14 110 110 

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

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

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Owned or being cought 
All racest White Black All racest 

Type of crime (57,900) (35,600) (19,400) (75.400) 

Burglary 150 155 146 192 
Forcible entry 61 51 79 82 
Unlawful entry without force 50 62 32 63 
Attempted forcible entry 39 42 35 4S 

Household larceny 105 99 120 111 
Less than $50 59 65 51 60 
$50 or more 35 23 60 40 
Amount not available 3 "2 24 2 
Attempted larceny 8 9 25 9 

Motor vehicle theft 36 29 51 36 
Completed thef'G 27 20 41 26 
Attempted theft 9 9 9 10 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ·,Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
1 Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.i'''· .. 
2Estimate,-based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ia statistically unreliable. 
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Table 65. 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 
T,ype of crime (47,300) (61,100) (18,700) 

lm'glary 150 179 200 
Forcible entry 67 72 82 
Unlawful entry without force 44 61 73 
Attempted forcible entry 39 46 46 

Househole larceny 61 117 158 
Less than $50 37 65 80 
$50 or more 17 39 63 
Amount not availeble 11 3 14 
Attempted larceny 5 10 10 

Motor vehicle theft 20 40 51 
Completed theft 16 29 36 
Attempted theft 5 11 16 

~~TE: Detail may not add to totel shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
lZstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Six or more 
(6,200) 

2Z7 
89 
80 
58 

237 
116 
101 
15 

115 
67 
58 
19 

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

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Onel 'IWo Three Four Five-Nine Ten Or more 
T,ype of crime (72,300) (10,700) (3,400) (9,000) (10,000) (26,000) 

Burglary 161 189 162 212 215 177 
Forcible entry 69 76 49 98 96 65 
Unlawful entry -.dthout force 53 62 "40 50 63 70 
Attempted forcible entry 39 51 73 64 57 .42 

Household larceny 116 119 122 134 95 82 
Less than $50 66 66 69 65 62 38 
$50 or more 39 42 "37 52 24 34 
Amount not available 2 "1 "8 "5 "3 22 
Attempted larceny 8 29 28 212 27 8 

Motor vehicle theft 40 28 49 23 30 32 
Completed theft 30 22 "32 "12 25 24 
Attempted theft 10 "6 217 "11 £5 8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown bacause of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
lIncludes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Race and income All burglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force 

White 
Less than $3,000 (12,000) 161 66 63 
$3,000-$7,499 ~19'7oo) 138 55 51 
$7,500-$9,999 8,500) 171 58 64 
$10,000-$14,999 ~15,loo~ 186 67 65 
$15,000-$24,999 10,800 191 59 93 
$25.000 or more (4,400) 162 37 81 
Not available (9,100) 151 54 64 

Black 
Less thsn $3,000 (9,400) 207 109 42 
$3,000-$7,499 (15,200~ 203 105 44 
$7, 500-$9,999 (5,400 248 120 59 
$10,000-$14,999 t'200~ 189 90 45 
$15,000-$24,999 4,100 157 97 37 
$25,000 or more 7oo~ -'110 155 ~36 
Not available (4,400 133 43 50 

roTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
~Estimate. based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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48 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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

Place Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

Inside own home 
Near <r.m home 
At vacation home, motel, 
or hotel 

Inside nonresidential 
building 

On street, or in park, 
playground, school­
grou.~, or parking lot 

Elsewhere 

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

98 

2 

20 
SO 

1Est1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 69. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by type of crime and geographic area of occurrence 

Inside city Inside other 
'l'ype of cr:ime of residence central city Elsewhere 

All household crimes 92 3 
Burglary 93 3 
Household larceny 92 2 
~lotor vehicle theft 87 6 

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

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

5 
4 
5 
7 

Reason All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

.Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 36 37 35 35 

Not important enough 34 29 38 34 
Police would not want 
t!:! ge bc-t.r.~~ n 6 9 "9 7 

Too inconvenient or 
time consuming 3 3 3 12 

Private or personal 
mattel- 5 4 5 14 

Fear of reprisal 1 11 11 0 
Reported to someone else 2 3 2 12 
All other and not given 11 14 8 14 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases., is statistically unreliable. 
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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 done; 
lack of proof 34 35 33 37 Not important enough 36 31 41 32 All other and not 
given 30 34 26 31 

Black 
Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 40 41 39 134 Nothing important enough 29 26 31 134 All other and not 
given 31 33 29 132 

N01'E: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1 Est1mate, baaed on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is' statistically unreliable. 

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

by annual family income 

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

Less than $3,000 33 29 38 $3,000-$7,499 39 31 30 $7,500-$9,999 38 35 27 $10,000-$14,999 36 36 27 $15,000··$24,999 31 38 32 $25,000 or more 32 45 23 Not available 38 32 30 

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

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

. by value of stolen property 

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

No ~neta~y value 18 75 ,118 
Lesi!' than $10 23 60 17 
$10-$49 34 37 28 
$50-$99 44 21 35 
$100-$249 45 15 41 
$250 or more 44 16 51 
Not available 37 37 25 

NOTE: Detail Illay not add to lOO percent because of rounding. 
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 Black 

All household crimes 49 48 50 
Burglary 57 57 57 

Forcible entry 77 79 75 
Unlawful entry without force 51 51 50 
Attempted forcible entry 32 36 27 

Household larceny 27 27 29 
Less than $50 14 15 15 
$50 or more 48 54 43 
Amount not available 224 97 939 
Attempted larceny 24 22 235 

Mot.or vehicle theft 77 74 81 
Completed theft 92 93 90 
Attempted theft 33 35 927 

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

Type of crime Less than $3,000 $3, ()()()...$7, 499 $7,500-$9,999 $10, ()()()...$14 , 999 $ 15,()()()...$24, 999 

All household crimes 47 48 46 51 49 
Burglary 54 55 56 59 59 

Forcible entry 70 73 80 81 85 
Unla~Jful, entry without .force 48 48 51 54 48 
Attempted forcible entry 33 30 29 33 32 

Household le~ceny 23 31 22 30 26 
Motor vehicle theft 84 72 75 78 78 

lEstimste, 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 

$25,000 or more 

48 
53 
58 
58 

138 
29 
86 

All races1 '" White Black \' 
Owned or being Owned or being Owned or being 

Type of crime bought Rented bought Rented bought Rented 

All hous,hQld crimes 49 49 48 49 52 49 
Burglary 60 55 60 55 61 55 

Forcible entry 83 73 88 73 78 74 
Unlawful entry without force 41:l 52 49 53 48 51 
Attempted forcible entry 40 27 43 29 34 25 

Household larceny 23 30 21 31 28 29 
Motor vehicle theft 79 76 77 71 82 79 

lIncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
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Crlinlnal Vlctlmlzailon Surveys In Oakland 

Table 77. Household crimes: Percent of '!btimizations 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 27 56 85 
Burglary 29 43 64 S4 
Household larceny 15 18 45 61 
Motor vehicle theft 2 171 90 93 

1Est!mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
2There Were no recorded motor vehicle thefts involving losses valued at'lesB than $10. 

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

Type of crime 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Percent 

S9 
85 
96 
88 
64 
95 
S9 

Table 79. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations 
I 

resulting in thelft loss, by value of stolen property, including cash, 
and type of crime 

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Value crimes Burglary larceny theft 

No monetary value 1 11 2 0 
Less than $10 10 5 19 0 
$10-$49 24 17 39 12 
$50-$99 13 12 18 11 
$100-$249 15 1B 14 1 
$250-$999 22 31 4 51 
$1,000 or more 11 14 1 36 
Not available 3 3 2 12 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1 Est!mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 80. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head 
of household, type of crime, and value of loss 

No monetary 
l' '/le and type or crime value 

All races~ 
All household crimes 6 

Burglary 10 
Forcible entry 4 
Unlaw1'ul entry without 

rorce 22 
Attempted rorcible entry 36 

Household larceny 2 
Motor vehicle thert 4 

White 
All household crimes 6 

Burglary 10 
Forcible entry 6 
Unlaw1'ul entry without 
rorce 22 

Attempted forcible entry 35 
Household larceny 2 
Motor vehicle theft 24 

mack 
All household crimes 7 

Burglary 10 
Forcible entry 3 
Unlawful entry without 
rorce 22 

Attempted forcible entry 38 
Household larceny 3 
Motor vehicle theft 24 

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

Less than $10 

11 
7 
3 

7 
17 
18 
23 

13 
8 
4 

8 
18 
22 
24 

8 
5 

23 

23 
15 
13 
22 

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

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

25 24 28 6 
19 23 34 8 
11 22 51 7 

25 33 28 5 
25 6 "2 14 
38 31 6 ~ 8 8 72 

29 24 24 5 
23 25 28 6 
14 25 45 7 

2'J 35 21 4 
30 24 22 10 
41 26 5 4 
13 7 68 24 

19 25 33 8 
13 19 42 10 
9 20 57 8 

18 30 41 27 
19 27 22 20 
33 40 6 5 
21 8 77 9 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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

Proportion recovered 

and type of crime 

All household 
crimes Burglary 

Household 
larceny 

Nom, 73 76 85 
All 14 7 7 
Some, 13 16 8 

t:~ ~~~o~:tt ~ ~ ~ 
Proportion unknown 3 3 3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. . . . 
~Estimate, based on about 10 o~ fewer sample cases, is stat~st~cally unrel~ble. 

Motor vehicle 
theft 

14 
6S 
18 
5 

11 
~2 

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

Type of crime 

All householc crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
A~tempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Comoleted theft 
Attempted theft 

Percent 

B 

8 
13 

6 
3 
4 
3 
6 

19 
13 
17 
20 
~8 

1Estimate, based On about 10 o~ fewer sample cases, is statisoically unreliable. 

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

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft 

Less than 1 day 44 44 51 40 
1-5 days 49 50 41 54 
Over 5 days 6 ~5 ~7 ~6 

Amount unknown and 
Not available ~1 ~1 ~2 0 

NOTE- Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
~E;timate, based on about 10 or fe~ler sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Ni/lhttime 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not Not Imown and Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. Imown not available 

All household crimes 38 50 23 ~.8 9 Burglary 44 44 25 13 7 Forcible entry 46 46 31 11 5 Unlawful entry without 
force 46 40 17 16 7 Attempted forcible entry 40 46 24 11 11 Household larceny 34 51 18 20 12 Less than $50 32 49 16 17 15 $50 or more 39 50 21 22 8 Amount not available ~30 55 ~9 ~33 ~12 Attempted larceny 21 68 28 ~28 ~13 Motor vehicle theft 23 75 28 37 10 Completed theft 23 76 26 40 9 Attempted theft 24 72 33 28 ~11 

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

12 
12 
8 

14 
14 
16 
19 
11 

~15 
~11 
~3 
~2 

~4 

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

(Rate Eer 1,000 establishments) 

Burglar:! llQbb~t:£ Chracteristic Number Rate Number Rate 
All establishments (21,100) 13,400 

Kind of establishment 
637 2,900 137 

Retail (5, BOO) 4,300 737 1,400 236 Food group (700) 500 643 200 309 Eating and drinking 
places (2,000) 1,400 704 400 183 Apparel group (500) 300 592 ~z ~74 LUMber, building, hardware, 
farm equipment group (200) 200 1,000 0 0 Gasoline stations (500) 600 1,400 200 408 Liquor stores (400) 300 781 400 911 Other retail (1,600) 1,100 646 200 125 Wholesale (1,600) 1,500 956 ~100 ~54 Service (8, BOO) 5,100 57~ BOO 90 Real estate (BOO) 200 19 ~z ~44 Manufacturing (1,600) 900 537 200 118 Transportation (1,100) BOO 703 200 141 Other (1,400) BOO 575 300 187 Gross annual receipts 

Less than $10,000 (4,900) 2,700 553 300 57 $10,000-$24,999 ~3,OOO~ 1,700 553 200 69 $25,000-$49,999 2,100 900 430 200 74 $50,000-$99,999 (2,400) 1,700 702 600 249 $100,000-$499,999 ~3,900) 3,000 765 BOO 209 $500,000-$999,999 BOO) 500 593 200 224 $1,000,000 or more (2,100) 2,000 958 600 282 No sales (1,200) 700 549 0 0 Amount not available (600) 300 470 ~z ~58 
Average number of paid employees 

1-3 ~7,300~ 3,600 492 900 125 4-7 3,300 2,200 668 600 187 ~19 (2,$00) 1,900 789 300 105 20 or more (2,400) 2,500 '.:.021 BOO 320 None (5,500) 3,200 :)578 300 59 
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to establiahments in the group. 

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

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

, 
Characteristic Percent of establishments Percent of crimes 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
other 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 
$10,000-$24,999 
$25,000-$49,999 
$50,000-$99,999 
$100,000-$499,999 
$500,000-$9~~,999 
$1,000,000 or more 
No sales 
Amount not available 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 
4-7 
8-19 
20 or more 
None 
Not available 

2a 
7 

42 
4 
a 
5 
6 

23 
14 
10 
11 
19 
4 

10 
6 
3 

35 
16 
12 
11 
26 
11 

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

35 
10 
36 
1 
6 
6 
6 

1a 
12 
6 

14 
24 
4 

16 
4 
2 

2a 
17 
13 
20 
22 
o 

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

Kind of establishment Percent 

All establishments 34 

Retail 41 
Wholesale 39 
Service 31 
Manufacturing 27 
Transportation 33 
other 24 

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

and type of crime (,/ 
:i 

I' ./ Burglary 
Kind of establishment Completed Attempted Completed Attempted 

All establishm:mts 

Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
other 

70 

66 
76 
613 
79 

30 

34 
24 
32 
21 

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

30 
26 

160 
39 
24 

! ~ 

! 
l 
~ 

J 

I I 
~ 

J 

t 
,I 

] 
1 

1 ,. 

.. m 4t'~~.~""'-' .• , 

Survey Data Tables 

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

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more Not available 

All establishments 45 26 17 12 
Retail 54 213 16 12 
Service 46 26 115 113 
other 29 24 21 26 

lEstimate, 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 73 14 13 
Retail n 16 13 
Wholesale 131 16 114 
Service 73 16 11 
Other 71 12 17 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
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 
Manufacturing 
Service 
Transportation 
other 

On premises 

95 

93 
100 
100 
100 
91 

On delivery and elsewhere 

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

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

Reason 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 

Not important enough 
Police would not want to 
be bothered 

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

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

Percent 

36 
30 

4 

10 
o 
a 

12 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland . 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail ' 
Wholesale 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Transportation. 
Other 

Burglary and rt;:bbery 

78 
81 
86 
71 
75 
89 
86 

Burglary 

77 
80 
86 
70 
78 
87 
82 

is t t· tically unreliable. 
1Estirn&te, based on about 10 .or fewer sample cases, s a 1S . 

Robbery 

83 
84 

180 
78 
64 

100 
100 

Table 94. Commercial crimes: Pe~cent of establishments with 
one or more security measures 

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
Other 

Percent 

77 

79 
8.3 
70 
78 
82 
89 
84 

Table 95. Commercial crimes: Percent of .establis~me~ts with selected types 
of security measures, by kind of estabhshment 

All estab-
Retail Wholesale Service Otl1er 

TYPe of tidcurity measure lishments 

21 15 10 13 
Building alarm 14 
Central alarm-police 27 36 10 25 

20 13 18 or security service 
19 27 32 17 Reinforcing device 15 9 
11 11 5 4 Guard or watclunan 

5 5 18 
12 

Watchdog 0 2 
4 8 11 3 Firearm 3 0 2 11 0 Camera 2 6 0 18 Mirror 18 11 

14 12 
other 

. t t' ti 11 unreliab'e. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer;(sample casell, is s a 1S ca Y -

Survey Data Tables 

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

Kind of establishment Burglary Robbery 

All establishments 89 75 
Retail 93 76 
Wholesale 90 140 
Service 84 67 
other 94 86 

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

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

Kind of establishment Les s than '$10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more Not available 

All establishments 10 20 28 37 5 
Retail 11 20 33 32 4 
Wholesale 12 15 30 50 12 
Service 12 25 30 30 13 
other 11 13 18 48 10 

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

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 
Retall 
Wholesale 
Service 
Manufacturing 
Transportation 
Other 

Percent 

75 
85 
78 
67 
'/0 
78 
74 

""', . 
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60 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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

Number of employees 
who lost time 

None 
One employee 
Two employees 
Three or more employees 

Perclmt 

90 
6 
2 
2 

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

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

Number of man-days lost 

None 
Less thsn '1 day 
1-5 daye 
6 or more days 

OOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because or rounding. 

Percent 

90 
4 
5 

1Z 

Z Less than 0.5 percent... ti aU 1" ble 
1 Estimate, based on about 10 or rewersample cases, is statis c y unre J.a • 
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Survey Data Tables 

Table 101. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, uy lYJ..l~ 
of crime and time of occurrence 

Nighttime Not Imown Daytime 6 p.m.- Mic!night- Not and not Type or criJue 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. Imown available 
Burglary and robbery 13 111 15 30 36 6 Burglary 8 85 10 33 42 7 Robbery 39 60 38 14 9 11 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because or rounding. 
1 Est!mate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 
Retail 
Service 
other 

Percent 

73 
80 
59 
74 

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

Type of weapon 

Firearm 
Knife 
other or uhlmown type 

All robberies 

91 
6 
3 

Completed robberies 

96 
1 
3 

Attempted robberies 

65 
28 
7 
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AP'PENDIX 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-101 
contained separate sections for screening and gather­
ing information on the characteristics of business 
phces, on the one hand, and for eliciting data on 
the relevant crimes, on the other. 
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$urvey Instruments 65 

OM B No .. t--R266 I , Approvel Expires June 30 197 .. . . . 
FO.M "CS-3 and "CS-4 NOTICE _ Your (lJport to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law (Title 13, U.S. 
"·U·71) Coda). It may be seen only by sworn Census employees and may be used only tor 

statistical purposes. 

U,S. DEPARTMENT OF' COMMERCE Control number 
SOCIAL AND EcoNOMIC STATISTICS AOMINISTRATloN 

aUREAU 0 ... THE CE".IUI 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY PsU I Serial I Panel IHH I Segment 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE I I I I 

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

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

FORM NCS·4 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

1. Interviewer Id.ntlfloatlon 6. Tenure (cc 7) 
Code I Name @) I 0 Owned ar being bought 

I 2 0 Rented for cash I 
@) I 30 No cash rent 

I 

2. Record of interview 
I Date completed 

7. T'fp •• f living quorte .. (cc II) 
Line number of household Houllng Unit 
resp4.ndent I @) 1 0 House, apartment, nat I 

I 20 HU In nontransient hotel. motel. etc. 
@ I 

I • 0 HU - P~rmanent In transient hotel, motel, etc. 

3. Realon for nonlntarvlew (cc 26d) 40 HU In rooming house 
sO Mobile home or trailer 

TYPE A s 0 HU not specified above - Describe., 
~R.oson 

@) 1 0 No one home 
20 Temporarily absent - Return date 
'0 Refused OTHER Unit 
• 0 Other Occ. -Specify 70 Quarters not HU In raomlng or boarding house 

~ Race of hood B 0 Unit not permanent In transient hotel, motel, etc. 

@) 1 o White • 0 Vacant tent site or trailer site 
20 Negro 10 0 Not specified above - Describe 7 
'OOthe, 

:rYPE B 
S. Numb.r of housing units In struoture (cc 23) @) 1 0 Vacant - Regular 

2 0 Vacant - Storage of HH furniture @) 101 505-9 
• 0 Temporarily occupied by persons with URE 202 6010 or more 
• 0 Unfit or to be demolished '03 7 0 Mobile home or trailer 
sOUnder construction, not ready ·O~ .0 Only OTHER units 
60 Converted to temporary business or storage 

~ ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD: 70 Unoccupied tent site or trailer site 
9. (Other than the ••• buslno .. ) doel anyone In thll household e 0 Permit granted, construction not started 

operate a bullne51 from this addre'I? 
9 0 Other - Specify 7 @) 10No 

20 Yes - What kind of busino .. Is that? ., 

TYPE C 

(ill) 1 0 Unused line of listing sheet 
2 0 Demolished 10. Family Income (~c 2~) 
• 0 House 0' trailer moved @ 10 Under Sl,ooo .057,500 to 9,999 
40 Outside segment 20 Sl,ooo to 1,999 90 10,000 to 11,999 sO Converted to permanent business or storage 3D 2,000 to 2,999 to 012,000 to 1~,999 
sOMerged • 0 3,000 to 3,999 11 0 15,000 to 19,999 
7 0 Condemned 5 0 ~,Ooo to ~,999 12020,000 to 24,999 
80 Built after April I, 1970 6 0 5,000 to 5.999 .. 0 25,000 and over 
9 0 Other - SpecifY., 70 6,000 to 7,499 

11. Household membe .. 12 yea .. 

TYPE Z 
af age and OVER 7 

Interview not obtained for 7 @ Total number o 

Line number 12, Hausohold memb ... UNDER 

@) 12 yea .. of ag. 7 

@ @ Total number 
°ONone 

@> 13. Crime Incident Reportl filled 7 
® 

.c. Household statUI @) Total number 
@ 1 0 s"me household as last enumeration °ONan. 

20 Replacement household since last enumeration 
CENSUS USE ONLY :J. 0 Previous noninterview or not in sample before 

5. ~peclal place typo cad. (cc 6c) @ @) ® I (oil) .~. 
@ 

,r 

o , 
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F:;J.W.;!i:?~:;1 
~,,;,ti!;;;i~:,;;fll::t~l 

1~. 15. 16. 17. 
18. 19. 200. ,'-lib. 21. 22. 23.Whll I. tho hlp .. t,,"do 2~. 
AGE MARITAL RACE i ORIGIN SEX ARIIED lot y:"r) of fI'"I\"r ~c~r'1 ~!~:IC::o 

NAIIE,lol household TYPE LINE RELATIO~SHIP 

~esponde.£.g,. OF NUIIBER T' f HOUSEH~i..D 
KEVER - e,GIH INTER· (cc8) ,~~:-:.O 

~iH' STA~U)S Icc 15) \ (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES ~:K ~:; ~=o~ ;~241"" Ihlt JurI 
i rc~~3) (CC I I~~~~~R Transcribe i., 25ty".)(ccI9) (cc 20) 

NEW RECORD VIEW 

Last @) @ 
·~'":.;:.r 

@ @)@) @ I !§l@ 
00 0 Neyer attended 

or kindergarten 
, DYe. 
20No 

I 

,OPer 
20nl 

First 30NI, 
Fill 

16-21 

, o Head 

-- 2 DWire 01 head 
300wn child 
40 OUler relative 
sO ii(lnofelative 

'OM. 
20Wd. 
300. 
_OSep. 
'ONM 

CHECK 
ITEMA 

Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) 
DYes - SKIP, to Check Item BONo 

250. Old you liv. In :hl. house on April 1, 1970? 

@9 ,DYes - SKIP to Check Item B' • 0 No 

b. Wh.r. did you live an April 1, 1910? (State, foreign cou~try, 
U.S. po,',e,'ion, etc.) . . 

State. etc. County 

b. Old you do any work 01 all LAST WEEK, nol counllnv work 
around Ih. hou .. ? (Note: If farm or business operotor in HH. 
ask about unpaid work.) 
00 No Yes - How many hours? __ - SKIP to 28a 

c. Did you have a lob or bulin.ls from which you w.r. 
lemporarily ab .. nl or.n layoff LAST WEEK? 

I 0 No a 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 28c 
• 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

Notes 

'OW. \ 'OM ,DYe. 
20Nea.1 __ 20F 20No __ Elem. (01-08) 

_,_H.S. 109-12) 300t. I , I __ Colleae 121-26t) 

26d. Hay. you b •• n looklnv for work durlnv Ih. pa.' ~ w •• ks? 
@ , 0 Yes No - Wh.n did you 10.' work? 

.0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

27. 

@ 

• 0 5 or more years alo} SKIP to 29 
40 Neyer worked 

10 Ihor. any roa.on why you could nol tak. a lob LAST WF.EK? 

, 0 No Yes - • 0 Already has a lob 
• 0 Temporary Illness 
40 Going to school 
50 Other - SpecifYjl 

280. Fer whom did you (10.') work? (Name of company. 
biJsiness. organization or other employer) 

, 
i 
1 
i 

I 
! 
! 
~ 
I 
q 

I 

I 

Survey Instruments , 

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS 

29. Now I'd lik. to olk ,am. queltlonl at-out ~DYes - H •• runt')' 32. Old anyone take lomethlng t-.longln 0 
crime. They re'er only to the lo.t 12 month, - I thill.' . '0 you or to any member of thll houl~hold, ! Yes-~:~,~In' 

I from a place where you or they were I, 0 No 
b.tw.en ___ 1, 197_ond ___ , 197_.: ONO t.mpora~ily .taying, .uch a. a friend'. or 
During the JOlt 12 month" did anyone br.ak I relatlv., I home, a hotel or mot.l, or : 
into or ,om.how lII.golly g.t Into your I a vacataon home? I 
(apartm.ntlhome), goroS_, or. anoth.r building I "3;03-. 'i:W;;:h~ol:-:w:';o;;;. :'h;:"~'O-=:,:"ol;-nu-m~b:-.-r-o-:f-m-o-'o-r----+--"':==~ 
on your property? I v.hlcl., (can, truck" .tc.) own.d by I ® 

you or any olhor m.mb., of Ihl. houlOhold 100 None-
30. (Olhor Ihon Ih. Incld.nl(.) lu.' monllon.d) 

Did you lind a d.or Ilmml.d. a lock lorc.d. 
or ony othor .ign. a on ATTEMPTED 
break In? 

