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The crime statistics and selected analytical find-
ings presented in this report derive from victimiza~
tion surveys conducted ea.iv, in 1974 under the
comprehensive survey results and additional techni-
cal information, the report succeeds Criminal Vic-
timization Surveys in 13 American Cities, published
in June 1975.

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

_Is to provide insights into the impact of crimes that

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

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

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

The surveys in San Diego 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
9,933 housing units (20,785 residents age 12 and
over) and the operators of 1,279 businesses. Res-
pondents furnished detailed personal and household
data (or information about business firms) in addi-
tion to particulars ¢n 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 cstablishments.
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 highligh!s certain basic
survey results. The statements, illustrate the types of
empirical data being produced under the National
Crinie Survey program.

All statistical data in this report are estimates
subject to errors arising both from the fact that they
are based on information obtained from sample sur-
veys rather than complete censuses, and from the
fact that recording and processing mistakes. in-
variably occur in the course of a large-scale data
collection effort. As part of the disqussion 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, cstimate 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
' ' o
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errors, or, in other words, that the chances were at
Ieast 95 out of 100 that each difference described did
not result solely from sampling variability. Qualified
statements of comparison met significance tests that
the differences were within the range of 1.6 and 2
standard errors, or that there was a likelihood equal
to at least 90 (but less than 95) out of 100 that the
difference did not result solely from sampling vari-
ability. These conditional statements are charac-
terized by use of the term “some indication.”

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

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

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

v

report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime
Reports—1973 are inappropriate because of substan-
tial differences in: coverage between the surveys and
police. statistics. A major difference arises from the
fact that police statistics on the incidence of crime
are derived principally from reports that persons
make to the police, whereas survey data include
crimes not reported to the police, as well as those
reported. Survey data reflect only those crimes
experienced by residents and commercial establish-
ments of San Diego, even though some acts toock
place outside the city; they exclude criminal acts
committed within the city against nonresidents, such
as visitors and suburban commuters. On the other
hand, police statistics for San Diego include all
reported crimes occurring within the city limits,
irrespective of the victim’s place of residence, and
exclude crimes experienced by city residents in other
jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey
relate only to persons age 12 and over, whereas
police statistics count crimes against persons of any
age. The surveys did not measure some offenses,
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the
counting and classifying rules for the two programs
are not fully compatible. Similarly, the correspond-
ence between reference periods for results of the city
surveys and published police statistics is not exact.

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis-
tics, the personal rates cited in this report are based
on victimizations rather than on incidents and are
calculated on the basis of the resident population
age 12 and over rather than on all residents. As
indicated earlier, personal victimizations outnumber
personal incidents. National Crime Survey rates of
victimization for crimes against households and
commercial establishments are based, respectively,
on the number-of households and businesses, where-
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes
are based on the total population. A technical note
entitled “Victim characteristics,” Appendix IV, gives
additional details on the manner in which the vic-
timization survey rates were computed,
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selected characteristics of commercial establishments, ...
87. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments that were vic-
timized, by kind of establishment.
88. .Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of completed and
attempted victimizations, by kind of establishment and type of
crime,

Number of offenders
89. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by kind
of establishment and number of offenders,
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51

52

52

52

53

54

54
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55

55

56

56

56

57
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Tables (continued)
Crimes against commercial establishments (continued)
Number of victimizations

90, C_ommercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimized commer-
c.la!', e§tabllshments, by kind of establishment and number of
victimizations incurred, . 57

Place of occurrence

91. Comfnercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of crime and place of occurrence. 57

Reasons for not reporting to the police

92, Comrr.lercial crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not
reporting victimizations to the police. 57

Reporting to the police

93, Con:nmercial crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the
police, by kind of establishment and type of crime, ............. 58

Security measures

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

security measures, 58
95. Commercial c.rimes: Percent of establishments with selected

types of security measures, by kind of establishment, ... 58
Theft and/or damage

96. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and type of crime. 59
97. Coxpmercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations re-
sulting in theft and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment
and value of Joss. 59
98. Commercial burglary; Percent of victimizations resulting in
damage loss to the premises, by kind of establishment,

ciraeeen 59
Time lost from work
99, Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, .by
number of employees losing time from work, - 60

100. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by
number of man-days lost from work, 60

Time of occurrence

101, Com'{nercial crimes: Percent distribution’ of incidents, by type
of crime and time of occurrence. 61

Use of weapons

102. Commercial robbery: Percent of incidents in which offenders

used weagons, by kind of establishment, ___ 61

103. Cpmmercnal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
ox'weapon used by offenders, . 61
x|
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Tables (contmued)
Appendix I 7 = !y;‘

I. Standard error Approximations for estimated number of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations,

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

timization rates.
Iil. - Standard error approximations for estlmated household vic-

timization rates.

= *;\

Appendix III

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

characteristics of establishments and type of crime, i
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THE CITY SURVEYS

The National Crime Survey is a program designed
to develop information not otherwise available on
the nature of crime and its impact on society
by means of victimization surveys of the general
population. Based on represéntative samplings ' of
households and commercial establishments, the
surveys elicit information about experiences, i any,
with selected crimes of violence and theft, including
events that were reported to the police as well as
those that were not. By focusing on the victim, the
person likely to be most aware of details concern-

ing criminal events, the surveys generate a variety of

data, including information on the circumstances
under which such acts occurred and eon 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

! pollce attention. They also furnish a means for

developmg victim profiles and, for identifiable sec-
tors of society, yield information necessary to com-
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza-

v~::~:tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish-

ng between stranger-to-stranger and domestic vio-
lencc and between armed and strong-arm assaults
and robberies. They can tally some of the costs of

crime in terms of injury or economic loss sustained,

and they can provide greater understanding as to

- why certain criminal acts are not reported to police

authorities. Conducted periodically in the same area,
victimization surveys provide the data necessary for
developing indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the
levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures
in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing
the crime situation between two or more localxtles 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 comprehersive data records,
as in offenses against government entities.* Ex-
amples of the latter are income tax evasion and the
theft of office supplies. Crimes of which the victim
may not be aware also cannot be measured effec-
tively by the survey technique. Buying stolen proper-
ty may fall into this category, as may some instances

of fraud and 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.

! Other than government-pperated - ‘liquor stores and
transportation systems, which fall within the purview of the
program’s commercial sectof, government institutions and
offices are outside the sct;\p\e of the program. Pretests have
indicated that government:organization records on crime
generally are inadequate for survey purposes.
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2 Criminal Viclimization Surveys in San Diego

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

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

Another of the issues related in part to victim
recall ability involves the so-called series victimiza-
tions. Each series consists of three or more criminal
events similar, if not identical, in nature and in-
curred by persons unable to identify separately the
details of each act, or, in some cases, to recount
accurately the total number of such acts. Because
of this, no attempt is made to collect information on
the specific month, or months, of occurrence of
series victimizations; instead, such data are attributed
to the season, or seasons, of occurrence. Had it
been feasible to make a precise tally of victimiza-
tions that occurred in series and to determine their
month of occurrence, inclusion of this information
in the processing of survey results would have
caused certain alterations in the portrayal of criminal
victimization. Perhaps most importantly, rates of
victimization would have béen 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
8,700 series victimizations against persons and
7,400 against households, each encompassing at
least three separate but undifferentiatcd 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 repoit, Criminal
Victimization Surveys in 13 American Cities.

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

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS

In this study, a basic distinction is made between
two types of offenses against persons: crimes of
violence and crimes of theft. Personal crimes of
violence (rape, 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, cne of the most serious and least common
of all the crimes measured by the surveys, is carnal
knowledge through the use of force or the threat of
force, excluding statutory rape (without force).
Both completed and attempted acts are included,
and incidents of both homosexual and heterosexual
rape are counted.

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

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

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

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

Although the most fearsome form of assault is
the brutal, senseless attack by an unknown assailant,
it is also the most rare. Much more common is the
incident where the victim is involved in a minor
scuffle or a domestic spat. There is reason to
believe that incidents of assault stemming from
domestic quarrels are underreported in victimiza-
tion surveys because some victims do not consider
such events crimes or are¢ reluctant to implicate
relatives or friends (see ‘“‘Reliability of estimates,”
Appendix 1I).

Personal crimes of theft (i.e., personal larceny)
involve the theft of cash or property by stealth,
Such cri".:us 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, 4 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 Tmvestigation, The order
of seriousness for crimes: against persons is: rape,
robbery, assault, and larceny. Consequently, if a
person were both robbed and assaulted during the
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same incident, the event would be classified as
robbery; but, if the victim was harmed by the beating,
the detailed characteristics would reveal that it was
robbery with injury.

CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS

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

The most serious of the crimes against house-
holds is burglary. Burglary is the illegal entry or
attempted entry of a structure. The assumption is
that the purpose of the entry was to commit a crime,
usually theft, but no additional offense need take
place for the act to be classified as burglary. The

entry may be by force, such as picking a lock, -

breaking a window, or slashing a screen, or it may
be through an unlocked door or an open window. As
long as the person entering had no legal right to be
present in the structure, a burglary has occurred.
Furthermore, the structure need not be the house
itself for a household burglary to take place. Illegal
entry of a garage, shed, or any other structure on
the premises also constitutes household burglary.
In fact, burglary does not necessarily have to occur
on the premises. If the breaking -and entering oc-
curred in a hotel or in a vacation residence, it would
still be classified 45 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 entitled to use pub-
lic streets are included.

CRIMES AGAINST
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENT3S

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

Only two types of commercial crimes are
measured by the National Crime Survey program:
robbery and burgiary. These crimes are comparable
to robbery of persons and burglary of households
except that they are carried out against places of
business rather than individuals or households. Un-
like household burglary, however, commercial
burglaries can take place only on the premises of
business firms. In a robbery of a commercial estab-
lishment, as in a personal robbery, there must be
personal confrontation and the threat or use of
force. Commercial robberies usually occur on the
premises of places of business, but some can happen
away from the premises, such as during the holdup
of sales or delivery personnel away from the
establishment,
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SELECTED FINDINGS

The statements that follow are illustrative of the
information that can be drawn from this report’s
data tables. As a guide to readers, table 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 revealed
that an estimated 203,900 criminal victimizations

were committed against San Diego residents and
businesses in 1973,

Fifty-two percent involved individuals; 44 per-
cent, households; and 4 percent, commercial
establishments,

‘Pe?rsonal crimes of theft outnumbered personal
crimes of violence by about 2.7 to 1.

Victim characteristics

Sa.n Diego residents were victimized by personal
crimes of violence at a rate of 53 per 1,000 persons
age 12 and over [Table 1].

Mfen were victims of violent crimes at about
twice the rate for women [Table 17].

There was no significant difference between the
rates for whites and blacks [Table 19].

Persons age 12-34 had higher victimization rates
than older persons [Table 18].

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

Among females, the victimization rate for rape
was 4 per 1,000 [Table 17],

White males age 16-19 had an exceptionaliy high

rate for personal crimes of theft—328 per 1.0
[Table 27], per 1200
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There was some indication that black householders
had a higher burglary rate than whites, but there
were no significant differences between the house-
hold larceny and motor vehicle theft rates for each
of the races [Table 62].

Households headed by the elderly (age 65 and
over) had the lowest burglary and household lar-
ceny rates of any age group [Table 61].

Household victimization rates tended to rise as the

number of persons in the household increased
[Table 65].

’ljhe household larceny rate for households with
Six or more members was about 215 times that
of one-person households [Table 65].

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a

rate of 358 and robbed at a rate of 49 per 1,000
[Table 85].

Afpp.aroximately one-fourth of all businesses were
victimized at least once during 1973; 15 percent

of those affected were victimized more than once
[Tebles 87, 90].

Reporting to the police

Three-tenths of all personal crimes were reported
to the police [Table 40].

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

’Ijhere Was some indication that blacks reported
violent crimes relatively more often than whites,
but there was no significant difference between

blacks and whites in reporting crimes of theft
[Table 41].

There was some indication that stranger-to-
stranger violent crimes were somewhat more apt
to have been reported than those between non-
strangers [Table 40],
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Thirty-seven percent of all houschold crimes were
reported to the police [Table 74].

There was no- significant difference between the
overall percentages of household . crimes re-
ported by whites and by blacks [Table 74].

Some four-fifths of commercial burglaries and rob-
beries were reported to the police [Table 93].

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

Time and place of occurrence

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

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

Most household crimes (53 percent) took place at
night [Table 84].

Most commercial burglaries (85 percent) took place
at night, but commercial robberies were about
equally divided between day and night [Table
101].

Most personal crimes (53 percent) took place on
the street; only 3 percent occurred inside the vic-
tim’s home [Table 36].

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

Personal crimes of violence involving ., non-
strangers occurred inside the victim’s home
relatively more  often than those involving
strangers [Table 37].

Number of victims and offenderé

About nine-tenths of all personal crimes of violence
involved a single victim [Table 30].

Most personal crimes of violence (68 percent) were
committed by a single offender [Table 28].

Single-offender crimes were relatively more like-
ly to have involved nonstrangers than strangers
[Table 29].

Most commercial robberies (61 percent) were com-
mitted by lone offenders [Table 89].
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Perceived characteristics
of offenders

Strangers committed most (73 percent) personal
crimes of violence [Table 5].

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

Victims perceived that whites committed a majority
(65 percent) of single-offender personal crimes of
violence; however, there was no significant difference
between the proportions of single-offender rob-
beries said to have been carried out by whites and
blacks [Table 9].

Victims perceived that whites committed more
multiple-offender violent crimes than blacks [Table
11].

Victims perceived most single-offender personal
crimes of violence (64 percent) as having been
committed by persons age 21 and over [Table 13].

Half of all multiple-offender crimes of violence in-
volved perpetrators identified as being under age
21 [Table 15].

Most (70 percent) single-offender personal crimes
of violence against whites were perceived to have
been perpetrated by whites; however, blacks were
perceived to have committed half of single-offender
robberies of whites [Table 10].

Most (74 percent) single-offender crimes of violence
against blacks were carried sut by blacks [Table
10].

More muitiple-offender assaults of whites were com-
mitted by whites than by offenders in the other
racial categories under examination [Table 12].

There was no significant difference between the
proportions of multiple-offender robberies of whites
attributed to offenders who were all white or all
black [Table 12].

Weapons use by offenders

Offenders used weapons in 37 percent of all personal
crimes of violence [Table 56].

For violent crimes as a group, knives were em-
ployed more often than firearms; of all personal
robberies, 48 percent were carried out by offend-
ers armed with knives [Table 57],
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Offenders used weapons in 81 percent of all com-
mercial robberies [Table 102].

Fircarms were the most common type (69 per-
cent) of weapon used in commercial robberies
[Table 103].

Victim self-protection

Victims took self-protective measures in most (69
percent) personal crimes of violence [Table 43].

The relationship of victim and offender had no
apparent bearing on whether or not self-pro-
tective measures were used [Table 43].

Victims rarely used firearms or knives in self-
defense, but physical force and weapons other
than firearms or knives accounted for about one-
third of all self-protective measures [Table
451].

Victisn injury and economic loss

Victims were injured in 28 percent of all personal
robberies and assaults [Table 317].

Only 5 percent of all personal crimes of violence
resulted in the victim’s hospitalization [Table
33].

Seventy-seven percent of all personal crimes in-
volved loss of money or property and/or property
damage [Table 47].
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Selected Findings 7

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

In most (67 percent) personal crimes with loss,
the losses were less than $50, including items of
no monetary value [Table 48].

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

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

Among household crimes resulting in loss, most
(56 percent) involved less than $50, including
items of no monetary value [Table 80].

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

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

Eighty-eight percent of commercial burglaries and
72 percent of commercial robberies resulted in
economic loss [Table 96].

Half of all commercial crimes with loss in-
volved amounts exceeding $50 [Table 97].
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| Table 1. Personal crimes: Number of victimizations and victimization rates
i for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime
|
H : i
i Type of crime Number Rate :
Crimes of violence 28,600 : 53
i= Rape - 1,100 2
H ) Robbery 6,200 11 :
; . Robbery and attempted robbery i
i | with injury 2,100 L :
! N From serious assault 1,000 2
i From minor assault + 1,100 2 :
; Robbery without injury 2,000 L .
! Attempted robbery without injury. 2,000 4 i
¥ Assault ’ 21,300 . 39 e
i Aggravated assault 8,500 P 16 1
With injury 2,600 5 13
Attempted agsault with weapon 5,800 11 L
Simple assault 12,900 2 I
¥ith injury 2,900 5 IR
Attempted assault without. weapon 9,900 18 S
Crimes of theft 76,600 11 i
| Persoral larceny with contact 2,800 5 .
| Purse snatching 700 1
i Attempted purse snatching 400 1 .
: Pocket picking 1,700 3 9
b Personal larceny without contact 73,800 136 1
% NOTE: Deteil may not add to total shown because of rounding. » /
& : |
. i :
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10 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

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 24,300 28,600 1:1.18
Rape 1,100 1,100 1:1.05
Robbery 5,300 6,200 1:1.16
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 1,900 2,100 1:1.16
From serious asgavlt . 1,000 1:1.20
From minor assault 1,000 1,100 1:1.13
Robbery without injury 1,600 2,000 1:1.24
Attempted robbery without injury 1,800 ¢ 2,000 1:1.20
Assault 17,900 21,300 1:1.19
Aggravated assault 6,700 8,500 1:1.26
With injury 2,200 2,600 1:1.22
Attempted assault with weapon 4,600 5,800 1:1.27
Simple assault 11,200 12,900 1:1.15
With injury 2,600 2,900 1:1.14
Attempted assault without weapon 8,600 9,900 121426
Crimes of theft 74,900 76,600 1:1.02
Personsl larceny with contact 2,600 2,800 1:1.08
Purse snatching 600 700 1:1.05
Attempted purse snatching 400 40 1:1.09
Personal larceny without contact 172,300 73,800 1:1.02

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Ratios calculated from unrounded
figures.
1Because of data processing problems, a manual weighting procedure was used for estimating the
number of incidents of personal larceny without contact. Since it was not feasible to perform
an tdjustment for cases involving more than one victim, the estimated number of incidents msy 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 Involving nonstrangers

Loidraenst

Type of crime Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Crimes of violence 28,600 53 20,900 39 7,700 14
Rape 1,100 2 800 1 300 1
Completed rape 300 1 1100 1z 1200 iz
Attempted rape 800 2 700 1 1200 1z
Robbery 6,200 11 5,500 10 700 1
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 2,100 A 1,800 3 300 1
From serious assault 1,000 2 1,000 2 1100 1z
From minor assault 1,100 2 900 2 300 4
Robbery without injury 2,000 4 1,900 3 1200 1z
Attempted robbery without injury 2,000 4 1,800 3 1200 iz
Agsault 21,300 39 14,600 27 6,700 12
Aggravated assault 8, 500 16 5,900 11 2,500 5
With injury 2,600 5 1,700 3 2
Attempted assault with weapon 5,800 11 4,300 8 1,600 3
Simple assault 12,900 2, 8,700 16 4,200 8
With injury 2,900 5 1,800 3 1,100 2 :
Attempted assauls without . “*
weapon 9,900 18 6,900 13 3,100 [
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Z less than 0.5 per 1,000,
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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12, Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego .
Table 4. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by selected

characteristics of victims and type of crime

Characteristic All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Sex (46)
Male (48 56 65
Female (52) 4, 35 153
Race )
White (90 92 91
Black 57; 7 . 7 9%
Other (3 2 2 2
Age (
12=15 (9 14 18
16-19 (9; 18 20 ig
20=-24 (14 20 21 20
25-34 (20 21 20 22
35-49 (20, 14 11 15
50-64 (17 9 7 10
65 and over (11) 3 3 3

NOTE: Numbers in parelﬂ;heses refer to percent in the
because of rounding.

group. Detail may not add to 100 percent

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

. Sex Race
Type of crime Both sexes Male Female Wnite - Black
Crimes of violence 73 78 6l T
Rape 71 2 71 7 2‘18(3)
Robbery 89 89 89 89 94
Robggry end attempted
robbery with injury /7 85 8 2
Ffrom serious assault 92 9oL 332 92 "’::llgg
Ro}l;‘gom minz]: asgault 77 70 82 T4 2100
ery without injury 92 2 2 2
Attempted robbery without ? ? 7 10
injury 91 90 2 a
Assault 68 75 glg gO le.
Aggz'izateg assault 70 75 59 73 50
ith injury 64 8
Attempted assault with ? ‘ 3 8 "9
. weapon 73 76 66
Simple assault 67 7h 54 Zg afg
With injury 62 Th 46 60 266
Attempted assault
without weapon 69 7% . 58 70 233

*No rapes of males were recorded.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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Survey Data Tables 13

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

: Male Female _

Type of crime White Black White Black
Crimes of violence ™ 58 265 43
Rape 2 2 71 1100
Robbery 89 92 88 1100
With injury 83 1100 81 1100
Without injury 91 189 92 1100
Assault 76 L7 58 225
Aggravated assault 77 50 61, 133
Simple assault 75 L3 54 143

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

2No rapes of males were recorded.

