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PREFACE

. The crime statistics and selected analytical find-
ings presented in this report derive from victimiza-
tion surveys conducted early in 1974 under the
National Crime Survey program. Presenting more
comprehensive survey results and additional techni-
cal information, the report succeeds Criminal Vic-
timization Surveys in 13 American Cities, published
inpJune 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 muin clements: a
continuous national survey an<. surveys in various
cities. Although the overall objedtive of the program
is to provide insights into the impact of crimes that
are of major concern to the general public and law
enforceinent authorities, it is anticipated that the
scope of the surveys will be modified periodically
in order to address other topics in.the realm of
criminal justice. In addition, continuing methodologi-
cal studies are expected to yicld refinements in survey
questionnaires and procedures.

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

surrounding criminal acts, exploring, as appropriate,
such matters as the relationship between victim and
offender, characteristics of ofienders, 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, that is, by crimes against per-
sons, households, and commercial establishments.
Within each sector, the tables are further divided
along topical lines. These topics are reflected in the
analytical statements compiled in the section entitled
“Selected Findings,” which highlights certain basic
survey results, The statements illustrate the types of
empirical data being produced under the National
Crime Survey program. '

All statisvical data in this report are estimates
subject to errors arising both from the fact that they
are based on information obtained from sample sur-
veys rather than complete censuses, and from the
fact that recording and processing mistakes in-
variably occur in the course of a large-scale data
collection effort. As part of the discussion on re-
liability of estimates, these sources of error are
treated in Appendixes II and III. It 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




errors, or, in other words, that the chances were at
least 95 out of 100 that each difference described did
not result solely from sampling variability. Qualified
statements of comparison met significance tests that
the differences were within the range of 1.6 and 2
standard errors, or that there was a likelihood equal
to at least 90 (but less than 95) out of 100 that the
difference did not result solely from sampling vari-
ability. These conditional statements are charac-
terized by use of the term “some indication.”

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

In relation to crimes against persous, 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 criminaf 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

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 datda reflect only those crimes
experienced by residents and commercial establish-
ments of Oakland, even though some acts took
place oatside 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 (sheplifting and employee
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the
counting and classifying rules for the two programs
are not fully compatible. Similarly, the correspond-
ence between reference periods for results of the city
surveys and published police statistics is not exact.

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis-
tics, the personal rates cited in this report are based
on victimizations rather than on incidents and are
calculated on the basis of the resident population
age 12 and over rather than on all residents. As
indicated earlier, personal victimizations outnumber
personal incidents, National Crime Survey rates of
victimization for crimes against households and
commercial establishments are based, respectively,
on the number of households and businesses, where-
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes
are based on the total population. A technical note
entitled “Victim characteristics,” Appendix IV, gives
additional details on the manner in which the vic-
timization survey rates were computed.
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Time lost from work
99, Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by
number of employees losing time from Work, —eeeeroeenenes
100. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by
number of man-days lost from work,

Time of occurrence

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

Use of weapons
102. Commercial robbery: Percent of incidents in which offenders
used weapons, by kind of establishment.
103. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of weapon used by offenders.
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58
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Appendix II o | S THE CITY SURVEYS

Appendix IIX

incidents, personal victimizations, and househo]d victimizations,
by size of estimate.
Standard error approximations for estimated personal vic-
timization rates.
Standard error approxnmatlons for estimated household vic-

timization rates.

hisd

. .Relative errors for estimated number of commercial victimiza-
"tions, by characteristics of establishments and.type of crime. ..
Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates, by
characteristics of establishments and type of crime, ... ..

I. Standard error appromm 4ia, .*.’s for estimated number of personal |

93

94

94

98

98
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Stirm ik v

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 io the police as well as
those that were not. By focusing on the victim, the
person likely to be most aware of details concern-
ing criminal events, the surveys generate a variety of
data, including information on the circumstances
under which such acts occurred and on their effect.

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet under-
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data,
victimization surveys are expected to supply the
criminal justice community with new insights into
crime and its victims, complementing data resources
already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua-
tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to
police attention. They also furnish”a means for
developing victim profiles and, for identifiable sec-
tors of society, yield information necessary to com-
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza-
tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish-

‘ing bétween stranger-to-stranger and domestic vio-

lence and between armed and strong-arm assaults
and robbérics, They . can tally some of the costs of
crime in terms\bf 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 indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the
levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures
in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing
the crime situation betwgen 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 offerises against government entities.* Ex-
amples of the latter are income tax evasion and the
theft of office supplies. Crimes of which the victim
may ‘not be aware also cannot be measured effec-
tively by the survey technique. Buying stolen proper-
ty may fall into this category, as may some instances
of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted crimes of
most types probably are underrecorded for this
reason. Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft
and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible
to measurement or study by means of the survey ap-
proach because of the limited documentation main-
tained by most commercial establishments on losses
from these crimes. Finally, events in which the vic-
tim has shown a willingness to participate in illegal
activity also are excluded. Examples of the latter,
which are unlikely to be reported to interviewers,
include gambling, various types of swindles, con
games, and blackmail.

1 Other than government-operated liquor stores and
transportation systems, which fall within the purview of the
program's commercial sector, government institutions and
offices are outside the scope of the program. Pretests have
indicated 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 recall, i.e., the
ability of respondents to remember incidents befall-
ing them or their households, and by the phenome-
non of telescoping, that is, the tendency of some
respondents to recount incidents occurring outside
(usually before) the referenced time frame. In con-
tinuous surveys, this tendency can be controlled by
using a bounding 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 heen continuous, however,
the data are subject to telescoping, and no assess-
ment has been made concerning the magnitude of
the problem.

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

possible to analyze the characteristics 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 encompassing at
least three separate but undifferentiated events, were
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month
reference period. A table of these series victimiza-
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears
in Appendix III of the preceding report, Criminal
Victimization Surveys in 13. American Cities.

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

LEHIU

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 may or may not involve
contact between the victim and offender.

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

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object
is to relieve a person of property by force or the
threat of force, The force employed may be a
weapon (armed robbery) or physical power (strong-
arm robbery). In either instance, the wvictim is
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placed in physical danger, and physical injury can
and some¢imes does result. The distinction between
robbery with injury and robbery without injury
turns solely on whether the victim sustained any in-
jury, no matter how minor. The distinction between
a completed robbery and an attempted robbery
centers on whether the victim sustained any loss of
cash or property. For example, an incident might be
classified as an attempted robbery simply because
the victim was not carrying anything of value when
held up at gunpoint. Attempted robberies, however,
can be quite serious and can result in severe physical
injury to the victim,

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

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

Attempted assaults differ from assaults carried
out in that in the latter the victim is actually physical-
ly attacked and may incur bodily injury. An at-
tempted assault could be the result of bad aim
with a gun or it could be a nonspecific verbal threat
to harm the victim. It is difficult to categorize
attempted assault as either aggravated or simple
because it is conjectural how much injury, if any,
the victim would have sustained had 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
scuffie 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 may or may not bring the victim into
direct contact with the offender. Personal larceny
with contact encompasses purse snatching, attempted
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal larceny
without contact involves the theft by stealth of
numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly
personal in nature. It is distinguished from house-
hold larceny solely by place of occurrence. Whereas
the latter transpires only in the home or its im-
mediate environs, the former can take place at any
other location. Examples of personal larceny with-
out contact include the theft of a briefcase or
umbrella from a restaurant, a portable radio from
the beach, clothing from an automobile parked in
a shopping center, a bicycle from a schoolground,
food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket,
etc. Lack of force is a major identifying element in
personal larceny. Should, for example, a woman
become aware of an attempt to snatch her purse
and resist, and should the offender then use force,
the crime would escalate to robbery.

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

CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS

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

The most serious of the crimes against house-
holds is burglary. Burglary is the illegal entry or
attempted entry of a structure. The assumption is
that the purpose of the entry was to commit a crime,
usually theft, but no additional offense need take
place for the act to be classified as burglary. The
entry may be by force, such as picking a 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.
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As mentioned earlier, household larceny occurs
when cash or property is removed from the home or
its immediate vicinity by stealth. For a household
larceny to occur within the home itself, the thief
must be someone with a right to be there, such as a
maid, a delivery man, or a guest. If the person has
no right to be there, the crime is a burglary. House-
hold larceny can. consist of the theft of jewelry,
clothes, lawn furniture, garden hoses, silverware,
etc.

The theft or unauthorized use of motor vehicles,
commonly regarded as a specialized form of house-
hold larceny, is treated separately in the National
Crime Survey program. Completed as well as at-
tempted acts involving automobiles, trucks, motor-
cycles, and other vehicles legally entitied 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 certzin
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. Commercial robberies usually occur on the
premises of places of business, but some can happen
away from the premises, such as during the holdup
of sales or delivery personnel away from the
establishment.
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SELECTED FINDINGS

The statements thai 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 12-19"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].

SRR .

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

Black households had slightly higher rates of bur-
glary, household larceny, and motor vehicle theft
than white households [Table €2].

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

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 65].

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

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

Reporting to the police

Thirty-six percent of all personal crimes were rte-
ported to the police [Table 40].

Women reported violent crimes relatively more
often 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
have reported crimes of theft [Table 41].

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

Tinxe 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 muitiple 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-oﬁendér
(79 percent) assaults of blacks were committed
by blacks [Tables 10, 12]. '

Most single- (71 percent) and multiple-dffender
(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 [Table 103].

Victim self-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 micney or property and/or property damage
[Table 78].

Of household crimes resulting in loss, 52 purcent
involved amounts of $50 or more [Tabls 30].