:OYes - HIW "'ift1 
I U.,17 

10No , , 

durlnv Ih. 10.' 12 m.nlh.? I SKIP to 36 
"0 I 
1'02 
\'0 3 
: 4 0 <4 or more 

, , , 
r.::-=----:-:----::---:---------.;.' =------1 3 ... Old anyone 't.al, TRY to .t.al, or u •• 

31. Was anylhlng al all .'ol.n Ihat Is k.pl ,0 Ye. - How ... , (lI/any .f Ih.m) withoul p.rmisslon? 
'OYer -Ho .... 11)' 

I tI .. " 
ouf11d. your hom., or happen.d to b. I.ft I II ... , 
out, luch 0' a blcycl., a gord.n hose, or 10HO 
lawn 'urnlhlr.? (oth.r than any Ineld.nt. ! 
alr.ady m.ntion.d) I , , , 

35. Old anyone ".01 or TRY 10 ".01 p.rl 
01 (lt/any of Ih.m). luch a. a batt.".. 
hubcap'. tap .. d.ck, .tc.? 

10NO 

IOve.-Hewllll1)' 
I 111tt., 

iONO , 
INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS 

36. Th. I.ilo.lnv qUOlllon. ref., only 10 Ihlng. : 0 Y .. _ H .. ""11)' ~6. Old you find any ovld.nc. Ihal .omoon. 
Ihal happ.n.d 10 you during ,h.I .. ,12 ... nth.-, 11 .... 1 ATTEMPTED 10 ".01 .omothlnv Ihal 

ioy .. -H ...... y 
I tI ... , 

b.'w •• n ___ l. 197_and ___ .197 _. :ONo b.lonv·d 10 you? (olh.r Ihan. any Incld.nts 
Did you hoy. your (pock., plck.d/purs.: alroody m.nllon.d) 

iON. , , , , .nalch.d)? .~. 

37. Old anyone ,ake ..... ,hlng (.10.) directly 
from you by ullng fore., IIIch a, by a 
.lIckup, muvvlnv or Ihroal? 

38. Old anyone TRY 10 rob you by u.lng fore. 
or threat.nlng to harm ~oy? (oth.r than 
any Incld.nts already m.nllon.d) 

39. Old anyone b •• t you uP. altock you or hit 
you with ,oln.thlng, such a, • rock or bottl.? 
(olh.r than any Incld.nts alroody m.ntl.n.d) 

~O. Ii'or. you knlf.d •• hol aI, ar attacked .. Ith 
, ..... oth.r weapon t-y anyone at .111 (other 
Ihan a.y Incld.nts alr.ady m.nllonod) 

~1. Did onyon. THREATEN I. boal you up .r 
THREATEN you with a knlf., gun, or .om. 
olh., w.op ••• NOT Includinv 1.I.ph.n. 
Ihr~ats? (.,hor than any Incid.nl. already 
m.nllon.d) 

~2. Old anyone TRY 10 attack you In .om. 
olh., .oy? (olhor thon any Incld.nts alroody 
, .. nllan.d) 

~ 0 Vea - H • .-•• n1 
I u •• " 
10NO , , , , 
~ Dyes - H .. -"1 
I U ... , 

10No , , , , 
loy··-H .... ., 
, 1i ... 1 

ION. , , , , 
'OY .. -H ..... ' 
: tl .. " 

iONO 

I , 
I 

'OV •• -H ..... ' 
: II ... , 

ION. , , , 
;Oves- H .... 1t1 
I tiM'" , 
iONo , , , 

~3. During Ih. 1 .. , 12 .. onlh •• did anyone st.ol lOY .. - H ... 'OY 
Ihlng. Ihol bolong.d 10 you from In.ld. any car, l""",.1 
or truck, such a' paclto,e. or cI.th1~g? :ONo < , 

4~. Wo. onylhl.g .'ol.n from you whll. you 
w.r •• '!foy hom h.",., lor 'n,tonco at work, In 
• the.t., Qr r."o .. ronl, 0: whUa tra'l.linll? 

~5. (Olh., than any Incld.nts you·y. already 
.... ,I ••• d) was any thin, (.110) 01 all 
.,.I.n fro .. you during Ih. 10.' 12 monlh.? 

, , 
iOYes -How ... , 
I II ••• , , 
ION. , , 
1 , 
lOVes 'l- H •• •• 111 
I II ... , , 
10No , , , , 

47. Old you call Ih. pallc. during Ih. 10.' 12 
.. 0 nIh. 10 reporl .om.'hlnv Ihol happ.n.d 
to you which you th.ughl was a crl ... ? 
(Cia nol c.unl any call. ",.~d. to Ih. 
pollc. concerning ,h. Intld.n .. you 
hay. lu.t told m. aboUI.) 

o No - SKIP to 048 

DYes - Whal happ.n.d? 

, , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , 
------------------------, iC§)IT] 
--------------··i IT] 

IT] 
, 

-----------------------i 

CHECK 
ITEMC 

Look at 47. Was HH member 
12 + attacked or threatened. or 
was somethin& ~tolen or an 
attempt made to'steal somethine 
that belon,cd to him? 

, , 
lOY's-H ..... , 
l II .. " , 
iON. , , , , , , 

48. Old anylhl.g happ.n 10 you during tho 10.' 
12 monlh. which you Ihouvhl w .. a crh •• 
bUI did NOT reporl to tho pollc.? (olh., • 
Ihon ony Incld.nts alroody ... ntl.nod) 

, , , , , , , , , , , , 
o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

DYes - Whal happ",...!? , , 
!<§[O 

----------------------------------! [0 

CHECK 
ITEM 0 

CHECK 
ITEM E 

Look It 048. Was HH member 
12 + attacked or threatened, or 
was somethin& stolen or an 
attempt made to steal somethin& 
that belon,ed to him? 

![IJ 
:OY .. -H .... ., 
, U,,'I 

ION. , , , , , 
00 any:of the screen questions contain any entries 
for "How many times?" 
o No - Interview ne.t HH member. 

End interview if last respondent. 
and f/ll ilem 13 on cover. 

o Yes Fill Crime Incident Reports. 

Palel 
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Survey Instruments 69 

1?·:0.~~tr;;:;;;b{~' ii"!\~.\::?;,:~i, /c\;.~',.::'~>';;~'1 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I~,,:;,"i :r;""S"<;;';":;i»:'t'1< ·'·'.""i\"';}:'c!;Yl;1;~~; 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. lOa. I lOb. 21. 22. 23.Whol I. Iho hl",1I1 "ado 24. 

NAIIE TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARIT~L R ACE \ ORIGIN SEX ARIIED (Of Yilt) 01 I.,ul.f Ichool Old Y"" 
LAST JOu haWl IVIt IUNdedl compllt, 

OF NUIIBER TO HOUSEHOLD BIRTH· STATUS (CC 15) I (cc 161 (cc 17) FORCES tharllr} 

KEYER - BEGIN INTER· (cc8) HEAD DAY (CC 14) 
, IIEIIBER tASK tot persons 12-24 yrs, (cc 20) , Transcribe tor 2S+yrs.)(cc19) 

NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) (cc 131 , (tt 18) 

Last @ @) @ (ill) @ @) , @ @) @) @ , 
10Per , o Head ·OM. 'OW. 

, 
'OM 'OYes 00 0 Never attended 10Yes , 

'OTe) • OWlfe of head 'OWd. 'ONeg·I __ ·OF ·ONo 
or klnderg3ften 'ONo -- --

First 30Nly ,DOWn child 300. 3001. I 
__ Elem. (01-08) 

Fill 40 Other relative _OSep. , __ H.S. (09-12) 

16-21 sO Non .... elatlve sONM 
, __ College (21-26') , 

CHECK t Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the pOlt 4 we.ks? 

ITEMA 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) @ • 0 Yes No - When did you la.t work? 

DYes - SKIP to Check /tern B DNa 20 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

2Sa. Did you live In this hou .. on April 1. 1970? 
3 0 5 or mare years ago} SKIP to 36 
40 Never worked 

(§) I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 2oNo 27. I. there any rea.on why you could no!l.ke a job LAST WEEK? 

b. Where did you live on April 1. 1970? (State. forolgn country. @ loNo Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 
U.S. pOlsenion, etc.) 30 Temporary Illness 

State, etc. County 
40 Going to school 

c. Old you live inside the limits of 0 cUy, town, village, .tc.? 
5 0 Other - SpecIfY) 

<ill) ,DNa 2 0 Yes - Nome of city. town. vi /loge. etc'l 280. For wham did you (Ia.t) work? (Nome of company. 

@) rl T I I I business. organization or other employer) 

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

@ toVes 2oNo @) x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of bu.ine .. or indu.try is thi.? (For example: TV 

ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes 
and radio mfg •• reloil shoe store. State Lobar Dept •• form) 

260. What were you doing mo.t of LAST WEEK - (working. @ II I I 
k.eping house, going to school) or something else? c. Were you -

@) • 0 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to wOlk-SKlP to26d ® . 0 An omploree of a PRIVATE company. bu.lne .. or 

2 0 With a iab but not at work 7 0 Retired indlvidua for wages, salary or commissions? 

30 Looking for work 80 Other - Specify, 20 A GOVERNMENT employoe (Fed ••• I. State. county. 

• 0 Keeping house or local)? 

50 Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bu.in .... profe .. lanal 

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

around the hay .. ? (Note: " form or business operalor in HH. 
40 Working WITHOUT PAY in family bu.in ... or farm? 

ask about unpaid work.) d. What kind of war!< were you doing? (For example; electrical 

@) ooNo Yes - How many haur.? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk, typist. (armer) 

c. Did you have a lob or business from which you were @ I 
tompararlly ablOnt or on layoff LAST WEEK? o. What were your most important activities or dutle.? (For 

@ l,oNo 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2Bo 
example: typing. keeping account books. selling cors, etc.) 

30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

:,.;(.,~~,'! .;. :" ~':: : "';'.' .'fj,".;,.';-- I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTiONS r ;';':':',X """""\: . ,,::;, '.i";',, · .. ,.;,~r·" 
36. Th. following qu.stions r.f.r only to things that 10 Yes - Hew many 46. Did you find any evidenci that lom.-o"_ I 0 Yes - How man), 

happened to you during the last 12 lDon.h, - : times? ATTEMPTED to .toal .omething that I tlmll? 

between __ l. 197_and __ • 197_. Did ,ONo helonged to you? (other than any 10No , incidents already mentioned) I 
you hove your (pGclr..t picked/purse snatch.d)? , 

37. Did anyone take .omething (ellO) directly : 0 Yes - How man), 
47. Old you call the police during the loot 12 month. to report 

something that happened to you which y~.;J thought was a 
from you by using force, such as by a aticicup, I tlml.7 crim.? (Do no. count any calls mode to the police 
mugging or threat"( lONe @ concerning the fncidentt you hove iust told me about.) 

38. Did onyono TRY to rob you by using ~C?rce I DYes - How Nny m ONe-SKIP to 48 
or threater.ing to harm you? (other than any I U.'f DYes - What happoned? 
incidenh already mentioned) 10No 

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you lOVes - How many o:J with something, such as a rock or bottle? : time. 1 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) ,DNa t Look at 47 - Was HH member 12. lOYes- How .. any 

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with lOVes - How IWl)' 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some· I tlmest 
ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :ONO 

some other weapon by anyone at all? (other I tlMll steal samet!)lng that belonged to himl1 
than any incidents already mentioned) ,DNa 

41. Did anyone THP}=.ATEN to beat you up or lOVes - HoW """y 48. Did anything happen to you during the la.t 12 month. which 

THREATEN ),ou with a knife, gun, or lome 10 tI,,", @ you thought was a crime. but did NOT roport to the police? 

other weapon, HOT including telephone threats? 
, No rn (ather than any incident. already mentioned) 

(other than any incidents already mentioned) 
, 

o No - SKIP to Check Item E , 
,(2. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some lOVes - How mln1 ~ 0 Yes - What happenod? 

other way? (other than any ir-,::.idenh i tlM'l 
already mentioned) ,ONe 

"3. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal : OVes- How mint 
t Look at 48 Was HH member 12 t '0 Yes - Ho ..... , 

CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some·' tI .. II' 
things that belonged to you from inside any car lONe timon ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to : 0 No 
or truck, such as package, or clothing? steal something that belonged to hIm?' 

...... Was anything stolen from you while JOu were lOVes - How many Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 
away from home, for instance at .. o , in a r tlmo.l t fer "How many timesl" 
thaater or ,.staurant, or while traveling? lONe 

CHECK 0 No _ Interview next HH member. End Intenllew 
.45. (Other than any incidents' you've already : 0 Yes - How mint ITEM E If 10Sl resp9ndent. and (1/1 Item 13 on cover. 

.. entioned) Was anything (el .. ) at all otolen J tlmll? 

from you during the \~!-:t 12 months? 
,ONo DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. , 

r. 

t",:¥:;';.\.l.:/ t: ~\, <, ,r;:" ",':, :':\ PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS ,-' , '>s:~:V,< 'l)\·'~:':'':;';'';:i;i,,;.y?t?!.:\ i' .,'t:5i,~,;;' 

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. lOa. ,lOb. 21. 22. ~ r3.WhOI I. Iho hllhllilrodo 24. 
HAilE TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE 10RtGIN SEX ANMED (or yUI) of relul., Ichool Old you 

OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD !.AfT STATUS (CC 15) (cc 171 FONCES you hive Iver .ttended7 complete 
BIRTH' , (cc 16) 

KEVER - BEGtN INTER· (cc8) HEAD 
I Pc~';3) 

(cc 14) 
, MEMBER' (ASK for P<irsDnS 12-24 yrs. thlfyNrl 

HEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) 
, cc 18) Transcribe for 2Styrs.)(ccI9) (CC 20) 

- , 
Last @ @) @ (ill) (038) @) I @ @) @) @ , 

'OPer • o Head ·OM. 'OW. 
, 

·OM ·OVes 00 0 Never attended 'OVes 
'OTel 

, 
-- 20WUe 01 head -- 'OWd. 'ONeg·I-- 'OF 20No or kindergarten ·ONo 

First 30 NI JI ,DOWn child 30 0 •• 3001. I __ Elem. (01-118) 

Fill .4 0 Other relative _OSep. __ H.S. (09-12) 
16_2f I 

50 Non..,elatlve ~ONM 
, Coliege (21-26') , 

CHECK t Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Hav. you b.en looking for work during the past" weeks? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) @ 10 Yes No - When did you last work? 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa z 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

2Sa. Oid you liv. In this hou.e on A~ril 1. 1970? 3 0 5 or mere years ago} SKIP t 3 

(§) I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check /tern B 20 No 
40 Never worked 0 6 

b. Whore did you liv. on April 1. 1970? (State. foreign ceuntry/ 
27. I. thoro any r.a.on why you could no!lake a job LAST WEEK? 

U.S. posseuion, etc.) @ ,oNa Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 
30 Temporary illness 

State, etc. County 4 0 Going to school 

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

<ill) , C No 20 Yes - Nome of city. town. Village. etc., 
280. For whom did you (last) work? (Nome of Company. 

@) I I I I 1 l busIness, organization or other employer) 

d. Wore you In the Arm.d Fore .. an April 1. 1970? 

@ • DYes 2oNo .• ' @) x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • I. this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of bu.lne .. or industry i. thl.? (For example' TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg •• retail shoe store. State Labor Dept .. fa';') 

260. What.wer. you doing mol! of LAST WEEK - (werking. @ I I I I 

@) 
keeping house, going to school) or something el,e? c. Were you-
, 0 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to work-SKlP to 26<1 @ lOAn emplor.e of a PRIVATE company. bu.ine .. or 
20 With a Job but not at work 7 0 Retired individua for wages, salary or commissions? 
: 0 Looking for work 80 Other -- Specify 20 A GOVERNMENT omployee (Fed.ral. Stato, county. 
40 Keeping house 1 or local)? 
50 Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bu.in .... profe .. ianal 

b. Old you do any work at all LAST WEEK. not counting work 
practice or farm? 

around tho house? (Note: If form or business operator in HH. .0 Working WITHOUT PAY in family bu.lne .. or farm? 

@ 
ask about unpaid work.) d. Who! kind of work wero you doing? (For example: electrical 
a 0 No Yes - How many houn? __ - SKIP to 2Bo engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) 

c. Old you have a Job or business from which you were @ I I I I 
temporarily ab .. nt or an layoff LAST WEEK? e. What were your malt important actlvit!es or duties? (For 

@ loNa 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: Iyping. keeping occ"4nt books. seiling cars. etc.) 

3 0 Yes - Layoff - sKIP to 27 

~i>.': ,,,.:,~,, " .,:; ::':':,. ,;'.'-; ::,": '::1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESlIONS I .':,:,::'::.';.;. ," : .. 1;';;,,> .:"o'.·;\>" :.:",~;.; 
36. Th. lollowing question. refer only to thing. that, 0 Yes _ How many 46. Did you find any evidence that someone lOVes - How mlny 

happened to·you during the la,t 12 months -: IImll7 ATTEMPTED to .toal .omething that I tlmll7 

b.tw •• n __ l. 197_ and __ • 197_. Did lONe belonged to you? {other than any lONe 

you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? l incidents already mentioned) , 
37. Did anyone take .om.thlng (el .. ) directly 10 Yes - How many 

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

from you by using force, such as by Q stickup, I tlmes7 something that happened 'to you which you thought was a 

mugging or threat? 10NO crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police 

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by u.ing fore. I 0 yes - How many 
@ concerning the Incidents you have iust told me about .. ) 

mONO-SKIP to 48 
or threatening to harm you? (other than any J IImtl? DYe. - What happened? 
Incidents already mentioned) lONe 

39 .. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you lOVes - How mlny rn with something, luch as a rock or bottle? : tlmlll 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) lONe t Look at 47 Was HH member 12 + ' 

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with lOVes - How mlny 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was s0l11e-1 0 Ve. - ~~~.~ .. ,y 

lome other weapon by anyone at all? (other : tlmfll ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :0 No 

than any incidents already mentioned) ,ONO steal something that belonged to himl' 
r 

41. Old anyone THREATEN to boat you up or ~ 0 Yes - How many 48. Did anything happen to you during tho la.t 12 me nth. which 
THREATEN you with a knife. gun. or .amo 10NO 11 .. 11' @ lOU thought waS a crim., but did NOT report to the police? 
other weopon, NOT including telephone threat.? tTl other than any Incidents already mentioned) 
(other than any incidents alrea~y mentioned) 

, 
1 ,_ o No - SKIP 10 Check Item E 

42. Did anyone TRY to aHock you in same I OVes- How mlny I±J 0 Yes - What happened? 
other way? (other than any incidentl : IIm .. t 
already mention_d) ,ONO 

.43. During the las, 12 months, did anyone Ileal : DYes - How mlny 
t Look at 48 Was HH memb., 12 t '0 Vo. - Hew ... ny 

things that bolonged to YOIl from inside any car 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some·1 tim •• ? 

or truck, such 01 package, or clothing? 
: DNo Ilmlil ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to 10No 

".4. Was anything stolen from you while JOu were 10Yos 
steal something that belonged to him?! 

Ho. mlny 
Do any of the screen questions contain any entries away from home, for instance at wo , In a , tlmll? 

theater or restaurant, or while traveling? 10NO CHECKt for "How many.timesl·· 

45. (Other than any Incidents you've already : 0 Yes - How many ITEM E 0 No - Interv,ew neXt HH member •. End interview 

mentlanod) Was a~ythlng (.1 •• ) at all .tolen I th ... 7 if lost respondent. and (ili-.tem 13 on cover • 

.from you during the 1051 12 month.? 10NO o Ves - Fill Crime Incident Reports • 

FO'U"NCs.,II.n.nl Pale 5 
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68 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland 

I:f;:\::.~'~t··;.c;:,.~t ,··<,!,::c .• tj·'~?)'~·'f\~;~;~'fiiJ±il PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS LZj.~·;'i·:~.:i,<, .\.·'.·'~)c~(>!,·~i.\:'}; .\;\2,1',,," 
16. 17. 18. 19. lOa. ,lOb. 21. 22. 23.Whlt I. thl hI,h .. t ITldl 24. U. 15. 

(or yu,) of r'Iular Ichool Did you NAIIE TVPE UHF. RELATIDNSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARIIED 
you hive Ivtr attended! compl.tt OF NUIIBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc 15) , Icc 16) (cc 17) FORCES that yu,l BIRTH· , 

IIEMBER (ASK tor persons 12-24 yrs. (cc 20) KEVER - BEGIN INTER· IcC8) HEAD DAV (CC 14) , Transcribe for 25tyrs.)(cc 19) NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) (cc 13) , (cc 18) 
Last @ @ @ @ @) @ , @) @) @) (§) , 

1 00 0 Never attended tOVes 'OPer 'OHead 10M, lOW. , 10M lOVes 
zONe~·I __ .OF zONo or kindergarten zONo zOTel -- z OWlfe of head -- zOWd. 

__ Elem. (01-08) First 30NI" 300wn child 300. 300t. : 
__ H.S. (09-12) Fill 40 Other relative -OSep. , 

16-21 , __ Colleie (21-26,) 50 Non-felative 'ONM , , Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you be.n looking for work during the post 4$ weeks? 
CHEC~ 

household as lasl enumeralion? (Box I marked) @ I 0 Yes No - When did you la.t work? 
ITEM A 

DYes - SKIP to Check Item B ONo .0 Up 10 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

• 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 250. ~id you liy. In thh hou.e an April 1. 1970? 
• 0 Ne ver WOr ked 

(§) 10 Yes - SKIP 10 Check Item B 'ONo 27. Is there any r.a'on why you could na!take a lob LAST WEEK? 
b. Whore did you IIYI on April 1. 1970? (Stat •• lorolgn country. @ IONo Yes - • 0 Already has a job U.S. p05seuion, etc.) 

• 0 Temporary Illness 
State, etc. County • 0 Going 10 school 

c. Did ),ou live inside the limits of a city, town, villagll, .tc .. ? 
5 0 Other - Specify, 

@) 1 D Nc. 20 Yes - Name of city, [OWn, village, etc., 
280. For whom did you (Io.t) work? (Name o( company. 

@) 1 1 1--'- I 1 bUSiness, organizotion or o~her employer) 

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

® I DYes ·ONo @) x 0 Ne>ler worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is Ihis person 16 years old or older? b. Whal kind 01 bu.lno .. or Indultry I. thl.? (For example: TV 
ITEM B DNa - SKIP 1036 OYes and radio mfg •• retail shoe store. Stale Labor Depl" (arm) 

260. What wore you doing ma.t 01 LAST WEEK - (working. @) r]]1 
ke.ping house, going to school) or something .h.? c. Wet. you-

@) I 0 Working - SKIP to 2Ba 6 0 Unable \0 work-SKIP t026d ® lOAn enIPlar-0 01 a PRIVATE company. bu.lne .. or 
.0 Wilh a lob bUI nOI al work 70 Relired indlvidua for wages, lalary or commissions? 
• 0 Looking for work .0 Other - Specify, • 0 A GOVERNMENT omplayee (Federal. Slate. caunly • 

or local)? • 0 Keeping house 

• 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu. in .... prolo .. ianal 50 Going 10 school (I( Armed Forces. SKIP to 2Ba) 
practice or farm? 

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK. not counting work • 0 Working WITHOUT PAY In lamlly busine .. or larm? around the house? (Note: If form or bUSiness operator fn HH, 
d. What kind 01 work woro you doing? (For example: electr/cal 

@> 
ask about unpaid work.) 

engineer. Slack Clerk, typist, (armer) 00 No Yes - How mony hours? ___ - SKIP 10 280 

c. Did you have a iob or business from which you were @ 111I .. _ 
t~mporarily ab .. nt or on loyall LAST WEEK? e. What wC're your malt important activities or dutiel? ,~f..or 

@ IONo .0 Yes - Absenl- SKIP to 2Ba example: typing. keeping accounC books, selling cars, etc.) 

'OYes Layoff SKIP 1027 

.. \~,:,yc'!":;" .,;.'", -;:J .. ''''''/;'(,':<,:\<.1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I .. , ., :',;:;:';:' ""::<;\';;j~>:,~,/)';:";,, .. :;, 
36. The following questions refer only to things that to Yes - How mlr.t 46. Did you find any evidence that someone : 0 Yes - ~~~sj.nt 

ATTEMPTED to .tlal lomothlng that happened to you during the last 12 months _ I tlmllf 
belonged to you? (other than any lONo Old ,ONo bl" .. n 1. 197_ and __ • 197_. • ' 
inc:idenh already mentioned) , ---you have your (pocket picked/pune snatched). I 

~7. Did you call thl pallco do ring tho lo.t 12 month. to roport 37. Did anyonl tako .omlthi~g (1IsI) diroctl,y : 0 Ves n~~I'1'nt something that happenod to you which you thought was a from you by using forc., such as by a Itlckup, 
'DNa crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police mugging or threat? , -- @ concerning the incidents you have just told me about.) 