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

by race and age of victims

' Simple assault

Race and age A1l assaults Aggravated assault

Al races! -
12-15 59 61 58
16-19 71 75 68
2021, 65 62 68
25~34 ) 78 8l 75
3549 68 67 69
5061, 6l 61 65
65 and over 86 79 2100

White
12-15 59 6l 56
1619 3 79 67
2021, 68 68 68
25-34 79 85 76
35-49 71 70 71
5064 6l 63 65
65 and over 85 77 2100

Black .
12-15 227 216 239
16~19 asg 250 247
2021, q 228 233 0
25-3l %50 2100 0
35-49 228 0 239
5064 268 52 2100
65 and over 2100 2100 0

YTncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately.

°ggtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is gtatistically unrelisble.

Table 8. Persona! crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations
involving nonstrangers, by type of crime and nature’ of reiationship

Casuslly acquainted

Type of ‘crime Related and/or well known
Crimes of violence! L9 51

Robbery 41 59

Assault 50 50

3 Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
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14 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

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

Perceived race of offender

Not known and

Type of crime White Black Other nut available
Crimes of violence i 65 26 7 g
Rape : 76 :2!; 0 9
Completed rape 188 113 g 0
Attempted rape 7 29 s 15
Robbery L1 51 17 2
Robbery with injury 56 36 12 1
Robbery without injury 34 57 A
Assault 70 21 Z 22
Aggravated assault 68 25 ”

Simple assault 71 18 8

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

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

Perceived race of offender
Not }mown and

Type of crime and race of victims ~ White Black Other not available
i f violence ’
Crlme:rhgte 70 22 17 12
Black 19 7h 2 4
Rape :
pWhite 76 12 0 8
Black ) 0 0 ]
Robbery . . 15
i 43 50 6 p
;&1‘:2}6: 119 158 112 112
Robbery with inju
Whitzy i 60 32 8 0
Black (o} 1100 0 0
Robbery without injury
White 35 58 15 11 2
Black . 22 8 ‘ 11 1k
b
Ass;;lite 76 15 7 :2
Black - 119 78 ‘0 [ 3
Aggravated assault N .
ﬁite Y8 15 6 21
Black 116 84 0 0
Simple assault . i .
Wmhr:lg.ﬁe - . . 75 15 8 :2
Black : 12, .10 0 7

NOTE: Deteil may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. .
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unre;l.iable.
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Sutvey Data Tables 15
Table 11. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple- _“'
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offenders

Perceived race of offenders

: Not known and

Type of erime All white Al black - AIl other Mixed races not available
Crimes of violerice Ll 30 11 1k 11
Rape 161 113 113 213 0
Robbery 31 45 : 14 13
Robbery with injury 36 Iy 111 210 o]
Robbery without injury 27 46 1y 17 15
Assault 49 2 13 i iz
Aggravated assault 45 25 14 15 11
Simple assault 52 2l 12 12 0

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

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

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

Perceived race of offenders

Type of crime and race

Not known and
of victims

All white All black A1l other Mixed races not available
Crimes of violence!
White 47 28 11 13 21
" Black 0 68 : 0 232 o]
Robbery
White 34 43 26 14 23
Black o] 2g2 o] 218 0
Assault .
White 51 23 13 13 2z
Black . [o] ?52 ) o] a8 0

2 Less than 0,5 percent, }
1Tncludes data on rape; not shown separately. ) :
2Estimate, based on about or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

Perceived age of offender
Total 21 and

Not known and

Type of crime Under .12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18-20 over not available
Crimes of violense 11 33 9 12 12 6L 2
Rape o] 6 o] 0 16 9 o
Robbery 1 39 16 15 18 58 13
Robbery with injury [¢] 36 17 112 17 61 13

Robbery without

injury 11 40 15 16 19 56 12
Assault 11 .33 10 12 11 6L, 2
Aggravated assault 12 32 7 12 13 &l 12
Simple assault Q0 34 12 12 10 63 23

NOTE: Detail mey not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1gstimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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16 Criminal-Victimization Surveys in San Diego’

o : Survey Data Tables 17
Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-

offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offenders

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

{

L’ - . - g -

! Table 14. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-
5 and perceived age of offender

P » a of offender Perceived age of offenders
erceived ape

Not known and Type of cri-’f'e and A1l under ALl 21 . Not known and
: ime 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
fyge of criwe £ Crimes of violence!

§ - T 12-19 0 72 2 22 22
: crmeizgigvmlence 82 & 31 :g 20-34, o] 27 29 L2 22
i 203, 0 15 Bl o 35-19 0 35 38 a3 0
i 35-19 0 15 8 a3 50-6l, 0 322 a3g 234, 24
5061, ¢ 26 72 5 65 and over 0 255 0 250 215
1 65 and over 0 238 62 Robbery . .
: Robbery s 38 2, ég:l? [o] a80 0 15 5

12-19 2 23 3 g 34 0 225 36 35 3
}3 PRETY 5 19 K 0 35-49 0 72 228 0 0
: 35-49 0 229 n 210 5064, 0 222 239 226 213
‘ 50-61, 0 th 352 ° 65 and over 0 65 0 235 )
: 65 and over 0 7‘* 2 Assault
; Assault 6 ay 12-19 0 71 25 2 2y
: 12-19 22 70 2 25 20-34 0 31 24 L, 2y
i 2034, o} 3 15 83 3, 35~49 0 226 238 234 o}
‘ 35-49 0 53 82 0 50-61 0 222 239 21 0
' 5064 8 :i; agg 0 65 and over 0 28 ) 204 206
: 65 and over {

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.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. . .
2Estimate, based on abc'mt 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable. »

Table 15. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-

Table 17. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived age of offenders

by type of crime and sex of victims

i (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
Perceived ape of offenders

i
A11 21 Not known and Male Female
Type of crime ‘ng under All 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available ; Type of crime (258,400) (283,800)
1 Crimes of violence 72 35
. . 0 1 30 2

Cr;.l:e: of violence g 50 "AZ 139 113 Rape 0 I

Robb 0 54 18 25 33 Robbery 17 7

Robbery with injury 0 51 113 33 13 f Rosbery e bempted Tobbery 5 5

. . 1 3 ; with injury

g Rog__tl:.:ry without injury g gi fg 33 15 From serious assault 3 11
b As:a ited assault 0 5 1 33 15 ; From minor assaulb 2 2
- BB by 0 51 7 31 3y i Robbery without injury . 5 2
7 Simple assaul § Attergpted robbery without injury 2 2

. X i Assaul: 5 2

: NOTE: Detall may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. . . : ated ult 2
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. A Agﬁ:ﬁ i::j u:;sa 3 g
i ! Attempted assault with weapon 16 [3
' Simple assault 32 16
{ : With injury 6 X
[ : Attempted assault without weapon 26 11
i

. | K Crimes of theft 157 127
: + Personal larceny with contact A 6
. Purse snatching 0 2
: " Attempted purse snatching o] 1
? N Pocket pickin, L >
Personal larceny without contact 153 121

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the grodp. Detail rfxay not add to total
shown because of rounding. - :

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

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

12-15 16-19 2024 25-31 35-49 5061, 65 and over

Type of crime (49,700) (50,000) (73,600) (107,700) (107,800) {93,600) (59,800)
Crimes of violence 105 114 8l ’ 53 28 21 15
Rape 0 6 7 12 iz 1z 0
Robbery 20 29 17 10 1 6 6

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 8 8 3 3 12 12 13
Robbery without injury 1 8 7 3 13 1o 11
Attempted robbery without injury b 13 A L 11 12 11
Assault 85 79 59 4O 2, 15 9
Aggravated assault 28 38 25 i 9 5 6
With injury 1 11 7 4 3 11 12
Attempted assault with weapon 1 28 i8 10 6 L 14
Simple assault 57 41 34 26 15 10 13
With injury 2 11 7 5 3 1z 11
Attempted agsault without weapon 41 30 28 21 12 8 12
Crimes of theft 199 270 206 157 180 81 33
Personal larceny with contact 9 11 7 ok 2 3 4
Purse snatching 11 1 12 12 11 12 12
Pocket, picking 8 S 5 3 11 11 12
Pergonal larceny without contact 190 259 o198 153 106 78 28

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

8l

oBe|q uURS uj sAoAINS UOJIZIWNDIA JRUIIKD

i e

NN




AT L

s 3

e

Z7

i3 ST s T v T =
L

5

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

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

: White Black

1y Type of crime (487,100) (39,900)

‘ Crimes of violence 53 . 47

: Rape 2 13

% Robbery 11 10

1 Robbery and attempted robbery

£ with injury 4 i3

: From serious assault 2 13

e From minor assault 2 17

Robbery without injury . L 15

; Attenmpted robbery without injury I 13

g Assault 40 36

: Aggravated assault 15 2

: With injury 5 13

} Attempted assault with weapon 10 19

Simple assault 25 14

. With injury 5 *

Attempted assault without weapon 19 10

: Crimes of theft 144, 126

: * ' Personal larceny with contact 5 12

Purse snatching 2 o !

i Pocket picking 3 ; 11

i - Personal larceny without contact 139 124

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

shown because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer-zample cases, is statistically unreliable,

T

4
4 *
.
L
~\
-
N
sy
'
-
Oy
N
7
N
»

<3

o

|

.
B
B “'\‘
ht .-
I
N N
R
g
[
. he -
x
.
- .
° -
y
“ ‘)
-
N
a
|
A !
\
3
~
[
N
B
¥
- .
&J
y - N
: A
i : r
g A8 Y
N 0y
] W
. s Ao e
-3
.
. v
L4



e

e

o

e re——

'

g

il .
1
1
i . T . . 0. . 4 n
i Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims ©
- H (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) o
5 Less than $3,000~ $7, 500~ $10,000~ $15,000- $25,000 Not, g'
i $3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more available g
{ Type of crime (42,600) (115,300) (61,500) (127,200)  (117,900) (46,600) (31,100) -
: Crimes of violence 100 62 49 : Ly L7 36 JXs] ;
Rape 7 I 11 1z 11 1 0 =
Robbery 29 16 9 8 9 1y 7 3
Robbery and attempted robbery . §
with injury 11 6 12 3 ' 3 11 . 1z =
Robbery without injury g 5 13 3 2 12 15 ) :
: Attempted robbery without injury 10 5 14 12 A 13 o] » :
P Assault &l 42 40 36 37 30 33 € d
! Aggravated assault 27 21 19 10 14 11 10 <
With injury 9 6 é L 4 1 2 2
I Attempted assault with weapon 19 14 13 7 10 R 7 8 pd
~ Simple assault 36 22 21 25 23 i 19 23 )
With injury 9 L L 5 6 e 6 b g)
Attempted assault without weapon 27 17 17 21 17 : 13 16 s
; Crimes of theft 158 139 129 136 150 ¢ 173 95 o
; Personal larceny with contact . 11 7 13 4 oo 1y 1g é
: Purse snatching 8 3 iz 1y T 1 13
Pocket picking 13 L 13 3 2 i3 15
Personal larceny without contact 147 132 126 132 146 169 89

NOTE: MNumbers in parentheses refér to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Z Lless than 0.5 per 1,000. :
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 21. Personal crimes: Victimization

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

Never Divorced and Not
married Married Widowed separated available
Type of crime (161,300)  (302,300)  (30,800) (45,200) (2,600)
Crimes of violence 96 30 19 79 130
Rape b4 1 0 15 o}
Robbery 20 6 10 18 110
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 6 2 7 7 110
From seriocus assault 3 1 12 2 0
From minor assault 3 1 15 13 110
Robbery without injury 6 3 11 ig 0
Attempted robbery without
injury 7 2 13 14 0
Assault 72 23 8 56 120
Aggravated assault 28 10 12 22 110
With injury 10 2 [o] 7 110
Attempted assault with
weapon 18 7 12 1 0
Simple assault L 13 17 34 110
With injury 11 2 1, 11 0
Attempted agsault without
weapon 33 12 13 23 110
Crimes of theft 222 104 50 166 190
Personal larceny with contist 8 3 1g 6 0
Purse snatching 2 1 6 5 0
Pocket picking 6 2 12 1a 0
Personal larceny without
contact 214 101 42 160 190

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in'the group. Detaii may not add to total

shown because of rounding.

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

o

N

B
0o

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

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

)
J

¥

; (1]
H Crimes of violence or g‘
‘ Robbery Assault "~ Personal Personal
L All personal Robbery Robbery A1l personal = larceny larceny i
¥ crimes of with without Aggravated with without e
i Sex ‘and age violence injury injury assaults assault contact contact §
% Male 7 ) i
¥ 12-15 - (26,000) 133 12 17 3G ig 214 ]
: 16~19 (24,300 154 12 31 56 12 297 =
26-2i, (35,500 112 iy 19 36 iy 236 8
25=34 . (52,900 68 5 11 21 1 154 P
35-L9 (51,900 39 11 12 1 12 105 €
50-6L (42,700 3 4 7 6 11 8 2
' 65 and over (25,000) 18 11 12 12 13 k2 =
Female 5
12-15 (23,700 VA 13 14 17 19 164
16-19 (25,700 77 3% 13 22 10 23 €
20-2), {38,100 57 1 1 1 8 163 fod
25=34 (54,700 38 12 13 8 5 151 o
35-49 (55,900 18 12 12 5 13 106 ;
50-64 (50,900, 10 0 12 1y 5 73
65 and over (34,800) 13 15 12 12 15 18
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in thé gx-ou;ﬁ. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. s
] Z Fewer than 0,5 per 1,000,
‘] }Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
' by type of crime and sex and race of victims

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

Male Female

White Black White Black

Type of crime (232,400) (18,600) (254,700} (21,300)
Crimes of violence - 72 72 36 26
Rape 0 0 L 1
Robbery 17 17 7 15
With injury 5 1 3 11
Without injury 1 133 L 1,
Assault 56 55 25 20
Aggravated assault 22 35 9 111
Simple assault 34 20 17 19
Crimes of theft 159 149 130 . 107
Personal larceny with contact N 13 £ 11

Pergonal larceny without

contact 155 146 12t 106

NOTE: N‘umbersv in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total
shown becauge of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample ¢ases, 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 populaticn age 12 and over)

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft

Robbery _Kssault Personal  Personal
All personal . Robbery Robbery All personal larceny larceny
crimes of All rob- with without Al1 Aggravated Simple crimes of with without
Sex and marital status violence Rape beries injury injury assaults assault assault theft contact contact
Male
Never married (87,300) 121 0 29 8 20 92 394 51, 249 9 241
Married E149,000) 5] 0 8 3 6 32 13 ) 19 105 2 103
widowed (4,600) 34 0 111 26 14 123 "] 133 151 o] 1571
Divorced and
separated = (16,200) 113 o] 27 110 18 86 41 45 165 12 164
Not available (1,200) 14 [ 12 12 0 Cay 12 12 1324 0 1124
Female ( .
Never married (74,100) 66 8 9 4 5 48 15 33 189 7 182
Married 5153,300) 19 2 L 13 3 13 6 7 i 10k 4 -99
Widowed (26,200) .16 0 10 1y 13 14 iz 1, X) 19 . 41
Divorced and ;
separated (28,900) 59 17 12 15 17 39 12 28 167 9 158
Not available ' (1,400) 0 0 0 s} 0 o o] 158 0 158