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].
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SURVEY DATA TABLES

Table 1. Personal crimes: Number of victimizations and victimization rates

for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime

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

Type of crime Number Rate
Crimes of violence 15,100 59
Rape 700 3
Robbery’ | 5,700 22
Robbety and attempted robbery
with injury 1,700 7
From serious assault 800 3
From minor assault 900 L
Robbery without injury 2,400 o 9
Attempted robbery without injury 1,600 6
Assault 8,800 34
Aggravated assault 4,100 16
With injury : 1,300 5
Attempted "assault with weapon 2,800 11
Simple assault 44700 18
With injury- 1,200 5
Attempted assault without weapon 3,500 14
Crimes of theft 26,200 102
Personal larceny with contact 2,600 10
Purse snatching 900 1
Attempted purse snatching 400 2
Pocket picling 1,300 5
Personal larceny without contact 23,600 92

NOTE: Detail may not add to tctal shown because of rounding.
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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 1:31,13
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 1,600 1,700 1l: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 | 1,600 1:1.09
Assault 7,600 8,800 1:1,15
Aggravated assault 3,400 4,100 1:1,19
With injury 1,100 1,300 1:1,18
Abtempted 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 1:1,53
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 123,100 23,600 1:1.02

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of roundirng. Ratios calculated from unrounded
Ligures.
1Because of data processing problems, a manual weighting procedure wag 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 vichim, 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)

A1l victimizations

Involving strangers Involvingz nonstrangers

Type of crime Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Crimes of violence 15,100 59 12,000 L7 3,000 12
Rape 700 3 600 2 1100 1z
Complete rape 200 1 200 1 12 1z .
Attempted rape 500 2 4,00 2 1100 1z
Robbery 5,700 22 5,200 20 400 2
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 1,700 7 1,500 6 200 1
From serious assault 800 3 700 3 1100 1z
From minor assault 900 4 900 3 1z 17
Robbery without injury 2,400 9 2,200 9 1100 1z
Attempted robbery without injury 1,600 6 1,400 6 200 1
Assault ) 8,800 34 6,200 24, 2,500 10
Aggravated assault 4,100 16 2,800 11 1,200 5
With injury 1,300 5 800 3 500 2
Attempted assault with weapon 2,800 11 2,100 8 800 3
Simple assault 4,700 18 3,400 13 1,300 5
With injury 1,200 5 800 3 400 2
Attempted assault without weapon 3,500 14 2,600 10 900 3
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. v
Z TFewer than 50 victimizations or less than 0.5 per 1,000.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, -is statistically unrelisble.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakiand

£ Table 4. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of Gi{qtimizations, by selected
. characteristics of victims and type ¢f crime

A1 personal crimes

Crimes of violence

Crimes of theft

Characteristic o
Sex
Male (46)
Fémale (54)
Race
White 56;
Black (38
Other (6)
Age
12-15 8;
16-19 (8
20-2, (13
25-34 (19
¢ 35-49 (18
50-64 (20

65 and over (15)

53
41

57
43

69
23
3

12
1
18
21
14
12

9

51
49

&l
32

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to pércent in the group. Detail may not add to total shown

because of rounding.

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

Sex - Race
Type of crime Both sexes Male Female Vhite Black
Crimes of violence 80 82 77 85 68
Rape 87 1100 a7 91 79
Robbery 92 93 92 9 88
Robbery and attempted
robbery -with injury 91 90 92 95 79
From serious assault [:13 86 85 90 176
From minor assault 95 96 95 98 83
Robbery without injury 95 96 92 95 92
Attempted robbery without
injury 90 89 93 91 88
: Assault 71 75 67 78 55
RN Aggravated assauld 70 7L 64 80 54
) With injury 62 67 55 72 52
Attempted assault with
weapon 73 7 67 83 55
Simple assault 73 75 69 M .58
With injury 2 65 73 56 75 128
Attempted assault
without weapon 75 76 T Vil 67

1Estim&te, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

\
b

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

Male Female
Type .of crime White Black White Black
Crimes of violence 85 73 :18 61
Rape 1100 2 90 88
Robbery 95 85 91 94
With injury 98 73 92 190
Without injury 95 89 91 96
Assault 78 65 78 L6
Aggravated assault 80 63 80 41
Simple assault 77 69 Y 50

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

3No rapes of black males were recorded,

Table 7. Personal assault: Percent of victiniizations involving strangers,

by race and age of victims

Race and sage All assaults Aggravated agsault Simple assault
411 racest . .
12-15 63 59 66
16-19 .. 71 69 72
20-24 T4 73 74
25-34 68 71 66
35-19 69 59 79
50-64 78 72 82
65 and over 91 100 8
White
12-15 8L 257 67
16-19 Vi 77 77
2024 83 83 82
25-34 Vil 85 71
35-49 72 63 79
506l 83 87 9
65 and over 91 100 8l
Black
12-15 61 264 258
16-19 61 62 260
20-24 47 250 343
25-34 48 i 52 21
35-49 61 50 79
506 254 232 2100
65 and over 3100 2100 o]

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

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

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

Type of crime Related and/or well known Casually acquainted
Crimes of viclence! L6 5k
Robbery 222 78
Assault 51 L9

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.

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

Survey Data Tables 13
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

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

Perceived race of offonder

Not kmown and

Type of crime White Black Other not available ;
Crimes of violence 27 6l 6 2
Rape 125 75 0 0
Completed rape 118 1g2 o] o] 4
Attempted rape 29 71 o] 1CJ i
Robbery 18 72 :6 : 5 :
Robbery with injury ig 75 18 18 ;
Robbery without injury 21 71 5 13 :
Assault 31 60 7 12 !
Aggravated assault 26 &7 6 11 i
Simple assault 36 55 7 3 :
NOTE: Detail may nobt add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Est1mate, based on about 10 ov fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender
victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims, and perceived race of offender
Perceived race of offender
Not known and
Type of crime and race of victims White Black Other not availatle
Crimes of vidlence
White 33 56 8 A
Hlack 15 85 11 0
Rape
White 133 67 0 0
Hack 16 9L o] o]
Robbery
White 17 71 15 16
Hiack 137 81 12 0
Robbery with injury
White 110 73 ig 110
Hlack [¢] 1100 0 ]
Robbery without injury
White 21 71 1 1
Hlack 121 77 13 0
Assaull
White 4O 48 9 13
Hlack 15 85 1] o]
Aggravated assault .
White 38 50 10 41
Hlack 110 89 1 0
Simple assault X
White 41 L7 ’ 9 L
Black 21 79 o 0
NOTE:' Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrel:.able.
s v

Survey Data Tables

Table 11. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of muiltiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offeniders

Perce.ved race of offenders

Not known and

Type of crime A2) white ALl black All other Mixed races not available
Crimes of violence 13 73 5 7 12
Rape [¢] 183 18 18 0
Robbery 13 Th 13 7 13
Robbery with injury 19 77 14 14 14
Robbery without injury 14 73 13 8 22
Assault ) 1k 71 7 7 11
Aggravated assault 15 66 110 17 13
Simple assault 13 % 15 18 11

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

Table 12. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution ¢f muiltiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims,
and perceived race of offenders

Perceived race:of offenders

Type of crime and race Not known and
of victims A1l white ALl black A1 cther Mixed races not available
Crimes of violencel
White 16 71 5 8 21
Hlack 26 b 26 26 2
Robbery
White 16 73 2 7 M
Hack 25 76 23 29 26
Assault
Vhite 16 67 29 9 22
Black 2g 79 2g 23 22

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

Table 13. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-
offender victimizaticns, by type of crime
and perceived age of offender

Perceived age of offender

Total. 21 and Not. known and

Type of crime Under 12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18-20 over not available
Crimes of violence 12 26 4 11 11 69 4
Rape . ¢} 14 0 12 12 20 16
Robbery 12 35 14 15 17 59 13
Robbery with injury 12 . 52 14 26 119 42 15
Robbery without injury 12 29 12 11 15 66 12
Assault 1] 24 L 10 9 71 4
Aggravated assault 11 23 1} 11 7 T 12
Simple assault 12 25 15 10 11 68 15

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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%’ 16 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland Survey Data Tables

: Table 14. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single- ‘ Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-

6 offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims, ; offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,

i and perceived age of offender ; : and perceived age of offenders .

. _Perceived age of offender 2, B Perceived age of offenders
Not known and H ; Type of crime and A1 under AL 21 Not known and
Type of crime and age of victims Under 12 12-20 21 and over not available age of victims 12 All 12-.20 and over Mixed ages not available
Crimes of vicdlence?! : g Crimes of vidlencel
12-19 22 53 L5 2y 5 12-19 0 75 25 21 20
20-34 22 12 8, 23 ; : 20-34 0 30 51 21 28
35-49 21 18 81 21 35-49 0 18 49 312 21
50-64 21 30 58 210 ' 5064, 0 33 Ly 27 216
65 and over ] 33 53 213 ] 65 and over 2 50 21, 29 25
Robbery “ Robbery
12-19 33 61 237 ) 12-19 0 82 23 0 215
20-34, 25 219 75 21 20-34 0 38 39 2 22
35-49 0 32y 7 23 35-19 0 216 49 216 218
50-64 23 240 49 29 5064 0 38 42 210 210
65 and over 0 41 56 22 65 and over 2 48 217 213 220
Assault R Assault

12-19 21 56 L2 21 12-19 0 71 26 0 23
20-34 23 11 85 ’ 23 20-34 0 24 43 21 32
35-49 31 21, 85 ) 3549 0 220 49 26 226
50-64 0 223 67 210 50-644 0 222 2,8 0 230
65 and aver o] 216 347 337 65 and over 0 256 2 o} 239

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

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

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

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

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

Perceived ape of offenders :
All 21 Not Imown and

. All under " Male Female
P Type of crime 12 Al 12-20 and over Mixed ages not. available Type of crime (118,500) (138,400)
y ?
; Crimes of vidlence 1Z
! Rape | 0 I‘g 15? 4 23 i i Crimes of violence 3 47
: PE 19 U5 : 5 Rape ‘ 17 5
: Rogbggy with inj kS f:? F4 : " i ] Rogbery 30 15
; obbery ury 0 29 18 19 . ;
: AsRoﬂ::ry without injury 13 ﬁ7 22 16 17 B Rz?.l;;r{ngx‘:gyattempted robbery 7 6
sa 5 2 11 28 g
Aggravated assault 0 41 - 28 13 28 i i}‘rg"n ;je;ﬁrwisg:iit‘ﬂt ‘5 i
§ s ° assault ° 48 s ° , d ’}? Robbery without injury 14 5
! NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. Attempted robbery without injury 8 2‘,;
; 2 Less than 0,5 percent. : Assault bed b 12\? =
. 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampls cases, is statistically unreliable. AggIWi:;,laiXelj u:;“ Z 4
g Attempted assault without weapon 1 8
« Simple assault : 22 15
;| With injury . 5 4
3 Attempted assault without weapon 17 11
; Crimes of theft 112 93
£ Personal larceny with contact 6 14
B Purse snatching 1z 7
& \ B Attempted purse. snatching 12 3
! : o Pocket picking 3 5
; ) ;3 Personal larceny without centact 106 79
i : NOTE: . Detail may not add to total kshcwm because of rounding. Miumbers in parentheses refer
: } # to population in the group.
! i Z- Less than 0.5 per 1,000, i
; B ‘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)

8L

.