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force I D.Ves - How min), r:t=I 0 No - SKIP 10 48 or threatening '0 harm you? (other than any I tlme.f 
DYes - What hapPlnld? 

incidents already mention.d) lONO __ 

39. Did anyone b.at you up, GHad~ :loU or hit you I DVes - How man, :0 with .om.thing, such as a rock or bottl.? : tlmesl t Look" ~7 - Was HH member 12. 10ves- Ho"mlny (other than any incidents already m.ntion.d) ,ONo __ 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or Was some-1 tlm"l 40. W.r. you knif.d, shot at, or attack.d with I 0 Yes - Hollt man)' 
ITEM C Ihln, slolen or an attempl made 10 :0 No 10m. oth.r w.apon by anyone at all? (oth.r : tlMsl 

sleal something thaI belonged 10 hlm?l __ than any inc:ld.nts already mentioned) ,DNa 

48. D;~'~nylhing happln 10 you during thl la.' 12 month. which 41. Did anyanl THREATEN to blat you up or lOVes - How mint 
@) _ iou th~u9ht wal a crim., but did HOT .report to the polJc.? THREATEN you with a knife. gun. or loml 10 limos, 

oth.r weapon HOT including tel.phon. thr.ats? , No m othor than any Incidonls al"ody mlnhonld) 
(other than a~y incidents already m.ntioned) 

, o No - SKIP to Check Item E , 
42. Did anyone TRY to aHack you in 10m. lOVes - How min, m 0 Yes - What haPPlnld? 

other way? (ott .ar than any inc:ld.nts: I thM.f 
alr.ady montionld) 10NO t Look al ~8 - Was HH mem~er 12 + , 0 Ves - Ho. many 43. During tho la.t 12 month •• did anyanl stlal : DVes - How man)' CHE.CK attacked or threatened, or was some-I IImtlf 
thing. that b.longed to you from inside any cor 

10No 1I~ ITEM D Ihing slolen or an attempl made 10 lONo 
or truck, luch 01 packag., or clot~ing? sleal somelhln, IhOl belonged \0 him?' 

44. WOI anything stol.n from you whil. JO~ .... r. lOVes - How mln,.-
Do any of the Screen questions contain any entries away from hom., for in.tanc. at wo , In a : Umesf t for "How many limes?" theat.r or r.,taurant, or whil. traveling? 'ONo -- CHECK 0 No - Inlerview nexl HH member. End Interview .45. (Other than any incid.nts you'v. already : 0 Ver. - How min), ITEM E I( last respondenl. and (ill item 13 on cover. m.ntioned) Was anything (.I,e) at all stol.n I tlm.lf o Yes - FIJI Crime Inc/dent Reports. fr~m you during the la.t 12 monthl? 10No 

I 
FORM NCSoI tl·U,.1~J 

Survey Instruments 69 lSlf:l(> ",;',C > " ., ........ /\~' ,,')1 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS l'·'./'i;":~:'\:\\';"'- .~ .:\; ~;")",~,' c.i:;::i;;-,,'i#j',~ 14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. lOa. NAME ,lOb. 21. 22. 23.Whl' I. Ihl hlp .. , ITldl 24. 
TVPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX OF LAST ARIIED (or Yell) of' "lui" school Old you KEVER - BEGIN 

NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD 
BIRTH· STATUS Icc 15) , (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES you hlw ...... , Ittend.df complet, NEW RECORD IN1 ER' (ce8) HEAD 

1 rc~~3) (cc 14) , 
MEIIBER (ASK for persons 12-24 Yrs. thll ),lIr7 VIEW (ce90) , 

(cc 20) , Icc 18) Transcribe for 25+\,rs.)(cc 191 Last @ @ @ @ @) @ @ , @) @) (§) 'OPer , 
'OHead 'OM. lOW. 

, 
10M lOVes 'OTel I 00 0 Never attended lOVes First 

30NI" -- zOWlle 0' head -- zOWd, zONeg'l __ zOF zONo or kindergarten 
zONo 300wn Child 300 •• 300L I __ Elem. (01-08) FIff , 

16-21 .. 0 other relative -OSep, , __ H,S. (0!l-12) 50 Non-felative sONM I 
College (21-26,) , 

CHECK t Look at Item -4 on Cover page. Is this che same 
®6d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 w •• ks? ITEM A household as lasl enumeration? (Box I morked) 
OSI I 0 Yes No - Whon did you la.t work? DYes - SKIP to Check Item BONo 

• 0 Up 10 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 250. Old you lIyO In thl. houso on April 1. 1970? 
• 0 5 or more years ago} (§) I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B _ 0 No • 0 Never worked SKIP to 36 

b. Where did you 11,," on April 1. 1970? (Stat ". lor.lgn country. 27. 
I, th.r. any reason why you could no!takl a lob LAST WEEK? 

U.S. posseSSion, .tc.) @ I 0 No Yes - _ 0 Already has a lob 
State, etc. County • 0 Temporary Illness 

40 Going 10 School 

@) 
c. Did you live In. Ide tho limits of a city, town, village, .tc.? 

S 0 Olher - Specify, 
I C No z 0 Yes - Nome o( city. town, vii/age. etc'll 

@) I 1 I I I I 280. Far.whom did y~u (1,0") work? (Nome o( company. 

d. Woro you In the Armod Forcel an April 1. 1970? bUSiness, organizatIon or other employer) 

® I DYes -ONo 
@) x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

,.' 
CHECK • Is Ihis person 16 years old or olderl 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes b. What kl?d 01 bu.lne .. or IndOltry I. Ihi.? (For eXample: TV 

and rad.o m(g" retail shoe slore. State Labor Dept •• (arm) 260. Whot w.r. you doing malt 01 LAST WEEK _ (working. 
@) 1 I 1 I 

@) 
Ic •• ping house, going to school) or lomething else? 

c. W.r. you-I 0 Working - SKIP to 2Ba 6 0 Unable \0 w",k-SKIP t026<l 
® lOAn omplaree 01 a PRIVATE company. bu.inl .. or 20 Wllh a job bUI not al work 70 Relired 

30 Looking for work .0 Other _ Specify individua for wage., salary or commissions? 
• 0 Keeping house , • 0 A GOVERNMENT Imployeo (F.d.ral Statl caunfy 50 GOing 10 school or local)? ' , , 

(I( Armed Forces, SKIP to 2Ba) • 0 SEL~-EMPLOYED In OWN bUllne ... prol ... lonal 
I.. Did you d. any work at all LAST WEEK. nat countin~ work practice or farm? 

around Iho ltouse? (Note: If (arm or business operator In rlH 
• 0 Working WITHOUT PAY in lamlly bu.in ... or larm? 

@> 
ask aboUI unpold work.) • 

d. Who! kind 01 work wero you doing? (For example: electrical a 0 No Yes - How many hours? _ SKIP to 2Ba 
engineer, stock clerk, Cyplsc, farmer) 

c. Old you hove a lob ur businelS from which you were 
@ L --'- J J 

@ 
tompamrlly absent or an loyall LAST WEEK? 

eo What were your most important activities or duti.l? (For I DNa • 0 Yes - Absenl - SKIP to 2Ba 
• 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 example; tYPing, keeping occount books. selling cars. etc.) 

L",'·~:-'::~.,:;·.:,· """, '. .::, ",-:. " INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS .. \:'-'., .... ~. ·.t '::': : •. '~.". \ .. ;',)!:'1.:'0: 36. The follOWing questions refer onl~ to things thot '0 Yes _ How mint 
46. Did you flnd any evidence that someone happened to you during the lost 1 month. _: tlm.'f 

ATTEMPTED 10 "001 .omelhing that ' 0 Yes - How mint b.tw .. n __ l. 197_ and __ • 197_. Old : 0 No I tlm.sf 
b.langod to you? (oth.r than any iO No you have your (pock.t picked/purse snatch.d)? J 
incldenh a~r.ady mentionfi.d) I 

37. Did anyan. to ••• omethlng (.Ise)'dlroctly 
: 0 Yes - How mlny 47. Old yo~ call tho pollco dU;ing tho last 12 month. to report from you by using force, such a. by a stickup, 

!ONO 
tlmn? som.thlng that happened to you which you thought was a mugging or threat? 

crim.? (Do not count any calls made to the police 
38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by u.lng .Iorco 

I 0 Yes - How min)' @ conc.rning the incidents you have just told me about.) 
or threatening to harm you? (other than any 

I ·tlmelf t±j 0 No - SKIP to 48 incidents already mentioned) 10No DYes - What hapPlned? 
39. Old anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you 

: 0 Yes - How min, :::.:0 with something, such as a rode or bottle? 
(~th.r Ihan any Incidonls alroady mentlanod) I thulf 

,ONo t Look al ~7 Was HH member 12 , 40. Were you knU.d, ,hot at, or attacked with 
: 0 Yes - How mlny CHECK anacked or threatened or was some-: 0 Ves - ~ow min)' some other weapon by anyone at all? (other 
I tlm •• f ITEM C Ihlng slolen or an atte;"PI made 10 :ONo t " •• , than any inc:ldents already m.ntloned) lOtiO sleal somelhing thaI belonged 10 him? ~1. Did anyone THREATEN to blat you up or 
: 0 Yes - How man, 48. Did anYlhing happon to you during tho la.t 1'2 month. which THREATEN you with a knif •• gun. Or .aml 

other weapon, HOT including telephone threats? 10No tlmn' @) lOU thought wal a crlm •• but did NOT r.part to thl pollco? 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) , tTl oth.r than any incid.nts already mentioned) , o No - SKIP to Check Item E ~2. Old anyono TRY to attack you In soml 

I DVes - Hi:W min), i:±j 0 Y., - What hapPlnld? oth.r way? (other than any Incidents 
:0 tim .. , alroady mentioned) 
I No 

43. 'Ouring the last 12 months, d.id anyone .teal : 0 Yes - How II\lft, t Look al~B Was HH member 12 t 'OVes Ho" ... thtngl that belonged to you fr~m lns Ide any car 
lONo 

tlm.sf CH ECK attacJced or threacened. or was some.1 - tlm.d "1 or truck, such as package, o<.(c:lothlng? 
ITEM 0 thing sloien or an attempl made 10 10 No 

.44. Was anything Itolen from y~u while JOu W.re : 0 Yes - How many sleal somelhin, Ihal belonged \0 him?' 
away from hom., for instance ot wo , In a 

I times, 
, Do any of Ihe screen questions contain any entries theater or re.taurant, or while traveling? 'DNa CHECK for "How many times?" 045. (Oth.r than any incldenh you've already 

~ 0 Ves - How mlny ITEM E 0 No - Interview next HH member. End inlervie .. mlntianod) Was anything (else) at all .tolln 
:ONo 11 .... ' i( last reSPondent, and fill item 13 on cover. Irom yau during tho la.t 12 month.? , o Yes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. "'ORM ".Ca-3 tl • .u,UI 

tl: 
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14. 
NAME 

15. 16. 
LINE 
NUMBER 
(cc8) 

17. IS. 19. 200. 
~\ IllARITA1.. RACE 
BIRTH. STATUS (CC IS) 

,20b. 21. 
SEX 
(cc 17) 

22. 23.Who' 10 ,Ite h1,h .. , "od. 24. 
TYPE 

~==-....,,=,.,....I OF 
KEYER - BEGIN INTER. 

NEW RECORD VIEW 

Last @ 

RELATIONSHIP 
TO HOUSEHOLD 
HEAD 
(cc9b) 

DAY (cc 14) 
(e< 13) 

: ORIGIN 
, (cc 16) , , , 
• • 

ARMED 
FORCES 
MEMBER 
(cc 18) 

(ew Y'") of r'lul,r Ichool Old you 
you hav, ever ,","ad? complet, 
(ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. 11101 , .. r' 
Transcribe tor 25+yrs.)(cc19) tec 20} 

'OPer , o Head 
___ OWifeofhead '0M. 

_OWd. 
300. 
_OSep. 

·ONM 

'OW. ! 'OM ,DYes 00 0 Never attended 
or kinderaarten 

• DYes 
-ONo 1-, _____ -1- OTel 

First 30NI, 
, Fill 
16-21 

300wn child 

1
40 Other relative 
$ 0 Non-relatlve 

-ONell.I-- _OF _ONo 
30Ot. 1 __ Elem. (01-08) 

__ .H.S. (09-12) 

CHECK 
ITEM A 

Look at item -4 on cover page. Is this the same 
household.as last enumeration? (Box I marked) 
DYe. - SKIP to Check Ilem 8 0 No 

259. Did you liv. In Ihil houu on April 1, 1970? 

@ , 0 Yes SKIP 10 Check Item 8 20 No 

b. Wh.re did you Ii¥e on April 1, 1970? (Stolo, lorelgn counlry, 
U.S. poneslion, etc.) 

State, etc. County 

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.? 
I 0 No 2!:J Yes - Name of city, lawn. village. etc')l 

[ I I J J 

• I Collelle (21-26') 

26d. Hav. you b •• n looking lor work during th. pall 4 w •• k.? ® 10 Yes No - When did you lOll work? 

27. 

@ 

2 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 
• 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP I 3 
40 Never worked a 6 

II Ih.r. any r.Olon why you could no!lok. ci job LAST WEEK? 

, 0 No Yes - 2 0 Already h •. , a rob 
3 0 Temporary ~Hness 
• 0 Going to school 
• 0 Other - SpecifY, 

2Sa. For whom did you (Ialt) work? (Nome of company, 
business, organization or other employer) 

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

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

CHECK" Is this person 16 years old or older! b. Whal kind al'bulln ... or Indullry I. Ihl.? (For example: TV 
ITEM B.,. 0 No _ SKIP 10 36 0 Yes and radio mfg •• relail shoe slore. Star. Labor Depl •• (arm) 

260. Whol w.r~ you doing moll 01 LAST WEEK - (working, @ I I I I 
ke.ping house, going to school) or something .Is.? c.7.W::-o-r.'-y-OU'---'--------------------l 

10 Working - SKIP 10 280 60 Un,?le to work-SKIP t026d @ ,0 ~n .• mploroe 01 a PRIVATE cOmpany, bUII.u. or 
20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired Indlvidua for wage I, salary or commif,1Iions? 
• 0 Looking for work 80 Other - SpecifY;r 20 i. GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (Fod.ral, Sta!o, counl" 
4 0 Keeping house or local)? 
• 0 Going to school (If Armed Farces, SKIP to 280) 

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

@ a 0 No Yes - How many haurs? ___ - SKIP 10 280 

c. Did you have a job or business from which you worE' 
temporarily abunl or an loyall LAST WEEK? 

'0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP 10 280 
• 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP 10 27 

36. The following qutlstions ref~r only to things that 10 Yes - How many 
happened to you during the last 12 months _: tlmesl 
belw •• n __ l, 197_ and __ , 197_. Old lONO 
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? I 

• 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bUG In ... , prol ... io~ol 
practice ar farm? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY in lamily bUlinitn or larm? 

d. Wha.' kind 01 work were 'ou doing? (For example: eleclrlcal 
engineer, stock clerk, typist, (ormer) 

@II I I 
e. What were your malt important activities or duties? (For 

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

46. Did you find any evidence that someone 
ATTEMPTED 10 "eal .amolhing Ihal 
belonged to you? (other than ony " 
incidents already mentioned) 

I DYes - How nt.C1Y 
I tlm,d 
IONo , 

37. Did anyone talce something (else) directly J Dyes -Hew man, 47. Did you c"oll the police during the last 12 mont~""" to report 
from you by using force, such as by G stickup,: ~Im .. l something "that happened to you which you thought was a 
mugging or threat? J 0 NO' crime? (Do not count any colli mode to the polic~ 

f-:3:::S:-.-;D:::I..;d~a..:n::y.:..n-.-;;T~R7.Y"'I:...-r-o,..b-y-o-u-:b-,-u-l-:I-ng-:'Io-r-ce---~' = __ -===-I@concerningtheincidentsyouho".iusttoldmeabout.) 