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

44

; Crimes of violence : Crimes of theft
» . i Personal Pergonal
N 1 o All personal All personal larceny larceny
’ ¥ . ‘ crimes of crimes of with without
g Race and age violence* Robbery Assault theft contact contact
é White
i 12-15 (41,800 112 23 89 212 9 203
¢ 16-19 (43,300 117 30 80 288 12 276
; 202, (66,500 8, 18 58 210 8 202
i 25-3k (97,400 55 10 h2 159 4 155
v 3549 (93,700 : 29 4 25 113 23 110
| 50-61, (87,100 21 6 15 79 3 76
) . N 65 and over (56,900) 1 5 9 32 2L 28
Black
12-15 (5,300 55 2 50 115 0 115
16=19 (5,200 . 93 221 A 6 0 146
20~2L, (4,800 100 216 78 196 0 196
25-3) (6,800 227 21 216 < 157 2, 153
3549 (9,800 26 28 218 97 23 95
50-64 {5,000 221 : 25 216 103 0 103
65 and over (2,400) . 223 211 212 352 210 32

ofei(d uesS uj $A9AINS UOHEZIWNIIA JSUIIND

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail msy 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.
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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
. Personal Personal
A1l personal A1l personal larceny larceny
crimes of erimes of with without
Race and income violencg’ Robbery Assault theft contact contact
White
N Less than $3,000 '(36,200) 108 32 69 173 12 161
$3,000-$7,499 §1oo,3oo) A 15 Ly 137 8 129
$7,500-~$9,999 (53,000) 48 10 37 132 23 130
$10,000~314,999 113,6003 45 8 36 139 Ix 135
$15,000-$24,999 (111,000 48 g 38 153 4 149
$25,000 or more (45,300) 35 2 29 174 2 170
Not available (27,700) 42 28 3L 91 24 86
Black ]
Less than $3,000 (5,100) 52 310 234 51 0 51
$3,000-37,499 gn.soo) 50 3 29 158 22 156
$7,500-89,999 (6, 500) 65 B 61 134 0 134
$10, 000~$14,999 9.300; 41 3 35 120 23 18
$15,000~$24,999 (4,300 231 12 219 113 0 113
H $25,000 or more (800 369 [ 369 2168 0 2168
i Not available (2,600 230 0 230 148 210 138
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
g
<
(]
-~
o
]
. s
-
g
]
"
-
(%]
A ;'i . - .
- b

P




——— —

AN

b

T r

ST AR T

Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Dlo‘_go

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

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

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

White
Male
12-15 (21,800 140 ggg
16-19 (21,300 151 2
20-14 (32,200 110 %
25"31+ 1681 [&m 78 111
5k (oo 3 &
65. and ove::' (23,700) 18 46
Femal
1215 (20,000 81 166
16-19 (22,100 84 b
20-2), (34,600 58 158
25-3L (49,000 10 115
35-49 (48,300 19 4
50-64 . (47,500 10 7
%5 an: lover (33,200) 11
Black
Mal
13—15 3,000 71 ilﬁg
16-19 (2,300 168 o
B i
25-3l, (2,900 145 %
35-49 (4,800 ‘37 R
50-64 (2,300 123 Y
45 and over (1,000) 28
Female
12-15 (2,800 37 ;?g
16-19 (3,000 36 us
20-24 (2,500 5k 13
25-34 (3,900 1 ]
ot 21900 3 93
1
65 and ove'ar (1,400) 19 54

NOTE: Numbers in entheses refer to population in the group.
1Estimate, basedpgl about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

Four or Not known and
Type of crime One Two Three more not avsilable
Crimes of violence 68 12 :8 19 3
Rape 83 i9 4 b4 .
Robbery 57 20 12 9 3
Robbery and attempted robbery ) X 1
with injury L8 1?14, ‘16 13 12
From serious assault 46 125 ‘15 110 S
From minor assault 50 23 %g 1 19
Robbery without injury 59 18 e 1’; s
Attempted robbery without injury % 13 17 o S
Assault :

Aggravated assault 65 8 . 7 13 1(;
With injury 61 ig 10 19 :
Attempted assault with weapon 67 9 6 1(8) N

Simple assault 73 10 7 s ; 2
With injury without 66 14 10 Pl
Attempted assault ou . N

Hesgrgn 76 9 6 7 2

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

Survey Data Tables 27

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

Type of crime Involving strangers ‘Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 61 ‘ 86

Rape 81 93

Robbery 56 66

Assault 62 87

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

AL Involving Involving
Type of crime incidents strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 89 89 90
Rape 96 99 89
Robbery 93 93 92
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 9l 93 97
From serious assault 9 95 g3
From minor assault 94 92 100
Robbery without injury 91 93 77
Attempted robbery without
injury 9% 9k lo4
Assault 87 86 90
Aggravated assault 8l 82 90
With injury 86 81 93
Attempted assault with
weapon a, 82 88
Simple assault 89 89 90
With injury 89 87 91
Attempted assault
without weapon ' 90 89 %0

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

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

Relationship Robbery and assault : Robbery Assault
ALl victimizations 28 35 2%

Involving strangers 26 33 2

Involving nonstrangers 33 50 31
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

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

Characteristic Robbery and assault Robbery Assault
Sex
Male 27 32 25
Female 31 L2 28
Race
White 28 35 26
Black 21 32, 20
Age
12-15 36 L0 35
16=19 . 27 27 27
2021, 26 33 23
25-34 24 33 22
35-49 28 1.8 25
50-61 20 129 117
65 and over Ly 61 133
Anmual family income ’
less than $3,000 31 38 28
$3,000-87,499 28 36 25,
$7,500~$9,999 23 123 2l
$10,000-$14, 999 26 43 23
$15,000-$244, 999 30 31 29
$25,000 or more 31 125 32
Not available 26 325 26

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

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

Ttem * Crimes of violencel “  Robbery Assault

Received hospital care 5 9 4
Emergency room only 4 7 23
Overnight or longer 1 32 1

Incurred medical expenses® 5 7 4

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.

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

2TIncludes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical
expenses were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses.
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v Survey Data Tables
Table 31!. _Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which
victims received hospital care, by selected characteristics of
victims and type of crime

Chracteristic Crimes of violence!® Robbery Assault
Sex

Male

Female g g ll:
Hacei .

White

Black ﬂg a? alg
Victim-offender relationship

Involving sty‘angers 4 9 3

Involving nonstrangers 6 2L %

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

Table 35. Persqnal c.rin.1es of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations
in which victims incurred medical expenses, by amount

Amount? Percent
Less than $50 13
$50~-3249 35
$250 or more ) 22

YIncludes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with cert
{ ainty that medical
expenses were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount oi‘ysuch axpens:s.
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crimo and place of occurrence

-

oe

On street, or in park,

Inside nonresidential playground, schoolground,
Type of crime Inside own home Near own home building or parking lot Elsewhere
All personal crimes 3 2 1k 53 27
Crimes of violence 13 9 11 L8 ’ 118
Rape =z 2L 14 1% 41 23
Robbery 10 ig 7 : 59 16
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 17 1L 17 61 110
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 1 1) ‘ 7 58 20
Assault 13 10 5 13 45 19
Aggravated “assault 14 11 10 48 i8
Simple assault 12 10 15 Moo 19
Crimes of theft 0 11 15 55 30
Pergonal larceny with contact . 0 13 ) 32 38 27
Personal larceny without contact “es ves 14 55 30
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding, ‘
.ss Represents not applicable. L
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
i "
w
/,/‘}” TN
L
%]
: ’:/('
v o
« /
- * ’ B e, x;;
- . ' ' " 2 " !v ' 8

0Bajg ues uj sAaAINS UCRRZIWIIA (BUlLND

TR R T s ey W o




©

-

e TEY

ORI S

%
|

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

Relationghip and place

Crimes of violence* Robbery Assault
Involving strangers
Inside own home 8 9 6
Near own home 9 7 10
Inside nonresidential building 12 vi 15
On street, or in park, playground,
schoolground, or parking lot 55 62 53
Elsevhere 16 16 16
Involving nonstrangers
Inside own home 25 215 26
Near own home 10 315 10
Inside nonresidential building 8 ] 9
On street, or in park, nlayground,
schoolground, or parking lot 32 Ll 31
Elsewhere 25 223 N

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 ‘Ingide elty of residence Inside other central city Elsewhere
A1l personal crimes 81 7 i3
Crimes of violence® 79 8 13
Robbery 77 15 8
Assault 81 5 14
Crimes of theft 81 6 13
Personal larceny with contact 76 kS 10
Pergonal larceny without contact 81 6 13

*Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
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Table 3S. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime

Crimes of violence

All pergonal All crimes All crimes Personal larceny Personal larceny
Reason crimes of violence? Robbery Assault of theft with contact without contact
Nothing eould be done; lack of pioof 31 21 26 19 34 35 34
Not important enough 31 26 22 27 33 2l 33
Police would not want to be bothered A 4 24, L 4 29 A
Too inconvenient or time consuming 3 L 26 4 3 26 3
Private or personal matter 7 18 29 19 3 25 3
Fear of reprisal 5 1 5 8 5 2z o} 2z
Reported to someone else 12 7 26 8 13 210 13
A1} other and not given 11 15 18 14 10 13 10
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
2 Less than 0.5 percent. ;
1Includes data on rape, not shoin separately.’ i
3Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
i =al
AR R
® Q
#

ze

ob3|g URS U SASAING UOREZIWHIIA [RUKLND

Te

. el A s

=

R

R R A

g

%

B S




S -

o TR R Y A I T T

Survey Data Tables 33

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

A1l Involving Involving

Type of crime vietimizations strangers nonstrangers
All personal crimes 30 see ces
Crimes of violence Lo L2 35
Rape 52 57 41
Robbery ; L6 47 38

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 58 61 LA
From serious assault 72 73 163
From minor assault 46 48 138
Robbery without injury .52 52 150
Attempted robbery without injury 28 29 217
. Assault 38 39 35
""" Aggravated assault 49 53 LO
With injury 51 51 50
Attempted assault with weapon 48 53 3L
Simple assault 30 30 32
With injury 43 39 49
Attempted assault without weapon 26 27 25
Crimes of theft 26 vee ses
Personal larceny with contact 37 38 0
Purse snatching 58 59 0
Pocket picking 25 25 o}
Personal larceny without contact 25 ‘e ves

«ss Represents not applicable.

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistigally unrelisbles

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

by type of crime and sex and race of victims

Sex . Rece
Type of crime ;| Male Female Hhite Black
A1l personal crimes 29 31 30 31
Crimes of violence . 36 59 L0 52
Rape ¥ 53 54 0
Robbery 38 6l L5 73
Robbery and attempted : '
robbery with injury 50 73 59 260
From serious assault 65 2100 73 260
From minor assault 225 65 N 2460
Robbery without injury 46 45 48 290
Attempted robbery without ,
injury S22 27 27 e 250
Assault ’ 35 Ll 37 47
Aggravated assault L5 59 49 a50
With injury 45 66 53 16
Attempted assault with
weapon 45 56 587 51
Simple assault 27 36 30, 343
With injury 32 56 13 217
Attempted assault without
weapon 26 28 27 233
Crimes of theft 25 26 26 23
Personal larceny with
contact 222 48 38 an,
Purse snatching 1 58 58 2100
Pocket picking 322 230 25 60
Personal lsrceny without
contact 26 25 26 23

1No crimes against males were recorded in this category. :
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,. is statistically unreliable.
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34 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

Table 42. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,

by type of crime and age of victim

Type of crime 12-19 20-34, 3549 50-64 65 and over
A1l personal crinmes 20 32 38 37 41
Crimes of violence® 32 41 56 43 67
Robbery 31 56 72 229 82
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 37 7 290 23] 2g6
Robbery and attempted
robbery without injury 29 L9 257 228 299
Assault 31 36 53 L9 . 58
Aggravated assault 42 46 67 57 78
Simple assault 23 30 Lh L5 217
Crimes of theft 15 28 34 35 30
Personal larceny with
contact 21, 54 218 259 227
Personal lereeny without
contact 15 28 33 34 30

£

Y

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

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

Al Involving Involving

Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 69 69 70
Rape 81 81 81
Robbery 62 62 65

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 63 62 148
From sericus @ssauit 66 -%b 183
From minor assault 60 57 169
Robbery without injury 42 41 150
Attempted robbery without injury 83 8L 172
Assault . 70 70 70
Aggravated assault 73 75 70
With injury (] 75 £9
Attempted assault with weapon 3 T 70
Simple assauli .68 67 70
With dinjury ) 77 75 79
Attempted assault without weapon -66 65 67

1gstimate, based on a_bout 10 or fewer sample 'c;ases, is ‘statistically unreliable.

S v et

B

i

e et ot i

g i

ot e

®

el

3

[

=

&
. N B
- - Ry -
.“l\,
N
[
M
e,
N Q
I o
;
.
E
N
%
' 1

L

"

R i

- L
< . Z
I o .
- ‘,\
P ol
: ¢ T
LY
' 7



PR

it

A ORI .ot

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

Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape All robbgries With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated Simple
Sex

Male 69 1 63 67 61 71 75 49

Female 68 82 61 57 65 68 70 67
Race

White 70 81 64 63 A 71 76 69

‘Black 56 2100 251 2go 242 57 51 66
Age

12-19 65 273 61 73 55 66 69 6l

20-34 75 83 6l 60 6 77 79 76

35~49 &7 2100 65 250 378 66 79 59

5061, 69 2100 60 263 259 72 74 70

65 and over L6 1 59 248 277 238 243 228

1No rapes were recorded for this group. ' =
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

e s e L s e e S i e o 3 g e U S SR S P R ST R N e S R, ST TR T T T T B T R T T S W R A N ST T S S e

Robbery Assault .
Self-protective measure Crimes of violence! A1l robharies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated = Simple
Used or brandished firearm or knife 3 8y, 23 35 3 5 a2
Used physical force or other weapon 32 40 49 35 31 29 31
Tried to get help or frighten offender 15 o 16 18 14 13 11 14
Threatened or reasoned with offender 20 15 213 17 21 23 19
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 30 25 18 29 33 32 33
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, 15 statistically unreliable.
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36 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

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 fireerm or knife 3 I 12 3 14
Used physical force or other weapon 32 39 21 32 32
Tried to get help or frighten offender 15 . 7 27 16 ig
Threatened or reasoned with offender 20 20 20 20 21
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 30 30 30 30 33

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding,.
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 i
Crimes of violence 26
Rape 34
Robbery 66

Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 79
Robbery without injury 100
Attempted robbery without injury , 19
Assault 4 14
Aggravated assault 18
Simple assault 12
Crimes of theft 95
Personal larceny with contact . 90
Purse snatching 72
Pocket picking 100
Personal larceny without contact 96
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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 end
Type of. crime value $10 $10<849 $50-3249 $250 or more not available
ALY personal crimes 2 25 39 24 5 5
Crimes of violence! : 11 23 30 19 7 9
Robbery = 25 25 28 22 9 12
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury a5 20 37 20 3g a1
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 35 28 21 23 210 12
Assault 20 23 30 15 35 4
Crimes of theft 1 27 L0 21, L 1A
Personal larceny with contact 22 28 40 20 3y 25
Personal larceny without contact 1 27 39 2, 4 4
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
) No monetary Less than Not known and
Type of crime and race value $10 $10-349 $50--$249 "$250 or more not avgilable
A1l personal crimes? 2 26 39 24 5 5
White 2 27 38 . 23 5 5
Black S 16 4 32 3 5
Crimes of violence* 11 23 30 19 7 9
White ’ 12 2 29 17 8 10
Black 25 11 ' LEH 33 Y 5
Crimes of theft® o 1 27 0 2l 4 4
White 1 27 T 39 2, b4 4
Black : 0 17 b 3 23 55

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 pex;cent becsuse of rounding.
1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Table 50. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of
victimizations resuiting in theft loss, by value of stolen
property, including cash, and race of victims

Type of crime and property value A1l races? White Black
Robbery
No monetary value 22 22 0
Less than $10 27 30 0
$10-849 27 a4 327
$50-399 16 15 219
$100-$249 9 26 342
* $250 or more 10 11 0
Not available 10 9 212
Personal larceny®
No monetary value 1 1 0
Less than $10 27 . 28 17
$10-849 51 41 16
$50-899 12 12 17
$100-3$21,9 12 12 14
$250 or more L N 23
Not available 2 2 a2

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
2gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
3Includes both personal larceny with contact and personal larceny without contact.

Table 51. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of
victimizations resuiting in theft loss, by groportion of
loss recovered

Pergonal lsrceny

A1l personal
Proportion recovered Robbery larcenies With contact Without contect
None 67 a1 8 66 81
Al 16 9 11 9
Some 17 11 23 10
Less than half 14 L o1 3
Half or more 1, 5 . ig L
Proportion unknown 17 3 13 3

NOTE: Detu}l may not ndd to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
1Estimatu; based on-spout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Truie 52. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in
from work, by type of crime

s

loss of time

Type of crime Percent
A1l personal crimes 5
Crimes of violence 9
Rape 120
Robbery 13
With injury 22
Without injury 8
Assanlt " 7
Aggravated assault 11
Simple assault 4
Crimes of {heft - 4
Personal larceny with contact 15
Personal larceny without ccntact 4

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

~Table 53. Personal crimeSéf;iSe'rcent distribu
in loss of time from work, by number of

tion of victimizations resulting
days lost and type of crime

Time lost A1l personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Less than 1 day 49 29 67
1-5 days 36 45 28
6~10 days 1y 26 13
Over 10 days 8 14 12
Amount unknown and
not available Ly 16 12
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent bscause of rounding.