7
7

e

12-15 16-19 202/ 253k 3549 5064 65 and over
Type of crime (19,700) (20,000) (32,100) (49,500) (46,100) (51,000) (38,700)
Crimes of violence 90 109 8, 63 47 35 36
Rape 1, 15 6 3 11 12 0
. Robbery 34 26 22 19 19 20 24
: Robbery and attempted robbery
b with injury 8 16 7 4 4 7 12
‘Robbery without injury 19 12 9 9 8 8 6
Attempted robbery without
injury 17 8 6 6 7 4 7
Assault . 52 78 57 40 27 13 12
Aggravated assault 20 38 26 19 14 6 5
: With injury 11 1, 6 4 4 12 12
! Attempted assault with weapon 10 24 20 15 10 3 14
; Simple assault 32 40 31 2 13 7 7
i With injury 8 10 10 5 32 b3 12
H Attempted assault without
‘i‘ weapon 2 30 20 16 10 7 4
H Crimes of theft 100 123 8 140 100 76 42
51‘ Personal larceny with contact 11 10 13 9 8 13 h7A
H Purse snatching 11 12 [3 4 4 8 8
: Pocket picking 1l 8 7 5 4 5 6
. Personal larceny without contact 99 113 135 132 9L 63 28

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

Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victimis,
and perceived age of offenders

Perceived age of offenders
Al 21

Type of crime and All under Not known and
age of victims 12 A1l 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available
Crimes of violencel
1219 0 75 35 a1 20
2034 0 30 41 21 28
35-49 [o} 18 L9 312 21
50-64, 0 33 Ly 37 316
65 and over 22 50 31 29 25
Robbery
12-19 0 82 a3 [0} a15
20-34 o] 38 39 21 22
35-49 0 26 49 216 18
50-64, 0 38 42 210 210
65 and over 32 48 217 213 220
Assault
12-19 0 7 24 .0 23
20-34 0 24y 43 21 32
35-49 ] 220 49 26 226
50-64 0 222 248 0 330
65 and over 0 256 2% 0 39

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2gstimate, 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)

Male Female

Type of crime (118,500) (138,400)
Crimes of violence 73 L7
Rape 1z 5
Robbery 30 15

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 7 6
Fram serious assault L 2
From minor assault 3 4
Robbery without injury 1, 5
Attempted robbery without injury 8 4
Assault 43 27
Aggravated assault 21 12
With injury 6 4
Attempted assault without weapon 14 8
Simple assault 22 15
With injury 5 4
-Attempted assault without weapon 17 11
Crimes of theft 112 93
Personal larceny with contact ) U
Purse snatching 1z 7
Attempted purse snatching : 1Z 3
Pocket picking 6 I
Perscnal larceny without cantact 106 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, {i
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is -statistically unreliable.
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Survey Data Tables 19

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

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

White Black Other
Type of crime (144 800) (97,400) (14,700)
Crimes of violence 72 L 25
Rape 3 2 0
Robbery 28 15 10
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 9 I 1
From serious assault A 2 (4]
From minor assault 5 2 11
Robbery without injury 11 8 in
Attempted robbery without 8 4 13
Agsault 41 27 15
Aggravated assault 17 16 4
With injury L 6 13
Attempted assault with weapon 12 10 15
Simple assault 25 10 g
With injury 6 3 1
Attempted assault without weapon 18 8 17
Crimes of theft 116 85 76
Personal larceny with contact 12 7 g
Purse -snatching 7 3 13
Pocket picking [ I 15
Personal larceny without contact 104 7 68

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.. Numbers in parentheses refer
to population in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 20. Pérsonal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims

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

Legs than $3,000~ $7, 500~ $10, 000~ $15,000~ $25,000 Not
$3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 324,999 or more available
Type of crime (30,600) (65,900) (27,800) (52,700) (38,700) (14,200) (27,000)
Crimes of violence 8 63 57 55 49 51 L7
Rape 6 L i3 1] 1z 0 12
Robbery 36 25 16 20 19 18 16
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 13 9 1y 5 4 6 2
Robbery without injury 1, 10 6 9 8 16 9
Attempted robbery without injury 9 6 5 6 6 1g 1
Assault h2 35 38 3L 29 32 29
Aggravated assault 28 17 19 14 13 13 11
With injury 8 7 7 3 '3 12 12
Attempted assault with weapon 16 10 12 11 10 11 9
Simple assault 18 18 19 20 16 19 17
With injury 6 6 ig b4 13 15 13
Attempted assault without weapon 12 12 1 16 14 15 14
Crimes of theft 8 87 102 112 129 138 83
Personal larceny with contact 15 11 11 8 7 7 13
Purse snatching 9 6 6 3 1 13 7
Pocket picking 6 6 15 A 1y Y 7
Personal larceny without contact 69 75 91 104 122 131 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, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and marital status of victims

AT B S T £ S S R A, . S BT

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

Never Divorced and

married Married Widowed separnted

Type of crime (78,900)  {321,200) (23,900) (31,900)
Crimes of violence 91 35 27 87
Rape 4 1 1 1h
Robbery 29 13 23 39

Robbery and attempted robbery ‘

with injury 8 A 1, 10
From serious assault 4 2 6 [3
From minor assault L 2 8 iz
Robbery without injury 13 5 7 19
Attempted robbery without injury 8 5 12 10
Assault 57 21 1/ Ll
Aggravated assault 26 9 15 25
With injury g 2 13 8
Attempted assault with weapon 17 7 1 17
Simple assault 32 11 8 18
With injury 9 2 12 6
Attempted assault without weapon 23 10 6 12
Crimes of theft 130 84 60 134
Personal larceny with contact 8 8 19 19
Purse snatching 3 I8 13 9
Pocket picking : 5 3 16 10
Personal larceny without contact. 122 76 41 115

NOTE: : Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
population in the group. !
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 22. Perscnal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex and age of victims and type of crime

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

Crimeg of violence

Crimes of theft

Robbery Asgault Personal Personal
A1l personal " Robbery Robbery A1l personal larceny larceny
crimes of A1l rob- with without” A1l Aggravated ~Simple .- crimes of with without
Sex and age violence Rape beries injury injury assaults assault assault contact contact
Male
12-15 9,9oog~ 114 o 52 ig L 62 22 40 121 11 120
16-19 (9,700 123 0 37 111 26 85 40 45 131 110 121
20-2t, (14,300) 99 0 26 1q 20 73 34 39 155 16 149
25-34 (24,100 77 0 26 %3 23 51 27 23 151 7 14
35-49 (21,600 59 11 26 15 20 33 18 15 116 8 108
5064 (23,600 45 0 26 9 17 19 9 10 78 15 73
65 and over (15,500) 45 0 33 12 20 12 14 14 42 15 35
Female
12-15 (9,800) é5 iq 16 1y 1g 13 18 2 79 . 1 77
16-19 (10,400 96 111 15 0 15 71 36 35 115 19 106
20-24 (17,800 72 10 19 iy 12 20 24 141 19 123
25=3L (25,400 49 7 12 15 8 30 11 19 130 10 120
35-49 (24,500 36 1 1 13 11 21 10 1 85 8 77
50-6L (27,400 25 i3 14 6 7 9 13 6 h 19 5h
65 and over (23,200) 30 0 18 1 7 12 15 7 12 19 2,
“"’NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. MNumbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
1gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and sex and race of victims

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

Male Female
White Black White Black
Type of crime (66,900} (44, 500) (77,800) (52,900)
Crimes of violence 90 53 56 36
Rape 1z o] [ 4
Robbery 37 23 20 9
With injury 9 6 9 13
Without injury 28 17 11 6
Assault 53 30 31 2
Aggravated assault 22 21 12 12
Simple assault 32 9 18 12
Crimes of theft 125 99 109 73
Personal larceny with
contact [3 7 18 8
Personal larceny without
contact 119 92 91 65

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

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

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Robbe: Assault Personal Personal
AlY personal Robbery  Robbery A1l personal larceny larceny
crimes of All rob- with without All Aggravated Simple crimes of with without
Sex and marital status violencet beries injury injury assaults  agsault agsault  thefrt contact contact
Male
Never married (41,900) 103 10 9 31 63 30 36 138 7 131
Married (60,100) 43 16 3 12 27 13 14 89 5 85
Widowed (4,600) 63 L5 g 221 218 215 a3 57 212 45
Divorced and separated . (11,600) 124 &l 16 49 60 39 20 165 212 153
Female .
Never married (37,000) Vi 16 6 10 51 25 27 120 10 111
Married 61,000; 27 11 4 7 14 5 9 79 11 68
Widowed (19,300 31 o 11 26 13 24 9 é0 20 40
Divorced and separated (20,400) 66 25 aq 18 34 17 17 116 22 oL

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

2 Includes data on rape, not shown separately.

3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,

)