or threatening to harm you? (other thon any : 0 Yes - rr:lj""' =+i 0 No - SKIP to 48 
incidents already mentiolled) : 0 No 0 yes - What happened? ____________ _ 

~~~~~~~~~~--~---=~LLj 
39. Did anyone beG: you up, attack you or hit you : 0 Yes - How mey ~l ----------------.~.~~ ---

with somnhing, such al a rock or boHI.? I IImll? ~ 
(olh.r than any Incid.nl. already monli.n.d) ,0No t Look ~t ~7 - Was HH member 12 t 10 H 

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with lOVes _ How asanJ' CHECK 2t!8Cked or threatened, or was some .. J Yes - U::17'"' 
some other weapon by anyon. at all? (other I UlMll ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :ONo 
thon any incidents already mentioned) : 0 Nc steal something that belonged to him?: < 

41. Did an,.ne THREATEN 10 b.al you up or : 0 Yes - How .... ' 4S. Did anything happ.n 10 you during Ih. lOll 12 m.nlhl .. hich 
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some I DNo tlmll' tQW you thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police? 
other weapon, HOT including telephone threats? : ~ (other than any Incidents already mentioned) 

r.::-:{:-:ol""h_e_r _'h_o_n..,a=n",y",i",n_c·-'d-.-nl-'.,.a-l-r.-a",d.:,y-m-._n-'·-'o_n_.d.,;) __ ;..1 ___ -===-I-I-+J---.J-j 0 No - SKIP to Check /tem e 
42. Did onyono TRY 10 attack 'ou in I.m. '0 yes _ How mo., [±] 0 Yes - What happ.n.d? ____________ _ 

other way? (~th.r than any incidents I tim'" 
already mentioned) ~ 0 No 

43. During Ih. lOll 12 monlh., did anyone ".01 ' 0 Y H t Look at 48 - Was HH member 12 + '0 Yel - Ho ..... , 
things that belon~ed to you from inside any car I es - ow m.n, CHECK attacked or threatened, or was s.ome"l tim'" 
or truck, such as pockoSJu or clothing? : 0 No th"lll ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to 10 No 

steal something thaI belonged to him? 
44. Was anything. stolen from you while you w.re : 0 Yes - How mant 

away from home, for instance :Jt wark, In a ,tlm .. l Do any of the screen questions contain lIny entries 
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? 'ONe CHECKt for "How many times?" _ 

I-A;;5,...~{;:;O::.;lh:.:.::r~th~a.,;n~0.:.n::y::;;.:ln:.:c:;;id;..e.:.n:,.ts:..::.yo:.:u:, • ..:ve:.:..:a;.lr:.:e:::ad~y:....--.... :~O~Y:e;"s-'--H...;o= .. =mo=lI'J~ ITEM EDNa - Inlerview n01,1 HH member. en. d inlerview 
mentioned) Wal anylhlng (el .. ) ., all .'olen j 11m." if losl respondent. and fill item 13 on cover. 
Irom you during Ihe 1011 12 monlhl?;ONO 0 Yes - Fill Crime InCident Reparrs. 

Survey Instruments 71 

i: }:i;:,~,'\;X!;~::}·:~gfj;y:,\\';~;;;:;':<; ,:,,:)~1'] PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS \\ '., ;'1 '~,":;:':: :>:<C\,.21' :M';i'.;:,,::,;',::{;;;:r 
~~ME 15. 16. 17. IS. 19. 20.. .20b. 21. 22. 23.Wh.1 II Ihl hl,hnt arod. 24. 

TYPE LINE RELATIDNSHtP lliT IllARITAL RACE lORIGIN SEX ARMED (or y • .,) 01 lI(ulor Ichool Old 'ou 
r-,.= ....... - ....... -.....,/ OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD BIRTH- STATUS (cc 15) , (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES 'ou h ••• I •• , otlend.d, complill 

KmRREloER'li
N ~~~:R- (cc8) ~~:, rc~~3) (cc 14) ! ~~~~~R ~~~s~~h,'~e;~~~~!;;;~:(rc~!l) l~~Io)or' 

Last @ @) @ @) @ @ i @) @ @) @) 
'OPer 'OHead' '0M. 'OW. I 'OM ,DYes ooONeyeroUended 'DYes 

I-F-I-,.-t.----.....,/-OTel __ 'OWlfeothead ___ OVId. _ONeil.! __ -OF _DNa orklnderga,ten _ONo 
.>ONljI 300wnchlld 300. 300t. i __ Elem.(01-08) 
J6~1 -0 Olherr.latlye - 0 Sep.. __ H.S. (09-12) 

• 0 NonofelatiYe • 0 N M I Collelle (21-26.) 

CHECK 
ITEM A 

Look at item 04 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for wark during th~ past 4 week.? 
household as la.t enumeration? (Box I marked) ®, 0 Yes No - When did you I •• t work? 
DYes - SKIP 10 Check Ilem 8 0 No 20 Up 10 5 years ago - SKIP 10 280 

250. Old you liv. In Ihil haUl. an April 1, 1970? 305 or more years ago} r.;:.. • 0 Never worked SKIP 10 36 
~ I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item 8 20 No 

- 27. II Ih.ro .ny roalon why you <auld nollak. a rob LAST WEEK? 
~,. Where did you liv. on April 1, 1970? (St •. I., for.lgn counlry, ~052 

U.S. p ...... lon, .,c.) ~ , 0 No Yes - 2 0 Already has a lob 
• 0 Temporary Illness 
4 [J Going to school County 

c. Did you live Inside the" limits of a city, town, vlllQge, etc.? 
t fJ Other - SpeCify, 

I 0 No 20 Yes - Nome of city, lawn. viI/age, erc'l 

r·r T T T 
2Sa. For wh;m did you (Ia.,) work? (Name of company 

business. organizadon or other employer) , 

d. Were you In Ih. Arm.d Forc ... n April ;, 1970? 

, 0 Yes '0 No @ x 0 Never worked - SKIP '0 36 

CIjECK" Is this person 16 y.ars old or old~rl b. Whal kl?d 01 bulin.~1 .r Indullry II Ihll? (r~r example: TV 
ITEM B.,. 0 No - SKIP to 36 0 Yes and rad,o mfg .. relo,1 shoe Slore, Slole L<ibot Depl •• form) 

26 •• Wh., w.re you doing most 01 LAST WEEK - (working @ I I I 
keeping h~use, going to school) or.aomethlng elle? ' c. ~Wii:.=,.:-::y':'ou':---'-------------------J 
'0 Work.ng - SKIP to 280 "0 Unable to work-SKIP to26d @ , 0 An .mplo •• 01 a PRIVATE company, bUlin ... or 
20 With a job but nat at work 70 Retired . Indlvldu.r lor wag .. , 1.lary or comml .. l.nl? 
lD Looking for Work 80 Other - SpeCIfy 20 A GOVERNMENT I (" diS 
4 D Keeping house 7 ar local)? emp oye. ....e era, tote, county, 

• 0 Going to school (If Armed Farces. SKIP to 280) 

b. Old you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counling work 
around Ih. hou .. ? (Nole: If form or business operator In HH. 
ask abOUI unpaid work.) 
00 No Yes - How many hours? ___ - SKIP 10 280 

c. Old you have a job or business from which you were 
t.mp.r.rily abunl 0, on loyall LAST WEEK? 

, 0 No 20 Ye. - Absent - SKIP to 280 
• 0 Ye. - Layoff - SKIP 1027 

• 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bUllne .. , prol ... ion.1 
practice or farm? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY In lamily buIine .. or I.rm? 

d. Whal kind 01 work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
enilineer, Slack clerk, Iyplst. former) 

@) I I I 
e. What were your most important activities or duties? (For 

example: typing, keeping OCcounl books, seiling cars. elc.) 

:ii'c\;.':~"~·,,';>.:'!;.~':'~;""~~":/"',.'.::,;:;:':,:::J INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I,'. '~:,:;\'ih?>'\,:,.:}'> :';'\\":·t':~~·':.': :\;.::F;:",~::;;:: 
36. The following questions ref.r only to things that 10 Yes _ How m.ny 46. Did you find any evidence that someone 10 Yes - How m.ny 

happ.nod 10 you during the 10.' 12'!"onthl - I limn, ATTEMPTED to Ileal lom.,hing thaI' tlmn' 
belw •• n __ l, 197_.nd __ , 197 __ • Old ,ONO b.l?ng.d 10 you? {olh.rlhanany lONO 
you have your (packet picked/purse snatched)? , incldentl already montioned) I 

37. Did .nyon. '0k. lomolhlng (el .. ) dlreclly I Dye. _ How mo., 47. Old you calilhe folico during Ih. 1011 12 month I 10 r.port 
from you by using force, such as by a stichup,: IImlll lomething that happened to you which yoU' thought was a 
mugging ar thfoat? 10 No crime? (Do not count any calli mode to the police 

"3;;S;-."'iD:;;I"';dC:a:-nC:v':'.n".~T-;;R~Y"'I:-o-r-o'b-y-o-u-;b-v-u-.-:I-nn-;'Io-r-c.---+'......:---===-.j@conc.rnlnglhoir.cldanllyou han jUlllold m •• bout.) 
, ,., 0 Ye. - How mony ffi 0 No - SKIP to 48 

or thr.al.nlng to harm y.u? {othor than any " 0 No tlmn' 0 Ye. _ What happen.d? 
~~I~nc~l~d~.n~t~ • .,;a~l~r.~ • .:.d~y~m~.~n~Ii~.~n.~d~)..".. __ ~ ___ ~.:: __ -====-~ -----------------------

39. Old anyone boat yoo up, attack you or hit you , 0 Yes _ How mon, -;:-' ---------------------
with lom.thing, such as a fock or bottle? : tim .. ? .I-~' ---7',:=;:-=:-':';--;;;:-:-=;---,...--.,.::,..........,.--------l 

h;:;-;;{;;:al~h~.:.r ::'h:;;a:;;n..:a;:;n:!.y-;.l.:.:n:,.cI~d7·:.nl:::l~a::l.:.;re::a::d:!.y7m::;.:;:n:::tl:;0::;n::.d::!)......:_l.' O~::.N:.O _-===-L~ CHECK t Look at ~7 Was HH member 12 t 10 Yes _ How m ... , 
40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with '0 Yes _ How m'n, . 8t~acked or threatened, or was some .. '1 tim .. ' 

•• m. athOl w.apon by anyone 01 .II? (othor l tlmn' ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to 10 No 
Ihan an, Incld.nts alr •• dy ",.nlloned) , 0 No steal something that belonged to hlm?l 

41. Old anyone THREATEN to b.al you up or 10Yes-Ho.men, 4S, Old anything h.ppln 10 you during Ih.loll12 monlh. which 
THREATEN you .. Ith a knlf., gun, or 10m. tim." @) , Ih ht I b did NOT h I 
other .... pon, NOT. Including t.loph~n. threal.', '0 No 059 Y' uh aug WOI. cr m., ul r.port to I • po leo? ... : ~ (ot er than any Incidents al ready mentioned) 
(other than any Inei,denll alr.ady m.ntioned) I 1 _I J 0 No - SKIP to Check Ilem e 

42. Old anyone TRY I. ~l1ock y.u In lome '0 Ye. - How mon, EE 0 Yes - What h.pp.n.d? 
olh.r .. ay? (olh.r Ihan .ny Incid.nts ,10 No tim'" 
alr.ady m.ntioned) 

43. During tho 10.' 12 monthl, did onyon. 11 •• 1 • 0 Y H _ Look at ~8 Was HH member 12 + • 0 Yes - How m. 
r es - ow m.ny CHECK ~ attacked or threatened, or was some-' Ilml" II'J 

thlngi Ihol b.longod to you lrom Inlld. any car, tI II 
or Iruck, .uch 01 packav •• or clolhing? .0 No ml ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to lo No 

steal something that belonged to him?' 
44. Wos anythl.ng Itolen from you while you Were 1,0 Yes - tHlmow •• mr.n, 

~away from home, for instance at work, 1n a 
theater or rutaurant, or while traveling? lONe 

" Do any of the screen questions contain anr entries 
CHECKt for "How many times!" 
ITEM EDNa ~ Interview nexl HH member. end inlerview 

if lost respondenl. and (1/1 Ilem 13 on cover. 
DYe. - Fill Crime Incident Reporls. 

45. (Other than any Incidents you've alr.ady : DYes - How m.ny 
m.ntlon.d) W.I onythlng (.I .. ) 01.11 Ilol.n 10No tlmn' 
Irom you durin V th. lOll 12 mO~lhl? , ~ 

.., 
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Criminal Vlcllmlzatlon Surveys In Oakland 

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS 

14. 15. 16. 17. IS. 19. 200. l20b. 
IIAIIE TV~E LlIIE AGE MARITAL R ACE 10RIGIII su 

(CC 16) (cc 17) 
ARMED 
FORCES 
MEIIIER 
cc 181 

OF IIUIIIER LAST STATUS (cc 15) IIRTH· ;lEYER - 1E1I11I IlInR· (cc8) DAY (CC 14) 
IlEW RECORD VIEW cc 13) 

Last @) (ill) @) @) 
'oPer ,oMelel 'OM. 
-oTel _oWlle 01 head "oWd. 

@ 
'Ow. 
-oNel 

@ 
'OM 
_OF 

(§ 
',oves 
_DNa 

@) 
00 0 NeVlr attended 

Of klnderJlrten 

@) 
'DYes 
_DNa 

First loNl, • 0Own child 'Do • ,DOL __ Elem. (OHI8) 
__ H.S. (09-12) 

__ Collele (21-26.) 
Fill • 0 Olher ,.,.tlve ·oSep • 16-21 

50 Nonofel.tlve soNM 

CHECK 
ITEM A 

Look al Item ~ on covor pale. Is this the same 
household IS lasl enumerallon? (Box I marked) 
DYes - SKIP 10 Check Item BONo 

26d 
@) 

Hav. you b •• n looklnv for wor~ durlnv tho past 4 w •• ks? 
, 0 Yes No - Wh.n did you last work? 

• 0 Up to 5 years .,0 -SKIP to 280 

250. Did you live In this hau .. on April 1. 1970? • 0 5 or more years ato} SKIP 10 36 
- 0 Never worked @9 , 0 Yes - SKIP 10 Check Ilem B • 0 No 27. Is t~or •• ny rooson why you could not 10k. 0 lob LAST WEEK? 

b. Where did you II ••• n April 1. 1970? (St.t •• forolvn country. 
U.S. pOlli ••• lon, .t~.) 

State, etc. County 

c. Did you II •• Inald. tho 1I .. lta 01 • city. town •• llIov ••• tc.? 

@ , 0 No Yes - • 0 Already has. job 
• 0 Temporary Illness 
_ 0 Gain, 10 school 

• 0 Other - SpeCify, 

§ '0 No • 0 Yes - Name of clly, lawn. viI/age. etc., 
2S •• For who .. did you (loot) work? (Name of Company. 

business, organization or other employer) (§) 
d. Wore you In tho A,...d F.re ... n April 1. 1970? 

® '0 Yes .0 No @ X 0 Ney~r worked - SKIP 1036 

CHECK.... Is this person l(j years old .or older? b. Wh.t klnd-.f bu.ln ... or Indu.try Is this? (For example: TV 
ITEM B.,. 0 No - SKIP 10 36 0 Yes an~ ttldio mfg .. relail shoe slore, Siale Labor Depl .. farm) 

26 •• Wh.t wore y.u d.in, .. ost.f LAST WEEK - (w.rkln,. @ 
kHpln, houso. gain, to school) .r ..... thln' .I .. ? c. Wore you _ 
, 0 Working - SKIP 10 280 60 Unable 10 wcrk-S/C/P lOUd @ , 0 An .mplar" of a PRIVATE c.mp.ny. bu.ln .... r 
• 0 With a job bUI nOI at work 7 0 Retired Indlvldu. f.r W.,OI. s.lory .r c.m .. I .. I.nl? 
3D Lookin, for work 80 Other - SpaCify, • 0 A GOVERNMENT .mpl.y •• (F.dor.l. St.I •• county. 
_ 0 Keepin, house .r 10c.I)? 

• 0 Goin& to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP 102Ba) 3 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bualn .... prof ... lan.1 
practice or farm? 

b. Did y.u d •• ny work .t .11 LAST WEEK. n.t c •• nlin, w.rk 
a,.und tho h.u •• ? (Note: If farm or business opera lor In HH, 
ask aboul unpaid work.) 
00 No Yes - How many haU,.? __ - SKIP to 2Ba 

_ 0 W.rkin, WITHOUT PAY In f • .,ily bu.ln .... r f.,..? 

d. Wh.t kind of w.rk wor. y.u doln,? (For example: electrical 
en,lne ... stock Clerk. Iyplsl, farmer) 

c. Old you hove a job or bUline'l from which you w.,. 
temp.rorily .b .. nt ar.n I.y.ff LAST WEEK? 

@ 
e. What were your mOl' impeortant activltie, or dutie.? (For 

example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.) , 0 No • 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP 10280 

• 0 y, .. -·Layoff - SKIP 10 2_7 ",:,:,:::-::=~:-::=~:,:""::;-:;:::=~,:,:",,,.~r.!'!'!!!=~~~~~~~_~_~ 
INDIVIDUAL SCRE2H QUESTIONS ,'i!Il ~"~~'J-!{,:.'€~;f,t~~~i~~l:·i:ft~\.~.t?'i:{·~i.:%; .. ~i:~:,~{i·tt~1'" 

36. Th. fallowlnv qu •• tl.ns refor onll to thin,s th.t '0 Yes _ Ho ..... ' 
h.pp.n.d t. you durin, tho I •• t 12 ... nths - 1 11 ... 1 
botw •• __ l. 197_and __ .197_. Old 10No 
y.u ha •• your (pock.t plck.d/pu,. •• n.tch.d)? I 

37. Did .ny.n. t.k. s .... thln' (.1 .. ) directly : 0 Yes _ How .... ' 
from you by ulin, force, I"ch 01 by a Itickup, I U ••• t 
mugging or threat? ~ 0 No 

38. Did ony.n. TRY t. r.b y.u by u.ln, f.re. , 0 Ye. How N.Y 
or threatening to harm you? (other than any I - tI ... t 
Incld.nts olre.dy ... nti.n.d) : 0 No 

.f.6. Did you find any evidence thot lom.or.. 
ATTEMPTED t •• toal s.m.thln, th.t 
b.lon,.d I. y.u? (.th.r th.n .ny 
Incld.nll .Ire.dy m.nll.n.d) 

I 0 Yes - How .,., 
I tI .. " 
IDNo , 

47. Did y.u c.1I tho polico du,lng tho la.t 12 m.nlh. tA rep.rt 
s.m.thln, th.t h.pp.n.d 10 y.u which you Ih.u,ht was. 
crime? (Do not count any call. mad. to the polic. 
concerning the Inciden'. you ha .... jUlt told m. abovt.) 
DNa - SKIP 10 <18 
DYes - Wh.t h.pp.n.d? ____________ _ 

39. Did onyon. beat you up, aHack you or hit you : 0 Yes _ HI. II_Y 
with lomethlng, luch 01 a rock or bottle? I u ••• r ~_---:-_:__.,,._.,....,,,_""",._=,._-,._""':"::__:------~ 
(athor th.n .ny Incld.nt •• Iready ... ntlan.d) ,0 No t Look at ~7 - Was HH member 12. : 0 Y H 

1-~=.-:W~ • .;,:r.;,:.~y~o;;.;u~k:...n::;lf~ • .,d.;;.;;;ah;.;o.;,:t.;,:o:,;t.;...;;.;r~.:,;":,;a;.:.c"k~.;';d:';'w~l;'th~--~' o:::;:'-Ye-S---H-="=_=-~ CHECK attacked or threatened, or Was sa"e-, e. - 1I::.'i"'" 
..... athor w.ap.n by .ny.n •• t all? (.thor I 11 •• 1 ITEM C Ihin, slolen or an attempi made 10 :0 No 
th.n any Incld.nta alre.dy montl.n.d) ,0 No steol somethln, thalbolon,ed 10 him?: 

41. Did anyone THREATEN t. b •• t yau up .r : 0 Ye. - How -J Did anything h.pp.n to you durin, tho I.,t 12 ... nlhs which 
THREATEN you with. knlf •• gun •• r aam. ',DNa 11 ... 1 y.u thought w.' a crl .... but did NOT rep.rt to tho police? 
.thor w •• p.n. NOT Includln, t.lephon. th,oat.? (.thor th.n .ny Incldonts alro.dy ... nlionod) 
(athor th.n .ny Incld.nt. alreody ... ntl.n.d) : 0 No _ SKIP 10 Check Item E 

""'42:-• ...,D:-I,..,d:-.-n-y-o-n.-=T"'R""Y:-t-.-a-"-.-c-:i-~-.-u-J:-n-.-.-m-.----.. , o--Y-es-_-H'::"=IIIIIl'=--r;--; 0 Yes - What h.pp.n.d? ____________ _ 

other way? (other than any I;"~iclentl J,' 0 No II ... , 

already m.nti.n.d) ---....,,._-~~:.--==~~~:....-;_L~f;~~~~~~;;~~f7=f;::;:;.:~:;:::~ 
I h d d I , t Look at ~8 - Was HH member 12 + '0 Yea - HO."., 

43. Durin, tho •• t 12 m.nt •• I .n,'on •• t.. 'I oYes- Hoe ... ' CHECK allacked or Ihre.tened, or was some-' 11 ... 1 
thin,. that b.lang.d to y.u flOm In~ld •• ny car : ON. 11_1 ITEM D Ihln, slolen or an aitempi made 10 10No 
or truck, luch 01 package. or clolhi"g? steal somethin& that befonced to him?1 

"'" W,,_ anything Italen froln you whil.-;y.;'u;-;w;.;;,.;--:ho~YY;';;'-:-::-Hiiow~_~J;1.---...!~';;::::'':::::;:;::::!.=::''::::':~::':::::::::~---==...j 
away from ham., for inltance at walk, in 0 I u ... t Do any of the scteen questions contain any entries 
thoator.r rOltaurant, .r whil. tra •• llng? '0 No CHECKt for "How many I'mes?" , 

.. (Oth th I Id t '01 dy '0 Y H ITE" E ONe - Interview next HH member. End ,nlervlew ....,. er an any nc en I you Ye rea I, os - I' ....... , .,... If I d d f'II i 13 
... ntl.n.d) Wa, anything (.110) .t all .tol.n osl respan enl. an , tem on cover. 
from you ~.rl"1 tho I .. t 12 ... ntha? : 0 No __ 0 Yes - Fill Crime Incldenl Reparts. 
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KEYER - Notes 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 

Line number 

@) 
Screen question number 

@) 
Incldenl number 

@Y 
10. Y.u sold th.t durin, tho last 12 m.nths - (Refer 10 

appropriale screen quesllon for description of crime), 
In whot m.nth (did this/did tho flnt) Incld.nt h.pp.n? 
(Show flashcard If necessary. Encourage respondent 10 
give exact month.) 

® Month (01-12) 

Is this Incident report for a series of crimes? 

@) CH!:CK t ' 0 No - SKIP 10 2 
ITEM A • 0 Yes - (Note: series must have 3 or 

more Similar Incldenls which 
respondenl can't recall separately) 

b. In what month(s) did tho .. Incldon .. t.k. pl.ce? 

• (Mark 0/1 thai apPly) 

@ I 0 Spring (March. April. May) 
20 Summer (June. july, AUgusl) 
• 0 Fall (September, October. November) 
.0 Winter (December. january. February) 

How many Incidents wer.lnyolyed In thll .erle.? 
@) 

c. 
, 0 Three or four 

• 0 Five to ten 
30 Eleven Qr more 
• 0 Don't know 
INTERVIEWER - If series, Ihe follow ,'g quesllons refer 
only 10 Ihe mosl recenl Incldenl, 

2. About wkot time did (thl./th. m.,1 recont) 
Incld.nl h.pp.n? 

@) , 0 Don't know 
• 0 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m,) 

At nlghl (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 
306 p,m. 10 mldnl&ht 
• 0 Midnight 10 6 a.m, 
• 0 Don'l know 

30. Did this Incldont loke ploc. In,lde tho IImlli .f thl. 

@l 
city or lomewhere .lle? 
, 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP 10 ~ 
.0 Somewhere else In the United Siaies 
3D Outside the United Stales -END INCIDENT REPORT 

b. In wh.t Stat. ond c.unty did this Incld.nt .ccur? 

Slate , 
County 

@c. Old It happ.n Inlld. tho limit •• f a city. t.wn •• 1110,'. etc. 
,DNa 

@) 
• 0 Yes - Enler name of clly. 10wn, elc., 

I 1 L J I 
.c. Whore did this Incld.nt t.k. ploc.? 

}SKIP 1060 
@) I 0 At or In own dwelling, In garage or 

olher building on property (InCludes 
break·ln or attempted break·ln) 

.0 AI or In v8callon home. hotellmotel 
• 0 Inside commercial bulldln, such as 

store. restaurant, bank, las station, ASK 
public conveyance or station So 

_ 0 Inside office. faclary, or warehouse 

.0 Near OWn home; yard. sidewalk, < 
driveway, carport. apartment hall 
(Does nol Include break·ln or 
attempled break-In) SKIP 

60 On the street, In a park, field, play. to Check 
,round. school &rounds or parking lot Ilem B 

7 0' Inside school 

8 0 Other - Specify 7 

Survey Instruments 

NOTICE _ Your report to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law 
(Thle 13. U.S. code). II may be secn only by sworn CenSUS employec~ 
and may be used only for seatlstlcal purposes. 

FOAM NCH 
II.zl·nl 

u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONOI4IC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

DUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

5 •• Were you a customer, employ •• , or owner? 

@ '0 Cuslomer 
'0 Employee 

'OOwner 

• 0 Other Specify 
b. Old Ih. "o,..n(.) st.ol .r TRY 10 .t.al .nythlng Irom 

the Itore, restaurant, office, factory, etc.? 

(@ ,DYes } 
.0 No SKIP to Check liem B 
3D Don'l know 

6., Old tho .ff.ndor(.) Ii.o Ihor •• r ha ••• right to b. 
there, luch 01 a guest or a workman? 

@ I 0 Yes - SKIP 10 Check Item B 

·ONo 

• 0 Don't know 

b, Old Ibo .ff.ndor(.) .ctually got In .r lust TRY 10 got 

@) 
In tho bulldln,? 
, 0 Actually got In 

• 0 jusl tried 10 gel In 
3 0 Don't know 

c. Was there any evidence, luch 01 a broken lock or broken 
wlnd.w, th., tho .ffendor(.) (f.re.d his way InfrllIED 

• t. I.re. hla w.y In) tho building? 

@ 'ONo 
Yes - What w •• tho •• Idenco? Anything .I .. ? 

(Mark ,,1/ thai apply) 
• 0 Broken lock or window 
3D Forced door or window 

(or tried) } "" • 0 Slashed screen 10 Check 
• 0 Olher - SpecifY, Item B 

d • H.w did tho .ff.nd.r(.) (,.t In/try to got In)? 

@) , 0 Through unlocked door or window 
.0 Had key 
3D Don't know 

• 0 Olher - Specify 

Was any member of this household, , 
including respondent, present when this 

@ CHECK t Incident occurred? (If nol sure, ASK) 
ITEM B . 

I 0 No - SKIP 10 130 

·OYes 

7 •• Did the penon(l) have 0 weapon luch 01 a gun or knife, 
or lomethlng he WOI ullng 01 0 weapon, luch as a 

• bOHle, or wrench? 

@ ,DNa 

• 0 Don'l know 

Yes - Wh.t w.' the w •• p.n? (Mark all that apply) 

'OGun 

-0 Knife 

• 0 Other - Specify 

b. Did tho p.,..n(.) hit ~ ••• knock y.u d.wn •• r .ctu.lly 
attack you In lome ot er way? 

@) , CJ Yes - SKIP 10 7f 

20No 

c • Did tho p.no,,(.) throat.n y.u with harm In .ny way? 

@) , 0 No - SKIP 107e 

'OYes 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland 

I~~;;"!~',';f,?,;;;;,,:(\~'~"i!'<""\';;;iil CRIME'INCIDENT aU~STIONS - Continued ~~l,i;l~:i'\::i~;:;;,:,;}«/.i:',;,(,ifJ" <:,;.~;::Gj 
7d. How we,e you threatened? Any other way? 9b. Old you file Q claim with any of these Insurance companies or programs 

• (Mark all that apply) , @ in order to g~t part or all of your medical expenses paid? 
@ , 0 Verbal threat of rape 132 , 0 No - SKIP to lOa 

20 Verbal threat of attack other 20Yes 
than rope c. Old insurance or any health benefits program pay for all or part of 

3 0 Weap'~n present or threatened 
SKIP @ 

the total medical expenses? 
with weapon 

10 , 0 Not yet settled } _ 0 Attempted attack with weapon 
lOa 20 None. • • • • • • SKIP 10 lOa (for example, shot at) 

30AII •••••••• sO ObJect thrown at person 
_OPart .0 Followed, surrounded 

d, How much did In.urance or a h.all~ benetlt. program pay? 
70 Other - Specify @ S • kotH (Obtain an estlmale, If necessary) 

e. What actually happened? Anything .I .. ? 100. Old you do anything to prot.ct yourself or your proporly during the Incident? . (Mark all thaI apply) (ill) 10 No - SKIP 10 11 

@) , 0 Something laken without ~OYes 
permission . b. What did you- do? Anything el .. ? (Mark 0/1 that apply) 

z 0 Attempted or threatened to <ill) 10 Usedlbrandished gun or knile 40 Threatened, argued, reasoned, 
take something 20 Used/tried physical force (hit. etc. with olfender 

3D Harassed, argument, abusive chased, threw object, used other sO Resisted without force. used 
language weapon, etc.) evasive action (ran/drove away, 

_ 0 Forcible entry or attempted SKIP 30 Tried to get help. attract attention. hid. held property. locked door. 
forcible entry of house to scare of lender away (soeamed. ducked. shielded self, etc.) 

! 0 Forcible entry or attempted 100 Tielled. called for help, turned on ·O~~d;y entry of car Igjtts, etc.) 
60 Damaged or destroyed property 11. Was the crime committed by only Ot ... or more than one person? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to @) I OOnly one, 20 Oon't know - 3 0 More than on'il 

damage or destroy property SKIP 10 120 
80 Other - Specify, a. Was this perlon male f. How many persons? 

or femal.? @) 
@) 10Maie 

g. Were they male or femal.? 
I. How did the person(s) attack you? Any 20 Female ® I o All male 

• other way? (Mark 01/ Ihat apply) 
3D Don't know 20AII female 

@) 10 Raped 3D Male and lemale 
20 Tried to rape b. Howald would you .ay _ 0 Don't know 
3D Hit with object held In h.r.d.sho~. knifed the person was? 

h. Howald would you .ay the • 0 Hit by thrown object @ 10 Under 12 
@) 

younge •• wos? 
sO Hit, slapped, knocked down 

zO 12-1~ ,0Under 12 s0210rover-
• 0 Grabbed. held, tripped. Jumped, zO 12-1~ SKIP to j 

pushed. etc. 3D 15-17 3015-17 • 0 Don't know 
7 0 Other - Specify 

_0IB-20 _0IB-20 
80. What we,. the iniurles you suffered, if any? 5021 or over I. How old would you .ay t\. * Anything el .. ? (Mark 0/1 Ihol apply) 

.0 Don't know 
old •• t wa.? 

@ , 0 None - SKIP 10 lOr. @ 'OUnder 12 _0IB-20 
20 Raped c. Was the person someone you 2 0 12-1~ 5021 or ot'er 
3 0 Attempted rape knew or was h. a strunger? 3015-17 .0 Don't know 
_ 0 Knife or gunshot wounds @ , o Stranger j. Ware any of the persons known 5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