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

Table 54. Persoﬁal crimes: Percent d

istribution of incidents,

by type of crime and time of occurrence

. Nighttime Not known
Daytime T pemo=  Midnight— Not  -and not
Type of crime 6 a.m.~6 pams . Total = midnight 6 a.m known  available
A1l personal crimes 51 L2 25 11 6 7
Crimes of violence 51 48 36 12 0 11
Repe 120 77 59 118 0 13
Robbery 46 54 37 16 0 11
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 1 58 542 17 0 1
From serious assault 113 87 63 12, 0 0
From minor assault 66 33 123 110 0 !
Robbery without injury 50 49 42 37 0 13
Attempted robbery without . )
injury 47 53 29 2 0 o]
Assault ) 55 |25 34 ¢ 10 0 11
Aggravsted assault 50 49 37. 13 0 ig
With injury 51 5 49 39 10 0 0 0
Attempted agsault with ' .
weapon : 50 50 36 14 0 3
Simple assault 58 41 32 9 0 13
With injury 54 L5 33 12 0 11
Attempted assault without
weapon 59 450 32 8 o] 11
Crimes of theft 50 L0 21 11 8 10
Personal larceny with contact 67 32 29 i3 0 13
Purse snatching 70 130 130 0 0 0
Pocket picking 5 33 28 15 o} i2
Personal larceny without
contact 50 50 21 12 8 10

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

2 YLess than 0.5 percent.

dEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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-Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Disgo
Table 55. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, and time of occurrence

Nighttime
Relationship and type Daytime 6 Pellem Midnight— Not kmown and
of crime 6 a.me~5 peme Total  midnight 6 a.m, not available
Involving strangers
Crimes of violence® L8 51, 38 1 ]
Robbery 7 56 39 17 21
Assault 52 X 36 12 21
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence? 59 40 31 9 2]
Robbery 61 39 223 216 0
Assault 62 38 30 8 31

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

Involving Involving

Type of crime ALl incidents strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 37 38 33
Rape 115 114 118
Robbery 43 L6 123

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 38 Ll g
Robbery without injury 37 37 138
Attempted robbery without injury 53 55 138
Assault? 36 37 34

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
2Includes data on simple agsault, which by déefinition 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

. Type of crime Firearm Knife Other Type unknown
Crimes of violence! 22 38 35 L
Robbery 23 18 2, 25
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury : 219 36 38 27
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 25 53 19 3y,
Aggravated assault 21 35 40 : L
With injury ay 20 68 a5
Attempted assault with weapon 27 41 29 .23
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of: »zfqi;ln;ling. ©

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. =
®Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases;. is statistically unreliable.
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i 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 nonstranger
Type of crime Firearm Knife Other Type unknown Firearm Knife . L'—O'E'}Exg-— 2 Type unknown
Crimes of violence® FIN 38 34 5 17 41 41 22
Robbery 2l L7 2 a5 25 263 232 0
Aggravated assault 23 33 39 25 17 39 42 22
~ NOTE:  Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

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

by type of crime
(Rate per 1,000 households)

Type of crime Number Rate
Burglary ) 35,300 138
Forcible entry 12,100 81
Unlawful entry without force 15,000 59
Attempted forcible entry 8,200 32
HRousehold larceny 48,500 190
Less than $50 31,500 123
$50 or more 12,200 18
Amount not available 1,200 5
Attempted larceny 3,600 h1A

' Motor vehicle theft 6,300 25
Completed theft 4,100 16
Attempted theft 2,200 9

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

A1 household Hougehold Motor vehicle
Characteristic crimes Burglary larceny theft
Race of head of household
White (91) 90 89 90 90
Black 73 8 8 7 9
Other (2 2 2 2 521
Age of head of household
12-19 (2) 3 3 3 1y
20-34 (35 45 Ll 56 50
35-49 (25 26 26 26 28
506l {22, 18 18 19 15
65 and over = (16) 7 8 6 13
Anrual family income
less than $3,000 (11) \ 10 12 10 8
$3,000~87,499 525§ i 23 24 22 2
$7,500~89,999 (12 13 11 1L 15
$10, 000-$14, 999 22; 23 22 23 23
$15,000-$24,999 = (18 20 18 21 22
$25,000 or more (7) 7 8 7 L
Not available , (6) L L L X,
‘Temre
Owned or being bought (53) L9 50 50 39
Rented (47) - 51 50 50 61
Number of units in structure ;
12 (65) by 6l 65 55
2 (5 6 i 6 5 9
3 (1 1 1= 1 12
b (4 & 3 b 14
59 (1) 8 8 8 7
10 or more (16) 15 1L 15 21
Other than housing units (1) 1 2 L1 0.
‘Number of persons in household
1 (25) 17 20 15 20
23 2&93 L9 49 48 50
k=5 (20 26 23 28 - 22
6 or more (5) g 8 9 9

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to percent of households in the group. Detail may not add to

100 percent because of rounding.

lEatimate, based on about 10 or-fewer :sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

2Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
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Table 61. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and age of head of household
(Rate per 1,000 households)
12-19 20-34 35-49 50644 65 and over
Type of erims (5,500) (90,000) (62,900) (55,600) (41,500)
Burglary e, 223 173 ur 117 68 ;
Forcible entry A 79 63 42 h2 2l L
Unlawful entry without ford 7 105 68 ™ 48 2
Attempted forcible entry - 139 41 .31 27 20
Household larceny 281 247 . 201 165 72
Less than $50 140 160 131 104 : 55
$50 or more 118 6l 52 38 11 u
Amount not available 0 5 5 7. 1]
Attempted larceny 123 17 14 17 ¢ 26
Motor vehicle theft 14, 35 28 17 15
Completed theft 133 22 16 13/ 1
Attempted theft 110 13 12 1y 11
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. . Detail may not add to total shown because of* rounding. ‘
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

White Black

Type of crime (232,000) (18,000)
Burglary ' 136 165
Forcible entry 45 73
Unlawful entry without force 59 5L
Attempted forcible entry : 32 38
Household larceny 189 201
Less than $50 124 110
$50 or more 47 67
Amount not available 5 : 3
Attempted larceny 1 20
Motor vehicle theft 25 32
Completed theft 16 : 21
Attempted theit . 9 11

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

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family income
(Rate per 1,000 households)
Less than $3,000 $3,000~$7,499 $7,500-%9,999 $10,000-%14,999 $15,000--$24,,999 $25,000 or more  Not available
Type of crime (28,000) (63,200) (29,900) (55,800) (46,100 (16,900) (15,600)
Burglary 152 134 136 140 138 162 102
Forcible entry 55 53 48 53 30 54 33
Unlawful entry without force 61 53 5 57 69 82 39
Attempted forcible entry 36 29 34 30 38 25 30
Household larceny 165 170 222 200 223 199 112
Less than $50 103 105 157 132 146 135 58
$50 or more . L7 48 42 48 56 45 39
Amount not available 17 4 i [3 13 1 i5
Attempted larceny 9 12 19 14 18 15 110
Motor vehicle theft 18 2 31 26 30 17 215
Completed theft 11 15 20 17 20 1 11
Attempted theft i7 9 10 10 10 14 13

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

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Owned or being bought Rented

All races® White Black All races?® White Black

Type of crime (134,800) (123,400) (8,700) (120, 600) (108,400) (9,200)
Burglary 132 130 148 145 143 182
Forcible entry 40 37 70 56 5k 75
Unlawful entry without force 61 62 51 56 56 58
Attempted forcible entry 31 3 az27 33 32 48
Household larceny 186 i78 228 201 205 177
Less than $50 117 118 110 130 131 110
$50 or more 3 50 85 53 54 49
Amount not available 5 5 26 4 5 23
Attempted larceny 15 14 227 13 13 TA
Motor vehicle theft i8 18 32 32 33 33
Completed theft 11 11 225 2 2 219
Attempted theft 7 7 28 10 10 213

N S S S T RIS B e R e e

NOTE: DNumbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Tricludes data on “other" races, not shown separately.
2Esvimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

seiquy eieqg Aemng

Sty

.

3

T L LIRS IR R R TS M R R R

}

[




R

o B

R

I R T tent s

LGNS R 2T et

el

+

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

One Two or three Four or five Six or more
Type of crime (63,600) (126,300) (51,600) (13,800)
Burglary 110 138 158 197
Forcible entry L2 51 L0 6L
Unlawful entry without force 540 55 82 9L
Attempted forcible entry 28 32 36 39
Household larceny 115 185 267 299
Legs than $50 78 118 178 176
$50 or more 27 L6 68 87
Amount not available L 5 1 113
Attempted larceny 5 17 17 24
Motor vehicle theft 20 25 26 Xo]
Completed theft 12 17 18 20
Attenpted theft 8 8 8 20

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.

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

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

(Rete per 1,000 households}

Detail may not add to totsl shown because of rounding.

One? Two Three Four Five=Nine Ten or more
Type of crime (165,800) (13,300) (2,700) (9,400) {18,300) (41,200)
Burglary 137 170 136 127 161 119
Forcible entry ) 45 62 2 46 & 45
Unlawful entry without force 59 67 278 52 63 L5
Attempted forcible entry 33 41 210 29 35 29
Hougehold larceny 189 193 212 22l 218 172
Less than $50 124, 125 174 150 155 98
$50 or more k7 k2 238 55 39 56
Amount not available 5 =8 0 =g i 23
Attempted larceny i 7 0 211 20 16
Motor vehicle theft 21 42 a5y 22), 25 32
Completed theft 13 34 27 216 1, 23
Attempted theft 8 2g 210 28 211 9
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail mai not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Includes deta on mobile homes, not shown separately.,
%Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statigtically unreliable.
. ¢ i @
r A
N 's
* Y
. Y ?

14

082]a ues u| SABAINS UOHEZIWIIOIA [RUjWND




e

o —

1
1
Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income
’ (Rate per 1,000 households)

Race ard income A1l burglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force Attempted forcible entry

White
Less than $3,000 (24,000) ] 138 53 57 29

- < $3,000-$7,499 £5s,eoog 134 51 : 53 30

$7,500-$9,999 (26,600 133 43 56 35
$10,000-314,999 (51,100 137 50 58 30
$15,000-$24,999 (43,700 139 31 68 40
$25,000 or more (16,500 163 54 el 25
Not. available (14,200) 99 29 51 29 :

Black : ;
less than $3,000 (3,300) 249 77 82 %0
$3,000-$7,499 és.soo; ~ 127 , 46 58 223
$7,500-$9,999 (2,500 154 102 131 120
$10,000-$14,999 (3,500; 189 110 342 137
$15,000-$24,999 (1,700 : 1107 115 177 115
$25,000 or more (200 1220 1110 0 1110 P g
Not availsble (1,200 1129 igs 122 122

Y
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail mity not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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_ b 48 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Dlego
t : e H tebrinti .
u Ttk 85, ool e Pttt o b v Ponleloll
7 y DY P ‘ yp : Table 71. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected
I - Honaehold Taromy o vnioie themt reasons for not reporting -victimizations to the police,
: | by race of head of househoid and type of crime
Inside own home 97 1l 13 ! ) -
Near own home ves 86 10 :
At vacat;':on home; motel o Race and reason A1l household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft
or hote 3 eie ;
Inside nonresidential i White
building s e 14 : Nothing could be done;
On street, or in park, ! lack of proof 33 35 31 36
playground, school- Not important enough 37 29 L3 19
ground, or parking lot vee oo 5 A1l other and not
Elsewhere vee .se 12 - given 30 35 26 46
Represents not applicable Hlack
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ' Nﬂ:in gfc;l;(l,gfbe done 3 42 20 1,0
Not important enough 1
All other and :gtug 2 2 W 128
given 35 32 36 132

Table 69. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,

b of crime and geoaraphic area of occurrence ) NOTE:  Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
y type geograp 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stgtistically unreliable,

Type of cxd I;xside city Inside other
e of crime of 'residence central city Elsewhere . . s als .
T e i o h - Table 72. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected
nuse; crimes . « pe s N N
Burglary ) i ; . reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
Household larceny 92 3 5 by annual family income
Motor vehicle theft 83 5 12
Nothing could be done; Not 1 tant
. Income lack of proof ! egou;xgpor o ﬁ& Zg;:ﬁ ane
Table 70. Household crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for Less then $3,000 33 30 36
not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime e il 2 32 35
‘ N :10. 000_000-$1h 1999 35 37 gg
Reason All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft ég: 000 gi‘*r;zzz gg gg ; 52
Nothing could be Vdone;“ A . s 2 ’ 7 : o . NOU avallable 35, 31 3%
lack of £ 1 . )L A
‘Notcimgorgzgg enough gg gg iz 20 ‘ NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent bscause of rounding.
Police would not want
to be bothered é 5 7 LI
Teo inconvenient or
time consuming 3 2 3 13
Private or personal , .
xatter . 5 [ I 3 11
“.dar of reprisal B 1z iz iz 13
Réparted to someone
glse 2 ; 3 2 0
A1l vther and not given 13 17 . 10 25 ‘
NOTE:; Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
7. Less than 0.5 percent.
*gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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50 ‘Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego .
o . 0 s 4
Table 73. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected '
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
- by value of stolen property
-
L . ) T
’ A Nothing could be dons; Not important Al other and & j
; " Value lack of proof enough not given >
. No monetary value (o] 47 ‘ 153 oo,
Less than $10 21 . 61 ) 19 . i
$10-849 35 37 28 o
$50-899 15 16 38
. $100-3249 43 10 §7
. \ $250 or more 34 12 6l
i ,} Not agvailable 28 39 33 .
H !
' NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
. 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
£
B -
Table 74. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported
: to the police, by type of crime and race of head of household
‘ Type of crime A1l races? “Nimite Black
A1) household crimes ‘ a7 37 38 ‘ , 4
Burglary 50 49 54
Forcible entry TR 73 77
Unlawful entry without force %0 L0 35
Attempted foreible entry 35 34 43 B
Household larceny 25 25 19 Y
Less than $50 15 1% - 312 v g ; ;
$50 or more 50 52 v 30
Amount not available 20 220 ' 225
Attempted larceny 25 25 222
Motor vehicle theft 63 62 71
B Completed theft 8L 8L 8 . i : " :
i Attempted theft 2, 22 250 , ' . !
“ YIncludes data on “other" races, not shown separately. .
b 2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ie statistically unreliable, B -
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Table 75. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime and annual family income

Type of crime

Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9, 999 $10,000-$14, 999 $15,000-$24,999 $25,000 or more
A1l household crimes 7o) 38 30 37 38 38
Burglary 57 52 43 50 L 51
Forcible entry 71 i, 66 72 79 70
Unlawful entry without force 53 36 36 41 37 42
Attempted forcible entry 42 39 223 29 30 352
Household larceny 24 24 17 23 31 26
Motor vehicle theft 52 56 66 67 65 L
Table 76. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime, race of head of household, and form of tenure
Al races? White Black
Owned or being Owned or being Owned or being
Type of crime bought Rented bought Rented bought Rented
A1l househiold crimes 37 38 36 38 42 35
Burglary 48 52 47 51 53 57
Forcible entry 7 71 . 75 n 72 81
Unlawful entry without force 37 43 37 InA 236 23),
Attempted forcible entry 35 34 35 32 233 2,8
Household larceny 26 24 26 25 28 212
Motor vehicle theft 66 61 64 62 285 260
3Tncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminai Victimization Survevs In San Dieao

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

Type of crime Less than $10 $10-849 $50-$249 $250 or more
All household crimes 11 23 51 E 85
Burglary 32 31 55 88
Forcible eniry . 66 53 68 92
Unlawful entry without force 113 23 L7 80
Attempted forcible entry 8 130 150 2100
Household larceny 7 20 L6 71
Motor vehicle theft (o] o] 76 85

3Estimite, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable.

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

Type of crime . Percent
A1l household crimes : 91
Burglary R 87
Forcible entry / 9l
Unlawful entry without force 89
Attempted forcible entry 72
Household larceny 95
Motor vehicle theft 82

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

A1l household Household Motor vehicle
Value crimes Burglary larceny - theft
No monetary value 1 1z 1 0
Less than $10 20 8 28 (o]
$10-549 33 2L 41 0
$50-$99 15 17 15 1y
$100-3249 12 18 9 1%
$250-3999 11 20 3 50
$1,000 or more 5 : 8 31 ’ 39
Not available 3 3 3 13

NOTE: Teteil may not add to 100 percent bevguse of rounding.
Z 'Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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Sé 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 less
; No monetary Not known and
; Race' and type of crime value Less than $10 $10~-349 $50-8249 $250 or more not available
* : A1l races? N
L . 411 household crimes Iy 20 32 2l 15 5
: Burglary 8 12 23 28 22 7
Forcible entry 4 8 15 29 37 8
Unlawful entry without
force 22 10 31 37 17 L
Attempted forcible entry 33 23 22 5 22 14
Household larceny 1 28 50 26 4 L
Motor vehicle theft 2z 3 7 11 69 5
White
A1l household crimes L 21 . 32 2% 1% 5
. ~ Burglary 9 12 23 28 : 20 7
Forcible entry 3 9 15 29 35 8
Unlawful entry without i
force 22 10 31 37 17 4
Attempted forcible entry 3l 23 21 5 22 14
Household larceny 1 2 40 23 [ 4
Motor vehicle theft 25 i 23 6 8 72 5 :
Black
All household crimes 23 16 28 29 18 5
Burglary 2g 10 22 22 32 any
Forcible entry 24 IR ) 213 219 ‘ 56 2y
Unlawful entry without .
force o] 215 31 33 a7 25 ‘
Attempted forcible entry 228 - 221 228 24 0 317 :
H Husehold larceny 0 22 36 35 23 3), ’ ;
E Motor vehicle theft 0 210 210 325 L9 26 ;
1 &
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. * ;
i Z less than 0.5 percent. 1
1ncluded data on "other' races, not shown separately. i
? 3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, statistically unreliable.
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; Survey Data Tables 55
 1n San Diedo Table 84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
54 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Dieg ; | by type of crime and time of otcurrence
Table 81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations . : y typ
resulting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered | gt
dt f crime \ : . ' : Daytime 6 p.me~ ~ Midnight— No Not known and
and type o Type of crime 6 a,m.~6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. knowni not available
1
» A1l household Household : l‘:gtg\x; vehicle A1l household crimes : 32 53 22 18 12 16
s 3 Burglary larceny e ; Burglary 3 L4 2 13 9 20
Proportion recovered crimes & ) Forcible entry 39 Py 2 i a >
None 78 5 8l 17 : ‘ Unlawful entry without
Ity 11 8 8 57 : force 39 39 18 12 9 22
Some 11 16 8 25 ; Attempted forcible entry 26 53 25 17 10 21
Loss than half 3 4 2 6 j Household larceny 29 56 22 20 15 15
Half or more 5 9 2 1 Less than $50 29 54 20 19 15 S 17
Proportion unknown 3 3 3 3 z $50 or more e gg gg % ,2 2 12
: Amount rot availsble 12
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. Attempted larceny 16 75 .25 35 15 9
S 1. is statistically tnreliable. Motor vehicle theft 21 73 29 30 13 6
*Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is Completed theft 22 72 32 27 13 6
‘ : Attempted theft 19 7% 25 36 13 27
i . ictimizations resultin ‘ - NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, beczuse of rounding.
Table 82' Htl)useh?fk: crlr?e:hpsvl:&ntb;ft\ylge Of crim e 9 ; 1Es;t..i.mant:e, based on about 10 or fewer éample cases, is stétistica]ly unreliable.
in 0SS Of Time 1r K, y
Type of crime Percent : . Table 85. Commercial crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
111 hotsehold crimes z by characteristics of victimized establishments and type of crime
Burglary 13 : - . (Rate per 1,000 establishments)
Forcible entry . 3 | ; : )
Unlawful entry 'glthou: force 21 Burglary Robbery
Hoit:;gplgegaﬁ:;; le entry 3 - Characteristic Numbar Reve Number Rate
Si
Tess than $50 ? ALl establishments (21,40C) 7,600 358 1,000 49
ﬁgu_:i :g?a.vai]_able }.1* Kind of egtablishment
Attempted larceny 3 Retail - (6,800) 3,000 449 50U 69
Motor vehicle theft 15 : Food group (800) 300 425 1100 1149
Conpleted theft ;21 Fating and drinking places (1,600) 900 537 200 116
Attempted theft 5 Gasoline stat‘z‘.ons) (300) 200 647 1z 160
: N Drug stores (200 200 1,202 0 0
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. Ochgr regzil (3,800) 1,300 ’336 200 39
' Wholessle. (800 1,00 441 ; iz 120
: Service (h(9' 8<)>0 ) 3,300 336 -~ 300 33
. . . . as i . : Other 00G 1,000 239 200 B
Table 83. Household crimes: Percent distribution of vnctlmlzatuonfs rgsultung Gr0ss ntne roseipts
; i lost and of crime Less than $10,000 (3,200) 900 288 1300 126
in loss of time from work, by number of days type H8 L, 2 ! 285 50 e » 2%
1000 ' 3,200 1,200 375 200 53
B i ree s T B
. . 5 Jlarceny efs i [}
e = T ” B = 2 B
1 ’ or more N
Less than 1 day w8 P 3% 12 No'sales  (900) ' o 190 1z 120
(l};grd;yza s ¢ i, . is 113 { Ammint not available (2,500) 600 24,0 200 68
Amount uxﬂ}:nown and 3 12 0 : Average number of paid employees
not available . i1 1 : { i—; f’388 ' f,ggg 316.»53 ggg 32
4 i - by 1 P 5
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. bl /; i 8-19 (2,300) . 1:000 246 200 gf
*Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. )/ ; ‘ 20 or more (1,700) 800 161 ;200 108
‘v Y o ! N None (4,900) 1,500 295 200 34
;_ i K NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to establishments in the group. ' Deta:'i may noé add tg ﬁotal
: shown because of rounding.
i i Z- Fewer than 50 victimizetions.
i i 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
;
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56 .Criminal Victimization SUWgys in San Diego