"is statistically unreliable.
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Table 25. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race and age of victims and type of crime

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

Crimes of violence

Crimes of theft

Personal Personal

All personal larceny larceny

All Simple erimes of with » without

Race and age Robbery assaults assault theft contact contact

White
12-15 6,6003 65 92 63 151 o} 151
16-19 (8,500 I8} 114 65 175 230 165
20-24 (17,200 27 79 L6 177 13 164
2534 (27,300 ¢ 23 51 30 164 10 154
35-19 (23,200 26 28 16 118 10 108
5064 (31,700 23 17 10 85 16 69
65 and over (30,200) 27 15 9 L6 16 30
Black

12-15 (12,000 17 30 14 T 22 72
16-19 (10,200 213 52 21 87 210 77
20-2) (12,400 19 36 16 115 13 102
25-31, (19,300 15 30 11 113 27 106
3549 (19,600 1L 27 10 85 26 78
50-64 (17,000 15 27 22 61 27 Sk
65 and over (7,000) 213 22 0 27 26 22

NOTE: Detsil may not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. )

Numbers in parentheses refor to population in the group.
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Table 26. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
) Perscnal Personal
A1l personal Assault A1l personal larceny larceny
crimes of All Aggravated Simple crimes of with without
Race and income violence! Robbery assaults assault assault theft contact contact
| White )
] Less than $3,000 (15,200) 117 ' 47 59 27 32 104 21 83
; $3,000-87,499 532,600; 79 34 JAo] 15 25 101 15 86
$7,500-89,999. (14,900 66 21 42 21 21 17 1 103
$10,000~$14,999 (30, 000; 70 25 L, 17 27 122 8 114
v ~N $15,000-$24,999 (24,900 55 22 34 14 20 140 7 133
$25,000 or more (11,200) 56 22 33 212 21 136 a7 129
Not available (16,100) 61 ] 21 37 14 23 95 17 78
Black
Less than $3,000 (13,800} 56 26 28 24 2y 65 29 56
} $3,000-$7,499 530,300g 49 16 30 19 11 72 7 65
¥ $7,500-$9,999 (11,400 L9 210 37 18 18 85 27 77
H $10,000-814,999  (19,400) 36 1k 21 11 10 102 g 9t
$15,000~$24,999 (10,800) 36 15 20 12 2g 116 2g 108
$25,000 or more (2,200) 246 36 232 19 220 151 o} 151
Not available (9,500) 28 29 19 9 210 67 36 61

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers.in parentheses refer to population in the group.
3Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
®Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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i 26 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland Survey Data Tables
’ Tabie 29. Personal crimes of violen inci i i i
! . P - ce: Percent of i
i Table 27. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, offender, by type of crime and victim- oée’r"‘:"gf'gfa;’i‘::;""'ing a single
: by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime p
(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group) Type of crime Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers
Race, sex, and age Crimes of violence Crimes of theft Crimes of violence 52 78
; { Rape 75 186
b White Robbery 41 46
: Male : Agsault 59 g3
12-15 (3,600 205 186 3 z
‘ 16-19 (1,100 203 163 Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisically unreliable.
: 20-2 (7,900) . 128 177
e : i
v 1 50? . % - 28 Table 30. P_er_sonal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents involving a single
e m::*d over (11,7 ’ k3 : victim, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
é 12-15 3,%§ us 1},3 §
1619 (L4 1 : 1 . AL Tnvol
| B % | o o e s ot e
3549 12:000§ i 107¢ .. Crimes of violence 92 93 90
; 50-61 (17,200 33 82 Rape 9% 9% 177
; 65 and over (18,500} . 35 48 Robbery 95 9% 89
" . Robbery and attempted )
Black - robbery with injury 96 97 ) T gy
; Male i From serious assault 9% , 95 139
; 12-15 (5,800 58 87 From minor assault 98 o8 1109
! 16419 (4,900 65 108 Robbery without injury 93 oL }BO
; 20-2L {5,300 [ 130 ; Attempted robbery without
‘ 25-3L (8,700 54 123 injury 97 98 N
| TR ; . o : ; ;
: ; A ted
: 85 and over (2,900) 28 3k ; sgrevated assault a 2 %
I8 Female ' Attempted assault with %
; 12-15 (6,200 43 62 : weapon 88 88
? 16-19 5:200§ 80 67 i Simple assault : 91 % 3'3’
b 20-2; (7,100 46 104 : With injury 93 91 95
%‘ 25-31, 10,5003 43 105 Attempted assault .
i 35-49 (10,700 28 ol without weapon 90 50 92
50~61, {9,000) 12 55 1
‘ 65 and over (4,100) ’ 17 . 123, ! Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.:
f NO;FE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
; Estimate, based on about 1C or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 31. Personal robbery and assault: Percent of victimizations in which
: . . o ! victims sustained physical injury, by victim-offender
Table 28. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, i relationship and type of crime i
by type of crime and number of offenders j
Relationship Robbery and ‘assault Robbery Assault
Four or Not known and
Type of crime One Wo Three more not available AlL victimizations 29 30 28
Crim 7 viol 58 19 9 0 * Involving strangers 27 30 ) 25
. Ra;: o ence - 137 15 P sg Involving nonstrangers 35 3% 3
; Robbery : L2 30 15 11 3
H Robbery and attempted robbery
lj with injury 36 29 23 18 1y
i From serious assault 26 28 26 211 ig
From minor asssult L5 29 20 15 11 i
; Robbery «ithout injury a7 3 14 13 iz ; .
Attempted robbery without injury 51, 25 ig 10 13 : \
i Assault o 66 12 6 11 5 ;
g Aggravated assault 65 12 13 11 9
I With injury 65 & 7 11 18 19
i Attempted assault with weapon 65 14 13 . 9 9 i
Simple assault 87 11 8 10 - 22
With injury 70 111 19 19 0 i
Attempted agseult without weapon 66 12 8 10 13 ,

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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28 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland
Table 32. Personal robbery and assault: Percent of victimizations in which Survey Data Tables 20
victims su.stained phys_ical injury, by selegted , Table 34. 'Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizatione i .
characteristics of victims and type of crime j victims received hospital care, b victimizations in which
; j victi are, by selected characteristics of
Characteristic Robbery and assault Robbery Asssult Ims and ty pe Of Crime
Se ; Characteristic
Male - 2 25 27 : ¢ = Crimes of violencel Robbery —
Female 32 39 29 ! ;d(al
Race ' ! 14 Female 9
White 28 32 26 ; Race 7 2'? 10
2 ! 3
Black 30 27 3 }» ! o e
M1 30 23 35 f i Elack 1 7 6
16-19 28 122 30 ! 5 Victim-offender relationship %9 15
20-21, 30 31 29 : Involving strangers 7
25-31, 22 20 23 f Involving nonstrangers 3;3 Vi 8
3549 23 22 25 i Y 1 212 13
50-64 32 38 22 j : aénﬂ.‘r\nxges data on rape, not shown separately,
65 and over M L9 3 : 3 stinate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticall
Annual family income % ¥ unrelisble,
Lesgogmn $3,000 ' 32 35 33 ! k T bl
] $ : 4 3 H .
5365%5;:33%99 ; %0 ¥ %Z = ; able 35}' :‘ e"st?."';' crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations
1 $14, ’ 22 25 21 : whic i i :
$15,000-$24-999 21 2 20 " victims incurred medical expenses, by amount
$25,000 or more 25 131 121 p .
Not available 20 125 118 : Amount
P t
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, : ;?gist%h;n $50 ercen
. : 28
. i‘ $250 or more 53
. ; P . . 219
Table 33. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which . * Includes only those vietimizati )
. e ol . . . . penses were incurred ations in which the vietims knew with certainty th
victims sustained physical injury, received hospital care, , ! SBetimate, beoe aeonaﬁﬂm“i‘“io’“‘“; or were able to estimate, the amount of guch :,’tp::;’::‘*l o
. . - ) .
and incurred medical expenses, by type of crime ! ¥ fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Item Crimes of violence! Robbery Assault v
Received hospital care 8 8 9 i i
Emergency room only 6 6 B 6 : 3
Overnight or longer 2 22 3 ; ¢
Incurred medical expenses® 5 5 5 o

3Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 2

®Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable. ‘ :

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

On street, or in park,

Inside nonresidential playground, schoolground,

oe

- Type of crime Inside own home Near own home building or parking lot Elsewhere
: All personal crimes 3 5 16 60 15
i Crimes of violence 12 12 10 57 9
{ Rape 112 13 13 63 119
H Robbery 9 13 7 67 I
: Robbery and attempted robbe:
with injury b 18 21 15 61 15
G Robbery and attempted robber
without injury 8 9 8 70 i3
Assault 13 i2 13 50 11
) Aggravated assault 16 13 11 L9 11
H Simple assault 11 12 15 52 11
Crimes of thefh iz 1 19 61 18
Personal lsrceny with contact LN 9 35 L9 13
Personal lerceny without contact aee ves 17 62 20
é NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z less than 0.5 percent.
..+ Represents not applicable.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,

by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence, and type of crime

i Relationship and place Crimes of violence? Robbery Assault
Involving strangers
Inside own home 8 8 7
Near own home 12 12 13
Inside nonresidential building 11 7 15
On street, or in park, playground,
schoolground, or parking lot 63 70 57
Elsewhere ) 6 23 9
J Involving nonstrangers
Ingide own home 28 224, 29
Near own home 11 215 11
Inside nonresidential building 9 2% 10
On street, or in park, playground,
schoolground, or parking lot 34 236 35
Elsewhere 18 218 16

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

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

Type of crime

Inside city of residence

Inside other central city Elsewhere
A1l personal crimes 78 8 14
Crimes of wviolence* 83 5 12
Robbery 87 6 7
Assault 81 3 15
Crimes of theft 75 9 15
Personal larceny with contact 7 13 10
Personal larceny without contact 75 9 16
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
3Tncludes date on rope, nich shown separately.
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. . ; Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime
Orimes of wviolence Crimes of theft