6 a Internal injuries. knocked unconscious 20 Don't know or related to you or were they 

SKIP all shange,.? 
7 0 Bruises. black eye, cuts. scratches. swelling 'D'"'~" } 10 e @ , 0 All strangers } SKIP 
80 Other - Specify sight only 20 Don't know 10m 

b. We,e you inlured to the e,dent that you needed _ DCasual 3D All relatives } SKIP medical attention after the attack? acquaintance _ 0 Some relatives to I 
@ , 0 No - SKIP 10 lOa s DWell known sOAIl known 

zOYes 
d. Was the person a relative 

• 0 Some known 
c. Old you receive any treatment at a bospltal? k, How well were thoy known? @ 10No .f yours? 

(Mark all that apply) .... 20 Emergency room treatment only @) 10No * @ I 0 By sight only 3D Stayed overnight or longer- Yes - What relatlon.h1p? 20 Casual SKIP How mony day.?" 
2 0 Spouse or ex-spouse aCQualntance(s) tom 

@) .0 Parent 
3D Well known 

I. How were they related to you? 
d. 'llMt wa. th. totol amount of your medical _DOwn child 

* (Mark 01/ that apply) 
exp.n ••• re.ultlng from thl. Incident, INCLUD· 

50 Brother or sister (@) , 0 Spouse or • CJ Brothers/ ING anything paid by in.uronc.? Includ. hOlpltol 
ex-spouse sisters and .Ioctor bill s, medicine, therapy, braces, and • 0 Other relative - _ 0 Parents 500ther-ony oth., InJury ,elated medical .• "P"' •••• SpeCify, 

_DOwn SpeCify; INTERVIEWER - If respondenl does not know 
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimate. children 

@ a 0 No coSt - SKIP 10 100 
s ___ .[M m. W.r. all .f th.m -
X 0 Oon't know e. "Wa\' ~./.h. - @) '0 Whit,? 

9 •• At the time of th .. incident, were you covered, (@) 'D~'.' } 20 Negro? 

by ony medical 'nsurance, or were tau eligible 
20 H.gro? • SKIP 

3D Oth .. ? - SpeCify, 
for b.n.flt. from-ony other typo of oolth 
benefits pregram, such as Muicald, Veterans' • 0 Other? -Spec.,r, 10 

_ 0 Combination - Soecifv"" A~mlnl.t"'t1.n, or Public W.II.re? 120 @}l ,0 No ••••• '}SKIP 10 100 
20 Don't know ----
30Yes • 0 Don't know 5 0 Don't know 

'1 
1 

I Survey Instruments 

l~~~,~5.;J';{·\;;~Jf> ;\I;'.;';);\. i.i~i/·.<.A CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued , .. ;,,,.1);,1:);"::" :'·,:;'.~i;}; '.'f' 
120. Were you tho only person there belldes the ollender(.) W .. a car or other motor vehicle taken? 

@) , 0 Yes - SKIP to 130 
CHECK t (BOK 3 or 4 marked In 13(J 

20No ITEM 0 DNa - SKIP 10 Check Item E 

'fow many of the.e penon I were robbed, harmed, or DYes 
to .eatened? Do not Include porson. under 12 yoars 
of age. 

140. Had permlnlon to uu the (car/motor vohicle) eYer be.n 
@) a 0 None - SKIP to 130 given to the person who took It? 

@}) t DNa ...... } 
Number of persons o 0 • k SKIP to Check Item E 2 on t now 

c. Wore any of these persons member. of ),our household? 
30Yes Do nat Include household members under 12 y.ars 01 age. 

@ oONo b. Old the person roturn the (car/motor yehlcle)? 
Yes - How many, not counting yourself? 

@) , DYes 

(Also mark "Yes" In Check Item I on page 12) zONa 
130. Was something stolon or taken without permission that 

bolong.d to you or othe .. In the household? Is Box I or 2 marked In 13f? 
INTERVIEWER - InClude anylhlng slolen from 

CHECK t ONo.- SKIP to 150 unrecognIzable business In respondent's home. ITEM E Do not include anything slolen from a recognizable DYes 
business in responc1ent's home or another business, such 

@) 
as merchandise or cash from a ,.g/sler. 

c. Was tho (purse/wollet/monoy) on your person, for 'nlt~.:H;e, 
I 0 Y .. s - SKIP 10 13f In a pocket or being held by you when It wal taken? 
z.ONo 

@) 10Yes 
b. Old tho person(.) ATTEMPT to tako lomethlng that 

@) 
belonged to you or others In tho household? zONa 

I 0 No - SKIP 10 13e Was only cash taken? (BOK a marked In 13(J 
_DYes 

CHECK t DYes - SKIP 10 160 
c, What did they try to toke? Anything el.e? ITEM F 

• (Mark nil that apply) DNa 

@) , o Purse 
ISo. Altogether, what wa. tho voluo 01 the PROPERTY _ 0 Wallet or money 

that wal taken? 
30Car 

INTERVIEWER - EKclude slolen cosh. and enler SO for 
• 0 Other motor vehicle slolen checks and credit cards, even If they were IIsed. 
s 0 Part 01 car (hubcap, tape.deck. etc.) 

@) .~ .0 Don't know S 
70 Other - SpeCify b. How did you decide the value 01 the property that wal 

Old they try to take a purse, wallet, • .tolon? (Mark ol/Ihal apply) 

CHECK t or money? (BOK I or 2 marked In 13c) @ I 0 Original cost 

ITEMC DNa - SKIP to IBa 20 Replacement cost 

DYes 3D Personal estimate of current value 

d. Was the (pu"e/wollot/money) on your perl~~, for 
• 0 Insurance report estimate 

inltanco In a pocket or being held? 50 Police estimate 

@> 1 DYes} 
.0 Don't know 

SKIP 10 180 70 Other - SpecifY 
zONa . e. What did happen? (Mark al/lhat apply) 

@) t {JAttacked 160. Was all or part of the stolen money or property recovered, 
20 Threatened with harm except for anything recelyed from Inlurance? 

30 Attempted to break Into house or garage @ 'ONOne } 
_ 0 Attempted to break Into car 20 All SKIP 10 170 

50 HDrassed, argument, abusive language SKIP 30Part 
to 

• 0 Damaged or destroyed property IBo b. Whot wal recovered? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened 10 damage or @ .~ destroy property 

Cash: S 
80 Other - SpecIfy and/or 

• Property: (Mark al/lhat apply) 
@) 00 C.sh only recovered - SKIP 10 170 

f. What was token? What .I,.? I o Purse 

@) Cash: $ ,~ 2 o Wallet 

andlor -OCar 

• Property: (Mark all that apply) • 0 Other motor vehicle 

@) o 0 Only cash take" - SKIP to 14e 50 Part of car (hubcap. tape-deck. etc.) 

, o Purse 
• 0 Other - Specify 

2 o Wallet 

-OC.r 
• 0 Other motor vehicle c, What was the yolue 01 the property recoyered (excluding 
50 Port of car (hubcap. tape-deck, etc,) rocoyor.d ca.h)? 

.0 Other - SpecIfy @) S ,~ 
~OR'" NC •• 4 ,. n JlI Pa,e 1/ 
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76 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

.i<:~:.;.:;';·;~/ •. i!: .. :;:J;::'i;...U;~;;i!1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued 1;,\;,',:;,\..~;/;i.":~:.;;/.if;,'.::'>':,'.'~;.~.:.:A·;'~ 

170. Was there any In.uronce agoln.t theft? 200. W.r. the police Infor.,ed of this Incld.nt in ony way? 

@) ,DNa ••••• 
} SKIP to 180 

@) tONa 
z 0 Don't know - SKIP to Check Item G 

z 0 Don't know Yes - Who told thom? 
_ 0 Household member} 

_DYes 40 Someone else SKIP to Check /tem G 

b. Was this loss reported to an insurance company? 
50 police on scene 

@) 10No ••••• 
b. What was the reason this incident was not reported to 

} * tho police? (Mark all that apply) 

z' 0 Don't know 
SKIP to 180 @) t 0 Nolhlng could be done - lack of proof 

zOOid not think It Important enough 
_DYes _ 0 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 

c. Was any of this loss recovered through insurance? 
40 Old not want to take time - tao Inconvenient 
50 Private or personal matte" did not want to report it 

@) , 0 Not yet sett'ed } 60 Old not want to get Involved 
SKIP to 180 7 0 Afraid of reprisal 

20Na ••••••• a 0 Reported to someone else 

_DYes 
sOOther - Specify 

Is this person 16 years or older? 
d. How much was recovered? CHECKt o No - SKIP to Check Item H ITEM G 

INTERVIEWER - I( property replaced by Insurance DYes - ASK 210 

company Instead of cosh settlement, ask for .stimate 210. Did you hay. a lob a' tho time thi. inci~ent happened? 
of value of the property replaced. @ , 0 No - SKIP to Check Item H 

zOYes 

@) ~ 
b. What was the lab? 

S ... @) , 0 Same as described in NCS-3 Items 2Ba-e - SKIP '0 
180. Did any household member lose any t1me from work Check /tem H 

because of this Incident? z 0 Different than described In NCS-3 Items 28a-e 

@) o 0 No - S/(,IP to 190 c. For w.hom Jid you work? (Nome of company, business, 
organrzation or other employer) 

Yes - How many members?, 

d. What kind of busine .. or industry is thl.? (For e.ample: TV 
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dopt .. farm) 

b. How much time was lost altogether? @) I I I I 
@) , 0 Less than I day e. Were you-

@ , 0 An employee 01 a PRIVATE company, buslne .. or 
201-5 days indivldua for wages, salary or commissions? 

306-IOdays _ 0 A GOVERNMENT employ.e (Federal, State. county or local)? 
_ 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ili .... profe .. ianal 

40 Over 10 days practice or farm? 

50 Don't know 40 Working WITHOUT PAY in family busine .. or larm? 

190. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident? f. What kind of work were you doing? (For e>ample: electrical 
For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) 
damaged, or damage done to a car, etc.? @) I I I I @ 1 0 No - SKIP to 200 

g. What were your most Important activities or dutiu? (For example: 
zOYes typing. keeping account books, seiling cors, flnls/Jlng concrete, etc.) 

b. (Was/were) tho damaged item(s) repaired or replaced? 

@) , 0 Ves - SKIP to 19d 
BRIEFLY summarize this Incident or series 

CHECK t of Inclden",. 

zONo ITEM H 

c. How mt~ch would It cost to repaIr or replace the 
damaged item(s)? 

.lwA } SKIP to 200 

, 
@) S !:~ 

X 0 Don', know t 
Loa" ot 12c on Incident Report. Is the!e an 

CHECK entry ror "How many?" '. 
d. How much wes the repair or replacement cost? ITEM I DNa 

@) x 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 
DYes - Be s~re you have on Incident Re/>Ofl. 

for each HH member 12 years of age 
or over who wos robbed. harmed, or 

~ 
threatened In this incident. 

S .... " 
Is this the last Incident Report to be 

e. Who pold or will pay lor the repairs or replacemont? CHECK t filled for this person? 

(Mark all that apply) ITEM J ONa- Ga to neK! InCident Report. . DYes - Is thIs the last HH member 
@ , 0 Househoid member to be interviewed! 

DNa - Interview no.t.HH member. 
-0 Landlord o Ves - END ENTER VIEW. Enter 
3 0 Insurance total number of Crime 

Incident Reports filled for 
_OOlher Specify this household In Item 13 

on the cover of NCS-3. 
., 8WO", . Pale 12 

@) 

@) 

. 

Survey Int;~;'umen~s 

KEVER _ No~"s 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 

Line number 

Screen question number 

Incident number 

NOTICE _ Your report to 'he Census Bureau Is confidential b)l law 
(Title 13. U.S. code). It may be seen onl)' by sworn Census nmployces 
and may be used only for statistical purposes. 

FO"M NCS'4 
(',U·HI 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS AOMltHSTRATION 

DtH~E:AU 0 ... TH£ CENIUI 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CiliME SURVEY 

, 
N 
C 

10. You said that during tho last 12 months - (Refer 10 
appropriate screen question for description of crime). 
In what month (did this/did the first) Incident happen? 
(ShoW flashcard If necessary. Encourage respondent to 
give e.act month.) 

Month (01-12) 

50. 

'0 Customer 
20 Employee 
_DOwner • 

Wer. you a ~u:~::':.Le:~~~::e~:~:~nE.r? EDN' I 
h. D~4~~Pt~~~:~:~:~~s::~:~i.~~=~ti/:~~~al~a=r=T==R~Y=t=0=.=t=ea~l~a=n=y=th~l=n=g~l=ro=m====~T 

C. HECK .. 
ITEMA .. 

the storo, restaurant, office, factory, etc.? 
Is this incident report for a series of crimesl @ lOVes } 

, 0 No - SKIP to 2 20 No SKIP to Check /tem B 
20 Ye. - (Nole: series must have 3 or _ 0 Don't know R 

more sImilar InCidents which .... -:--=~7--::--:--::::-;:--::---:---7"7--:------i 
respondent can't recall soperately) 6 •• Did the ollender(s) lIye th.r. or have a right to b. E 

b. In what rnonth(s) did those Incidents take place? ther., such as a guost or a workman? 

(Mark oil thot apply) @ , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check hem B P 
I 0 Spring (March, April, May) _ 0 No 
"0 Summer (June, July, August) 0 ® 
• 0 Fall (Septembar, October, November) _ 0 Don't know 
40 Winter (December, January, February) b. Old tho ollonder(s) actually get In or ju.t TRY to get R 

In tho building? 
c. How many Incidents were involved In this Icries? 

@ 1 0 Three or four 
z 0 Five to ten 

@ I 0 Actually got In T 

_ 0 Eleven or more 
.0 Don't know 

INTERVIEWER - If series. the follOWing questions refer 
only to the most recent Incident. * 

r-~2-.--A~bo~u-t-w~h~a-t~tl-m-e~d~i~d~(~th-I~./~t~he~m~a-s-t-re-"-e-n,~)------------~QID 
incident happen? 

@ I O.Don't know 

30. 

z 0 Ouring the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 
At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 
_ 0 6 p.m. to midnight 
40 Midnight to 6 a.m. 
s 0 Don't know 

Did ,hi. Incident take place insido ,h. I1mlts of thh 
city or somewhere Glse? 

z 0 Just tried to get in 
_ 0 Don't know 

c. Was thore ..:Iny ovldence, such as a broken lock or broken 
window, that the affond.r(.) (forced hi. way inlTRIED 
to force his way in) the building? 
10No 

Ves - Whot was the .yld.nce? Anything ols.? 
(Mark all that apply) 
2 0 Broken lack or window 
• 0 Forced door or Window 

(or tried) 
4 0 Slashed screen 
5 0 Other - SpeCifY, 

d. How did the off.ndor(s) (get In/try to got in)? 

} 

SKIP 
to Check 
It~m B 

, 0 Inside limits of this city - SKU' to 4 
z 0 Somewhere el.e In the United Slates 
_ 0 Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 

@ , 0 ThroL'gh unlocked door or window 
20 Had key 

b. In what Stato and county did this incident occur? 

State 

~c~ou~nty~===.==:==:==::===4p='=::::===:1 (ill) 

.30 Don't know 
40 Other - Specify 

Was any me,ober of this household, 
Including respondent, present when this 
incident occurred! (If not sur., ASK) 

c Did it happen Inside the limits of a city, town. Yillage •• tc. 
@' ,DNa 

CHECK .. 
ITEMB" , 0 No - SKIP to 130 

_OVes 
20 Yes - Enter name of city, town, etc" 

I I I I I I 
Where did this Incld.nt toko placo? 

other building on property (Includes SKIP to 60 
, 0 At or In own dwelling. In garagfl or } 

break-In or attempted break-In) 
z 0 At or In vacation home, hotellnlotel " 
_ 0 Inside commercial building such a. 

store. restaUrant, bank, gas station. \.. ASK 
public conveyance or station r 50 

40 Inside office,. factory, or warehouse 
50 Near own home; yard, sidewalk" ~ 

driveway, carport. apartment h~1I 
(Does not Include break-In or 
attempted break-In) 

60 On the street. In a park. field, play­
,round, school grounds or parking lot 

7 0 Inside s~hool 
B 0 Other - SpecifY..., 

SKIP 
to Check 
Item B 

70. Old ,h. person(s) hoye a weapon such as a gun or knife, 
or lomethlng he was using as a weap~n, such as a 
bottlo, or wronch? 

* @ 10No 

z 0 Don't know 

Yes - What was the weapon? (Mark 01/ that apply) 
-OGun 

40 Knife 

sOOther - .specify 
b. Old the penan(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually 

attack you In some oth.r way? 

@ , 0 Y~s - SKIP to 7( 

zONa 

c. Old the persan(.) thr.aten \"OU with harm in any way? 

@ 1 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

_DYes 

Po.e 13 
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ENT QU ESTIONS - Continued lB. n::;i,:,~:~;:;)I;;';:i~~,j~~~4.';~:"\"~'S'li CRIME INCID .,. -c- h of the .. Insurance companlos or programs "'~d~-How were you threatened? Any other w~y? 9b. ~i:'>;"~:L:~;:t ~'::tmo;~tll :i~our medical expen .. s paid? 
• (Mark all that apply) @ to No.- SKIP to 100 

@ , 0 Verbal th,eat of rape '0 Yet: t f 

• 0 Verbal threat of attack other d r any health benelits program pOy for all or par a 
than rape d c. Dthl. ti:t~i'~:d~c~1 expense,? 

• 0 Weapon pre . l3l 0 Not yet settled 
sent or threatene SKIP @) } 

with weapon to' SKIP to 100 
Attempted attack with weapon 100 • 0 None •• '" •• 

4 0 (for example, shot at) • 0 All •••••••• 

sO Object thrown at person ;.lo~~p~ar~t~~==~~;-;;,r.: h'eaiilollillthllbiib.en .. eiffillltis,p;;:roOjgjiriiamiilip;;;a;yyr-----l 
6 0 Foll"",.d. surrounded d. 'ifow muen did Insuran[t~a(Obtoin on estimate. if "ecessory) 
7 0 athol - Specify - @ s .' Iy during the Incident? 

•• Whot;;"ctuolly happened? Anything el .. ~ 
• (Mark all that apply) , I 

I'i'W , CJ Som~thi."g taken without 
~ permISSion 

_ 0 Attempted or threatened to 
take somethln~ 

3D Harassed, argument, abusive 
language 

40 Forcible entry or attempted 
forcible entry of house 

50 Forcible entry or attempted 
entry of car j 

60 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to 

damage or destroy property 
.0 Other - SpeCify, 

SKIP 
to 
100 

H-o-w--d-id--'h-e-p-e-r.-o-n·(.~)~o~t7.ta~c~k~y:o:u'?~A;ny~--~ 
• I. other way? (Mark all that apply) 

@ 'DRaped 
_ 0 Tried to rape h k If d 

100. Old you do anythlny !? protect your .. 1f or your proper 
@ , 0 No - SKIP to 1/ 

_ 0 Yes (Mark all that apply) 
b. What did you do? Anything el .. ? 4 o Threatened. argued, reasoned. 4 ' 0 Usedlbrandlshed gun or knlf~ etc. with offender 

~ • 0 Used/tried physical force (hl~ sO Resisted without force. used 
ChaS~, threw object, used 0 er evasive action (ran/drove away, 
weapon, etc.) hid. held propetty, locked door. 

• oTrled to get help, attract attention, ducked, shielded self, etc.) 
scare offender away (saeai11<!d, 600thot-telled, called for help, turned on Specify 

11. ights. etc.) d b lone or more than one person? 
Wa. the crlm. comml"e y on y 3 0 More than one ~ 

@) 

-
@5 

, 0 Only on<" _ 0 ~K'i~t ;."r~a -
a. Was this person male 

or female? 

'OMaie 

'OFemale 

• 0 Don't know 

b. Howald would you say 
the person was? 

f. How many person,? 

(@) 
g. Were they male or femalo? 

@ ,oAIl male 
,0AIl f,\maie 
3 O'l1ale and femaie 
• 0 Don't know 3D Hit with object h.eld in hand,s at. n e 

• 0 Hit by thrown ob,ect @ 
50 Hit, slapped, knocked d~wn 

,oUnder 12 

_012-14 

3015-17 

h. Howald would you say the 
youngest 'lItos? 

@ tOUnderl2 50210rover-
6 0 Grabbed, held, tripped, lumped, 

pushed. etc. 
7 0 Other Specify 

What were the iniuries you luffered, if any? 
* 80. Anything else? (Mark all that apply) 

t;:;;\ , 0 None - SKIP to 100 
~ ,0Raped 

• 0 Attempted rape 
40 Knlle or gunshot wounds @ 
5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
60 Inrernal injuries, knocked unconSc10ul~. 
70 Bruises, black eye. CUts, scratches, swe 109 
.0 Other Specify 

b Were you iniured to the ;;Jllten' that you needed 
• medical aUention ofter the attack? 
'0 No -SKIP to 100 

_ 0 Yes . c has lIal? 
c. Did you receive any treatment at p 

IiW 10 No Iy 
\.!!!!I 20 Emergency room treatment on 

3D Stayed overnight or longer -
How many days?, 

d. Whet was the totol amount 01 yo~r ~ .. dical LUD. 
expen.e. r .. ul~ng lrom this In~ldo, nt, I ':= hospitol 
HG th' paid by insurance, nc u 

I d ::tf):~111 medicine, therapy, LraceI, and 

_012-/4 SKIP to] 
• 015-17 60 Don't know 

4018-20 _018-20 

I. Howald would you say tho 5021 or over oldost was? 

60 Don't know ~;\\ , 0 Under 12 4018-20 
:;:=-::::'':::':::''_--=--:----1\:.::.' _ 0 12-14 5021 or over 

c. Was the person lomeone you 3015-'7 60 Don't know knew or was he a stranger? 

} 

j • Were any of .he p.nons known 
1 0 Stranger or related to you or were they 

o Don't know all strangers? } 
_ b SKIP r,;;.,I'7 1 0 All strangers SKIP • 0 Known y to e ~ to m 

sight only _ 0 Don't know 

• 0 All relatives } SKIP -0 Casual I i to I acquaintance _ 0 Some re at ves 

.0AIl known 
sO Weil known 6 0 Some known 

d. Wos the person a relai\~ k. How well wer. they known? 
.1 yours? • (Mark all that apply) ... 

lUi' '0 By sight only 
~ -0 Casual 

acqualntance(s) 
30 Well known 

t DNa 

Yes - What relatlon.hlp? 
2 0 Spouse or ex-spouse 

• 0 Parent 

-0 Own child 

sO Brother or sister 

60 Other relative -
SpeCify, 

SKIP 
to m 

I. How ... ere they related to you? 
• (Mark al/ thot apply) 
~ 1 0 Spouse or _ 0 Broth~rs/ 
~ ex .. spouse sfster~ 

_ 0 Parents • 0 Othe~>-
, 0 Own ' SpeClrYl 

children 

:: other i"iury'relat-d medical expenses. 
'NiERV/EWER - If responden.t aoes not know 
'~X'ac[ amount, encourage him (0 gIVe on estImate. 
DONo cost - SKIP to 100 

x 0 Don't know IJii' I 0 Whito? 
h • id t wlr. you cov.,.J \!!!I 9 At the time 01 t e ,nc en, I' 'bl. _ 0 Negro? 

o. by any medical Insurance, or wori ~ou'~h,g, SKIP 
for be. efits Irom any °h

thor ~!~~c:ld V.terans , 0 Other? -Speclfv, to 

... Were all 01 them -
@ I o While? 

zONegro? 
• CJ Other? - SpeCifYl 

S • • e. W.s he/she _ } 

ben.flt:l program, sue 01 , 12c 
Administration, or Public Welfare? 

@'DNo·,,·"}SKIPto lOot ~~_.J __ .!'~O;;!.!D~o:::n:.;'t~k:n:.::o:::w ______ .... l ______ !<lD~!D~oin'_t_k_n_ow~~ __________________ JL ______ -~;;D~D~o~n~.t __ kn_o_w_~_._ 
'OYes P ••• 14 ,. 

• 0 Combination - SpecIfy? 

"ORM HC ..... "·aI·7I) 

Survey Inltruments 79 
~?};;€,~~}i:;;:,:iSS~;~~~:'':': 't ;;;;:1\::,;: ~:'",( ;,:5 

'CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continuod ~<;~f~i;~i': >' .. 
120. Woro you tho only person thero bosldes tho offond.r(s) 

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken? @) to Yes - SKIP to 130 
CHECK , (Box 3 or 4 marked In 13() -DNa 
ITEM 0 o No - SKIP to Check Item E b. How many of these persons wer. robbed, harmed, or 

DYes threatened? Do not Include persons under 12 years 

140. Had permission to Ulie the (car/motor vehicle) ever been 

of age. 

@) a 0 None - SKIP to 130 
given to the person who took It? 

@) 'DNa •••••• } Number of persons 
_ 0 Don't know SKIP 10 Check icem E 

c. Were any of these persons members of your household? 
30Yes Do not Include household men:'bers under 12 yean of age. 

b. Old tho person return tho (cor/motor vehlclo)? 
@) DONo 

Yes - How many, not counting yourself? 

@) , DYes 
(A Iso m-;,;:;-y~;;r; Check Item I on poge 16) 

-DNa 130. Was something stolen or taken without permission that 

Is Box I or 2 marked in 131! 
belongod to you or others in tho household? , INTERVIEWER - Inc/ude anything stolen from 

CHECK 
DNa - SKIP to ISo unrecognizable bUsIness in respondent's home. 

ITEM E 
DYes 

Do not inClude anything stolen from a recognizable 
bUSiness In respondent's h("TIe or another busIness, such 

@) as merchandise or cash from a register. 

c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your persorl, for instance, 
, 0 Yes - SKIP to 13f 

In n pock.t or being h.ld by you whon It was token? 
_DNa 

@) I DYes b. Old the porson(s) ATTEMPT to tako something that 
bolonged to you or otho .. In the household? 

-DNa ® , 0 No - SKIP to 13e 

t 
Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in 13f) -DYes 

CHECK 
DYes - SKIP to 160 c. What did th.y try to tok.? Anything .I .. ? ITEM F 
DNa 

• (Mark 01/ that apply) 
@ '0 Purse 

ISo, Altogether, what Was tho value 01 the PROPERTY 
_ 0 Wallet or money 

that was token? 30Car 

INTERVIEWER - Exclude stolen cosh, and enler SO for 40 Other motor vehicle 

stolen checks and credit cards, even if they Were used. 50 Part of car (hUbcap, tape-deck, etc.) 

@ .~ 
6 0 Don't know 

s 70 Other SpeCify 

b. How did you decide tho value 01 the proporty that was • 5Iol.n? (Mark al/ that aPPly) Did they try to take a purse, wallet, 
@) , oOriginai COSt CHECK, or money? (Box I or 2 marked in 13c) 

ITEMC 
DNa - SKIP to IBa _ 0 Replacement Cost 
DYes - 30 Personal estimate of current value 

d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on ~our person, for 4 0 Insurance report estimate 
50 Pollee estimate instane;e ~" a pock.t Or being he' ? 

• 0 Don't know @ 1 DYes} 

7 0 Other - Specify 
SKIP to IBa 

-DNa 

e. What did happen? (Mark 01/ that oPplV) • 
@ I o Attacked 

160. Was all or part of the s.olen money or property recovered, 
except for anything received from Insurance? 

_ 0 Threatened with harm 

@) ,oNone} 
• 0 Attempted to break Into house or gar~l! 

'OAII SKIP to 170 • 0 Attempted to break Into car 
50 Harassed. argument, abusJve language SKIP ,0Part to 6 0 Damaged or des,foyed property 

IBa b. What was recoverecl? 7 0 Attempted or threatened to damage or 

@) 
.~ . destroy property 

Cash: $ • 0 Other - Specify 
and/or 

• Property: (Mark all that apply) 
@) a 0 Cash only recovered _ SKIP to 170 I. What WOI taken? What el .. ? 

'0 Purse 
,;, @ 

.~ -oWaliet C,sh: $ 

-oCar 
andlor 

40 Other motor vehIcle • Property: (Mark all that apply) 

5 0 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 
@ a 0 Only cash taken - SKIP to He 

, o Purse 

6 0 Other - Specify -OW.!!et 
'OC.r 

40 Other motor vehicle 

• 0 Part of car (hubcap, tape-dock, etc.) c. Whot was tho .alue 01 the proporly roco.ered (excludln. 
recovered cash)? 

.0 Other - SpecIfy_ @) S .rE 
Pace 15 

'" 

F 
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IONo ••••• } 
SKIP 10 IBa. 

• 0 Don't know 

'OYes 

b. WOI this loIS reported to an inauranc. company? 

10No ••••• } 
SKIP 10 IBa 

• 0 Don't kno~ 

'OYes 

c. Was any of this .. recoyered through insurance? 

I 0 Not yet settled } 
SKIP 10 ISa 

·ONo ••••••• 

'OYes 

d. much was ,.c;overed? 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by insurance 
company instead of cash settlement. ask for estimote 
of value of Ihe property replaced. 

• 
@) 