Table 86. Commercial crimes: Percént distril;ution of_victimizations,
by selected characteristics of commercial establishments

B eV IEUNISNION SO

\ teristic Percent of establishments Percent of crimes
; Characteristi
¥
: Kind of establishment 5 o
{ Retail . 2 2
Wholesale Fri [%
\ Service E d :
Real estate : 2
Mamifacturing :
Other
ross. anmual receipts 12
¢ Less than $10,000 ig 12
$10,000-824,999 2 b
$25,000-849, 999 N 3 ‘ 4
" '$50,000-$99, 999 1 Y
; $100, 000~8$499,999 . p
: $500,000-$999, 999 4 5
. $1,000,000 or more H .
; No sales s 3
| Amount not available
Average number of paid employees 5 gg
i 19 2
&9 i i
8
20 or more

2 23 . 19
n

i i i ts that were
87. Commercial crimes: Percent of e§tabllshmen
Table victimized, by kind of establishment

19
Other i

Percent
i Kind of establishment .
5‘ 2
A1 establishments P

" Retail 2

i Wholesale 23
Service 20
Y Real estate

¥

i imes: - distributi f completed
able 88. Commercial crimes: Percent _dlstnbutlon 0
! and attempted victimizations, by kind of establishment
: and type of crime

; Robbery .

q Burglary Attempted

f Kind of establishmert Completed Attempted Completed

A : ‘ 7 29

\\ A1l estabiishments 67 33 - -

7 Retail 66 13.2 e 5
R Wholesale 5 S % | 159
7 Service 7g 30 g o2

d Real estate 5 % o Fog

5 Other 80

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

A R AR R b v

Survey Daia Tables 57

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

of establishment and number of offenders

Kind of establishment One. Two or more Not available
All establishments 61 36 13
Retail 6l 32 RIA
Service 53 L7 0
Other 66 127 ig
1Estimate,

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

Table 90. Commercial crim

es: Percent distribution of victimized commercial
establishments, by kind of es

tablishment and number of victimizations incurred

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more
All establishments . 8s 10 5
Retail : 82 12 24
Service o as 8 i
Other o a2 113 17

1Esi;:i.mai:e, based on ‘about 10 or fewer sample cages, is statistically unreliable,

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

Kind of establishment On premises

- On delivery and elsewhere
All establishments . 98 12

Retail 100 0

Service 95 15

Other 100 0

xEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample caseg, is stabistically unreiiable.

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

Reason - Percent
Not could be done; »
lagiicngi‘ proof 23
Not - important enough 33
Police would not want to
be bothered 12 .
Too inconvenient or time consuming;
did not want to become involved 4 :
Fear of reprisal o]
Reported to someons else 26
All other and not given 31
YEstimate,

based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, isﬁtatistically unreliable,

e
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i 8 Criminel Victimization Survevs in San Dieao | | | . | Survey. Daia Tables
: Table 93. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the ; Table 96. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
police, by kind of establishment and type of crime { andfor damage loss, by kind of establishment and type of crime
Kind of establishment Burglary and robbery Burglary Robbery Kind of establishment Burglary Robbery
ALl establishments 81 80 85 ALL establishments a8 7
3 86 85 93 1 Retail : a8
%ﬁﬁiiale & ] 1100 ’ % Wholesale 95 1100
Service 73 3 N : Service o 0
Real estate : 83 85 66 . Real estate 7 o
Other 88 87 91 Lo ESSCturing 100 1100
‘ : 89
1gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample caS2s, is gtatistically unreliable. - a2
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with . . S
Table 94. Com D o more security measures Table 97. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in theft andfor damage loss, by kind of establishment and value of loss
Kind of establishment Percent . '
3 Type of crime Less than $10 $10~$50 $51-§250° 3251 or more  Not available
All establishments 70 |
Retail 7% - All establishments 19 26 22 28 5
Wholesale T : X Fetail 1 21 2 35 s
Service 66 : % Service 22 30 25 2 15
Real estate 53 Other 24 27 1 % 22
Manufacturing 78 ¢
Banks 100 NOIE: Detail may not add to 100 parcent because of rounding,
Transportation 230 Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Other
, o - . i Table 98. Commercial burglary: Percent of victimizations resulting
Table 95. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with selected types ; 8 in damage loss to the premises, by kind of establishment
of security measures, by kind of establishment !
. _ i Kind of establishment Percent
A1l estab- ' - t
Type of security measure lish:;nis Retail Service Other et iill establishments 7
- : i a .
Building alarm 10 16 6 7 Wholesale gg
Central alarm ~ police , ¥ Service 76
or security service 11 19 5 1 ' ¥ Real estate 70
Reinforeing device 13 16 12 11 “ e Manufacturing 82
Guard or wabehmen 7 8 16 .7 ; Other 8
wy : Watchdog 1 12 1 1 7
- Firearm 1 12 iz 11
Camera 1 1z 1z
Mirror 2 5 1z 11 .
Other 26 22 27 28 :
7 less than 0.5 percent. N ;.
I 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. &t
. b
|
4.
i e
. ‘ y
’ I
!
. e S e e . . i N ] , . o 1! . . - et ‘
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

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

Number of employees

who lost time Percent
None . 89
One enployee 7
Two or more employees .
Not available ' 1

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

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

Number of man~-days lost Percent
None 89
Less than 1 day . 7
1-5 days o 3
6 or more days 11
Amount unknown 11

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

P S P
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Survey Data Tables

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

. Nighttime Not known
Daytime 6 pefe— Midnight~  Not and not
Type of crime 6 a.me=6 pem. Total  midnight 6 a.m. known available
Burglary and robbery k 1c 81 14 28 39 9
Burglary 5 85 10 30 45 10,
Robbery 48 52 39 113 0 0

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

Kind of esttblishment ‘ Percent
A1) astablishments 81
Retail 86
Service 89
Other 60

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

Type of weapon A1l robberies Completed Attempted
Firearm 69 70 166
Knife 21 120 122
Other or unknown type 110 110 111

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

Tt bbby et e R P
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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 screening questions were asked of all mem-
bers age 12 and over. However, a knowledgeable
adult member of the household served as a proxy
respondent for 12- and 13-year-olds, incapacitated

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

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

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

63

-
!
i
i
i
g

P

R

Survey Instruments
0.,M.B, No. 41-R2661% Approval Explres june 30, 1974

rorm NCS-3 and NCS4
+23.73)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

FORM NCS-3 ~ BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE
FORM NCS-4 — CRIME |[HCIDENT REPORT

NOTICE ~ Your report to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law (Titie |3, U.S,

Code).
statisef

it may ba seen only by sworn Consus employeas and may be used only for
cal purpozes.

Control number

PSU Panel Segment

1. Interviawer identification
Code | Name
I

!

1 7] Owned or belng bought

6. Tenvre (cc 7)

2 [7] Rented for cash
3 [ No cash rent

2, Record of interview

Line number of household Date completed

|
I
respondent |
@ |
@) !
1
3. Roason for noninterview (cc 26d)
TYPE A
P> Reason

+ {Z] No one home
2[T) Temporarily absent — Return date
3 [ Refused

4 [ Other Oce. - Specify.

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

TYPE 8

1 [] Vacant — Regular

2 [[] Vacant — Storage of HH furniture

8 (7] Temporarily occupled by persons with URE
4] Unfit or to be demolished

s [} Under construction, not ready

6 [T Converted to temporary business. of storage
7 [C] Unoccupied tent site or trailer site

8 {] Permit granted, construction not started

9 [] Other — S;:oecl[y7

1 (] House, apartment, flat

7. Type of living quarters (cc 11)
Housing Unit

2 [CJ HU In nontransient hotel, motal, etc,

3 [ HU ~ Permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc,
4 [TJHU In rooming house

5[] Moblle home or traller

6 [7) HU. not specified above — Desrﬂbe7

OTHER Unit
7 7 Quarters not HU in rooming or boarding housa
8 [J Unit not permanent In transient hotel, motel, etc.
9 [T Vacant tent site or trailer site
10 ] Not specified above — Describe 7

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

1t s[15-9

2[J2 6] 10 or more

a3 7 [] Mobile home or tralier
414 o ] Only OTHER units

>

TYPE C

1 ] Unused {{ne of listing sheet

2 [7] Demolished

3 [T} House or trailer moved

4[] Outside segment

&[] Converted to permanent business or storage
6 [} Merged

7 [].Condemned

8 [} Built after April 1, 1970

9 [ Other — Specily7

ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOL.D:

9. (Other than the . . « business) does anyone in this household
operate o business from this acddress?

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

10. Family income (cc 24)
1 [J Under $1,000
2] 81,000 to 1,999
a[3 2,000 2,999
4] 3,000 to0 3,999
s[] 4,000 t0.4,999
s {] 5,000 to 5,999
71 6,000 to 7,499

8] 57.500 1o 9,999
9 [[] 10,000 to 11,999
16°[7] 12,000 to 14,999
11 (] 15,000 to 19,999
12 ] 20,000 to 24,999
13 [] 25,000 and over

TYPEZ
Interview not obtalned for 3
Line number

11. Household members 12 years
of age and OVER 7

Total number

12. Household members UNDER
12 years of rge 7

Total number

o] None

® ®CB®

4. Household status
1 [T1Same houschold as last enumeration

2 {7 Replacement household since last enumeration
3[7] Previous noninterview or not jn sample before

13. Crime Incident Reports filled 7

Total number
6 [C] None

CENSUS USE ONLY

®

5, Special place type code (cc 6¢)

L s SN
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66 Criminal Victimization Surveys [ San Diego
PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS
n 4
. 16. 17. 18. 19. 20a. 20b., {21 22. 23.What Is the highast grade 4.
L‘A‘HE (of household ]1'51 PE |LINE | RELATIONSHIP | AGE. IMARITAL |RACE  |ORIGIN [SEX  JARMED ;:“Y;:;). of regular school oid e
respondent) | oy per | To HousT oL | LAST. lsTarus j(cc1s) i (cc16) |(cc 17) |FORCES et yoar?
oF NUN A aiRTH: (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs
KEYER — BEUN | INTER- |{cct) HEAD -, DAY {{ec 14) MEMBER | - L it for Zstyras) (ce19)] (€€ 20
NEW RECORD | viEw feegb) .o oe] (ec 13) fcei8) | -
bast @
1] Per y [JHead 1O 1 Tw. s[OM 1] Yes) 00 [] Nexf:\daelyuaﬁ:g 1[JYes
2C0Tet | __ | zCywiteof head | {20JWd. [2[JNeg.) — 1 200F j2{Jne "I "0:08 2[JNo
First mpl 3[] wa child 330, {sJjou —£ ;’";;;9_;2 )
Fill 4[] Other relative} 4[] Sep. —H 4 )254
1621 5[] Nonelative s[JNM College (21-26+4)
i 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
CHECK Lok o e 4 o Cvererodont (Bex | morked)  |@) 1LIYes No= When did you lust work?
ITEM A [ Yes ~ SKIP to Check Item B CiNe 2[J Up to 5 years ago = SKIP to 28a
3 [C]5 or more years ago SKIP to 29
25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 4+ ] Never worked
1 [ Yes ~ SKIP to Check [tem B 20 No 77. Is there any reason why you could not toke o Job LAST WEEK?
b: Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country, 1[N Yes — 2 [] Already has a job
U.S. possession, etc.) 3 [} Temporary iliness
4[] Going to school
State, etc. County s £ Other — 'Specify;,
. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.?
- i , village, étc,
1CINe 203 Yes — Name of city, town, villoge, ¢ d 28a. For whom did you (last) work? (Name of company,
r"T—I—T—l’_J business, organization or other employer)
d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707 .
13 Yes 2{]No x [[] Neveri worked — SKIP to 29
ts this person 16 years oid cr older? b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
f;‘::: O No f SKIP to 29 3 Yes and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., form}
26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (working, l l l ‘
keeping house, going to school) or something olse? ¢. Were you ~
1 [] Working ~ SKIP to 280 & [ Unable 1o ok~ SKIP ta 264 1{] An tmployu of o PRIVATE company, business or
2 [T} With a job but not at work 7 (] Retired individual for woges, salary or commissions?
3 ] Looking for work 8 [] Other — Spedfy'-l 2] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
4[] Keeping house or |°cﬂ|)?P OYED In OWM & B
hool 3 SELF-EMPLOY in usiness, professiona
s [ Golng to schoo {if Armed Forces, SKIP to 280) ] SELF-EMPLOYE
b. Did you do any work ot all LAST WEEK.' not coun!ltn? ,‘";,I;‘l 4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?
: : ratol s
:;(u:gt::;u’;;:'f;?w(g:f)e. If form or business epe " d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
@9 ©o[JNo Yes— How many hours? ~ SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)
" e Dl you have a job or business from which you were @ .
temporarily absent or on layotf LAST WEEK? «. What ware your most important activities or duties? (For
1 No 2[]Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28¢ example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)
3] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27 -
Notes
FORM % C3-2 [0-23-73) Page 2 P

N

Fomeatra

Survey Instruments

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS

2. No d like to ask omn questions obout
crime. They refer only to the lost 12 months -
i

between 1, 197___ond
During the last 12 months, did anyone break
into or somehow illegolly get into your
(apartment/home), gaiage, oranother building
on your property?

—— 197

CIne

] Yes — How many§ 32, Did anyone take something belonging
times? to you or to any member o?ihh household,

from o place where you or they were CINe

temporarily stoying, such as a friend's or

relative’s home, o hotel of motel, or

o vacation home?

] Yes — How many
times?

30. (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned)
I Did you find o door jimmied, a lock forced,
or any other signs of an ATTEMPTED
break in?

[ Yes — How many
times?

o

33. What wos the total number of motor
vehicles {(cors, trucks, efc.) owned by

31. Was onything ot all stolen thot is kept
outside your home, or happened to be left
out, such as a bicycle, a garden hose, or
town furniture? {other than any incidents
already mentioned)

[ ves ~ How many
times?

e

you or any other member of this household 0[] None -
during the last 12 months? SKIP to 36
(R ]
Eimy!
a[]3
4[] 4 or more
34. Did anyone steal Y to steal, or use -
(IO/un';y-a;‘ them) \'virlzui pm’nh;lon? Cves ﬂ:.?""
ONo

35. Did dnyone steal or TRY to steal part
of (it/any of them), such as o bottery,
hubcaps, tope-deck, etc.? Clne

[T] Yes ~ How many
times?

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

36. The foliowing questions refer only to things

between_____ 1,197 ___ond

Did you have your (pocket picked/purse
snatched)?

that happened to you during the last 12 mon'hn—I’
197 __ i [CINe

1) Yes - How many 46. Did you find any evidence that someone
times? c'l;TEM:TED 007 |(nn;|| :orolhing :hu'd
elonged to you? (other thon any incident:
:y momylonod) Y ' Oise

] Yes—How many
times?

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly
from you by vsing force, such os by o
stickup, mugging or threat?

Yes —How many )} 47+ Did you call the police during the last 12
0 times? Y months to report something thot happened
to you which you thought was o crime?
(Do not count any calls made to the
ﬁollco concerning the incidents you
ave just told me about.)

L)

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force
ot threatening to harm you? (other tgan
any incldents already loned)

O Yes ~ How many

times?
TCine

I No — SKIP 10 48
[ Yes ~ What happened?

39. Did anysne beot you vp, attack you or hit
ou with something, such as a rock or bottle?
(atl\or than any incidents already méntioned)

i Yes — How ma
;0 times? i

[CINe

el

40. Were you knifed, shot ot, ‘or attacked with

T3 Yes - How many

other weapon, NOT including telephone
threats? (other than any incidents elready
mentioned)

some other weepon by anyons ot all? (other times?
than any incidents alreody mentioned) -
(mLY CHECK
' , ITEMC
41.:Did anyone THREATEN 10 beot you up or Yes - H
TNREKTEN you with e knife, gu’n, or some Cves ﬂ:l?"’

Look at 47. Was HH member
12 + attacked or threatened, or
was somethiiig stolen or an
attempt made to steal something Ok
that belonged to him?

Yes - How. man)
= times? '

CIne 48, Did anything heppen to you during the last
12 months which you thought was a crime,
but did NOY report to the polize? (other
than any i |ready foned)

42. Did onyone TRY to attack you in seme
other way? (other than any incidents olready
mentioned)

] Yes — How many
times?

[Ne

[ No = SKIP to Check item E
7] Yes ~ Whet hoppaned?

were awcy from home, for instonce at work, in
« theater or restaurent, or while traveling?

times?

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal ] Yes — How many l_[—l
things thet belonged te you from inside any cut times? l I I
or truck, such os plclmgu or clothing? Owe *

44. Wos anything stolen from you while you [ yes < How many Look at 48. Was HH member

: = | cneck
Cne ITEM D

‘st ~How ma
12 + attacked or threatened, or = times? ad
wrs something stolen or an
attempt made to steal something | 1N
that belonged to.him?

45. (Cther than eny. incidents you've eiready
mentioned) was onything (else) at all
stelen from you during ttu lest 12 months?

[CIYes ~ How many
times?