All personal A1l crimes All crimes Personal larceny Personal larceny o
Reason crimes of violence® Robbery Asgault of theft with contact without contact S,
3
4 Nothing could .be done; lack of proof 33 28 38 23 36 L 36 5
H Not important enough 33 31 27 34 3k 2l 35 2
1 Police would not want to be bothered 8 8 7 9 7 2g 7 <
Too inconvenient or time ¢onsuming L L 5 3 4 25 L o
. : Private or personal matter 5 12 5 1 3 23 3 g
~ Fear of reprisal 1 2 a2 a2 ag 21 2g 2
: Reported to someone else 6 A 5 I 6 25 6 E
A1l other and not given 10 12 12 1 10 9 10 5
3
NOTE: Detall may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. (4]
2 Less than 0.5 percent. S
i 1Includes date on rape, not shown separately.: s
i 2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. S
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Survey Data Tables

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

A Involving TInvol¥ing

Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers
A11 personal crimes 36 v seen
Crimes of violence 45 L5 L1,
Rape 54 57 129
. Robbery 53 53 50

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 65 66 247
From serious assault 7 73 155
From minor assault 59 61 125
Robbery without injury 60 60 147
Attempted robbery without injury 31 30 40
Assault 40 38 Ly
Aggravated assault L9 48 53
With injury 64 63 65
Attempted assault with weapon 43 42 L6
Simple-assault 31 29 35
With injury 41 39 L5
Attempted assault without weapon 27 27 30
Srdmez of theft 31 ves ves
Personal larceny with contact 87 48 213
Purse snatching 52 52 133
Pocket picking L2 LL 3z
Personal larceny without contact 29 “er .o

% Less than 0.5 percent.
«+» Represents not applicable.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 41. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,

by type of crime and sex and race of victims

: Sex Race
Jype of crime Male Female White Black
A1l personal crimes 33 39 36 35
Crimes of violence 40 52 43 50
Rape iz 55 51 163
Robbery 49 . 61 52 53
Hobbery and attempted
robbery with injury 58 73 64 68
From serious assault b5 82 67 75
From minor assault B9 69 61 159
Robbery without injury 58 67 61 55
Attempted robbery without :
injury 26 38 29 132
Assault 3L L7 36 48
Aggravated assault L3 58 45 56
With injury 63 64 56 T
Attempted assault with
weapon 3l 56 L1 47
Simple assault 25 38 30 35
With injury 34 52 38 156
Attempted assault
without weapon 22 34 28 29
Crimes of theft 29 33 32 28
Personal larceny with
contact 31 54 53 36
Purse snatching 0 54 55 A
Pocket picking 32 53, 51 130
Personal larceny without

contact 29 29 30

27

2 Less than o.5 percent. )
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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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

Qs b iy b on i

Type of crime 12-19 20-34 35-49 5064 65 and over
All personal crimes 22 37 38 L, L9
Crimes of violence! 33 Ll 56 56 53
Robbery 37 51 &7 57 60
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 235 52 85 71 78
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 38 50 61 48 4l
Assault 29 41 48 53 38
Aggravated assault L7 bk 59 63 252
Simple assault 15 38 37 L5 227
Crimes of theft 12 33 30 39 L
Personal larceny with contact 25 L W L6 72
Personal larceny without
contact 12 33 29 38

*Includes data on rape, not shown separately.

2pstimate, 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

A Involving Involving

Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 6l 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 minor assault 55 54 175
Robbery without injury 36 34 167
Attempted robbery without injury 86 86 193
Assault 67 69 6l
Aggravated assault 64 66 58
With injury 61 65 54
Attempted agsault with wespon &5 &7 61
Simple assault 70 71 69
With injury 66 62 75
Attempted assault without weapon 72 73 67

1Estimate, 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

Robbery Assault
> 1 Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury A1l assaults Aggravated Simple
t Sex. ‘
Male 62 1100 52 55 51 69 é8 71
Female 65 89 61 51 67 64 57 69
Race '
White 65 87 58 52 60 68 67 69
2 Black 63 100 51 51 51 67 60 77
! Age
: 12-19 yo! e 67 85 62 71 7L 7n
| ¢ 20-34, 69 88 61 T 57 70 67 72
~ i 35-49 58 1100 58 160 57 57 48 68
¥ 5064 48 1gs L2 13y L7 53 140 63
65 and over 548 2 39 122 R 54 66 71 62
i 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
% 2No rapes were recorded for this age group.

! Table 45. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed by victims,

i by type of measure and type of crime "
Crimes of ' Robbery Aagault
Self-protective measure violence Rape A1l robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated Simple 3
Used or brandished firearm or lmife 3 0 15 14 1, 2 13 15 :
Used physical force or other weapon 30 28 28 4o 23 32 34 31
Tried to get help or frighten offender iy 30 : 25 30 23 - i5 15 15
Threatened or reasoned with offender 15 L3N 11 14 13 17 17 18
, Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 33 29 33 23 37 33 31 35

NOTE: Detail may not add 6 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Qakland

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 12 2 i3
Used physical force or other weapon 30 36 24 28 36
Tried to get help or frighten offender 19 10 29 20 18
Threatened or reasoned with offender 15 18 12 15 14
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 33 33 33 35 29

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

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

.

Type of crime Percent
A1l personal crimes T4
Crimes of violence 38
Rape 36
Robbery 70

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 8
Robbery without injury 100
Attempted robbery without injury 18
Assault 17
Aggravated assault ‘ 21
Simple assault 13
Crimes of theft 9L
Personal larceny with contact 85
Purse snatching 70
Pocket picking 100

Personal larceny without contact 95
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Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resuiting in theft and/or damage loss,
by type of crime and value of loss
No monetary Less than Not known and
Type of crime value $10 $10-849 $50=524,9 $250 or more not available
All personal crimes 3 20 36 28 7 7
Crimes of violence! 7 23 30 23 7 11
.Robbery 23 2 28 27 8 11
Robbery and attempted robbery -
with injury 23 14 35 2, %11 YA
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury a3 29 25 29 6 9
Assault 19 2 33 29 3 12
Crimes of theft 2 19 37 29 7 6
Personal larceny with contact 21 16 42 26 3 - 12
Purse snatching 2 215 46 23 a3 212
Pocket picking B! 16 39 28 25 12
Personal larceny without contact 2 20 37 30 8 5

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

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

Y

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

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

Q

: ~ ) No monetary Less than X L Not known and
f Type of crime and race value $10 $10-349 S $50-8249 $250 or more not available
1
A1l personal crimes? 3 20 36 28 7 7
White 3 2 37 26 7 6
Black 2 15 33 3L 8 9
Crimes of violencs® 7 23 30 23 7 11
White 7 25 33 19 6 10
Black 26 17 25 31 27 1L
Crimes of theft? 2 19 37 29 7 6
White 2 22 38 27 7 5
Black a2 14 35 35 8 8
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becsuse of rounding,
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38 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland . ‘
| Table 50. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of , Table 52. -Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen 3 T - from work; by type of cr;me
property, including cash, and race of victims | Tom of orime R
Type of crime and property value A1l races® White Black ) All personal crimes ) 5
= Crimes of violence 8
Robb ' Rape 115
oNoe;gnetuy value 21 . 22 0 ] Robbery 8
Less than $10 25 28 18 With injury 7
$10-849 ) 30 36 2 3 Without injury A
$50~399 14 10 21 Assault a8
< $100-$249 15 9 2 . Aggravated assault 12
$250 or more 7 7 ag X Simple assault 4
Not available 9 9 : Crimes of ﬂlf ot X 4
; Persone]l larceny with contact 5
PeEzoxieF;;egue 2%) 2; i "lj : Persorizl larceny without contact L
than $10 ' - S
gigi%ga" 2’8)_ gz gg 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
O
o i b 2 |
£250 or more 7 7 4 : . N . . ar s . .
Not available L 3 3 : Table 53. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting

YOTo:  Dotail may mob add to 100 percent beceuse of rounding. in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime

1Tneludes date on "other® races, not shown separately. i

2gstimate, d bout 10 £ le cases, is statistically unreliable. : .
:‘EI::glude: bl;:}?epe;rslo:aloularceg; w?.:ﬁrczigct and p('ersonal lareeny without contact. % Time lost A1 personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
} Legs than 1 day 39 18 66
' - : i 1--5 days il , .59 36
Table 51. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of Over 5 days 16 2 -
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by proportion of NOTE: Dotail may not aid to 100 percent because of rounding.

g 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreligble.
loss recovered ' amp . v

SR g

AT Personal larceny Table 54. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
S . N -
Proportion recovered Robbery larcénies Wwith contact Without contact : by type of crime and time of occurrence
80 6 81 :
gpune 7 o : H 9 | Nighttime Not known
Sore 16 1 27 10 . Daytime 6 p.m.~  Midnight- Not and not
Tess than half 4 L 15 A Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known available
Half or more 5 b4 17 3 1
Proportion rknown 5 3 5 3 All personal crimes 51 Ly 28 12 L L
Crimes of violence 50 50 38 12 11 iz
Rape 29 69 53 116 0 1
Robbery 47 53 42 11 1z 1z
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 55 Iy 35 19 bt 11
From serious assault L8 52 35 1315 13 0
From minor assault 61 38 34 LA 0 11
Robbery without injury L5 55 45 10 (o} 0
Attempted robbery
without injury 40 60 45 14 0 0
Assault 5k L6 35 11 0 iz
Aggravated assault 49 51 36 15 0 1z
With injury 51 49 38 131 0 o]
Attempted assault
with weapon 48 52 36 16 0 1z
Simple assault 58 42 33 C 0 iz
o With injury 56 iy 35 iy 0 )
T Attempted assaulb
- without weapon 58 42 33 : 9 o] iz
Crimes of theft ’ 52 42 2 foo12 6 [
Personal larceny
with contact 66 34 .29 6 o] 0
Purse snatching 69 31 27 b 0 0
Pocket picking 63 38 30 ig 0 0
Personal larceny
without contact 51 43 23 12 7 7
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
¢ 2 Less than 0.5 percent.
‘Estimate,baped on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
I
' i i 7

At AU e e



IR O]
FOE

b ——
Papit

ES

40 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakiand

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

7 Nighttime
Relationship and type Daytime 6 peMe— Midnight~ Not known and
of crime 6 a.me=5 pom. Total midnight 6 a.m. not ‘available
Involving strangers
Crimes of violence! 48 52 39 12 2z
Robbery L7 53 42 11 2g
; Assault 51 48 36 12 2z
§ Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence! 57 ’ L3 34 9 2z
Robbery 50 50 L2 28 (o]
Assault 59 41 32 9 22

4 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
: Z Less than 0.5 percent.
: 1Includes dats on rape, not shown separately.