~~~====~.t~.~j~ ____ ~~~~ 
180. Did any houlehold member 10 •• any time from ",orlc 

because of this incident? 

• 
@ 

o 0 No - SKIP to 190 

Yes - HQW many members?., 

b. How much time was lost altogether? 

I 0 Less than I day 

• 01-5 days 

• 0 6-10 days 

40 Over 10 days 

but not taken in thil 
FOl was a lock or window broken, clothing 
damaged, or damage don. to a car, etc.? 

10 No - SKIP 10200 

'OYes 

b. "" .. ,woreJ 

I 0 Yes - SKIP tol9d 

'ONo 

repaired or replac.d? 

c. How much would it COlt to repair or replacl; the 
domogod IIom(.)? 

----•• } SKIP 10 200 
X 0 Don't know 

d. How much was repair or r.placement COlt? 

x 0 No cos, or don', know - SKIP 10 200 

e. Who paid or will pay for the repair, or replacement? 
(Mark 0/1 Ihat apply) 

I 0 Household member 

'0 L .. dlord 

:I 0 Insurance 

• 0 Other - Specify 

pa,_ (6 

Were Ihe police Informed of Ihl. incldonlln any way? 
ION. 
• 0 Don't know - SKIP to Check Ilem G 

• Yes - Who I"ld Ihem? 
• 0 Household member 
• 0 Somegne else SKIP 10 Check Item G 
• 0 Pollee on scene 

b. What was the ,eo Ion this Incident was not reported 'a 
t!le police? (Mark 01/ thaI apply) 
10 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
• 0 Old nOI think It Important enough 
• 0 Police wouldn', wan' to be bothered 
• 0 Old not want to take time - too Inconvenient 
50 Private or personal matter, did not want to report it 
60 Old not want to get Involved 
7 0 Afraid of reprisal 
80 Reported to .omeone else 
900ther-

Is 'his person 16 years or olderl 
o No - SKIP to Check Item H 
DYes - ASIC 2/0 

you have a lab al Ihe limo Ihh Incld.nl happened? 
I 0 No - SICIP 10 Check Item H 
'OYes 

b. was 
t 0 Same as described in NCS·3 Items 2lla-e - SICIP 10 

Check Item H 
20 Different than described In NCS·3 Items 2lla-e 

c. For whom did you work? (Nome of compony. business. 
organization or oCher employer) 

d. Whal kind 01 bulln ... or indu.lry I. .? /For e.ample: TV 
and radio mfg •• retail shae store. State Labor Dept •• (arm) 

e. W.re you-
lOAn emplor.e 01 a PRIVATE company. bu.in ... or 

indivldua for wages, salary or coritmls.slonl? 

2 0 A GOVERNMENT ...,Ioy" (Fod.rol. Sial •• county 0< local)? 
3D SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln .... prafe .. ional 

practice or farm? 

4 GJ Working WITHOUT PAY in fam1ly bu.lne .. or farlll? 

f. What kind of work wor. you 
engfneer. stock clerk. typist, 

e.ample: 'eleclr/cal 

g. were your mOlt Important activltle, or duties? (For example: 
typing. keepln, account books. seiling cars. finishIng cMcrete. etc.) 

CHECK" of incidents. 

ITEM H". --------------

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

CHECK 
ITEM I 

CHECK 
ITEMJ 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an 
entry for "How many?" 
ONo 
DYes - ae sure you have an Incident Report 

(or each HH member 12 years of age 
or over who was robbed, harmed, or 
Ihrealened In this Incident. 

personl 
o No - Go to ne.t Incident Report. 
DYes - Is this the last HH member 

to be Intervlewed? 
o No - Interview ne.t HH member. 
DYes - END ENTER VIEW. Enter 

tOlal number o( Crime 
Incident Reports filled for 
this household in Item 13 
on the cover NCS·3. 

I 
l 

Survey In.trument. 

OM B No "1~R2662' Approval Expires March 31 1977 .. 
FORM CVS·1Dl u.s. OEPA~TMENT OF COMMERCE 

NOTIce _ Your report to the Census BureDU Is confidential by 11.11.731 SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 
hlw (Title 13, U.S. Code).. It may be seen only by sworn Census BUREAU 0' THE CENSUS 
employees And may be used only 'or statl stlcal purposes. 

1. IDENTIFICATION CODES 
a. P'lU , b. Se,menl ". Line NO., d. Panel , •• DCC 

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 
r. IntervieWer g. Total number CITY SAMPLE code I (1) InCidents I (2) Incl •• nl .h .... 

INTRODUCTION 
Good morn Inc (allornoon). I'm MI(s.) __ (your namel __ horn Ihe U.S. Bureau 01 the Census. 
We are conductlnl • survey In Ihls area 10 measure Ihe extenl to which busiliesses are victims of 
burl'ar'es and/or robberies. The Government needs 10 know how much crIme Ihere is and where it Is 
10 plan and admlnlsler prolrams which will have .n Impact on Ihe crime problem. You can help by 
answerlnc some questions lor me. 

~ Port I - BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS 

2a. Is Ihls eSlablishmenl owned or opera led u .n In corp or. led 7. Did anyone else operale .ny departmenls or 
business 1 concessions or some other business activity 

In this est.bllshment durlnllhe 12 monlh 
I DY" -SKIP 103 period endlne ? 
'ONO 1 0 Yes - Lis' each department. concetlslon, or other 

b. How Is Ihls business ow nod or operaledl 
bUSiness activity on a separate line 01 
Section V 01 the sogment lolder, /I not 

1 0 IndiVidual propr1etorshlp 
alresdt listed. Complete 8 separate 
questlonnalro lor each one that lalls on 

z 0 Partnership 
8 sample line. 

1 0 Government - n~~rO:~t~v~~~ ,~~L y Jt 
'ONo 

of transportation DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART /I AND ANY 
- 0 Dth .. - spocl/Y7 INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE SEEN COMPLETED 

8. Wh.t were your approKimate sales 01 merchandise 
and/or receipts hom services allhls eslablishment 
tor Ihe previous 12 monlhs endlnl 1 

3. Do you (I he owner) opera Ie more than one eslobllshmenl? (Estimate .nnual sales and/or receipts /I not In 
I DYes business tor entire 12 months.) 
zONo 10 None 

4. Did you (lhe owner) operale this establishmenl at 2 Q Undet $10,000 
this locallon durlnl the enllre 12 month period 1 0 $10,000 to $2 ... 999 
ending ? 40 $25.000 to S"9,999 

IOYes 50 SSO,OOO to S99,999 

• 0 No - How many monlh. durlnl IMonlh' 
Ii 0 S I 00,000 to S0499, 999 

Ihe desllnated period? 7 0 S5OO.ooo to S999.999 
eO $1,000,000 and over 

5. Excluding you (I he ownerj(lhe partners) how 
many paid employees did Ihls esl,bll.hment .. er'le 

51 0 OthClr - Speclly 

durlne the 12 monlb period endlnt I INTERVIEWER USE ONLY 
10 None _0 8-19 9 •• Record olinlervlew 

'0 ,- 3 5020 Qr more (1) Dale 

'0<-7 (2' Name of respondent 

6a. What do you consider your kind of business 
10 be .t this locallonl (3, Title of relponden~ I OFFICE USE ONLY 

(oC, ~ IArea cOdelNumbCt I ExtenSion 

b. Mark (XI on. bo. b. Reason lor non·inl.rvle" 
RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A 

1 Cl Food ED Durable I 0 Present occupant In buslness al end of 

2 CJ Eatinl: and drln":ln, F' 0 Nondurable 
sur ... cy.perlod but unllble to contact. 

2. 0 Refusal and In business at end of sur ... ey pClrlod 
30 Gencral merchandlsc l 0 Other Type A - SpecllY7 
·OAppluo:Jl REAL ESTATE 

5 0 Furn1ture and G 0 Aparttnents 
oppllance H 0 Otllt!r real estate TYPE B 

60 Lumber, hardware, .0 present occupant not In business at end mobile home dealers 
I OSERVICE of survey petlod. 

70 Automotive 5 0 Vacant or closed 
I 0 C,UJ and proprietary J 0 BANKS 

60 Other Type B (Seasonal. etc.) - Speclly~ 

10 Liquor K 0 TRAN3PORTATION 
A 0 Gasoline sc,vlce 

" 0 ALL OTHERS - Specl/y, TYPE C Stations 

o 0 Other retail , 0 Occupied by nonlistablB actlv1ty 
a 0 Damoll &hed . WHOLESALE • 0 Dill •• Type C - Spocl/y ., 

cO Durable 

o 0 Nondurable 

81 
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~ Port II - SCREENING QUesTIONS 

Now I'd like 10 15k some quesllons aboul parllcul .. kinds of Iheft or Ittempled Iheft. 
These quesllons reler only 10 Ihls estlbllshmenl for Ihe 12 monlh period be,lnnlnl Ind endlne 

10. During Ihls period did anyone break Inlo or some· 18. Why hasn'l Ihls esl.bllshmenl ever been insured '1.lnsl 
how lIIe,ally ,ellnlo Ihls pi". of business? bur,lary andlor robbery? 

~I Number 
1 0 Couldn', afford It 

10 Yes - How many IImes?--.. 20 Could,,', let anyone to insure you 
(Fill an IncIdent ReMIt for each) 1 0 Ot~1t need It 

'ONo e D ;,aIHnsured 
50 PremIum too expensive 

II. (Olher Ihan Ihe incidenl(s) jusl menUoned,) durlnRlhls 6 a Olher - Spec/ly , 
period did anyone lind a door Jimmied, a lock forced, 
Dr any olher sllns of an ATTEMPTED break·ln? 

19a.Whal "curlly me .. ures, b; When were Ihese 
~ I Number If Iny, are pr.senlal securlly measures lOVes - How many IImes?_ Ihls locilion now, 10 IIrsllnslalled 

(Fill an Incident Report lor each) proleclll a,linst or olherwlse 
'ONo bur,lary and/or robberY? underlaken? 

Enter the 
12. Durlnclhis period were you, Ihe owner, or any appropriate code 

employee held up by anyone uslnl a weapon, from the list 
given below. force Dr Ihreal of force on Ihese premls.s? 

•• Marl< (X) a/l Ihal apply 

~I Number b. codes 
1 [1 Yes - How many limes? ---. 1 0 Alarm system - outside 

tln&in& ••••• ~ •••••••••• 
(Fill an lac/dent Report lor each) 

znNo 20 Central alarm ••••••••••• 

13. (Olher Ihan Ihe Incldenl(s) already menlloned,) 1 0 Rclnforc:in& dey Ices, such 
did anyone ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, Ihe owner, Dr as bats 0., wi.,dows, Irates, 

any employ.e by us inc force Dr threaten I., to '.lites, etc •••••••••••••• 

harm you while on Ihese premises? .. 0 GJard. watchman. , ••••••• .1 Number 
, [J Y .. - Ho" many tlmes?_ 5 0 Watch dOl ••••••••••••• 

(FlU an IneMent Report lor each) 

'C1No 6 0 Firearms •••••••••••••• 

14. (Olher Ihan the Incldenl(s) Just mentioned,) durin, 7 0 Cameras •••••••••• , , • , • 

Ihis period were you, the o"ner, Dr any employe. held up a o Minors ••••••• , •••••••• 
While delivering merchandise Dr cOlfylng business money 

'0 Locks •••• It ........... oulslde Ihe business? 
A 0 Comply with Na110ntll .. l Number Bar,kin& Act (For 

I ;: , Ves - How many limes? ----... Banks 0.,1,,) ••••• ~ •••• , • 
(FlU an Incident Report for each) .0 Olho, - Spectty ..., 2; -: No 

15. (Olher Ihan Ihe Incidenl(s) jusl mentioned,) did 
anyone ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, the owner, or .ny c [,1 None 
employee while dellYerine merchandise Dr carry In, 
business money oulside Ihe business? Codes for use In lIem 19b 

.l Number LESS THAN 1 YEAR AGO MORE THAN 1 YEAR 
I Yes - How many limes? ~ t - January 7 - july 0_ 1-2 year • .1110 (Fill an Incident Repott lor each) 

2 - February B - AuIUSt • No 
3 - MiSrch 9 ,_ September E - 2-5 rUts .11&0 

16a Is this eslablishmenllnsured a,alnsl bur,ulary andior 4 _ April A - October F - More than 5 
robbery by means olher Ihan self·lnsurance? 5-May _ B - November years .11,0 
I r-' Yes 

6 - June C - December 
2 ~1 No J SKIP to 17a 
3 r J Oon't k"ow 20. tNTERVIEWER ~ Wtre there "0" incidents 

b. Does Ihe Insurance also cover other Iypes of crime losses, CHECK ITEM reported in 10-1 S? 
such as vandalism Dr shopllflin, and employe. Iheft? o Yu -Detach Incident RepettI, 
I"""'O'} •• ,.,"0"1. Ire"" Ig(l) 

~ .... N SKIP to 19a ~:t~~f..e ~f;',,'1t:m ~d %1. l" 0 

17a. Has Ihis eslablishmenl ever been Insured '1;lnsl (- o No - Ente, numbel 01 Incidents 
bur,lary and 'Dr Jobbery by meanS olher Ihan In 110m 1 g(l) on paga ,. and 

continue with ""t Incident self·insuranee? Report. 
1 t-!Yes NOTES 
2:-:: 1 No - SKIP 10 18 
l rj Oon r

, know -SKIP 10 ~98 

b. Old Ihe Insurance also' ~over other types of crime losses, 
such IS vandillsm Dr shopllfllnl and employee theft? 
'OVe. 
>OND 

c. Old you drop the Insurance or did Ihe complny clncel 
• your policy? 

'0 Bu,'.e.,man d, ... ed It ••••••• } SKIP r019a 
z 0 Jnsurancf' company cancelled policy 

ORJoI cv ". ., "10 1 ,1 U P.!I!'l. 

.~-...,. ...... -..--.. ,-...... ,..,.-, . .,.,... 
\l 

.I 
I 
I, 

I· 

i 
I 

.J 

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE 
/NCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDE~TIFICATION CODE 
o. PSU lb. Se.me.1 Ie. Li.e No. I d. Pa .. 1 10

• oee 

You Slid Ihll durlnllhe 12 monlhs be,lnnlnl ___ 
and endlnl ____ (reler to screening quesrlons 
10-15 lor description 01 crime). 

I. In whll monlh did Ihls (did the firsl) Incldenl hlppen? 
, OJ"·· _OA.,l1 70July AOOet. 
'OFob. 50May aOAu,. B 0 Nov. 
'OMar. 60june ·OSe.I. cO Dec. 

2. AbDUl whlilime did II hlppen? 
t 0 Ourlnl the day (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 

At nl,ht (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 
z 0 6 p.m. - MldnTlht 
l 0 Mrdnilht - 6 a.m. 
.. 0 Don', know what time at nl,ht 

5 0 Don', know 

3. Where did this Incld.nl ,"ke ~IICI? 
t 0 At this place of business 
z 0 On dell ... ery 
1 0 Enroute to bank 
- 0 Olhor - Speclly 

4. Were you, Ih. owner, Dr Iny employee presenl whll. Ihls 
Incident WIS occurln,l 
lOVes 
• 0 No -SKIP '0 10 
1 0 Don't know 

51. Old Ihe person holdlnl you up have I wupon or somelhln, 
Ihll WIS used OS a wupon, such .. a bailie or wrench? 
'DYes. 
'ONo J l 0 Don't know SKIP to 68 

b. Whil WIS Ihe wupon? 
I o Gun 
2: 0 Knife 
lO O'I'1er - Specify 

61. How many persons were Involved In commllllnilhe crlm.? 
1 0 Ooe - Continue with 6b below 

'OTwo } 
30 Tl'1ree SKIP to 6e 
.. 0 Four or more 
~ 0 Don't know - SKIP to 1a 

b. How old would you say the person was? 
to Under 12 _0

'
8-20 

'0 12-1~ 50"21 or over 

'0 '5- '7 60 Don', know 

c. Was Ihe person mile Dr temlle? 
t o Male 
z 0 Female 
1 0 Don't know 

d. WIS he (she) -
'0 While? 

} SKIP 107. 
'0 Blick? 
, 0 Olher? - spoc/ly 
" 0 Oono, know 

e, How old would you say Ihe younlest person was? 
10 Under 12 _0 '8- 20 
'Oll-I~ 5011 or o ... or - SKIP to 69 
3D 15-17 GO Don't know 

,. HoW old would you SlY lhe oldesl person was? 
IOUndcr-12 _0 '8-20 
zO r2-1~ Ii 0 21 or o"or 
,015-r7 60 Don't L:now 

I. Were Ihey mile Of lemlte? 
1 o All malfl: 1 o Malet and female 
z 0 All fem81e .0 Don't know 

h, WII' they -, a Only white? 
• 0 DnIY_,bllck? 
'0001; olher? - Spoclty 
_ 0 SO ... comblnltlon? - Spocl/y 

Ii 0 Do"o, kflOW 

Survey Instruments 

OM B No "l1 .. R2662· Approval E)Cplres March 31 1977 .. 
FORM CVS.l0l U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
17.II.nl SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

eUReAU OF THE CENSUS 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATIO~ SURVEY 

CITV SAMPLE 

I. 1.<ldo .. I. INCIDENT NUMBER 
No. R.c!ucl which inc/cient (1, 2, ere.) 

Is cov.r.J by 'hi' page 

7a. Were you,lhe o"ner, or any employee Injured In Ihls 
Incldenl, seriously enoulh to require medical allenllon? 

• 0 Ves - How many? . Number 

'0 No -SKIP 10 9a 

b. How many ollhem slayed in a Number 

hospllil overnllhl or lon,er? 

B. Of Ihose r.celvlnllrealmenlln Dr oul of a hospll7.I, did 
Ihls business pay for .ny of Ih. medical upens.s nol 
covered by a relular hullh beneflls procra1ll? 
, 0 Y" - How much ,~ was plld? S 

'ONo 
l 0 Don't know 

90. Old Iny dealhs occur as a resull of this Incldenl? 
lDye~ 

20 No-SKIP 10 1SIl 

b. Who was killed? c. Ho" many? 
(",.rk (XI .lIlhal apply) 

• 0 Owner(s) ••• ~ ••••••••••• 

z C1 employees •••••••••••••• 

10 Customers •••• ~ ••••••••• 

.. 0 Innocent bystander(s} ......... 