‘L cneck
[k ITEM E '

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries
for 'How many times2*’
[C] No = Interview next HH member,
j End interview if last respondent,
and fill item 13 on cover,
{TJ Yes < Fill Crime Incidént Reports,

FORM NCS8 ($-22-73}

Page )

ISR
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

14. 15. 16. 17.
NAME TYPE [LINE

18, |19, 20a. 20b,
RELATIONSHIP tgsi'r MARITAL |RACE | ORIGIN

23.("!( is )!!3 Mlhlu! ]';ﬂll A
or year) of regular schoo you
ARKED y';u’hau lur‘:tlmdm camplete

OF NUMBER ! TO HOUSEROLD STATUS |(cc 15 cc 16) |(cc 17) |FORCES
KEYER — BEGIN | INTER- [(cc8) | HEAD DTl 14) ceish g eeld) MEMBER | (ASK for pesors 12-24 v, et
NEW RECORD  ©view (ccgb) (cc 13) (cc 18) .
bast @
1 Per 1 [JHead iCIMe Ow. M |10 Yes] oo [ Never attended 1] Yes
2[]Tel 2(JWiteofhead | |2[TJwd. |2 Neg,! | 200F [z[Jte or kindergarten 2 No
First Hmp Y 3] 0wn child s[do. |yQot Elem. {01-08}
165.’2,1' 4{T] Other relative a3 Sep. ——HS. (09-12)
s [ Nenrelative s[TNM College (21-26+)

on?
ITEM A household as Jast enumeration? (Box | marked)

CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page. ‘Is this the same
[} Yes — SKIP to Check liem B [CJNo

1] Yes

25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
No — When did you fast work?
2[JUp to 5 years ago — SKIP to 280
3 {] 5 or more years ago
4 7] Never worked SKIP to 36

+ [J Yes — SKIP to Check Item B 2[]No

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

State, etc. County

1[I No

¢. Did you live inside the limits. of a city, town, village, etc.?
1{TINo 2 ] Yes — Name of city, town, village, etey

@ [T 11

28o. For whom did you (last) work? (Name of company,

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1970?
1] Yes 2[JNo

27, Is there any reason why you could not foke o job LAST WEEK?

Yes — 2 [ Already has a job
3 [] Temporary illness
4[] \Golng to school
5[] Other — Speci{y7

business, organization or other employer)

x ] Never worked — SKIP to 34

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEMB 3 No - SKIP 10 36 [ Yes

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working,

keeping house, going to school) or something else?
1 ] Working —~ SKIP to 28a & 7] Unable to, work — SKIP to26d
2 ] With a job but not at work 7 ] Retired
3 [J Looking for work 8 [} Other — Speci[y;,
4[] Keeping house
5[] Going to school

(!f Armed Forces, SKM" o 28a)

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

— SKIP 10 28a

¢[JNo. Yes — How many hours?.

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

€@ [T 1]

c. Were you —

1 3 An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or

individual for woges, salary or commissions?

23 A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

3 I SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business; professicnal
practice or farm?

4 {7] Warking WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

' d- What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
™ _engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

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

t{TINe 2[7] Yes — Absent — SKIP 10 280

o

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

3[J Yes — Layoff — SKiP to 27
2 : INDIVIDUAL SCRE

N QUESTIONS L

36, The following questions refer only to things that i [Jves— ngw nrl,]ny
mes

hoppened to you during the fost 12 wonths -
between____1,197__and____, 197__. Did (3%
you have your {packet pickedpurse snotched)?

ATTEMPTED to steal something thot ! N times?
belonged 10 you? (other than any | CNo
incidents already mentioned) }

37. Did anyone toke something (else) directly [ Yez ~ How many
from you by using force, such as by a stickup, times?
mugging or threat? One

47. Did you call the police during the lost 12 manths to report
something that happened to you which you thought was o
crime? {Do not count any calls made to the police

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force
or threctening to harm you? (other than any
incidents alreody ioned)

] Yes < How many
times?
ONe

concerning the incidents you hove just told me about.)
|=_ [jNo -~ SKIP t0 48

] Yes — What hoppened?,

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

Oves - D}c«s many § -

THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some times?
other \vcapon}y NOT including telephone thrects? 1 Ofo
(other than any incidents alrsady tioned)

with something, such os a rock or bottle? timos? L —— i .
(other thin any incidents olready mentioned) CINe . CHECK Look atd47 — Was HH member 12 ¢ 1 Yes = How many
40. Were you knifed, shot ot, or a"nckﬁg wl'l:a ] ves —ﬁ“ l;uny ITEMC ::ltra\:ksemI::\‘z:e:;e:;g;n;;?“?d:z:e-,:[:] Ko times?
3 t ) ?
::‘:l'u:':",' weapon :’l);':';y;"' at a J;(° * CINe steal something thatbelonged lo\hlm?:
41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or I Yes < How many 48, Did anything happen to you during the laxs 12 months which

@ ou thought was o crime, but did NOT repétt to the police?
(oﬂnr thon ony incidents clready mentioned)r. -

C] No — SKIP to Check Item E

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some

{71 Yes ~ How many
other way? (other than any incldents times?

] Yes — What hoppened?

olready mentioned [Ne
Y ) Took at 48 — Was A member 12+ | (] Yes — rivw many
43.-During the last 12 months, did anyone staal 1 [ Yes ~ How many | clECK attacked or threatened, or was some-! times?
things. that belonged to you from lnsjdt ony cor Cive times? ITEMD thing Stolen or an attempt made 1o }DND
or truck, such as pockages or clothing? steal something that belonged to him?! e

44, Wos anything stolen from you wh!lc’lou were
away from home, for instance at work, in @
theater or restauront, ar while traveling? {Ne

[ Yes = How maay
times?

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

CHECK for *‘How many times?’*

3 No — Interview next HH member. End interview

45. (Other than ony incidents you’ve already [)Yes — How maay | ITEM E if last respondent, ond fill i s
i timas? pondent, and fill item |3 on cover,
z:;“;::?u::; :;oy'll::'gl(;l;::z\:;:s;“ stolen Cine " (1 Yes = Fill Crime Incident Reports.
FORM NCS.3 (8:23-78) . Page 4

SRR SN T s

i PN

46. Did you find ony evidence that someone | {7 Yes — How many | _

Survey Instruments

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

NEW RECORD | yjey {ccob) (ee 13)

L“‘ME 15. 16, 17. 18. 19. 204, }20!:. 21. 22, 23.What Is the highest grade 4.
TYPE |LINE RELATIONSHIP ﬁﬁfr MARITAL |RACE = ! ORIGIN {SEX ARMED (or yhm) of uzu'hr ;c:;wl DId you
OF NUMBER | TO HOUSEHOLD L|STATUS {ec 15) 1 (cc 16) Nec 17 FORCES you have evsr attende complete

KEYER — BEGIN | (NTER-[(ccs) [ HEAD oA fice 14) MEMBER |  (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs, | Ihat year?

(e 18) Transcribe for 25+yrs.}{cc 19)] f€€ 28

e

1 9 Per 1177 Head 1Om [ fTw VZIM [ [T ves| oo 7] Never attended v[Tlves
2] Tel 2{_IWite ol head | | 2{JWd. [2[Nea.! —___[2["tF {2[Tno or kindergarten 2}INo
Furst i Nl? 317 Own child {730, |s{Jot Efem. (01-08)
Fill 47 Other relative «[]sep, | ——H.S. (09-12)
16-21 = g
5"} Non-relative sCINM ! College (21-26+)
CHECK ~ Look atitem 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the post 4 weeks?
ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 1] Yes No — When did you last work?
3 Yes — SKIP to Check Item 8 TINe 2] Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 280
250. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 jg z:\:er:u:::r:::rs ago} SKIP to 36
t Yes — SKIP to Check {tem B N
8 m 23 No 27. Is there any reason.why you could not toke a job LAST WEEK?

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19702 (State, foreign country,
U.S, possession, etc.

State, etc. County

1O Ne Yes — 2 7] Already has a job
3 [] Temporary iliness

4[] Going to school

c. Bid you live inside the limits of o city, town, village, otc.?

1 I No 2{7] Yes ~ Name of cjty, town, village, etc.y

@ [(TT7

s {] Other — Specify7

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

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
v Yes 2[TINo

x [} Never worked — SKIP 0 34

CHECK is this person }6 years old or older?
ITEM B {3 No —~ SKIP 10 36 T Yes

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

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — {working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?
048 1 T3 Working —~ SKIP to 28 & {"Unable to work— SKIP to 26d
2] With a job but not at wark 7 [ Retired
2} Looking for work 8} Other — Specify
4 [T Keeping house 7
5] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP 1o 28a)

@ [T 11

c. Were you -
1 An emploree of o PRIVATE company, business or
individuol for wages, salary or commissions?
2[77 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

3 (3 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

o

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

o[ 3No  Yes — How many hours?. - SKIP 10 28a

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

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

. Did you have o job or business from which you were
tempororily absent.or on lnyoff LAST WEEK?

1{TINo 2{7] Yes — Absent ~ SKIP to 280
3 {7 Yes - Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ [ 17

e: What were your most imporfant activities or duties? (For
exomple: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

o T .| INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS |

38, The follo;wing qu;sfions refbe‘r only to things thot ({7 ves — H
happened to. you during the last 12 months — :D s ":‘:’?any
between 1, 197, and L 197___. Did :DNO

you have your {(pocket picked/purse snotched)? i

46. Did you find unyreviden;e Ohn‘f someone | [T Yes — H‘
ATTEMPTED 19 steol something that . | =~ sy
belonged to you? (other than any H CIne
incidents already mentioned) 1

37. Did anyone take something (else} directly
from you by using force, such as by o stickup,

T ves - :{uw many
mugging or threat? C3no

tmes?

I
47. Did you call the police during the last 12 months to report
something that hoppened to you which you thought wes o
crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force Yes ~ Hi
or threatening to harm you? (other thon any Cves ﬂt‘:':',;“"y
incidents already mentioned) 1O No

ing the incidents you hove just told me about.)
[ZJ No - SKIP to 48
[TJYes — What happened?

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

i Yes — How man;
with something, such ds a teck or battle? o t 4

imes?

(other than any incidents already mentioned) CJNe

40, Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with 1{T}Yes — How many
some other weopon by onyone of oll? (other { times?
thon dny incidents already mentioned) {DN"

ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to N

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 ¢+ | )
CHECK ’ attacked or threatened, or was some-}Elyas - n;v.:‘r;uny
steal something thatbelonged to him?
1)

41, Did anyone THREATEN 1o beat you up or 1 1Yes ~ H
THREATEN you with o knife, gun, of some :D © l:n::?m’

other weapon, NOT including telephone threarsi’ { o

(other than any incidents already mentioned) !

48. Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which
059 1Y thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
A (other than any incidents olready mentioned)

[] Ne — SKIP to Check ftem E

42. Did apyone TRY to ottack you in some 1{7] Yes — How many

[ Yes — Whot happened?

other way? (other than any incidents times?

olready mentioned) iE}N“

43, During the last 12 months, did anyone steal 1) Yes — How ma
things thot belonged fo you from inside any car }D times? M
or truck, such as packages or clothing? "DN"

attacked or threatened, or was some-l times?
ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to :DN"

A Look at 48 — Was HH member 12+ | -
CRECK » 113 Yes Hluvl many
steal something that belonged o him!lt

44. Wos anything stolen from you while you were {1 Yes ~ How many
away from home, for instonce at work, in o t timas?
theator or restavrant, or while fraveling? }[ﬂNO

?o ‘a‘ng of the scn"een Questions contain any entries
or ““"How many times?**
CHECK Y

45. (Other than ony incidents you've already 1{73 Yes — How many
timea?

mentioned) Was anything (else) ot all stolen [
from you during the last 12 months? }E}N"

ITEM E {3 No — Interview next HH member. End interview
if last respondent, and fill item 13 on cover.
3 Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,

WAt St

Page 5
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

14,
NAM

. PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

15. 16. 17
E TYPE |LINE RELATIONSHIP AGET MARITAL | RACE

18, 9. 200,

20b. |21
ORIGIN |SEX ARMED

22, 23.What s the highest grade 24.
{or yezr) ¢t rogular school Did you

you have ever attended? complete

LAS’
OF NUMSER | TO HOUSEHOLD . [STATUS  [{cc 15) {cc 16) flcc 17) |FORCES
KEYER — BEGIN | INTER-}(cc8) HEAD ;’,w b 19) MEMBER | (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs, (;2'2{1')' 7
NEW RECORD VIEW {ce9b) (cc 13} (cc 18) Transcribe for 25+yrs.}{cc19)
Last
*
13 Per 1 [JHead 1Om 10Ow. 1M |1 [JYes| oo[]Never attended 173 Yes
2] Tel 2[Jwiteorhead | |2{Jwd. {2 Neg.t 1 2{F |2No or kindergarten 2 ] Ko
First iOm 3] Own chlid s[30. |3(Jot Elem. (01--08)
'1655,1, 4 [J0ther relativel +[Jsep. o H.S. (09-12)
s ] Non-relative s[TINM College (21-26+)
Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the post 4 weeks?
ICTHEE:: ’ household as last-enumeration? (Box | morked) 1[0 Yes No — When did you last work?

[0 Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B CINo

250, Did you live in this house on April 1, 19702

1] Yes — SKIP to Check Item B 2 JNo

23 Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a
3 ] 5 or more years ago

&[] Never worked }SK'P to 36

b. Where did you live on April 1, 1970? (Stats, foreign country, 1[I No

U.S. possession, etc.

State, etc. County

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

27. s there ony resson why you could nottake a job LAST WEEK?
Yes — 2 [T} Already has a job

3 ] Temporary itlness

4 [} Going to school

5[] Other — Spet:lfy7

36. The following questions re
hoppened to you during the last 12 months

between_____1, 197___ond
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

045 1[JNeo 2[T] Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc. —_—
O : 4 28a. Far whom did you (lost) work? (Name of company,
| ‘ | ] | business, organization or other employer)
d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
1] Yes 2{JNo x [J Never worked — SKIP t0 36
CHECK Is this person [6 years old or older? b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
ITEM 8 I No — SKIP t0 36 1 Yes and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)
26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working, l l I l

keeping houze, going to school) or something else?

1 ] Warking — SKIP to 282 6 "] Unable to work —SKIP 1026d + ] An employee of o PRIVATE company, business or

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

a ] Looking for work s [_] Other — Speci{y;,
&[] Keeping house
5[] Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)
b. Did you do any work of 4f LAST WEEK, not counting work
around ‘the house? (Note: if fann or business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)
— SKIP to0 28a

c. Ware you —

individual for' wages, salery or commissions?

2] A GOVERNMERT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

3 [J SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN husinesy, professional
practice or farm?

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

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

o[T]No  Yes — How mary hours?

c. Did you have a job or business from which you were
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?
1 [T}JNo 2] Yes —~ Absent — SKIP to 280

3] Yes — Layoff — SKIP t0 27

N

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

] INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTICNS

T SIS
er only to things thet 3 Yes — How many 46. Did you find any evidence that scineone : [] Yes —~ How many
times? ATTEMPTED to steal something that ) times
197 Did. 1CINe belonged to you? (other than any 1 Oe
* e i

inciderts already mentioned)

1

37. Did anycne take somathing (else) directly
from you by using force, such as by o stickup, timos?

[ Yes — How many

47. Did you coall the police during the last 12 months to repors
something that hoppened to you which you thought was o
crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police

ing the incidents you have just told me about.)

mugging or threat? jmLl
38. Didhunyono TRY :‘o rob yo; byﬁnlng force [JYes ~ D:an many [ No — SKIP to 48
i t t 7 3 .
?r !unu:-r:ﬁg:zy urmlou J{ol er than any Clte mes L] Yes — What happened?
39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you Yes — How many
with something, such as a rock or bottle? O times?

(other than any incidents already mentioned) INo

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

C

([ Yes -~ Howmaoy | yTEM C,

attacked or threatened, of was some- Imes?

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + } -
HECK lE]Yes rc\v many
thing stolen or an attempt made to !} No

";:"l'g‘;';'f' 'f:"’f_" by °"],°"' at u”?n(mh" Hsll v steal something thatbelonged to him?)

41. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you upor ' ] Yez -~ How many 48. Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, of some H N times? As3) . You thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? :D o {other thaa any incidents olready menticned)

1

(other than any incidents nlr'udy mentioned)

42.

Did anyone TFY to attack you in some

|| [_]No ~ SKIP to Check jtem E

{1 Yes — What happened?

[C}Yes — How many
other way? (other than eny incidents timas?

alreody mantioned) ONe

43.

During the last 12 months, did onyone steal
things that belonged 1o you from inside any car
or truck, such os packoges or clothing?

T3 Yes = How vmny C

“.

}DNu times? ITEM D

HECK attacked or threatened, or was some~: times?
thing stolen or ap attempt made to [ Ne

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12+ i) Yes — How many
‘ syza] something that belonged to him!!

Was anything stolen from you while you were
away from home, for instance ot work, in o
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? {No

{3 Yes ~ How many
times?

CHECK

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries
for **How many times?*’

{T] No ~ Interview next HH member, End interview

4- ﬂ.’.‘o’l;mf V‘;:Z L?.;ig\'i:;’(l?:.;:fi'ﬁuzil.n Lves = ﬂ:‘-’-’?’"’ ITEM E if last re.spondenl, and fill item 13 on cover,
from you during'the lost 12 months? CIke [0 Yes ~ Fill Crime {ncident Reports,
FORM NCS-3 (3:23-73) P.‘E 6

a

i i T

il

.,l_,.,\vm,y./.“,‘

Survey instruments

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

14, 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 20a. 20b. |21 22, 23.What Is the highest grade 4.
NANE TYPE {LINE | RELATIONSHIP | AGE  IMARITAL|RACE ! ORIGIN JSEX  |ARMED (or year) of regular school 1 Did you
EYEREEE oF NUMBER | T0 HOUSEHOLD };,‘}"1!", STATUS [(cc15) | (cc 16) {(cc 17) [FORCES Tz :-':: "r.s'om.l';‘.;: ] :;:Dylm
R oo Gl o B | P et e
bast @)
1 [ Per 1 (] Head 1M 1 CIw. L[OIM | 1[JYes| oo[]Never attended 1] Yes
2Tel 2[JWitoothead | ____f2[wd. |2 Neg.t —_[203F [20OMe o kindergarten 2] No
First s 3} Own child sfgo. |aJot Eiem. (01~08)
,6‘3’,’ 4] Other relative| 4[JSep. —H.5. (03-12)
s ] Non-elative s[NM College (21-26+)

ITEM A [ Yes —~ SKIP to Check item B

Look at item 4 on cover page. [s this the same
CHECK ' household as last enumeration? (Box | marked)

[INe

250. Did you live in this house on Apsil 1, 19702
1 ] Yes — SKIP to Check Item B 2

I Neo

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
1t Yes No = When did you last work?
2] Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 280
3] 5 or more years ago

4[] Never worked }SK’P t0 36

U.S. possession, etce

State, etc, County

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,

c(__']No
@ [T T T 171

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.?
2 [T Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc,

¥

27. Is there any reason why you could nottoke a job LAST WEEK?
1 [ No Yes ~ 2 ] Already has a job
3 [[] Temporary iliness
4 [} Going to school
e [[] Other — Sbecify;,

1CIYes  2[INo V

d. Were you in th2 Armed Forces wn April 1, 19702

CHECK Is this person |6 years old or old

er?