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

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

k A o Involving Involving
; Type of crime incidents et strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 42 L2
Rape 29 32 iz
Robbery L2 (%] 41
Robbery and attempted

: robbery with injury 32 29 162

i Robbery without injury 51 51 150

! Attempted robbery without

; injury 40 43 LR 1A

i Assault? 43 L2 Ly

Z Less than 0.5 percent.
IS 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrplisble.
i 3Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon.

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

5} Type of crime Firearm Knife Other Type unknown
g Crimes of violence® 35 3l 26 5

I Robbery 38 35 22 26

; Robbery and attempted robbery

; " with injury 213 35 46 24
Robbery and attempted robbery

: without injury 45 35 1, 24

i Aggravated assault 33 34 29

: With injury 215 35 iy 26

: Attempted assault with weapon 40 33 24 2y

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, 1ot shown separately.
2Egtimste, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 58. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons used by offenders, ' ‘
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship . '
— Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers
Type of crime Firearm e Other Type unknown Firearm Knife Other Type uninown
Crimes of violence? 34 35 26 5 37 . 32 25 26
Robbery: 38 35 21 26 229 235 229 26 #
Aggravated asssult 30 35 32 23 38 32 24 26 tg’
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. ! i[
1¥ncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 4
2Egstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. . /
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42 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

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

by type of crime
(Rate per 1,000 households)
Type of crime Number Rate
Burglary 23,200 174
Forcible entry 9,700 73
Unlawful entry withou! force 7,700 58
Attempted forcible entry 5,800 Ly
Household larceny 14,500 108
Less than $50 8,000 60
$50 or more 5,000 38
Amount not available 300 3
Attempted larceny 1,100 8
Motor vehicle theft 4,800 36
Completed theft 3,500 26
Attempted theft 1,200 9

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

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

A1l household Household Motor vehicle
Characteristic crimes Burglary larceny theft
Race of head of household
White (60) 56 56 57 . 5k
Black 536) 50 50 39 . L2
Other (5) 4 I 4 4
Age of head of household
12-19 (1) 1 1 2 13
20-34 (32 43 43 43 39
35-49 (21 24 22 26 30
50-64. (25 19 20 18 22
65 and over (21) 12 13 12 8
Annual family income:
Less than $3,000  (17) 15 17 1 10
$3,000-37,499 5273 26 26 27 23
$7,500-$9,999 (11 12 12 12 10
310, 000~31k, 999 183 20 19 20 2l .
$15,000-324,999 (12 1 12 15 15
$25,000 or more {(4) 5 L 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) 5b 50 58 60
2 (8 8 9 9 6
3 gB% 3 2 3 4
4 (7 8 8 8 4
59 (8) 8 9 7 6
10 or more - (20) 18 20 15 18
Other than housing units (1) 1 1 13 1z
Number of persons in household
1 (36) 26 31 : 20 20
2-3 2&63 48 L7 50 51
4=5 (14 18 16 21 20
6 or more (5) ’ 8 [ 10 9

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becasuse of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
percent of households in the group.
Z less than 0.5 percent. 8
*Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
2Includes data on mobile homes, not. shown separately.

h

s e [ IR o e g i e B S S et e L

7

PA—

-

&

®

kg sy,




Tal;le 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. 5061, 65 and over
Type of crime (1,400) (42,600) (28,500) (32,700) (28,000)
Burglary 189 236 181 140 111
Forcible entry 175 106 72 58 Lo
Unlawful entry without force 149 7 63 41 L2
Attempted forcible entry 167 54 46 141 29
Household larceny 180 146 130 80 59
Less than $50 175 78 70 43 A8
$50 or more 185 54 L7 28 12
Amount not available 0 13 i3 13 12
Attempted larceny 119 12 10 [ LYA
Motor wvehicle theft 138 L 49 32 i4
Completed theft 110 30 38 26 D11
Attempted theft 129 i 12 6 13

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

Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticslly unreliable.
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44 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakiand .
‘ Table 62. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime ——
g and race of head of household . i
; &
; (Rate per 1,000 households)
L White Black = “1
Type of crime (179, 600) (47,500) ; I ‘
Burglary 164 194 e \‘,
Forcible entry i 59 98 d ksl y
Unlawful entry without force 66 . L5 :
o Attempted forcible entry 4O L 51 ‘ .
Household larceny 103 ‘ 120 ; .
Less than $50 62 : 56
$50 or more 29 5k
Amount not available 12 4
Attempted larceny 9 ' 7
i Motor vehicle theft 32 42
i Completed theft 22 35 - )
; Attempted theft 11 7 .
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to ;"/ {
households in the group. e ,7
; 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 $31(()0(6)-$'c?)6h99 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-8$14,999 $15,000-$%S999 $25,000 or more Not available
36,5

Type of crime (22,400} ) (14, 500) (24, 600) (15,900 5,400) (14,100
Burglary 180 165 195 183 181 165 145
Forcible entry 8l 76 79 73 69 48 51
Unlawful entry without force 56 1Y 60 56 76 79 58
Attempted forcible entry 41 42 56 5l 36 38 36
Household larceny 88 109 120 120 135 148 65
Less than $50 49 60 73 69 68 Th 35
$5C or more 32 40 30 39 51 62 22
Amount not available 12 1z 15 12 13 0 13
Attempted larceny 15 7 11 10 14 113 15
Motor vehicle theft = 21 30 33 46 L5 53 L1
Completed theft 17 21 25 34 31 43 32
Attempted theft 1 9 ig 13 1 110 110
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
1Estinate, based on .about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 64. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime, form of tenure, and race of head of household
(Rate per 1,000 households)
Ouned or belng bowght _Rented
All races* White Black A1l races® White Black
Type of crime (57,900) (35,600) (19,400) (75,400} (43,900) (28,100)
Burglary 150 155 146 192 171 228
Forcible éntry 61 : 51 79 a2 65 111
Unlawful entry without force 50 62 32 63 69 55
Attempted forcible entry 39 32 35 48 38 63
Household larceny 105 99 120 111 105 120 -
Less than $50 59 65 ’ 51 60 60 59
$50 or more 35 23 60 10 35 19
Amount ' not available 3 22 ay 2 21 24
Attempted larceny 8 9 25 9 b 8
Motor vehicle theft 36 29 _ 51 36 35 36
Completed theft 27 20 41 26 23 31
Attempted theft 9 9 9 10 12 5

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ,.flunbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
1Includes data on "other'" races, not shown separately. o E

2Estimate, “based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stalistically unreliabdle.

sajqe] ejeq Aaa:ng -

st

> Mb_rw«.;.‘:i\;? ey

R T

[}

[ e




TR

TR

Table 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in houszhold

(Rate per 1,000 households)

One Two or three Four or five Six or more
Type of crime (47,300) (61,100) (18,700) (6,200)
Buxglary 150 179 200 227
Forcivle entry 67 72 82 89
Unlawful entry without force W, 61 3 80
Attempted forcible entry 39 46 46 58
Household larceny 61 117 158 237
Less than $50 37 65 80 116
$50 or more 17 39 63 101
Amount not available 13 3 ¢ 2 15
Attempted larceny 5 10 10 115
Motor vehicle theft 20 I%s] 51 67
Completed theft 16 29 36 58
Attempted theft s 11 16 19

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

1%stimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 66. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of units in structure occupied by household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

e R o i

PPN e A X = s 35

-

et S

Onet Two Three Four Five-Nine Ten or more
Type of crime (72,300} (20,700) (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 without force 53 62 240 50 63 70 4
Attempted forcible entry 39 51 73 64 57 42 i
Household larceny 116 119 122 134 G5 82 N
Less than $50 66 66 69 65 62 38
$50 or more 39 L2 237 52 24 34 ‘
Amount not available 2 21 28 25 a3 22 i
Attempted larceny 8 29 ag 212 37 8 ¥
Motor vehicle theft 40 28 49 23 30 32
Completed thefi 30 22 232 =212 25 2,
Attenpted theft 10 26 217 1] £5 8

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

1Includsés date on mobile homes, not shown separately.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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! Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income
(Rate per 1,000 households)
Race and income A1l burglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force Attempted forcible entry
. : White
i Less than $3,000 (12,000) 161 66 63 32
: $3,000-37,499 E19'700) 138 55 51 32
$7,500-$9,999 (8, 500) 171 58 6L 48
$10,000-3$14,999 §15,100; 186 67 65 55
$25,000 or more (%4,400) . 162 37 81 NS
Not available (9,100) 151 5k 6l 33
Black
Less than $3,000 (9,400) 207 109 42 55
$3,000-$7,499 (15.2oog 203 105 L 5
$7,500-$9,999 (5,400 28 120 59 69
$10,000~814,999 8.2003 189 90 45 53
$15,000-$24,999 (4,100 157 97 37 123
$25,000 or more (700 *110 155 136 119
Not available (4,400 ‘ 133 43 50 540
NOTE: = Detail may not add to total shown because orr rourding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
. 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
i
o0

sajqe) wjeg Aening

i

ST Tl

i

e

Hier o

T g g
i e i




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 98 20 31
Near own home ces 80 32
At vacation home, motel,
or hotel 2 ees iz
Inside nonresidential
building ven cee 3