5 [l Offender(s) ••• " ••••••• , •• 

6 C1 Police •••••• ~ • , • ; ••• I •• 

7 a Olh.r - SpecllY7 

SKIP,o 150 

10. Old Ihe offender enler, allempllo enler~ 0, remain in Ihis 
eSlablishmenl IIlelally? 

IOYes 

• C1 ND '1 
f)/sconrlnuo use 01lne/11ent Report. En/er at the lOP 01 
this sheet "OUt 01 Scope-larceny," erase Incldon' 

~~~,!>;!'n~':n~:,e otrr~7J~~~~s f~0Ii;~e;~:7~ ~~~~lf.n:n~0~5. 
on 10 the next reported 'ncident. II no other incidents 
;:~J~~e;:; ~~u~~et~'::::~:i:w~nd complete Items 19(2} 

H. Did the offender(s) aclunlly ,elln or lusllry 10 gel In? 
rO Ac:tuallr lot In 

2 Ci just tr1ed to let 1n 

12. WIS Iher. a broken window, broken lock, alarm, Dr any 
olher, evidence Ihallhe offenderls, forced (tried 10 force) 
his (their) wly In? 

• Dyes 
• C1 1<0 - SKIP 10 14 

13. Whit WIS Ihe evidence? (Mark all that apply) 

, C1 EVo~.n loc~ .. wi.dDW } 
2 0 Forced door 
10 Alarm SKIP to 75a 

-a Olh .. -Spec/ly ______ 

14. How did Ihe off.nder(s) lei In Itry to ,elln)? 
I 0 Throulh unlOCked door Uf wi "dow 

20 Had a key 

, 0 Olher - Speclty 

.. 0 Don', know 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

I;;;;~'~t,:i';::!;~',::::."':.';'::·' ',',;;;'j INCIDENT R~PORT - Contlnuod t~:;~~i~~·:T,:;~:'t:.~;!,; /'" , :::. 
151. WIS Inylhln, dlml,ed bul nolilken In Ihls Incldenl? For 181. Old YOII, Ihe owner, or Iny empluyee here lose any lime 
, eumple, I lock or window broken, do",.&ed .... chondlse, dc. from "ark benu .. of Ihls Incident? .1 Numb .. 

IOYes • 0 ',e. - How .... y people?_ 
• 0 No - SKIP 10 16a 

20 No - SKIP to 19s 

b. WIS Cwere) the daml,ed ltemCs) repaired or repllced? 
i 0 yes - SKIP to 1M b. How mlny work dlYs were lost alto,ethol? 
,0No 1 0 Len than I day 

e. How much would It cost to repair or rep lice the dlm.,es? 201-5 days 
CEstl~lte) 

1 0 6-10 days .. Ioa)'s 
.OO}SKIP 10 IS. 

S 4. 0 ()vet 10 days - How mlRy1--.-... 
X 0 DonO, know 00 Don" know 

d. H.w much did It cost to replir or repllce the dlml,es? 191. Were .ny security musures tlken aflei this incident to 
$ . Ii] prolect the establishment frOIl1 fulure Incidents? 

v 0 No cost - SKIP to 16a I DYes 

x 0 Doo't know • oNo -skIP r020. 
e. Who pafd or will pay for the rep.lrs or repl.cem.nt? 

(liark (X) all lhalapply) b. Whit measures were tlken? 
1 0 ThIs buslneu (liark (X) all rhar apply) 

2 0 Insuranc:e I 0 Alarm system - outside rin~ln& 
1 0 Ownu of BuIldln& (landlord) 

4 0 O'h., - Sp&Clly 
z 0 Central alarm. 

5 0 DonO, know 10 Relnforc:ln& devices. ,ratcs, ,ales, 
bars on window, etc. 

161. Old Ihl offender{s) take any ",oney? (Elclude money " 0 Guard, watchman 
befoolln,'o cuslomers or slore personnel) 5 DWateh dOl 
• 0 Ye. - Whli WIS the .[i] 60 Firearms toll I value? __ S 
,0No 70 Camelas 

b. Old the oUender{s) t.ke Iny merchandise, equlpmenl or eDMlnors 

supplies? CElclude personal property belonlln, to '0 Lockll 
customers or slore personnel.) • 0 Other - Sp&Clty-, 
I 0 Ye. - Whll was the .[i] tolll v.lue?_$ 
2 [l No -SKIP to 17a It answer to 16a 

Is yes; otherwise SKIP to 18a 

e. How was Ihe value deter",ined? 
20a. WIS Ihls Incident reported to Ihe police? 

I DOrillnal c.c.St 
• DYe. -SKIP 1021 

20 Replacement cost 'ONo 
, 0 Other - Speclly 

b. WhIt ... s Ihe renon this Incident was not reported 
17 •• How much, if any, ollhe slolen money and/or properly 10 the polite? 

WIS recovered by Insurlnce? (liark (X) alt thar apply) 

$ .[i] I r:.:- Police already knew of the inCident 

V 0 None - Why nOlt~ 2 Q Nothinl could be done - lack of proof 

, I 0 Didn't report It 3 L1 Old not thlnlc It Tmportant enoUlh 

;J 20 Docs not have if1SUr8r)ce 4 [1 Did not Wilt" ~o bother police 
3 0 Not settled yet 

! 0 Old not want to lakf" the time 
"0 Polley has a deductible 
5 0 Money and/or merchandise was recovered 6 c: Did not want to let Involved 

'x 0 Oon't know 70 Afraid of reprisal 

b. How mUCh, If any, oflhe SID len ",oney ~nd/O/ property ~ 0 Reported tl) someone el se 
WIS recovered by means other than Insullnce? 

• Q Other - Sp&Clty"jl 
$ ,.00 
VoNone } 
x 0 Oon't know . SKIP to l[!a 21. INTERVIEWER. Is this the last Incident 

c. By wh.t means WIS the stof.n money and/or CHECK ITEI Report to be compl .. ed! 

property recovered? [1 yes - ~~f'e,': t::~ ',~. 
I o Police 

.. 
B. 9, and end interv ell', 

2 0 Other - Specll)' o No - FllilholfBXI Iqcldcl1/ 
Repotl. 

NOTES 

Ii 

>00 CV.IOI .1-'. 011 Pal- .. 
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TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROIlITE/./I 
OF THE COVER SNEET AND COIIPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IOENTIFrCATION CODE 
o. PSU 1 b. Selmen! I" Line No. 1 d. Panel 10

• DCC 

You Slid thlt durin, the 12 monlhs bo,lnnln, ___ 
Ind endlnl ____ (reler to screening questions , 
10-15 lor deacrlptlon of crime). 

1. In wh.t monlh did this (did the first) Incldlnt happon? 
.0J-n. 40April 70July ADoCI. 
,0Feb. °oMe, 10Aul. aD Nov. 
'nMar. sOJune 'OSep •• C 008e. 

2. About what lime did It happen? 
1 0 Durlnl the day (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 

At nicht (6 r.m. - 6 a.m.) 
2 0 6 p.m. - Mldnllht 
J 0 Mldnllht - 6 a.m. 
" 0 Oont, know whal time at nlChl 

s 0 Don't know 

3. Where did Ihls Incfdent tlh pflc.? 
I 0 AI this place of bullneSl 
20 On deU ... ery 
3 D Enroute to ba,nk 
" 0 Other - Specll), 

4. 'e" you, the owner, or Iny .lIploy" pr ... nt whlll this 
Incident "' .. occurln,? 
lOVes 
• 0 No - SKIP ro 10 
J 0 Oon'( kn9w 

51. Old the person hold In, you up hlVl I wilpon Of sO.lthln, 
Ihlt WIS uSld IS a w"pon, luch as I bottle or .IInch? 
IDYu 

'ONo J 1 0 Don', know SKIP 10 6a 

b. Ihat flU the weapon? 

• o Gun 
~D Knife 
3 0 Ot~el .:. Speclly 

6a. How mlny persons were In~olYid In co .. lttln, tho crl.l? 
• 0 On_ - CortI/nile with ~ below 

'oTwo } 
10 Three SKIP ro 6a 
40 Four Dr more 
5 0 Dan', know - SKIP to 7a 

b. How old woufd you IIY Ihe porson w .. ? 
'0 Under 12 40 18- 10 
'011-.14 s0210rovet 
10 15- 17 Ii D0Of'l't knew 

c. Was Ihe person mile or f •• all? 
10Male 
.20 Fema' .. 
3 0 Oon't ,know 

d. WIS he Cshe) -
10lhile? 

} SKIP r07a • 0 Blick? 
, 0 Olher? - Spec/ly 

• 0 Oon't know 

e. Howald would you Sly the youn,ost perlon w .. ? 
1.·0 Undor 12 40 '8- 10 
'011-14 5 0 21 ot over - SKIP l06g 
'0 15-17 .0 Don', know 

f. Ho. o,d .ould you sa, thl oldest person WIS? 
I o Under 12 40 18- 10 
'0 11- 14 s02' or over 
lOIS-IT , 0 DOn't know 

,. 1 .. 1 tLl, ,,"ie or flll.II.7 
,0Alimale J 0 M_le ar..~ femele 
Z 0 All 'emala 4 0 Don" know 

h.,Iile tbey -
• 0 O.ly wbUe? 
• 0 Onll black? . , DOni, olhr? - sp&C/ly 
4050.1 co.bln.tloa7 - Speclly 
10 Oonl, know 

Survey Instruments 

OM B No .. I R2662' Approval E)lplr Ma h 31 1977 . . e • r. 
.. O .. M CYS·l01 U.S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Il'-ll-nl SnCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

BUREAU C!"' 't~E CENS'JI 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COIIIIERCIAL CRrllE VICTIIlIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAIIPLE 

'·Ir;~··nJ. INCIDENT NUMBER 
R..:orr! which I.eltion' (I, 2, o'e.) 
I, eovo,oJ by Ihi. pogo 

7a. Wtrl you, the ownll, or Iny ... ploYII Injured In this 
Incident, s"lously Iftou,h to requlll .ldlnIIUentlon? 

• 0 Y .. - How mlny? • Number 

z 0 No - SKIP to.gs 

b. How .... y of the", stlYld In I 
hospilll oVllnl,ht or foncer? 

Number 

I. Of tho .. IIcllvln,lrllt •• nt In or out of I hosplt"I, did 
this buslnus pay for Iny of lilt .. Idlcllupons .. nol 
eovll.d by I lI,ullr health benllits pro"I.? 
• 0 Y .. - How lIuch 

wn plld? $ •• 'oNo 
3 0 Oon t

, know 

91. Old Iny dealhs occur as a rtsult of this Inddlnt? 

• DYe. 
'0 No -SKIP 10 15_ 

b. Who was klll.d? c. How ... y? 
(liark (X) all rhalapply) 

• oOwner/s) ••• ' •••••••••• ~. 

zO Employee ••••••••••••••• 

1 0 CU.tOtneifS •• ~ ••••••••••• 

4 0 Innocent bysUlindet(s) ••••••• 

• 0 Orrender/s) .............. 

10 Police ••••••••••••••••• 

7 0 Other - SpocIIY"jl 

SKIP to IS. 

10. Ofd thl offtader .nl .. , atte.pt to .nlll, or ".lln In this 
estlbllsh~.nt IIIe,llIy? 

lOVes 

• 0 NO J1 
D/sconrtnuo 038 of /()Cldenl Report. Enter at the tOP 0/ 
Ihl' sheet "OUt of Scope-LaICMY. H .ras. Incident 

~=~. nc,::gr, ,:t111:7J:n~~ I~o 11:~-;~}'lf. ~'t:/~:n'cf;J5, 
on to the next r~/XJfttKI Incident, II no other 1()CldBn/s 
:~B.~~ :~~t~tt;~/;w~nd compl.t. It.ms 19(2) 

11. Old the offlnder(s) leluilly ,It In 0/ Just try to ,It In? 
' 0 Ac.tuelly lot In 

01 0 JUst trIed to let 1n 

12. ... thlrt I brohn window, brokl. lock, Illr. or Iny 
othor owldlnel thlt thl offnd.,(s) fO/cod Ctrl;'J 10 IOICO) 
hll Ctlltlr) wly In? 

lOY" 
'0 No -SKip ro 14 

13. Ifllt w .. tilt owldencI? (Alork a/l Ihalapply) 

, 0 9rok.., loc.k or window 

}SKIPIIJ13 
2 D Forced door 

lOAI.rm 

4 0 Oth ... - Spoc/ly 

14. How." tilt .fftlllllrCI) Itt Ie Clfy to Itt II)? 
I 0 Throulh uolotked door or Window 

_oHlldokoy 
• 0 O'IIo! - Spocll f 

" 0 Don't know 
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86 Crlmln.1 Victimization Surveys In O.kl.nd 

~:~! ''''':;;' ;''''';'~~;:~f~~1INCIDENT REPORT - Contlnueel /-l'::~~~,;g';Efii\;;;·~\:i~;;:;:J;'{::~"'; ~ 
15 •• 'IS 'n,thln, d.III,"d bul not t.k.n In this Incldenl? For 1h. Old 'au, Ihe owner, or .n, 'Mplo, .. her. lose .n, Ii •• 

.... ~.' I loc~\or window brotln, dlllllatd _chtndlst, etc. fro", work b.c.use of this Incld.nl? • r Numb .. 
'0 es " , 0 yes _ How •• n, p.opl.?_ 
z 0 No -:SKIP '0 16<1 

b. 'IS (W.II) the d.III.,.d It.II(S) rep. Ired orltpl.~.d? 
z 0 No -SKIP '0 19a 

, 0 Yes - SKIP 10 15<1 b. How m.n, walk d.,s W.II lost .lto,.th.,? 
ZONa 

1 0 Less than f day 

C. How much .ould It cost to IIp.l, or rtpf.ce the d ••• ,IS? z 01-5 d.Ys 
(Estlll.t.) 

• E}SKIPIO 150 
J 0 6-10 days JDa)'s 

S cO eve. 10 do,. - 1I0w m.n,?_ 
X 0 Don', know 50 Don', know 

d. How lIuch did It cost 10 rtl1llr or IIpl.tt the d.M.('fs? 
19 •• Were .n, securlt, mltsures t.ken .ft .. this Incldlnl to 

$ •• ",ol.ct the tlt:bllshm.nt fro III lutur. Incidents? 

v 0 No cost. - SKIP to 1& JDyes 
X 0 Don', kr}ow 

ZONa -SKIP 10 20. 
e. 'ho Plld or will p., for the liP' Irs or rept.celllent? 

(Mork (X) ell rhar opply) b. Wh.t mlUures w.re t.ken? 
10 Thll business (llark (X) all rhal apply) 
z 0 Insurance 

1 0 AI.rm sYltem - nun Ide rlnllna 
J 0 Owner of Bulldln, (landlord) 
cO O,h .. - Specify 20 Cennal alarm 

5 0 Don', know J; 0 Relnforcln& devices. I,a,u, .atu. 
bats on window. etc. 

16 •• Old the off.nd.,(s) I.k •• n, mcn.,? (E1Clude IIcn.y • 0 Guard. watchman 
b.lon,ln, to cuslomers or slore petsonnlt) 

5 OWatc:h dOl 
, 0 Yes - Wh.t WIS the •• '0 Firearms toll I Yllue?_ S 
·0Na 70 Cameras 

b. Old the ollender(s) t.ke .ny mmh.ndln, 9qulp".nl or a o Mirrars 
supplies? (Exclud. p.rson.1 property belon,ln,lo 51 0 Locks 
customers or sto .. personnet.) 

- DOth .. -SpecltY7 ' 0 yes - Wh.1 w.s the .£i] tot.t v.lue? __ S 
z 0 No - SKIP to 17a II answer to 16a 

Is yes; otherwise SKIP to tBa 

C. How WIS the Vllue d.termln.d? 20 •• 'IS this Incld.nt reporled to the polite? 

, 0 Otilinal cost 'DYe. -SKIP 1021 

2 0 Replacetrl':n' COst ZONa 
• q Oth., - Specify 

b. Wh.t WIS the re .. on this Incident WIS not reporled 
17 •• How much, If .n" of the stol.n mo.ey.nd/or propert, to Ihe police? 

WIS recover.d b, Insurlnc.? (lIa,k (X) allth.r apply) 

S •• 1 0 Pal/ell! ~headt knew of the Incident 

v 0 Nano - Wh, not? 7 2 0 Nothiril could be done - lack of proof 

1 0 Old.,'t report it 10 Old not think It important enoulh 
20 Does nClt have Insurance " 0 Did not .WAnt to bother Police 
1 0 Not settled yet 

"0 Policy has a deductible 5 0 Did not want to fake the time 

5 0 Money and/or merchandise WaJ recovered fi q"Pld nOlll.nl to let 'n"olved 
X 0 Oon't know 

7 0 ~f,ald of reprisal 

b. How lIuch, if .n" of the stol'n "oney.nd/or propert, ! 0 Reported to someone else 
•• s recovered by 'lII.ns other th.n Insullnc.? 

- 0 Oth .. - Spocl/Y71 
$ •• VoNano } 
x 0 Dan', know SKIP 10 18a 21. INTERVIEWER. Is this the last Incident 

c. By wh.1 m'lnS WIS the stolen mane, .nd/or CHECK ITEM Report to be completed! 
",opert, recovered? C1 '(es - ::J,U;/~l: r,:g:; ~:/';:. 
IDPolicl! B, 9, and end intervieW. 
z DOth .. - Specl/y o No - Fill the ne.t Incident 

Repor', 
NOTES 

" 
" 

I' 

II'OIllIro4 CVI 101 n'~".7 I " 

'",. , 

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENT/F/CAT,'DN CODES FROIlITEAI I 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
o. PSU I b. 

501'"'' I c. Line Na. I do Ponel j"' OCC 

You Slid th.t durin, the 12 months bl,lnnln, ___ 
Ind endlnl ____ (reter '0 ~c(8fmlng questions 
10-15 lor doscrlptlon 01 Clime). 

1. In wh.t month did this (did the fI/sl) Incldlnl hlppen? 
, oJon. coAp"l 7oJul, -DOc,. 
_oFeb. ooM., BoAul. e D Nov. 

'0""" aDJune -0 501". cDOec. 

2. About wh.t U~e did It hlppln? 
I 0 Durlnl the day (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 

At nllht (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 
206 p.m. - t:1ldnllh, 
l 0 I'lIdnl&ht - 6 •• m'. 
40 Don', know What time at nl,ht 

'11 0 Don't know 

3. Whe .. did thl. Incident t.k. pt.ce? 
I 0 At this place or busln ... 
20 On delivery 
1 0 Enroute to hAnk 
c 0 O,he. - specl/y 

4. W.rt ,ou, the owner, or tn, e.ployet Pleltnt •• 110 this 
Incld.nt w.s occurln,? 
'OVel 
zONa - SKIP 10 1O 
1 0 Don" know 

5 •• Old the person hold In, 'au up h ... • wupo. Ol.o.lthtn, 
th.t WIS uSld IS' wupon, such .s. bcml or wreneh? 
'ovu 
ZONa J 
1 0 Don't know SHIP '0 6a 

b. Whit WIS tho wetpon7 
,oCun 
ZOKnlfe 
• 0 Othe. - Speclly 

6 •• How m.n, p"sons Were Involved In co •• lltln, the crl.l? 
, 0 One - Cool/nue wlrh 6b 1»1"", 

·0Two } 
3 0 Th.ee SKIP to Ii6 
4 0 Four or more 
II 0 Don't know - SKIP to 78 

b. Ho. otd woutd ycu SI, the person Will 
'0 Ujldcr 12 cO 18-20 
zo 12-1< lOll arover 
'015-17 "0 Don't know 

C. WIS the person m.le or I.m.te? 
,oMol. 
.2 0 Female 
J 0 Don't know 

d. WIS he (sh.) -
,oWhllt? 

} SKIP 10 7_ • 0 BI.ck? 
• 0 Olher? - Specify 
4 £:J Don't know 

e. Howald woutd 'au SI, the ,0un,lst perso, .II? 
'0 Unde. 12 cO 18-20 
zo 12-H II 0 11 or Ov.r - SKIP to 6g 
'0 '5- 17 " 0 Don', know 

f. How otd wuuld 'au .. ' the oldllt person WII? 
'0 Unde. 12 cO IB-20 
'0 11- 1• II 0 2101' qver 

'0 15- 17 10 000', know 

,. W .. e Ih., ",.1. or f ••• t.? 
10 ... 11",.1. l 0 Ma'a and remale 
2: 0 All ramale .0 Don', know 

h. '"tt the, -
t 0 0.1, whUI? 
- DOni, bllCk? 

• 3 DOni, other? - S_I/y 
cOSo •• co.bllltlan? - SpecIfy 
10 Don" know 

Survey Instruments 

OM B No ... 1·R2661· Approval ElCplres Marc:' 31 .9n .. 
II'ORt.4 CV$.101 u.s. DEPARTMENT or caM"E~CE. 
17·ll.nl SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATlnlCS ADMIN. 

.UR&AU Oil' THE CENSUS 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

I. Inclden' [ • INCIDENT NUMBER 
Na. R.co,J """ei. In~IJ.n' (I, 2, .,c.) 

Is .o .. ,.J 6. ,hi. p •• ' 
7 •• WI .. 'ou, the owner, or .n, 'lIplo," Injured In this 

Incident, serlou.t, Inou,h tc r"lulre .edlc.t .U.nllca? 

, 0 Yes - How m.n,? • Number 

zONa -SKIP to g. 

b. How ,.In, of the .. st',ld In I 
hosplt.1 .v .. ,I,ht or ton,er? 

Number 

I. Of tho .. recelvln, t ... I.lnl In .r out of • hosplt.t, did 
this bus InISs PI, for .n, of the •• dlc.lupen, .. not 
cover.d b, • rt,ulll h"lth ben.fIts ,ro,rtlll? 
'Dyes -How •• ch •• WII p.ld? $ 

zONa 
lO Don', know 

91. Old .ny dllths occur II' IIlult of this Incillent? 
IOVn 

z 0 No -SKip 10 ISa 

b. Who WIS kltlld? C. How ,.In,? 
(llark (XI alllha' Bpply) 

I 0 Owner(s) ••• , •••••• ~ •••• 

J 0 Employeel •••••••••••••• 

lOCultom41tS •• , ••••••••••• 

• 0 InnocOl1t bystllnder(s) ••••••• 

I 0 Offender(s) •••••••••••••• 

10 Police •••• , , •••••• , •••• 

70 Othe. - SpocllY7 

SKIP /0 15. 

10. Old the offendll.nter, .Ue.pl to enter, or .. 1It.ln In Ihls 
est.bllsh •• nt 1II •• lli,? 

'Dves 

ZoNO, 
Discontinue use allneldent Report. Enter at the top 01 
this sheet "Oul 01 Scope-Larceny," .,.~e Inclatm' 

~~~:!'nc,::gr, otpr~'l:eW:t': I~o,:;:nny, 1::::/~!,~";JG, 
on to the ned tep;:;rt«llncldflnt. II no other Incident. 
:~ftll:r::1J :n:;;~t1,r,:~/:w~nd comp/et. Itema Ig(2) 

II. Old. the o""nder(s) .ctu.lt, ,et In or Just tr, to ,.1 In? 
I 0 Actually ,ot In 

20 JUI' tried '0 let 10 

12. WIS thert • brokln wlll4o., brok.n lock, .1 ... ., .n, 
other evld.nce Ih.t Ih. offllldtr(l) forcld (trlld to foree) 
his (thllr) w., I.r 

IOV.S 

_ 0 No -SKIP '0" 
13. Whit .IS the nln.ee? (1Ia'" 1/1 rhar ipply) 

, 0 BrGk., lock or window 

}SKIP ro150 
2 0 Forced door 

lOAlarm 

cO Oth ... - Spocl/y 

14. Ho. did tM .ff.nder(.) ,III. (tr, , ... t f.)? 
I 0 Throu ... lWllockad door or window 

-0 Hod. k., 
• DOth .. - S_lIy 

40 Don't know 

I 
N 
C 
I 
o 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

P ... 7 

I 
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fS<.8:~':'\,::\,~~;~,':;::<,~~~,C"~:V1IN'cIDENT REPORT - Continued t',:' , ., ~ ~ 

ISa. WIS anylhln, dlml,ed but not t!ken In this Incident? For l8a. Old you, the ow~er, or',ny employee here lose any time eumple, a lock or window broken, dama," nrerchlndlse, elc. from work becluse of Ihls Incldenl? ,LN 
j DYes Ull1bt!r 

i 0 No -SKIP to 168 ' 0 Yes - How many people?_ 

b. 'IS (were) Ihe dam.,ed Item(s) repaired or repllced? 
_ 0 No -SKIP'o 79. 

, 0 Yes - SKIP '0 75d b. How many wor~ dlYs were los I alto,elher? 
ZONo 

1 0 Less tflM I day 
C. How much would It cos I 10 repllr or replace 1hI! dama,es? _ 01-5 dayi' 

(Estlm~le) 

s 
.liJ}SKIP'O'S. 

30 6-10 days ..I Days 

X 0 Don't kn~w 
40 Over 10 days - How many? ~ 
!l 0 Don't know 

d. How much did It cosl 10 ,ep,ll. or repllco Ihe dama,es? 
lSI. Were Iny secu,lty measures la~en QUer Ihls Incldenl 10 

S .fiJ p,olecl Ihe establlshmenl from ruture Incldenls? 
v 0 No cost - SKIP 10 16a lOVes 
X 0 Don', know 

-0 No -S/<,IP ,020a 
e. Who paid 0,;'111 pay fo, Ihe repairs or repllcemenl? 

(!lark (X) .lIlhar apply) b. Whll measu,es were taken? 
1 0 ThIs bUSiness (I/ark (X) all 'ha' apply) 
z 0 Inlurance 

t 0 Alarm s)'acetn - outside ,Inllnc 3D Ownet' of BoUdin, (landlord) 
• 0 O,het - S_lIy z 0 CentrAl alarm 

50 Don', know 10 Relnforclnc devices. ,raleS. lahu. 

161. Old Ihe offend.r(s) take any money? (Exclude Idoney 
bar. on window, etc. 

40 Guard, watchman belon,ln, 10 cuslomers or slore personnel) 
sO Watch dOl , 0 Yes - Whal was Ihe .00 Iota I value?_ S 60 Firearms 

'DNa, 70 Cameras 

b. Old Ihe offender(s) take .ny merchandise, "qulpmenl or a o Mirrors 
supplies? (Exclude personal properly belon,lnr 10 iii 0 locks cuslomers or slore personnel.) 
, 0 Yes - What was the ./iJ 

• 0 O,h .. -Specify., 

.tolal "I.e? __ S 
20 No -SKIP to 11a II answor to 16a 

/s yes; otherwise SKIP to 18a 

C. How was Ihe value delermlned? 20a. Was this Incldenl reporled 10 Ihe police? 
I 0 Drf,Jnal cost I,D Yes- S/iIP '0 27 
2 0 Replacem~nc cost _DNa 
, 0 0..,., - S_IIy 

l7a. How much, If any, 01 Ihe slolen money and/o, properly 
b. Whal was Ihe reason Ihls Incldenl was nol rep or led 

10 Ihe police? 
WIS recovered by Insurance? (I/erk (X).II ,ho, applYI 
S .(i) to Police already knew of the Ir'\ctdcnt 

V 0 None - Why nol7 J7 20 Nothln, cou~d be dono - lacllt of proof 

t 0 Didn't roport Ie ] 0 Old nOt think It Important enou.ch 
2 0 Does not have insurance 

4 O,Old nOI Will'll to _bother police 
3 0 Not seUled )'ct 

40 Pollc)" has a deductible 5 0 Old not wam to tAkc the tlmc 

5 0 Money and/Of merchandise. Will recovered 80 Old not WlIOt to leI Involved 
X 0 Oont, know 

70 Afra;d of reprisal 

b. How much, If Iny, 01 the slolen money and/or p,operly ~ 0 Reported to someone else was recovered by means olher Ihan Insurance? 
S .JiJ • 0 O"'e, - S_IIY7 

VONone } 
x 0 Don', know SKIP 10 tBa 21. INTERVIEWER • Is this the last Incident 

c. By whal means was Ihe slolen money and/or CHECK ITEM Report to be completed! 
property recovered? o Yell - ~::,J/~,r: t::~ ~:/2~. 
IOPoltce 8. 9, and end interView. _ 0 0.., ... - S_lly o No - Fill Ihe rIB"lneldenl 

Report. 
NOTES 

,",0"" eva 10f C7.I1-UI 
Pa,. 8 

!j 

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

APPENDIX II 
HOUSEHOLD SURVEY 
Technical Information 

and standard error tables 

With respect to crimes against persons and 
households, survey results contained in this publica­
tion are based on data gathered during early 1974 
from persons residing within the city limits of 
Oakland, including those living in certain types 
of group quarters, such as dormitories, room­
ing houses, and religious group, dwellings. Non­
residents of the city, includinn:Joreign visitors, did 
not faIl within the scope of 1h6 survey. Similarly, 
crewmembers of merchant vess!'ls, Armed Forces 
personnel living in miIitaT,::1.! bilrracks, and institu­
tionalized persons, such" as correctional facility 
inmates, were not under consideration. With these 
exceptions, all persons age 12 and over living in 
units designated for the sample were eligible to 
be interviewed. 

Each interviewer's first contact with a unit 
selected for the survey was in person, and, if it was 
not possible to secure interviews with all eligible 
members of the household during the initial visit, 
interviews by telephone were permissible thereafter. 
The only exemptions to the requirement for personal 
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci­
tated persons, and individuals who were absent from 
the 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 Oakland was the complete housing 
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970 

Census of Population and Housing. For the purpose 
of sample selection, the city's housing units were 
distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various 
characteristics. Occupied units, which comprised 
the majority, were grouped into 100 strata defined 
by a combination of the following characteristics: 
type of tenure (owned or rented); number of 
household members (five categories); household in­
come (five categories); and race of head of 
hom;ehold (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 r~ntal or property value. Further­
more, a single stratum incorporated group quarters. 

To account for units built after the 1970 Census. 
a sample was drawn, by means of an independent 
clerical operation, of permits issued for the construc­
tion of residential housing within the city. This 
enabled the proper representation in the survey of 
persons occupying housing built after 1970. 

A total of .11,712 housing units in Oak­
land was designated for the sample. Of these, 
1,646 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 306 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 
9,760 housing units, and the rate of participation 
among units qualified for inten,dewing was 97.0 
percent. Participating units were- ofcupied by a 
total of 18,829 persons age 12 an'd over, or an 
average of 1,93 residents of the relevant ages per 
unit. InterVie\Vso"~ere conducted with 18.651 of 
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 99.1 
percent among eligible residents. 
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90 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

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 
Ibal 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 discl'wered 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 nol: all eligible persons in a household 
were interviewed; (4) a household noninterview 
adjustment to account for households qualified to 
participate in the survey but from which an inter­
view was not obtained; and (5) a household ratio 
estimate factor for bringing estimates developed 
from the sample of 1970 housing units into 
adjustment with the complete Census count of 
such units. 

The household ratio estimation procedure was 
a key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent 
of sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin 
of l~rror 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 c\~rtain 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 persoual 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 relatcd to the 
victimizcd individual wou~d be reflected in the house­
hold survey results. 

For household crimes, the final weight COIl­

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 -~ccount for multiperson incidents was 
unnecessary. 

In performing the estimation procedure that 
yielded the results appearing in this publication, 
there was no adjustment for bringing the survey­
derived estimates into accord with any independent, 
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse­
quent to the initial processing of survey results, 
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the 
relevant population. These estimates indicate that 
an undercoverage amounting to about 8.6 percent 
of the relevant population occurred in the 1974 
survey of Oakland households. As a result, 
population figures th~t 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 
1.086022. 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 th_e numera­
tors and denominators use!i in computing such 
figures. Furthermore, the adjustment is not appli­
cable to data on household crimes. 
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Reliability of estimates 
As previously noted, statistical data contained 

in this report are estimates. Despite the precautions 
taken to minimize sampling variability, the estimates 
are subject to errors arising from the fact that ,the 
sample employed in conducting the survey was only 
one of a large number of possible samples of equal 
size that could have been used applying the same 
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates 
derived from different samples may vary somewhat; 
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a 
complete census had been taken using the same 
schedules, instructions, and interviewers. 

The standard errt.)r 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 err'orj the 
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete 
census would fall within that range. Likewise, the 
95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti­
mate plus or minus two standard errors. Standard 
errors applicable to data on crimes against persons 
and households are presented at the end of this 
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use. 

In addition to sampling error, the estimates 
presented in this report are subject to so-called non­
sampling error. Major sources of such err~J.'. ar.e 
related to the ability of respondents to recall vIctIm 1-
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zation experiences and associated details that oc­
curred during the 12 months prior to the time of 
interview. Research on the capacity of victims to 
recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing 
persons who were victims of offenses drawn from 
police files, indicates that assault is the least. well 
recalled of the crimes measured by the Nahonal 
Crime Survey program. This may stem in part from 
the observed tendency of victims not to repor·t 
crimes committed by offenders known to them, 
especially if .they are relatives. In addition, it is 
suspected that, among certain societal groups, crimes 
that contain the elements of assault are a part of 
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or 
are not considered worth mentioning to a survey 
interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems 
may result in a substantial understatement of the 
"true" rate of victimization from assault. 

Another source of nonsampling error related to 
the recaIl capacity of respondents involves telescop­
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-mo~th 
reference period victimizations that occurred earlter 
-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 bound~:ng procedure 
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and 
the magnitUde of telescoping has not been de­
termined. 

Methodological research undertaken in prepara­
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi­
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are 
reported when one household member reports for 
all persons residing in the household than when 

. each household member is interviewed individually. 
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted 
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response 
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only 
exceptions to the rule. 