ITEMB [Z1 No — SKIP to 36 O Yes

2{] With a job but not at work 7 [] Retired
3 [] Looking for work
4{_] Keeping house

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
keeping house, going to school) ar something else?
1 ] Working — SKIP to 282" & [T Unable to work— SKIP to 26d

8 ] Other — Specify?

s ] Geing to school (Tf Armed Fo

rces, SKIP to 28a)

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

049 o[CJNo Yes — How many hours?. -

counting werk
operotor in HH,

SKIP to 28a

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

x (] Never worked — SKIP to 36

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

@ 111

c. Were you =
t[JAn omplarn of o PRIVATE company, business or

individual for wages, salary or commissions?

277 A GOVERNMENT employee (Faderal, State, county,
or local)?

3 [] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or farm?

4 [C] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or form?

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

temporarily absent or on loyoff LAST WEEK?

1[JNe 2[T]Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a
3[] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

c. Did you hove a job or business from which you were

@ 111

«. What ware your most important activities e~ ties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS - [ \

R

36. The following questions refer only to things thot
happened to you during the last 12 months -
between____1, 197.___ and 197___. Did
you have your (pocket picked/purse snutched)?

] Yes — How many
times?
CNe

46. Did you find any evidence that someone
ATTEMPTED to steal something that
belonged to you? (other than any
incidents already mentioned)

1 [ Yes ~ How many
! times?
{CINo
1
3

37. Did anyone toke something (else) directly
from you by using force, such as by o stickup,
mugging or threat?

[ Yes -~ How many
times?

CiNe

47. Did you cali the police during the last 12vmonﬁu to report
something thot hoppéned to you which you thought was o
crime? {Do not count any calls made to the police

38, Did anyone TRY fo rob you by using force
or threatening to harm you? (other thon any
incidents olready mentioned)

[23 Yes — How many
times?

Cne

am {7] Yes — What hoppened?,

@ g the incid you have just told me cbout,)
[ No — SKIP to 48

39. Did anyone beot you up, attack you or hit you
with something, such as a rock or bottle?
(other than any incidents already mentioned)

1 {3 Yos.— How many
' times?

|
1DNO

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attocked with
some other weapon by anyone ot oll? {other
than ony incidents olreody mentioned)

] Yes — How many
times?
COne

ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to | [JNo

Look at 47 ~ Was HH member 12+ ! _
CHECK ’ attacked or threatened, or was s-‘ame-{DY“ n:.';."
steal something thatbelongedto him?%

41, Did onyone THREATEN to beat you up or
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some
other , NOT including teleph threats?

(other thon ony incidents already mentioned)

O Yes ~ r:« :;lny
times
(mEh

48. Did anything hoppen to you during the last 12 months which
55 ou thought was @ crime, but did NOT report to the police?
(ofhor than eny incid olready foned)

[CJ No = SKIP to Check Item E

42, Did anyone TRY to attock you in some
other way? (other than ony incidents
already mentionad)

[Z] Yes — How many
times?
e

[J Yes — Whot heppened?

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone stea!
things thot belonged to you from inside any cor
or truck, such as packdges or clothing?

[ Yes — How many
times?
[CINe

44. Wo3 anything stolen from you while you were
awoy from homs, {or instance at work, in o
theater or restaurant, or while traveling?

Yes = How many
o times?
e

CHECK
ITEM D

attacked or thieatened, or was some-! times?
thing stolen or an attempt made to | [—jNo

steal something that belonged o hlmﬂl

’ Look at 48 — Was HH memnber 12 + [ Yes — How many

45, {Other thon ony ircidents you've already
mentioned) Wor anything (else) ot olf stolen
from you during the last 12 months?

[] Yes — How many
times?

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries
CHEEK for ‘‘How many times?"'
ITEM E 7] No-— Interview next HH member, End interview
g if last respondent, and fill item |3 on cover.
[ Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,

FORM NCS:3 |8-20.73)
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72 Criminai Victimization Surveys in San Diego

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

14 17. 18. 19, 20a. 20b. {21, 22, 23.What Is the highest grade 24,
NAME TYPE |LINE RELATIONSHIP | AGE  |mamiTAL|RACE ORIGIN [SEX ARMED (or yoar) of regular school | DId you
T :J“FT e NUMBER | TO HOUSEHOLD | SAST lsyatus [(ec15) | (ec16) [icc 17 “{romces {z:"" v '"']‘2"2“' omiste,
- - Hces HEAD or persons 12-24 yrs,
NEW RECORD | vipw | ) | ooty DAY, [ NEMDET | Transcrive or 25ty (ec 19 <6 20

Last 4

. @ @ (@ (@ @ e (6 @

1] Per 1t {JHead 1OM [ [Ow. 1M §3 [ Yes| oo []Never attended 1 [ Yes

2[gvet 2[JWite ot head | | 2073Wd. |2 Neg.t —[23F |20 or kindergarten 2 Ne
First BNy 3[J Own'chitd 3o, {s[Jot ~—Elem. (01~08)

léfyl, 4] Other ret «[Jsep. eSS, (09-12) .
s 7] Nonwelative s[CINM College (21-26+)

Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same
household as last enumeration? (Box ! marked)

CHECK |
ITEM A [ Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B [JNo

25q0. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707
t ] Yes ~ SKIP to Check Item B 2[JNo

28d. Have you been looking for work.during the past 4 weeks?
1] Yes No — When did you las? work?
2[JUp to § years ago — SKIP to 280

3 7] 5 or more years ago
4[] Never worked }SKIP to 36

U.S. possession, etc.

State, etc. County

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, villoge, stc.?

1[I No 2 [ Yes ~ Name of city, town, village, etc.

@ [T TTT]

7

1" No

27. s there any reason why you could not take a job LAST WEEK?
Yes —~ 2 [] Already has a job
3 [] Temporary illness
4{] Going to school
s [] Other — Specl[y;,

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707

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

@ 1] Yes 2[ 3 No x [} Hever worked - SKIP 1036
CHECK Is this person |6 years old or older? b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example; TV
ITEM B [ No — SKIP to 36 [ Yes and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

2éa. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working,
kesping house, going to school) or something else?

1 T3 Working — SKIP to 28¢

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

3 [7] Looking for work 8 [] Other - Specify

4[] Keeping house 4

6 7] Unable to work —SKIP to26d

s [} Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

&

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

o{T}JNo - Yes — How many hours?. — SKIP to 28a

@ (111

c. Were you — -
1] An employee of a PRIVATE compony, business or
individual for wages, saloty or commissions?
2 [ A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal; State, county,

or local)?

3 [(] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

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

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

c. Did you hove a job or business from which you were
temporarily obsent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

i[JNo' 2[] Yes ~ Abseiit — SKIP to 28a
3{7] Yes — Layoff — SKIP 10 27

@ [T 11 .

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

INDIVIDUAL SC

REEN QUESTIONS

hoppened to you during the last 12 months

36. The following questions refer only to things that | ] Yes — How maay
times?

46. Did you find any evi -co that someone
ATTEMPTED to steal something thot
?elg)ngod to youj? {other Ohu‘r‘: any

s y menti

1 es o man
{Cne
]

between____1,197___and_____, 197__. Did |[I%0
you have your (pocket picked/purse snotched)?
37. Did anyone take something (else) directly Yes — H
from you by using force, such as by a stickup, ETves u::.w
mugging or threat? CIne

] E

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

38. Did anyone TRY to rab you by using force
or threotening to harm you? (other thon.any

] Yes — How many
times

ing the incidents you have just told me about.)

incidents already mentioned) (mp

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you Yes — Hi
with something, such as a rock ur bottle? Clyes ll:slr."
(other than any incidents alrsady ioned) ONe

| 1 [ Yes — What happened?,

[CINo — SKIP to 48

40, Were you knifed, shot at, or oftacked with
some other weopon by anyone of ali? (other
than: any incidents already ioned)

times?

[ Yes — How maay
10w,
! 2

5

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + |
CHECK ' attacked or threatened, or was some-}DY"' B :::.?-’
ITEMC

thing stolen or an attempt made t6 [T No
steal something thatbelonged to hlmh'

41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or
THREATEN you with o knife; gun, or some
other weapon, NOT includiag telephone threats? [ONe
(other thon any incidents ciready mentioned)

timas?

[CJYes - D}n many

@ (ou thought was o crime, but did NOT report to the police?

48. Did anything hoppon to you during the last 12 menths which

other than any incid already mentioned)

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some
other woy? (other thon any incidents times?
alrecdy mentioned) One

{"]Yes — How many

[ No — SKIP to Check Item E

[3 Yes — What happened?

43. During the last 12 menths, did anyone steal
things that belonged 1o you from inside any car

times?
or truck, such as pockages or clothing? One

[C1Yes < How many

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were
away from home, for instance at work, in o
theater or restourant, or while traveling? OINe

O Yes — How maay
times?

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + - ’
CHECK LYot ey
ITEMD

attacked or threatened, or was some-!
thing stolen or an attempt made to | CINe
steal something that belonged two him?{

T

Do any of the screen questions contaln any entries
for *'"How many times?*’

CHECK
45, (Other than any incidents you've aolready Yes — How {TJ No — Interview next HH member, End interview
mentioned) Vlu: onything (Zln) at all stolen :D o ll:n.lmy ITEME if lost respondent, and fill item 13 on cover,
from you during the last 12 months? }DN'-‘ [ Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports. .
FORM NCS-3 (0-23-73} Pl‘. ]

e g

e e et e it S b e e

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

Survey Instruments

Screen question number

Incldent number

- Your report to the Census Bureau (s confidential by law
KEYER - Notes '(‘TOIII'EEIS. UE. c;dz?. it may be seen only by swern Census employees
BEGIN NEW RECORD and may be used only for statistical purposes:
I.ine number l-.?my,cu

U5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATIOR
BUREAU OF THE CLNSUS

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

*

CHECK
ITEM A

1 (3 Spring (March, April,-May)

1 [[] Three or four

1a. You said that during the last 12 months ~ (Refer to

appropriote screen question for description of crime). @

1n what month {did this/did the first) incident hoppen?
{Show flashcard If necessary. Encourage respondent to
give exact month.)

Month (01-12)
I$ this incident report for a series of crimes?
1 [JNo —~SKIP to 2

2] Yes — (Note: series must have 3 or
more similar Incidents which

56, Wera you o cuiiomer, employee, or owner?

L

1 7] Customer

2 [T} Employee

3 ] Owner

4 [T] Other — Specify.
Did the person(s) steal or TRY to steal anything from
the store, restaurant, office, factory, etc.?

1] Yes
2[]No

3] Don't know

Mg — O =2 —

$KiP to Check ltem 8

respondent can't recall separately)

b. [n what month(s) did these incidents vake ploce?
(Mark all that apply)

2 3 Summer (June, July, August)
3 [] Fall (September, October, November)
4[] Winter (December, January, February}

¢.” How many incidents were Involved in this serios?

2 [[] Five to ten
s [] Eleven or more
4[] Don't know

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

1 3 Don't know

2.  Abous whot time did (this/the most recent)
incident hoppen?

2 [ During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.)
5[] 6 p.m. to midnight
43 Midnight to 6 a.m,
s [] Don’t know_

6

1 [7) Inside limits of this city — SKIP to 4

@ e
@ [TT1T17T]

“3. Did this incident toke place inside the limits of this
city or somewhere else?

2 7] Somewhere else In the United States
3 [7] Outside the United States ~END INCIDENT REPORT

118,

be 1n what State and county did this incident occur?

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

¢. Was there any evidence, such as o broken lock or broken

Did the offender(s) live there or have ¢ right to be
there, such ot o guest ora workmon?

1] Yes — SKIP to Check Item B

2] No
# [J Don't know

in the byilding?

1 [] Actually got in
2] Just tried to get In
3] Don*; know

- O v .m

window, that the offendes(s) (forced his way in/TRIED
to force his way in) the bujlding?
1 [ No
Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?
{Mark ail that apply)
2] Broken lock or window
3 [ Foreed door or window

(or tried) SKIP
4[] Slashed screen to Check
5 ] Other — Speclfy;, Item B

d. How did the offendei{s) (get in/try to gat in)?
1 [ Through unlocked door or window
2 {T] Had key
3] Don't know
4 [ Other — Specify

State

County

e Did it hoppen inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.?]

2] Yes — Enter name of city, town, Hc.7

Vias any member of this household,
including respondent, present when this
CHECK
ITEM B

incldent occurred? {If aot sure, ASK}
i [JNo — SKIP to 130
2{"] Yes

@ 1 [J At or in own dwelling, in garage or

4. Where did this incident toke ploce?

other building on property {Includes
break-in or attempted break-in)
2 ] At ol in vacation home, hotel/motel
3 Inslde commercial building such as
- store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK
public conveyance or station Sa
4[] Inside office, factory, or warehouse
s [] Near-own home} yard, sidewalk,
driveway, carport, apartment hall
{Does not Include break-in or
attempted break-in) SKIP
&[] On the street, in a park, field, play- to Check
" ground, school grounds or parking lot | ltem B
7 7] Inside school

8 [] Other ~ Speclfy7

SKiP to 60

*

@

7a, Did the porsoﬁ(s) have o weopon such as o gun or knife,

or something he was using as a weopon, such ¢s @
bottle, or wrench?

1 [ Ne
2 7] Don’t know
Yes — What was the weapon? (Mark all that apply)
3O Gun
a {7 Knife
s [] Other — Specify.

b. Did the person{s) hit you, knock you down, or actually
attack you in some other way?

1] Yes ~ SKIP to 7f
2T Ne
¢. Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in any woy?
1 I No ~ SKIP to 7e
2] Yes

R R R £ e
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3

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued

How were you threatened?

{Mark all thot apply)

1 {J Verbai threat of rape

2 (7] Verbal threat of attack other
than rape

3 Weapon present or threatened

= withpweappon " SKIP

4[] Attempted attack with weapon >‘,‘8
(for example, shot at) a

s {7} Object thrown at person

s [[] Followed, surrounded

7 [} Other — Specify

ny other woy?
h

1@

9b. Did you file o claim with any of these i pdnids or p
all of your medical expenses paid?

@ in order to get part or

1 [} No ~ SKIP to 10a

2] Yes

c. Did insurance or any heolth benefits program pay for all or part of

the total medical expenses?

2{T|None.......
aJA ..ol e.
a[T] Part

@ 1 {7 Not yet settled
SKIP to 10a

d. How much did insurance or a health benefits program pay?
. (Obtain an estimate, If necessary)

J

What actually hoppened? Anything else?

{Mark all that apply) N

1 [ Something taken without
permission .

2 {71 Attempted or threatened to
take something

3 [[] Harassed, argument, abusive
language

4[] Forcible entry or attempted SKIP|

forcible entry of house

s {7] Forcible entry or attempted 10a
entey of car

6 [[1 Damaged or destroyed property

7 [ Attempted or threatened to
damage or destroy property

8 ] Other — Speci{y7

)

®

*

10a. Did you do anything to protéct yourself of your property during the incident?

1[I No = SKIP to {1
2 ] Yes

b, What did-you do? Anything else? (Mark all that apply)
1 [J Used/brandished gun or knife

2[TJUsed/tried physical force (hit,
chased, threw object, used other

wezpon, etr.)

3 Tried to get help, attract attention,
scare offender away (screamed,
ﬁg:ed, called for help, turned on

ts, etc.)

4[]} Threatened, argued, reasoned,
etc, with offender

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

6 [ JOther=

= Specify

How did the person(s) attack you? Any
other woy? (Mark all that apply)
1 [ Raped
2 [7] Tried to rape
3 [J Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed
4[] Hit by thrown object
s [7] Hit, slapped, knocked down
& [ Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped,
pushed, ete,
7 [} Other — Specify

8a.

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

1 ] None — SKIP to 10

2{"J Raped

3 [ Attempted rape

4 [ Knife or gunshot wounds

s (3 Broken bones or-teeth knocked out

& (] Internal injuries, knocked unconscious
7 [] Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling
8 {_] Other — Specify

Were you injured 1o the extent thot you needed
medical attention ofter the attock?

1 [J No — SKIP to 10a
2 1 Yes

Did you receive any treatment at o hospital?
1 {3 Ne
2 [_] Emergency room treatment only
3{] Stayed overnight or longer —
How many duys?—’,

Whot wos the tatal amount of your medicol

p Iting from this incident, INCLUD-
ING anything paid by insuronce? Include hospitol
and docter bills, medicine, -theropy, broces,. and
any other injury relcted medical expenses.
INTERVIEWER — If respondent does not know
exact emount, encourdge him to give an estimote,
o [C] No cost — SKIP to {0a

s

x_[:] Don't know

9a.

@

At the time of the incident, were you covered
by any medical insurance, or were you eligible
for benefits from ony-sther type of K-ohh
benefits program, such os Medicaid, Vetzrans’
Administrotion, or Public Welfare?

1[ONo....s
2{7] Don't know}SK’P to 10a

3] Yes

@

@

11. Was the crime committed by only one or more than one perron?
2] Don't know —

1] Only one g

S

3 More than one
KIP to 12 - z

a. Was this person male
or female?

1 [ Male
2] Female
3] Don't know

f. How many persons?

@

g Were they male or temale?
1+ TJ All male
2 [ All female

b, How old would you say

the person was?
t [JUnder 12
2] 12-14
3[J15=17
4[] 18-20
s[1 21 or over
&[] Don't know

3 {71 Male and female
4[] Don't know 1o

he How old would you say ey
youngest was?
@ 1[JUnder 12 s[7] 21 or over —

c. Was the person someone you
knew or was he o stronger?

1] Stranger
2 [} Don't know

3 ] Knownby
sight only

4 Casual
acquaintance

s [} Well known

SKIP
toe

d. Was the person o relative

of yuurs?

1 ONe

Yes ~ What relotionship?

2 ] Spouse or ex-spouse

3] Parent
4[] Own child

5[] Brother or sister
6 {T] Other relative —

Specify 7

e. Was he/she -
1 (1 White?
2 ] Negro?
3 [] Other? -Specify;

4[] Don’t know

SKiP

to
120

20 12-14 SKIP to j
3[J15-17 6 {] Don’t know
4[] 18-20
I+ How old would you say the

oldest wos?