On street, or in park,

playground, school-

ground, or parking lot ves
Elsewhere vee vae

ves 62
12

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

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

Inside city Inside other
Type of crime of residence central city Elsewhere
AYl household crimes 92 3 5
Burglary 93 3 4
Household larceny 92 2 5
Motor vehicle theft 87 6 7

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

Reason A1) 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 3L
Police would not want .

ta be bothovsd g 8 : g ig
Too inconvenient or

time consuming 3 3 3 iz
Private or personal

matter 5 4 5 L
Fear of reprisal 1 11 11 0
Reported to someone else 2 3 2 12
A1l other and not given 11 14 8 1k

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 te the police,
by race of head of household and type of crims

Race and reason A1l household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicls theft

White
Nothing could be done;
lack of proof 34 35 33
Not important enough 6 : 3
ALl other and not 8 3 3 w 22
given 30 . 34 26 31
Black
Nothing could be done;
lack of proof 40 41 39 3
Notliing important enou, 2 £y
All other and not & ¢ % 1 3k
given 3 33 29 132

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

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

9

Nothing could be done; Not ortant
Income lack of proof ! enou:lx:p rhan - ﬁﬁ Zg;:; and
Less than $3,000 33
$3,000~$7,499 39 gﬁi gg
$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 4L5 23
Not available 38 32 30
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
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Crtiminal 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 A1l other and

Value lack of proof enough not given

No monetary value g 75 318 i
Lesy than $10 23 60 B 17 I
$10-349 34 37 28 4
$50-899 by 2% 35 f
$100-3249 45 15 L1
$250 or more Ly 14 51 !
Not available 37 37 25

NOTIE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Estimate, 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 races! E White Black
All household crimes L9 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 1L 15 ) 15
$50 or more 48 1 L3
Amount not available 22 27 239
Attempted larceny 2L 22 235
Motor vehicle theft Yus Th 81
Completed theft 92 93 90
Attempted theft 33 35 K 227

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

{ Type of crime Less than $3,000 $3,000-87, 499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999  $25,000 or more

! A11 household crimes iy 48 46 51 49 48

} Burglary 5h 55 56 59 59 53

1 Forcible entry 70 73 80 81 85 58

{ Unlewful entry without force 48 48 51 5l L8 58

! Attempted forcible entry 33 30 29 33 32 138
Household larceny 23 31 22 30 26 29
Motor vehicle theft a4 72 75 78 78 86

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

; ' Table 76. Household crimes: Percent. of victimizations reported to the police,
; by type of crime, race of head of household, and form of tenure
‘ A1l raceg? W White Black
: Owned or being ] S Owned or being Ovned or being
Type of crime - bought Rented bought Rented bought Rented
A1l housshold crimes 49 ‘ 49 48 49 52 L9
Burglary 60 55 60 55 61 55
Forcible entry 83 73 88 73 78 7
- Unlawful entry without force L8 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 n 82 79

}Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
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52 Criminal Victimizaiion Surveys in Oakland

Table 77. Household crimes: Percent of visiimizations resulting in theft
loss reported to the poiice, by type of crime and value of loss

Type of crime Less than $10 $10-349 $50-$249 $250 or more
All household crimes 10 27 56 85
Burglary 29 43 bk A
Household larceny 15 18 45 61
Motor vehicle theft 3 71 90 93

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
2There were no.recorded motor vehicle thefts involving losses valued at ‘less than $10.

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

Type .of crime Percent
A1} household crimes 89
Burglary 85
Forcible entry 96
Unlawful entry without force 88
Attempted forcible entry 37
Household larceny 95
Motor vehicle theft 89

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

A11 household Household Motor vehicle

Value crimes Burglary larceny theft

No monetary value 1 13 2 [o]
Less than $10 10 5 19 0
$10-349 2, 17 39 ) 12
$50-899 13 12 18 11
$100-5249 15 18 14 7
$250-$999 2 x| A 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.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 80. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head

of household, type of crime, and value of loss

No monetary Not known and
P 're and type of crime value . Less than $10 $10-349 $50~-$249 $250 or more not available
A1l races*®
A1l household crimes 6 11 25 24 28 [3
Burglary. 10 7 19 23 34 8
Forcible entry A 3 11 22 51 7
Unlawful entry without
force 22 7 25 33 28 5
Attempted forcible entry 36 17 25 6 2z 14
Household larceny 2 18 38 31 6
Motor vehicle theft L 23 8 8 72 2
YWhite "
All household crimes 6 13 29 24 24 5
Burglary 10 8 23 25 28 6
Forcible entry 6 L 14 25 45 7
Unlawful entry without
force 22 8 29 35 21 b
Attempted forcible eniry 35 18 30 2), 22 10
Household larceny 2 22 41 26 5 [
Motor vehicle theft 3y 2, 13 7 68 2y
Black i
A1l household crimes 7 8 19 25 33 8
Burglary 10 5 13 19 42 10
Forcible entry 3 23 9 20 57 8
Unlawful entry without
force ' 22 23 18 30 41 27
Attempted forcitle entry 38 15 19 27 22 20
Household larceny 3 13 33 40 6 5
Motor vehicle theft 2L 22 21 8 77 9

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

3Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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54 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

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

eI e

A1l household Household Motor vehicle
Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny thert
None 73 76 85 14
ALl 14 7 7 68
Some N 13 16 8 i8
Less than hall L 5 3 5
Half or more 6 8 2 11
Proportion unknown 3 3 3 12

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

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

Type of crime Percent
A1l household crimes 8
Burglary 8
Forcible entry 13
Unlawful entry without force [
Attempted forcible entry 3
Household larceny L
Less than $50 3
$50 or more 6
Amount not available ig
Attempted larceny 13
Motor vehicle theft 17
Completed theft 122

Attempted theft
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statishkically unreliable.

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

All household Household Motor vehicle
Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft
Less than 1 day L Lh 51 40
1-5 days 49 50 L1 5l
Cver 5 days 6 is 17 1%
Amount unknown and
Not available 11 1 12 0

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

Survey Data Tables 55

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

) Nighttime
Daytime 6 peme— Midnight-.  Not

Not known and

Type of crime 6 a.ms=6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known not available
ALl household erimes 38 50 23 18 9 12
Burglary
Forcible entry ll:f‘: ll:!g ;Js. ﬁ ! 1w
Unlawful entry without g 8
force 6 0
Attempted forcible entry IIIO 11:6 ;_Z if 1;] "
Household larceny 34 51 18 20 12 ig
é.egs than $50 32 L9 16 17 15 19
50 or more 39 50 21 22 8 11
Amount not availeble 130 55 19 133 12 31
Attempted larceny 21 68 28 128 113 11§
Motor vehicle theft 23 75 28 37 o] 1
Completed theft 23 76 26 fAe} 19 "3
Attempted theft 24 72 33 28 111 ’I.?:

NO;IE: Detail may not add to total shown, or
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampl

to 100 percent, because of rounding.
e cases, 1s statistically unreliable.

Table 85. Co_m!nercial crimes: Number and rate of victimiiations,
by characteristics of victimized establishments and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 esteblishments)

L. Burglary
Chracteristic Number Rate Number B Rate
All establishments (21,100) 13,400 637 2,900 137
Kigdtof est(.ablisl)lment
etail (5,800 4300
Food group (700) '500 '6?[34;7 1.1588 286
Ea;:mg ant(i d&omm) g 2
Places (2, 1,406 704 L0O
Apparel group (500 ! : et
L}unber, buildiné, hzZrdwaré, 0 592 % e
arm equipment group (200
Gasoline stations (500) ) % 1,1(388 208 g
Liquor stores (400) 300 '781 400 3(1)1
Other retail (1,600) 1,100 646 200 125
Wholesale (1,600) 1,500 956 1100 254
Service (8,800) 5,100 57 800 0
Real estate (800) 200 196 1z 1
Manufacturing (1,600) 900 537 200 ué
Transportation (1,100) 800 703 200 il
Other (1,400) 800 575 300 115'}
Grgzs anmial receipts(
ss than $10,000 (4,900) 2,700
$10,000~324, 999 gB,OOO 1,700 ggg ggg 27
$25,000-84,9,999 . (2,100 900 430 20C 7Z
$50,000-899,999  (2,400) 1,700 702 600 249
$100,000~$499, 999 3,000 765 800 20
$500, 000-$999, 999 500 593 200 222
$1,000,000 or more (2,100) 2,000 958 600 282
No sales (1,200 700 549 0 §
Amount not available 300 470 1z ‘53
Average number of paid employees
-3 (7,300 3,600 492 900 125
=7 (3,300 2,200 668 600 187
8-19- (2,500) 1,900 789 300 105
20 or more (2,400) 2,500 75021 800 320
None (5,500) : 3,200 P58 300 59

NOTE: ' Detail may not add to tot

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,

al shown b
cotatrinnr ot add to jidind wn because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
Z Fewer than 50 victimizations,

is statistically unreliable,
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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 28 35
Wholesale 17 10
Service 42 36
Real estate A 1
Manufacturing 8 6
Transportation 5 6
Other 6 6
Gross anmual receipts
Less than $10,000 23 18
$10,000-$244,999 14 12
$25,000-849,999 .10 [
$50,000-$99, 999 11 14
$100,000-3499, 999 ) 19 : 2,
$500,000-$9%5, 999 4 4
$1,000,000 or more 10 16
No sales 6 . A
Amount not available 3 2
Average number of paid employees R
1-3 35 28
L=7 16 17
8-19 12 13
20 or more 11 . 20
None ° : 26 22
Not available 11 0

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

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

Kind of establishment Percent
All establishments 34
Retall 41
Wholesale 39
Service 31
Manufacturing 27
' Transportation 33
Other 2