Additional nonsampling errors can result from 
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis­
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper 
coding and processing of data. Many of these 
errors would also occur in a complete census, 
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser .. 
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro­
priate, as well as edit procedures in the field and at 
the clerical and computer processing stages, were 

\ 

~ . 
\ 



i . , 
I 

92 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Oakland 

utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low 
level. As calculated for this survey, the standard 
errors partially measure only those nonsampling 
errors arising from random response and inter­
viewer errors; they do not, however, take into ac­
count any systematic biases in the data. 

Concerning the reliability of data from the house­
hold survey, it should be noted that estimates based 
on about 10 or fewer sample cases have been 
considered unreliable. Such estimates arc qualified in 
footnotes to the data tables and were not used for 
purposes of analysis in the· report's selected findings. 
The minimum estimate considered sufficiently re­
liable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the 
personal and household sectors was 150. 

As they appear in the report's data tables, all 
absolute values-including numbers of victimiza­
tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bases) 
shown parenthetically on rate tables-nave been 
rounded to the nearest hundredth. Relative figures 
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu­
lated from unro~nded 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 le~\ 
and rates not specifically listed on the tables, linear 
interpolation must be used to approximate the 
error. 

To illustrate the application of standard errors 
in measuring sampling variability, <lssume that a 
data table in this report shows there were 3,000 
personal robbery incidents in Oakland. Linear 
interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix 
yields a standard error of about 217 for the esti­
mated 3,000 incidents. The chances are 68 out 
of 100 that the estimate woulCl have been a figure 
differing from a complete census figure by less than 
217, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ­
ated with that level of incidents would be fr0111 
2,783 to 3,217. 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 (434); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval 
then would be from 2,566 to 3,434. 

Assume further that, for all Oakland popula­
tion subgroup numbering 40,000, the recorded 
personal victimization rate was 45 per 1,000 
persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear interpola­
tion of data listed in Table II would yield a standard 
error of about 4.4. Consequently, chances are 68 
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 45 would be 
within 4.4 of a complete census figure; Le., the 68 
percent confidence interval associated with the 
estimate would be from 40.6 to 49.4. And, the 
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate 
.·,o.~ould be within roughly 8.8 of a complete enumera­
tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would 
be about 36.2 to 53.8. 

In comparing two sample estimates, the standard 
error of the difference between the two figures is 
approximately equal to the square root of the sum 
of the squares of the standard errors of each estimate 
considered separately. This formula represents the 
actual standard error quite a~curately for the differ­
ence between uncorrelated sample estim('tes. 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 negatb::;;·~torre­
lation, the formula will underestimate the true 
standard error of the difference. 

(1 

I 
I 
r 

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 
25,000 
50,000 

100,000 

by size of estimate 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Incidents 

'Z7 
38 
60 
85 

121 
198 
294 
453 
869 

1,523 
2,806 

Personal 
Victimizations 

29 
41 
65 
92 

131 
213 
311 
1,68 
862 

1,460 
2,617 

Household incidents 

28 
39 
62 
88 

124 
197 
278 
394 
624 
886 

1,262 
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Table II. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates CD 
~ 

(68 chances out of 1(0) 

Estimated rate Base of rate (') 

100 5,OOJ 1,000,000 
.. 

per 1,000 persons 250 500 1,000 2,500 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 3' - S-
.5 or 999.5 9.2 5.8 401 2.9 1.8 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 !!. 
.75 or 999.25 11.2 7.1 5.0 3.5 2.2 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 < 1 or 999 12.9 8.2 5.8 4.1 2.6 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 g 2.5 or 997.5 20.5 12.9 9.1 6.5 4.1 2.9 2.0 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 
5 or 995 28.9 18.3 12.9 9.1 5.8 4.1 2.9 1.8 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 3 
7.5 or 992.5 35,3 22.3 l'.~.8 11.2 7.1 5.0 3.5 2.2 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 N 

!!. 10 or 990 40.7 25.8 18.2 12.9 8.1 5.8 4.1 2.6 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 0.4 0 2~ at' 'ri') 63.9 40.4 28.6 20.2 12.8 9.0 6.4 4.0 2.9 2.0 1.3 0.9 0.6 ~ 
50 or 950 89.3 56.5 39.9 28.2 17.9 12.6 8.9 5.6 4.0 2.8 1.8 1.3 0.9 1/1 
100 or 900 122.9 77·7 54.9 38.9 24.6 1704 12·3 7.8 5.5 3.9 2.5 1.7 1.2 c 
250 or 750 177.3 112.2 79.3 56.1 35.5 25.1 1707 11.2 7.9 5.6 3.5 2.5 1.8 -i-
500 204.8 129·5 91.6 64.8 41.0 29.0 20.5 13.0 9.2 6.5 4·1 2.9 2.0 
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Table III. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates 
DI 
~ 

i» 
~ 

(68 chances ,out of 1(0) 
Q. 

Estimated rate per Base of rate 
.:~ 

1,000 households 100 250 500 1,000 2,500· 5,000 10,'00)- 25,000 50, (XXf 100,000 250,000 500,000 1,000,000 

.5 or 999.5 8.8 5.6 3.9 2.a 1.8 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 

.75 or 999.25 10.8 6.8 4.8 3.4 2.2 1.5 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.1 
1 01:' 999 12.4 7.9 5.6 3.9 2.5 1.8 1.2 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 
2.5 or 997.5 19.6 12.4 8.8 6.2 3.9 2.8 2.0 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 
5 or 995 27.7 17.5 12.4 8.8 5.5 3.9 2.8 1.8 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 
7.5 or 992.5 33.9 21·5 15.2 10.7 6.8 4.8 3.4 2.1 1.5 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.3 
10 or 990 39.1 24.7 17.5 12.4 7.8 5.5 3.9 2.5 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.6 0.4 
25 or 975 61.4 38,8 27.5 19.4 12.3 8.7 6.1 3.9 2.7 1.9 1.2 0·9 0.6 
50 or 950 85.7 54.2 38.3 27.1 17.1 12.1 8.6 5.4 3.8 2.7 1·7 1.2 0.9 
100 or 900 118.0 74.6 52.8 37.3 23.6 16.7 11.8 7.5 5.3 3.7 2.4 1.7 1.2 
250 or 750 170.3 107.7 76.2 53.9 34.1 24.1 17.0 10.8 7.6 5.4 3.4 2.4 1.7 ~' 500 196.6 124.3 8709 62.2 39.3 27.8 19.7 12.4 8.8 6.2 3.9 2.8 2.0 
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APPENDIX III 
COMMERCIAL SURVEY 

Technical information 
and relative error tables 

Commercial victimization sur"~ys conducted in 
central cities have focused on business establish­
ments, but coverage has extended to other organi­
zations, such as those engaged in religious, political, 
and cultural activities. Units of Federal, State, and 
local government operating within the city limits 
generally have been excluded. In applicable cities, 
however, government-operated liquor stores and 
transportation systems were within the scope of the 
survey, these having been the only exceptions to 
the general exclusion of government entities. Organ­
izations other than businesses have accounted for a 
relatively small part of each city sample. Survey data 
were personally gathered by interviewers from the 
operators (usually managers 01' owners) of busi­
nesses and other participating organizations. Be­
cause they are based ,on sample surveys rather than 
complete enumerations, all results are estimates. 

Sample design and size 
For the purposes of sample selection, Oak" 

land was segmented into geographical units 
knOWll to have contained at least four but not more 
than six commercial establishments, whether re­
tail, service, or a combination of the two kinds. 
Establishments of other types were not taken into 
consideration in designing the sample; nevertheless, 
visually recognizable establishments of all types and 
selected nonbusiness organizations located within 
each segment during the field survey were eligible 
for inclusion in the sample. Segments already being 
sampled in connection with the nationwide com­
mercial victimization survey were excluded from 
the sample. 

A total of 1,596 commercial establishments (in­
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible 
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 355 were 
found to be out of business at the time of the field 

interviews, no longer operating at the designated 
address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At 
12 other establishments it was impossible to con­
duct interviews because the operator could not be 
reached, declined to participate in the survey, or was 
otherwise not available. Therefore, interviews were 
taken in 1,229 establishments, and the overall rate of 
response among those qualified to participate was 
99.0 percent. 

Estimation procedure 
Data records produced by the survey interviews 

were assigned final weights, applied to each usable 
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide 
estimates of victimization data. The final weight 
was the product of the following elements: (1) a 
basic weight, reflecting each selected establishment's 
probability of being in the sample; (2) an adjust­
ment for noninterviews; and (3') a factor to account 
for establishments which were in operation during 
only part of the survey reference period. 

The nq~interview adjustment was equal to the 
total number of data records required for each 
particular kind of business divided by the number 
of usable records actually collected. The factor to 
account for establishments that were not in operation 
during the entire 12-month time frame was applied 
only to the number of incidents involving such 
businesses and not the complete inventory of those 
establishments. This factor was obtained by multi­
plying the basic weight of each part-year operator 
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the 
number of months the establishment was active 
during the reference 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 esiimates 
As indicated, statistical data presented in this 

publication concerning the criminal victimization of 
commercial establishments are estimates that were 
derived through probability sampling methods rather 
than from complete enumeration. The sample used 
was only one of many of equal size that could have 
been selected within the city, utilizing the same 
sample design. Although the results obtained from 
any two samples might differ markedly, the average 
of a number of different samples would be expected 
to be in near agreement with the results of a com­
plete enumeration using the same data collection 
procedures and processing methods. Similarly, the 
results obtained by averaging data from a number 
of subsamples of the whoie sample would be 
expected to give an order of magnitude of the 
variance between any single subsample and the 
grouping of subsamples. Such a technique, known as 
the random group method, was used for calculating 
the coefficients of variation, or relative errors, for 
estimates generated by the survey. Because the 
relative errors are the products of calculations in­
volving estimates derived through sampling, each 
error in turn is subject to sampling variability. 

As in the household survey, estimates on crimes 
against businesses are subject to nonsampIing 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 estlmates 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 parentheticaUy in 
Data Table 85 have been rounded to the nearest 
hundredth. However, all relative figures (whether 
rates or percentages) were calculated from un­
rounded figures. 

Relative error tables 
and calculations 

In order to measure sampling variability asso­
ciated with selected results of the commercial survey, 
relative errors are presented on two tables in this 
appendix. Generalized standard errors, such as those 
developed in connection with the household survey, 
were not calculated. Instead, the tables display actual 
calculations of relative errors from the sample 
observations for estimated values p~rtaining to selec­
ted characteristics of business establishments. Table 
IV applies to the estimated level of victimizations, 
and Table V relates to victimization rates for each of 
the measured crimes. Although the relative errors 
listed on those tables partially gauge the effect of 
nonsampling error, they do not take into account any 
bhses that may be inherent in the survey results. 
For estimated values not shown on Tables IV and 
V, rough approximations of relative errors may be 
made by utilizing the relative errors for similar 
figures having bases of comparable size. 

When used in conjunction with the survey re­
sults, the relative error tables permit the construc­
tion of intervals containing the average results of 
all possible samples with a prescribed level of confi­
dence. Chances are about 68 out of 100 that any 
given survey result would differ from results that 
would be obtained from a complete enumeration 
using the same procedures by less than the relative 
error displayed in the tables. Doubling the interval 
increases the confidence level to 95 chances out of 
100 that the estimated value would differ from the 
results of a complete count by less than twice the 
relative error. 

Tn illustrate the computation and significance of 
these ranges, assume that one wished to test the 
extent of sampling variability surrounding the 
13,400 commercial burglaries estimated to have 

occurred in Oakland. Referring to Table IV, it 
is found that the relative error associated with the 
unrounded form of that figure (13,426) is 37.5 per­
cent. Multiplying 13,426 by .375 yields 5,035.1 

Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the 
estimated number of incidents would be 8,391 to 
18,461. If similar confidence intervals were con­
structed for all possible samples of the same size, 

The calculated figure (5,035) is the standard error of 
the estimated 13,426 burglaries (shown as 13,400 on Data 
Table 85). 
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about two-thirds of these would contain the results 
of a complete enumeration using the same method­
ology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the confi­
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the 
calculated interval would contain the results that 
would have been generated by a complete enumera­
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the 
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that 
the resulting interval, in this case 3,356 to 23,496, 
would contain the total that would have been ob­
tained from a complete tally. 
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Table IV. Relative errors for estimated number of commercial victimizations, 
by characteristics of establtshments and type of crime 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(68 chances. out of 100) 

Estimated number of incidents 

13,426 
9,421 
4,005 
2,888 
2,010 

878 

Relative error 

Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization r,ates, 
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime 

(68 chance.s out of 100) 

Burs;lg;y; Robbe!:l 
Estimated rate Estimated rate 
per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 R'llative 

Chruracteristic establishments error establishments error 

Kind of establishment 
17.4% 137 18.8% Jill establishments 637 

Hetail 737 9.9% 236 25.9% 
·i/holesale 956 29.0% 154 24.2% 
Service 574 14.0% 90 20.0% 

Gl~SS annual receipts 
16.9% 57 46.7% Less than $10,000 553 

$10,000-$24,999 553 30.8% 69 38.7% 
$25,000-$49,999 430 24.af, 74 38.5% 
$50,000-$99,999 702 18.8% 249 20.7% 
$100,000-$499,999 765 22.7% 209 39.&f, 

9.5% 224 33.3% $500,000-$999,999 593 
21.3% 958 29-9% 282 $1,000,000 or more 

32.&f, 0 0.0% No sales 549 
36.2% 158 * Not available 471 

*Relative error greater than 100 percent. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

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 interviewers, it was 
determined whether others were victimized at the 
saline time and place and whether the offense hap­
pen"ed'during a commercial crime. A weighting ad­
justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix 
II) protected against the double counting of inci­
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted 
during the course of a store holdup, the event would 
have been classified as a single commercial rob­
bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With 
respect to crimes against households and businesses, 
there is no distinction between victimizations and 
incidents, as each criminal act against targets of 

either type were assumed to have involved a single 
'Jictim, the affected household or business. In fact, 
the terms "victimization" and "incident" can be 
used interchangeably in analyzing data on household 
and commercial crimes. 

As indicated with respect to personal crimes, 
victimization data are more appropriate than inci­
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse­
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual 
victim. They also are better suited for assessing 
victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin­
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in 
addition to serving as a key element in computing 
victimization rates, victimization counts are used 
for developing information on victim injury and 
medical care, economi«' 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 f9r 
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 establh:hments appear 
on ~il.::timization rate tables. The rates, or measures of 
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing 
the number of victimizations associated with a sped-
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fic crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number of 
persons, households, or businesses under considera­
tion. For crimes against persons, the rates are based 
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over, 
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu­
lar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes 
are regarded as being directed against the household 
as a unit rather than against the individual members; 
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of 
the fraction consists of the number of households in 
question. Similarly, the rates for each of the two 
crimes against commercial establishments are re­
lated to the number of businesses being examined. 

As j'ndicated previously, victimizations of house­
hCllds and businesses, unlike those of persons,. can­
not involve more than one victim during a specific 
criminal act. However, repeated victimizations of 
individuals, households, and commercial establish­
ments can and do occur. As general indicators of 
the danger of having been victimized during the 
reference period, the rates are not sufficiently refined 
to represent true measures of risk for specific indi­
viduals, households, and business places. In other 
words, they do not reflect variations in the degree 
of risk of repeated, or multiple, victimizations; and, 
because of the manner in which they are calculated, 
the rates in effect apportion multiple victimizations 
among the population at large, thereby distorting 
somewhat the risk that any single person, household, 
or business had of being victimized. 

Reporting to the police 
The police may have learned about criminal 

victimizations directly from the victim or from some­
one else, such as another household member or a 
bystander, or because they were on (or happened 
upon) the scene at the time of the crime. In the 
data tables, however, the means by which police 
learned of the crime are not distinguished, the 
overall proportion made known to them being of 
primary concern. 

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited by respon­
dents for not reporting crimes to the police. Data 
tables on this topic distribute all reasons for each 
non-report, and no determination has been made of 
the primary reason, if any, for not reporting the 
crime. 

Time and place of occurrence 
For each of the measured crimes against 

persons, households, and businesses, data on when 
the offenses occurred were obtained for three broad 
time intervals: the daytime hours (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.); 
the first half of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight); and 
the second half of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.). 

Regarding data from the household survey, 
tables on place of occurrence distinguish six kinds 
of sites, two of which cover the respondent's home 
and its immediate vicinity. For certain offenses not 
involving contact between victim and offender, the 
classification of crimes is determined on the basis 
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition, 
most household burglaries happen at principal resi­
dences, with a small percentage at second homes or 
at places occupied temporarily, such as hotels and 
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house­
hold larceny are differentiated from one another 
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur. 
Whereas the latter transpire only in the home and 
its immediate environs, the former can take place at 
any other location. In order to have been classified 
as a household larceny within the victim's own 
home, the offense had to have been committed by a 
person (or persons) admitted to the residence, or 
by someone having customary access to it, such as 
a deliveryman, servant, acquaintance, or relative. 
Otherwise, the crime would have been classified as a 
household burglary, or as a personal robbery if 
force or its threat were used. Commercial burglaries 
can take place only on the premises of business firms; 
however commercial robberies can occur away from , 
the premises, or even outside the city limits, such as 
during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel 
away from the establishment. 

For personal and household crimes, and in addi­
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data 
are presented on the "geographical area" of oc­
currence. The tables distinguish between offenses 
that happened within the city of residence; inside 
another central city; and elsewhere (suburbs and 
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two 
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that 
took place when the victims were-. temporarily away 
from their residence, such as vacationing, visiting or 
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business; 

I '/ 

and (2) crimes that took place within the reference 
period but at a time when the victim lived at a 
place other than the city being surveyed. 

Number of victims and offenders 
As noted previously, the number of individuals 

victimized in each personal crime is a key element 
for computing rates of victimization and other data 
on the impact of crime. However, the data table 
specifically concerning the number of individual 
victims per crime is based on incidents. 

Two tables, also based on incidents, display 
data on the number of offenders involved in per­
sonal crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey 
questioJ).s on characteristics of offenders, the lead 
question concerned the number of offenders. If the 
victim did not know how many offenders took part 
in the incident, no further questions were asked 
about offender characteristics, and the crime was 
classified as having involved strangers. The terms 
"stranger" and "non stranger" are defined in the 
Glossary. 

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 

Some of the tables on this subject display data on 
the offenders only and others cover both victims 
and offenders. The characteristics examined are age 
and race. As with most information developed 
from this survey, offender attributes are based solely 
on the victim's perceptions and ability to recall the 
crime. Because the events often were stressful ex­
periences, resulting in confusion or physical harm 
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning 
offender characteristics were more subject than other 
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous 
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred 
under somewhat vague circumstances, especially 
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim 
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in­
fluenced the attribution of offender characteristics. If 
victims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or 
a set of them) more than others, bias would have 
been introduced into the findings, and no method 
has been developed for determining the existence 
and effect of such bias. 
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In the relevant data tables, a distmction is made 
between "single-offender" and "multiple-offender" 
crimes, with the latter classification applying to 
those committed by two or more persons. As ap­
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the category 
"mixed ages" refers to cases in which the offenders 
in any single incident were classifiable under more 
than one age group; similarly, the term "mixed 
races" applies to situations in which the offenders 
were members of more than a single racial group. 

Weapons use by offenders 

For personal crimes of violence and commercial 
robbery, information was gathered on whether or 
not the victims observed that the offenders were 
armed, and, if so, the types of weapons concerned. 
For purposes of tabulation and analysis, the mere 
presence of a weapon constituted "use." In other 
words, the term "weapons use" applies both to 
situations in which weapons served for purposes of 
intimidation, or threat, and to those in which they 
actually were employed as instruments of physical 
attack. 

In addition to firearms and knives, the data 
tables distinguish "other" weapons and those of un­
known types. The category "other" refers to such 
objects as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles. A 
difference exists, however, in the manner in which 
the types of weapons were classified in the personal 
and commercial sectors. For each personal crime of 
violence by an armed offender, the type, or types, 
of weapons present were recorded, not the number 
of weapons. For instance, if offenders wielded two 
firearms and a knife during a personal robbery, the 
crime would have been classified as one in which 
weapons of each type were used. With respect to 
each robbery of a business in which weapons of 
more than one type were observed, only the most 
lethal type was recorded. Thus, for example, if of­
fenders used two firearms and a knife in robbing a 
store, the crime would have been classified as one 
in which firearms were used; a single entry would 
have been made under the category "firearms." 

Victim self-protection 

With reference to personal crimes of violence, 
information was obtained on whether or not victims 
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the meas­
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging 
from nonviolent to forcible, were considered self­
protection measures: reasoning with the offender; 
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for 
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender; 
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent 
tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by 
victims in each crime, no determination having been 
made of the single most important measure. 

Victim injury and economic loss 

Information was gathered concerning the in­
juries sustained by the victims of each of the three 
personal crimes of violence. However, during the 
preparation of this report, the requisite data were 
not available for calculating the proportion of rape 
victimizations in which victims were injured. There­
fore, information on the percent of crimes in which 
victims were harmed is confined to personal robbery 
and assault. For each of these crimes, the types of 
injuries concerned are described in the Glossary, 
under "Physical injury." 

Victims who had been injured furnished data on 
hospitalization and on medical expenses. With re­
gard to medical expenses, the data tables are based 
solely on information from victims who knew with 
certainty that such expenses were incurred and' also 
knew, or were able to estimate, their amount. By 
excluding victims unaware of such outlays, and of 
their amount, the utility of the data is somewhat 
restricted. Although data were unavailable on the 
proportion of rapes attended by victim injury, in­
formation relating to hospitalization and medical 

costs were available on that crime; these results are 
reflected in the appropriate data tables. 

With respect to economic losses incr.h·red by 
persons, households, and commercial establishm~nts, 
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, o.r of ones having considerable 
sentimental importance. References to losses "re­
covered" apply to compensation received by victims 
for theft losses, as well as to restoration of stolen 
property or cash, although no distinction is made 
as to the manner 01: 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 resr:;.;~ to crimes against persons and 
households, the sULvey 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. 

o 

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;v.ithout a weapon 
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken 
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of 
·~onsciousness) or in undetermined injury requir­
ing 2 or more days of hospitalization. Also in­
cludes attempted assault with a weapon. 

Annual family income-Includes the income of the 
household head and all other related persons 
residing in the same housing unit. Covers the 12 
months preceding the interview and includes 
wages, salaries, net income from business or 
farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent, and any 
other form of monetary income. The income of 
persons unrelated to the head of household is 
excluded. 

Assault-An unlawful physical attack, whether ag­
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes 
attempted assaults with or without a weapon. 
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as 
attacks involving theft or attempted theft, which 
are classified as robbery. 

Attempted forcible entry-A form of burglary in 
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry. 

Burglary-Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence 
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended 
by theft: Includes attempted forcible entry. 

Central city-The largest city (or "twin cities") of a 
standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA), 
defined below. 

Commercial crimes-Burglary or robbery of busi­
ness establishments and certain other organiza­
tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi­
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed 
and attempted acts. Additional details concern­
ing entities covered by the commercial survey 
appear in the introduction to Appendix III. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in which forc~ 
is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window 
or slJlshing 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 !\ttempted acts. 

Household larceny-Theft or attempted theft of 
propeJ:ty 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 c;f 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 tempora~ily 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, 
wht-ch includes those whose only marriage has 
be~n 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 vefJde theft--Stealing or unauthorized tak­
ing of a motor vehicle, ;ncluding attempts at such 
,"cts. 

Nonstranger-r:-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
-coPtact between victim and offender, victimiza­
tion'S (or incidents) are classified as having in­
volved nonstrangers if victim and offender are 
related, well known to, or casually acquainted 
with one anbther. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events 
are classified under non stranger . The distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not 
made for personal larceny without contact, an 
offense in which victims rarely see the offender. 

Offender-The perpetrator of a crime; the term 
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail­
ing contact between victim and offender. 

Offense-A crime; with respect to personal crimes, 
the two terms can be used interchangeably irre­
spective of whether the applicable unit of meas­
ure is a victimization or an incident. 

Personal crimes-Rape, robbery of perslfns, 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 perso:,1al 
larceny with contact ao{i personal larceny with­
out contact. 

P.ersonal 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 an.d 
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 fcquiring 2 or more 
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as­
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches'l 
and sweUing, 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 assault without a 
weapon. 

Standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA)-Ex;­
cept in the New England.States, a standard met­
ropolitan statistical area is a county or group of 
contiguous counties that contains at least one city 
of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or "twin cities" 
with a combined population of at least 50,000. 
In addition to the county, or counties, contain­
ing such a city or cities, contiguous counties are 
included in an SMSA if, according to certain 
criteria, they are socially and economically in­
tegrated with the central city. In the New Eng­
land States, SMSNs 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 nan stranger offenders, the events 
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not 
made for personal larceny without contact, an 
offense in which victims rarely see the offender. 

Tenur\!-Two forms of household tenancy are dis­
tinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings 
being bought through mortgage, and (2) Rented, 
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging 
to a party other than the occupant and situations 
where rental payments are in kind or in services. 

Unlawful entry-A form of burglary committed by 
someone having no legal right to be on the 
premises even though force is not used. 

Victim-The recipient of a criminal act; u~ually 

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 vkt~m), of such 
acts; ordinarily, the number of victi=:l!zations is 
somewhat higher than the number of incidents 
because more than one individual is victimized 
during certain incident<;, as well as because per­
sonal victimizations ttHt 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 h0l!seholds. And, for crimes 
against commercial establishments, victimization 
rates are derived from the number of incidents 
per 1,000 establishments. 

Victimize-To perpetrate a crime against a person, 
household, or commercial establishment. 
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