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

and type of crime 7
)
Y/ Purglary Rebbery

Kind of establishment Completed Attempted Completed Attempted

Al establishmints 70 30 70 30
Retail 66 3k 7w
Wholesale 76 21, L0 160
Service 68 32 61 39
Other 79 21 76 2,

iEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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“‘Survey Data Tables

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

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more Not available
All establishments 45 26 17 12
Retail 54 28 16 i2
Service W6 26 115 113
Other 29 24 21 26

*Estimate, based on sbout 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 3 1 13
Retail 7 16 13
Wholesale 81 ) 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 On premises On delivery and elsewhere
A1l establishments 95 1y

Retail 93 17

Manufacturing 100 0

Service 100 o}

Transportation 100 0

Other 91 19

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 distribution of reasons for not
reporting victimizations tu the police :

Reason Percent

Nothing could be done;

lack of proof 36
Not important enough 30
Police would not want to .

be bothered 4
Too inconvenient or time consuming;

did not want to become involved 10
Fear of reprisal o}
Reported to someone else 8
A1) other and not given 12
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. Criminal Victimization Surveys in ‘Oakland

3. ial crimes: ’ ictimizations reported to the
93. ‘Commercial crimes: Percent of victimiza :
Table police, by kind of establishment and type of qr!me

Robbe
Kind of establishment Burglary and rebbery Burglary obbery
. 77 83
A1l establishments 78 " o
Retail. gé = *Bg
Wholesale = % Zh
Service R
Manufacturing 'ég [ &
Transportation. & 1
Other 86

. 4 {able.
1gstimete, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable

Tablev 94. Commércial crimes: Per_cent of establishments with
’ "one or more security measures

Percent
Kind of establishment
K
A1l establishments .
Retail 3
Wholesale b
Service Te
Real estate . A
Manufacturing o
Transportation o
Other , »

i i i ith selected types
. Commercial crimes: Percent of .estabhshmepts wi
Table 95 of security measures, by kind of establishment

A1 estab— . e other
Type of security measure lishments Retail wholesale Servic 1 .
10 13 0
Building alarm 1 21 15 ’
Central alarm-police o7 3 10 25
or security service 20 .. 4 £ B 2
Reinforcing device 19 21 E 4 b
Guard or watchman } 1‘1)_ : it ? lh
Watchdog ; . 5 1§ g
ey : : : . g
!éi.:‘ror 1% 12 18 11 1

- - -
1gstimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer:_",ssmple cases, is statistically meliab-e

R

_Survey Dala Tables

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

Kind of establishment Burglary Robbery
A1l establishments ' &y 75
Retail 93 76
Wholesale 90 140
Service 8l &7
Other 9L 86

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

Tahle 7. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in theft andfor damage loss, by kind of establishment and value of loss

Kind of establishment less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more Not available
A1l establishments 10 20 28 a7 5

Retail i1 20 33 32

Wholesale 32 15 30 50 12

Service 12 25 30 30 13

Other 11 13 18 18 10

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

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

Kind of establishment

Percent

A1l establishments 75
Retail N 85
Wholesale 78
Service : 67
Manufacturing 70
Transportation 78
Other e
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60 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland

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

)

Number of employees

who lost tdme Percent
None 92
One employee >
Two employees 2

Three or more employees

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

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

Number of man-dsys lost Percent
None 92
Less than 1 day p
1-5 days 1

6 or more days

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

Less than 0.5 percent. " .
‘zEati:x:te. based gn about, 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Survey Data Tables 61

Table 101. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, vy ype
of crime and time of occurrence

Nighttime Not known
Daytime 6 pome= Micnight- Not and not
Type of crine 6 a.m.=b p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known available
Burglary and robbery 13 81 15 30 36 [
Burglary 8 85 10 33 42 7
Robbery 39 60 38 14 9 11

NOTE: Deteil may not add to total shown because of rounding,
*Estimate, based on about 10 op fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliabie.

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

Kind of establishment

Parcent
A1l establishments 73
Retail g0
Service 59
Other 44

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

Type of weapon A1l robberies Completed robberies Attempted robberies

Firearm 91 96 65
Knife : 8
Other or unknown type 3 3 7

R S
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APPENDIX |
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

For the household survey, a basic screen ques-
tionnaire (Form NCS-3) and a crime incident re-
port (Form NCS-4) were used to elicit information
on the relevant crimes committed against the house-
hold as a whole and against any of its members age
12 and over. Form NCS-3 was designed to screen
for all instances of victimization before details of
any specific incident were collected. The screening
form also was used for obtaining information on
the characteristics of each household and of its
members. Household screening questions were
asked only once for each household, whereas indi-
vidual screeming 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 compieted, 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
pixces, on the one hand, and for eliciting data on
the relevant crimes, on the other.
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Survey Instruments

O.M.B. No. 41-R2661; Approval Expires june 30, 1974

65

rorm NCS-3 and NCS+4
(3:23.72)

NOTICE —~ Your rsport to the Census Bureau Is confidentlal by law (Title 13, U.S,

Code),

It may be seen only by sworn Census employees and may be used only for

statistical purposes,

U,5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIRISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

FORM NCS-3 — BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

Control number

PSU Serial Segment

i
]
1
1
t
1
1
i

FORM NCS-4 — CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

1. Interviewer identification
Code } Name

®

6. Tenure (cc 7)
i {]'Owned or being bought
2 ] Rented for cash
3 [} No cash rent

2. Record of interview )
Line number of household )
respandent }

i
1

|

Date completed

3. Reasan for noninterview (cc 26d)
TYPE A
P> Reason
1 [J No one home
2{7] Temporarily absent — Return date
3[T}Refused
4 [ Other Occ. — Specify.

P Race of head
1 [ White
2] Negro
3 [ Other

TYPE B
1 [ Vacant — Regular
2 [} Vacant — Storage of HH furniture
3 [C] Temporarily occupied by persons with URE
4[] Unfit or to be demolished
s [ Under construction, not ready
&[] Converted to temporary business or storage
7 [C] Unoccupied tent site or trailer site
8 [T] Permit granted, construction not started
9 {] Other — Speci!y—'.

7. Type'nf living quarters (cc 1)
Housing Unit
1 [} House, apartment, flat
2 [T] HU in nontransient hotel, motel, etc,
3 ] HU ~ Parmanent (n transient hotel, motel, etc,
4[] HU in rooming house
s [J Mobile home or trajler

& [] HU not specified above — Describe7

OTHER Unit
7 [Z] Quarters not HU in rooming or boarding house
8 [ Unit not permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc,
9 [J Vacant tent site or trailér site
10 [} Not specified above — Describe 7

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

1T s[}5-9

2{7]2 6 {110 or more

3[J3 7 [J Mobile home or trailer
a4 8 {7J Only OTHER units

>

TYPE C
1 [J Unused line of listing sheet
2 [T} Demolished
3 [T} House or trailer moved
4[] Outside segment
5[] Converted to permanent business or storage
6 [_] Merged
7 {71 Condemned
a (] Bullt after April |, 1970
9 [ Other — Spect!y7

ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD:
9. (Other than the . . . business) does onyone in this household
operate a business from this address?

1JNo
2 [] Yes — What kind of business is that? 7

10, Family income (¢c 24)
1 ] Under $1,000
2] $1,000 to 1,999
3] 2,000 to 2,999
4] 3,000 t0 3,999
5[] 4,000 w0 4,999
s[_1 5,000 t0. 5,999
707 6,000 to 7,499

8 [C]$7,500 to 9,999
9] 10,000 to 11,999
10 (] 12,000 to 14,999
11 {115,000 w0 19,999
12 [T} 20,000 to 24,999
13 [] 25,000 and over

TYPE Z
interview not obtained for 7
Line number

11. Household members 12 years
of age and OVER 7

Total number

12. Household members UNDER
12 years of age 7

Total number

o[ JNone

4. Household stotus ;
1 [[}Same household as last entmeration
2 {] Replacement household since last enumeration
3 [7] Previous noninterview of not in sample before

® ®Ge6

13. Crime Incident Reports filled 7

Total number

o [JNone

CENSUS USE ONLY

5. Special place type code (cc 6¢)

®

I
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66 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Oakland
yS i Survey Instruments , 67
= PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS : « HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS
14. 15. 16, 17. 18. 19. 20a. 1206, 121, 22, 23.What Is the highest grade 24, 29, Now I'd like to osk some questions about 1] Yes =
NAME.(cf househoid| TYPE {LINE | RELATIONSHIP. | AGE  |MARITAL RACE | ORIGIN sex - [anuen | {orvean) of epiile scitel Dld you crime. Thay refer only to the fast 12 months = fD N 3,"' ou or to o “m;'hln belonging L] Yes—How many
tespondent) | of wuMper | T nousenrs | LAST |sTATUS [(ec15) 1 (cc 16} ((ec17) JFORCES ’(’;:K"f" ::;’0:3’1"2 '2: . Syeatt : : ! from pla=.°: .?:';o:'; .L".'y‘ :::: eheld, tinest
—— . P oF -~ . :
N e REcoRD L"éi" fecd) '.“.;17‘.0)& ?c:\;a) et ::5.1:)“ e e B tursa(ee 1| 2 290 : between 1 197_ond ., 197__.100Ne temporarily staying, such as @ friend's or Line
vetauf 4 X During the last 12 months, did anyone break 1 relative's home, a hotel or motel, or
@ x : e g B LI L —
i . . —_
12 Per 1 Cj Head oM |1 Ow VM | 13 Yes| oo [ Never atianded 1 [ Yes i 3 J’;Z'.',':':,'.pfr';','?)’ garage, or another bullding | 33. What woy the total pumber of mator
a00vel ] | awire otheas | [2[wd. |20 Neg.l —{20F j20INe or indergarten 2(JNo 3 ! '::':!': “::':' "“""1' etc.) owned by
et sClnig + 5 own child »0o. |20 Elem. (01-08) i ] . (Dot'dh" 'l\'and'ho incident(s) just mentioned) T Yes = How miny 5””"' ';.Y lcs:,l;;"o‘n:lz‘ef‘ this 