1] Under 12 4] 18-20
201214 s{121 or over
s [ 15-17 6 [] Don’t know

j+ Were any of the persons kaown
or related to you or were they
all strangers?

@ 1 ] All strangers } SKIP
2[J Don't know tom
3 ] All relatives SKIP
4[] Some relatives } to !
s [ All known
6 [} Some known

ke How well were they known?
. (Mark oll that apply)

t [ By sight only

2 [[J Casual SKiP
acquaintance(s) tom
3 [ Well known

1. How were they related to youy?
* (Mark all that apply)

1 [ Spouseor &[] Brothers/

exsspouse sisters

2[T] Parents 5[] Other —

3 Own Specify
= children 4

m. Ware all of them =
1 [T] White?
2 {7 Negro?
3] Other? - Speclfy7

4[] Combination — Speci{y’

5[] Don't know

FORAM NC3-4 {8-23-73)
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Fosnagrty X

1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued

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

@ i Yes - SKIP tp 13a
2] Ne

Was a car or other motor venicle taken?
(Box 3 or 4 marked in 13{)
CHECK

ITEMD {1 No — SKIP to Check Iteni E

L

How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or
ﬂ;rauhned? Do not include persons under 12 years
of age,

@ o ] None — SKIP to 13a

Number of persons

[C1Yes

14a. Had permission to use the (car/motor vehicle) ever been
given to the person who took it?

1CONG.ees..

2] Don't know } SKIP to Check Item £

Were any of these persons members of your household?
Do not include household members under 12 years of age.

@ o “JNo

Yes — How many, not counting yourself?

o

(Also mark *‘Yes' In Check Item | on page 12)

a[]Yes

b. Did the person roturn the (car/motar vehicle)?

1 [ Yes

13d. Was something stolen or tcken :vithout permission that
belonged to you or others in the household?
INTERVIEWER — Include apything stolen from
unrecognizable business in respondent’s home.
Do not include anything stofen from o recognizable
business In respondent’s home or another business, such
as merchandise or cash from d register.

1 (71 Yes — SKIP o 13
21 No

2["} No

Is Box | or 2 marked in 1312
CHECK [ No ~ SKIP to 150
ITEME

[T Yes

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

13 Yes

b. Did the person{s) ATTEMPT to take something that
belonge: to you or others in the household?

(5D \[Jto— SKIP 10 13e
2[7] Yes

. What did they try to toke? Anything else?
* {Mark all that apply)

+ [7] Purse

2] Wallet or money
ajcCar

4 [] Other motor vehicle

s [T Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
& [] Don't know

7 [T} -Other — Specify

o

2{]Ne

Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in I3f)
CHECK [T Yes — SKIP to l6o
ITEM F

I No

15¢. Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY
that wos token?

INTERVIEWER ~ Exclude stolen cash, and enter 30 for
stolen checks and credit cards, even if they were used.

® . [0

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

Did they try to take a purse, wallet,

CHECK or money? (Box | or 2 marked in 13c)
ITEMC [C1No — SKIP to 18a
{2 Yes

* stalen?  (Mork all that apply)

3 {3 Original cost

2{] Replacement cost

3 ] Personal estimate of current value
4 [T} insurance report estimate

[

Was the (purse/wallet/money) onJynur person, for
instance in a pocket or being held?

103 Yes
2 [ No } SKIP 1o {80

®

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

a

« @ What did happen? {Mork al! that apply)
1 [] Attacked w
2{7] Threatened with harm
3{7] Attempted to break into house or garage
a [T Attempted to break into car
s [} Harassed, argument, abusive language sk
6 [} Damaged or destroyed property 180

7 [] Attempted or threatened to damage or
destroy property

8 [} Other — Specify

160, Wos oll or part -of the stolen money or property recovered,
except for anything received from insurance?

1 [T} None
2 Al
3 (7] Part

} SKIP to 170

b. What was recovered?

Cash: §
and/or

X Property: (Mark all that apply)
0[] Cash only recovered — SKIP to 170

.

§. What wos taken? What else?

Cash: $

and/or
« Property: (Mark alf that apply)

© [} Only cash taken — SKIP to I 4c
1] Purse
2 T Wallet
s{JCar
4[] Other motor vehicle
s [] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, ete,)

.

6 ] Other — Specify .

+ ] Purse

2 ] Wallet

s Car

4[] Other motor vehicle

s [} Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

6 ] Other — Specify.

¢« What was the value of the property recovered (excluding
tecovered cash)?

$

FONM NC3+4 (0:23.73)
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continved

170. Was there any insurance against theft? V

} SKIP to 18a
2 [] Don't know

3[ ] Yes

b. Was this loss reported to an insurance compdny?

@ t{JNo.....
} SKIP to 18a

2] Don't know

3] Yes

*

¢. Was any of this loss recovered through insurance?

@ t (3 Not yet settled
SKIP to 18a

2[0No.ivuv s
37 Yes

20a. Were the police informed of this incident in any way?

1] No

2 ] Don't know ~ SKIP to Check ltem G
Yes — Who told them?
3 ] Household member
4 [T} Someone else
s ] Police on scene

SKIP to Check ltem G

b. What was the reason this incldent was not reported to
the police? (Mark all that apply)

1 {3 Nothing could be done — lack of proof

2 [ Did not think it important enough

s [] Police wouldn't want to be bothered

4[] Did not want to take time — too inconvenient

s [J Private or personal matter, did not want to. report it
6 [J Did not want to get involved

7 (O Afraid of reprisal

8 [[] Reported to someone else

d. How much was recovered?

INTERVIEWER — If pruperty replaced by insurance
company instead of cash settiement, ask for estimate

of value of the property replaced.

9 [[] Other — Specify
Is this persen 16 years or older?
ﬁr"'eicé [ No — §KIP to Check ftem H
[Yes ~ ASK 21a

180. Did ony household member lose any time from wosk

because of this incident?

@79  o[INo-SKIP 10 19

Yes — How many membevs?7

2la. Did you hove o job of the time this incident happened?

1[I No = SKIP to Check Item H

2[] Yes

b. What was the job?

1 [] Same as described in NCS-3 Items 28a~e ~ SKIP 1o

Check item H
2 7] Different than described in NCS-3 items 28a—e

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

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

b. How much time was lost altogether?

@ 1 [ Less than | day

2{]1-5days

3 [16-10 days
4[] Over 10 days
s{} Don't know

®

L1 11

e. Were you —
t [C] An employee of o PRIVATE company, business or
individual for weges, salary or commissions?
2 [_] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or local)?
3] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

practice or form?

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

19a. Was anything domaged but not taken in this incident?
For example, was ¢ lock or window broken, clothing

damaged, ot damage done to o car, etc.?

1+ ] No — SKIP to 200

2] Yes

b. (Was/were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced?

@7) 13 Yes —'SKIP w0 19d

2[JNo

£ What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, former)

CI 1]

g. Whot were your most important aoctivities or duties? (For examplé:,
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.)

c. How much vould it cost to repair or replace the

domoged item(s)?
} SKIP to 20a

S
% [} Don't know

BRIEFLY summarize this incldent or series

CHECK of incidents. -
ITEMH .

d. How much was the repair or replocement cost?

x {J No cost or don't know — SKIP to 20a

Look at |2¢ on lncident Report, Is there an

CHECK entry for ''How many?*
ITEM | I No

] Yes — Be sure you have an Incident Report
for each HH member 12 years: of age
or over who was robbed, harmed, or
threatened In this incident,

e, Who poid or will poy for the repairs or replacement?

{Mark olf that apply)}

1 [[] Household member
2[T] Landlord

3 [7] Insurance

4 7] Other — Specify

Is th;sf:he last Incident Report to be
filled for this person? o
E
ICTHEMC.lI( [ No — Go to next incident Report,
’ [ Yes ~ Is this the last HH member
to be interviewed?
{3 No — Interview next HH member,
[J Yes — END ENTERVIEW, Enter
total number of Crime

Incident Reports filled for
this household in ltem I3

FORM NC3-4 (3-22.73)

on the cover of NCS-3,
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Survey Instruments 77

- ¢ to the Census Bureau is confidential by law
KEVER - Notes ’:’?I.I;II\SEIB. 6%?:;:2‘)’: It may be seen only by sworn Census employees

BEGIN NEW RECORD and

may be used only for statistical purposes.

Line number

Screen question number

®_®

Incident number

ronm NCS-4

182373}

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
$SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

NATIONAL CRIME SURYEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

*

lo. You said that during the last 12 months — (Refer to

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

appropriote screen question for description of crime). @
In whot month (did this/did the first) incident happen?

(Show flashcard If necessary. Encourage respondent to
give exact month.)

Month (01-12)

S0, Were you a customer; employes, or owner?

1 [ Customer
2 [[] Employee
s ] Owner

4[] Other —~ Specify.

b. Did the person(s) steal or TRY to steal anything from
the store, restaurant, office, foctory, ete.?

Is this Incident report for a series of crimes? [ Yes

cHEck P '[JNo-SKiPto2 @ 2] No SKIP to Check item B
&[] Yes ~ (Note: serles must have 3 or 3 Don’t know

ITEM A = snore similar incidents which g

-—em o — O -

respondent can't recal] separately)

{Mark all that apply) @
1 ] Spring (March, April, May)

2 [T] Summer (June, July, August)

3 ] Fall (September, October, November)
4 [ Winter {December, January, Febtuary)

¢. How many incidents were involved In this serles?

1 {] Three or four
2 ] Five 1o ten

3 {7 Eleven or more
4[] Don’t know ‘
INTERVIEWER « If series, the [ollowing questions. refer .
only to the most recent incident, @

2. About what time did {this/the most tecent)

incident huppen?
1 [ Don't knaw
2 ] During the day (6 am. to 6 p.m.)
/At night (6 p,m. to 6 a.m.)
316 p.m. to midnight
4 [} Midnight to 6 a.m.
s [T Don't know

@

30, Did #his incident take place inside the limits of this

city or somewhere olse?

1 (T} Inside limits of this city ~ SKIP to 4

2 [T] Somewhere else in the United States
3 [T} Outside the United States —END INCIDENT REPORT

<" 1n what State and county did this incident occur?

6o. Did the offender(s) live there oL have a right to be

there, such as a guest or a workmon?
+[7] Yes — SKIP to Check Item B

2[JNo
3 7] Don't know

b. Did the offender(s) actually get in or just TRY to get
in the bullding?
1 3 Actually got in
2 [] Just tried to get in
3 ] Don't know

- 20 © U M

. Was there any evidence, such as o broken lock or broken
€ wtnsd:}:v, chdtthe offender(s) (forced his way in/TRIED
to force his way in) the building?
1[JNe
Yes — Whot wos the evidence? Anything else?

(Mark all that apply)
2] Broken lock or window
3] Forced door or window

(or tried) SKIP
4 {7 Slashed screen to Check
5[] Other — Specl{y7 ftem B

d: How did the offender(s) (get in/try to get In)?
1 [ Through unlocked door or window
2 [} Had key
3 [} Don't know
4[] Other — Specify

State

County CHECK

¢ Did it haoppen inside the limits of o city, town, village, etc.?]

y[INo.

Was any member of this household,

including respondent, present when this
. incldent occurred? (If not sure, ASK)

1 ) No — SKIP to 13a
2] Yes

ITEMB

2 ] Yes — Enter name of city, town, erc.7

(TTTT1

@

4 (7] Inside office, factory, or warehouse
s 7] Near own home; yard, sidewalk,
driveway, carport, apartment hail
{Does not include hreak-in'or
attempted breok-ir) SKip
6 ] On the street, In a park, field, play- to Check
ground, school grounds or parking ot ftem 8
7 (] Inside school

8 {7 Other — Specify -

7a. Did the person(s) have a weopon such as e gun or knife,
or something he wos uvsing as a wecpen, such os @

4. Where did this Incident take place? « bottle, or wrench?
1T Ator inown dwelling, in garagledor 1 [T No
other building on property (Inciudes SKIP 10 ba .
break-in or attempted break-in) 2 [T} Don't know
2 "} At or in vacation home, hotel/motel Yes ~ What was the weapon? (Mark all that apply}
3 [} Inside commercial bullding such as 3 Gun
store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK o[ Knife
public conveyance or station 5a

s 7] Other — Specify,

b. Did the person(s) hit you, knock you down; or actually
attack you in some other way?

1] Yes - SKIP 1o 7f
2[]No

¢. Did the person(s) threaten you with h:m{\\ln any way?

@ 1CINe-SKIPtoTe

2] Yes

|

- Page 13

T

-«

e
¥



g{i{

e

. 7de
*

@

78 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

e

N i CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued [TRRTNE

S

How were yorthruatenod? Any other w:y?

9b.

once companies or programs

Did you file a claim with any of these Insur
in-order to get part or all of your medical expenses paid?

{Mark all that apply) @
1 [T Verbat threat of rape 1 [ZJNo — SKIP to 100
2(7] V;rbal threat of attack other 2{"] Yes
than rope ¢, Did insurance or any health benefits program pay for all or part of
10 Vx?‘ahpaf;:;:;em of threatened SKIP @ the total medical expenses?
4[] Attempted attack with weapon ;3 8 :ot yet settled SKIP to 100
(for example, shot at) a 2[]None.s oo to
s [ Object thrown at person :gé‘alrt. sereres
, ded
:E g;:le:w:t;p:z;;;un ¢ d. How much did Tnsurance or a health Benelits program pay?
) @ 3 . (Obtaln an estimate, if necessory)
Whot actually happened? Anything else? 100, Did you do anything to protect yourself or your property during the incident?
(Mark all that apply) N\ t [JNo - SKIP to Il
+ [] Something taken without 2 Yes
permission « - b, What did you do? Anything else? (Mark all that apply)
23 Atl:empled bt threatened to 1 [7] Used/brandished gun of knife 4[] Threatened, argued, reasoned,
take something busi 2[F)Used/tried physical force (hit, etc, with offender
3 [] Harassed, argument, abusive chased, threw object, used other s [TJResisted without force, used
language 4 weapon, etc.) evasive action (ran/drove away,
a [ Forcible entry or attempte: SKiP 3] Tried to get help, attract attention, hid, held property, locked door,
forcible entry of house to scare offender away (screained, ducked, shielded self, etc.)
s Forclblfe entry or attempted {0a (IeBI}:ed. call)ed for help, turned on 6 Dg;he!‘-{-
entry of car M ts, etc, ecify
& [} Damaged or destroyed property 11, Was the crime committed by only one or more than ene person?
{3 é\aue;npt:? :r;zr:a;err;;i‘t& . 1] Only one 2] Don't know = 3 [} More than one »
mage or destroy

8 [} Other — Speci[y7

)

How did the person(s) attack you? Any
other way? (Mork all that apply)
1] Raped
2 [T] Tried to rape
3 [ Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed
4 [} Hit by thrown object
s {7] Hit, slapped, knocked down
6 [] Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped,
pushed, etc.
7 T} Other — Specify

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

1 []None - SKIP to 100

2 ] Raped

3 [T] Attempted rape

4 T} Knife or gunshot wounds

5[] Broken bones or teeth knocked out

6 [T} Internal injuries, knocked unconscious

7 [ Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling
8 [] Other — Specify

Were you injured to the extent thot you needed
medical attention ofter the ottock?

1 "3 No — SKIP 10 {0a
2] Yes

Did you receive any trectment at o hospitol
t{"] No
2 ] Emergency room treatment only:
3 [[] Stayed overnight or longer —

How many days??

What was the totol amount of your medical

p Iting from this incident, INCLUD-
{NG anything paid by insurance? Include hospital
ond doctor bills, medicine, theropy, braces, on
any cther injury reloted medical expenses.
INTERVIEWER ~ If respondent does not know
exact amount, encouroge him. to give on estimate,
o [CJNo cost — SKIP to 10a

i

| S
x [7] Don't know

9a.

5 @

At the time of the incident, were you covered
by ony medical insurance, or were Kop eligible
for benefits from any other type of health
benefits progrom, such as Medicaid, Veterans’
Administration, or Public Welfore?

1 [ONo ey

2] Don"t k,,n,,,}SKIP to 10a
3{7) Yes

@

Lad

SKIP to 12a

Was this person male f. How many persons?

or female? @

1 [ Male

g Were they male or female?
1 [J All male
2 7] All female
3 7] Male and female
4[] Don't know

2[] Female
3 [J Don’t know

How old would you say
the person was?

h. How oid would you say the

1{ ] Under 12 @ youngest wu'n |
1 [ Under 12 s[]21 o7 over ~

2[J12-14 207 1214 SKIP to |
a[is-17 a[15-17 6 [[J Don’t know
a[318-20 4 18-20
s {12l or over i :iﬁ:‘t:li;g’uld you say the
& {1 Don'c know + [ Under 124 (] 18-20
¥as the person someone you 2 12-14 s [ 21 or over
knew or was hé a stranger? a[J15-17 6 (] Don't know
+ [Z] Stranger j» Were any of the persons known

or related to you or were they

2 ] Don’t know SKIP oll strangers?

3 [C3 Known by 1 [J All strange }
toe gers SKip
sight only @ 2 ] Don't know tom
4 Casual 3 [] All relatives SKIP
acquaintance 4[] Some relatives to}
s [ Well krown s ] Al known
Was the person a relative ¢ (3 Some known
of yours? . k. How well were they known?
N . (Mark all that apply)
1[INe 1+ [ By sight only

Yes ~ What relotionship?
2 [] Spouse or ex-spouse

2 [7] Casual
acquaintance(s)
3 7] Well known

3 [T) Parent LT . Ted 7
. How were they related to you
47 Own child w  (Mark all that apply) '

s [] Brother or sister y ] Spouse or 4[] Brothers/

ex-spouse sisters
& 3 Other relatjve — P

2 [J Parents s [ Other ~
Specify; s Own Speclly;
children
m. Were all of them ~

Was he/she ~ 1 ] White?

1[I White? 2 {7 Negro?

2 [ Negro? 3] Other? ~ Spedfy;

3 (1 Other? -specifyy | TKIP

120 4 Comblnnlion‘f Specl[yg

4[] Don't know 5] Don't know

5 FORM NCS-4 (8:22.73)
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Survey Instruments

‘.~<~i CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued [ sigel "

120. Were you the only person there besides the offender(s)
@ 1 [ Yes — SKIP to 130
2[JNe

b. How mony of these persons wara robbed, harmed, or
threatened? Do not include persons under 12 years

WBas aacar:r othkerdn;otog vehicle taken?
X
CHECK {Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f)

ITEM D [J No — SKIP to Check ltem E
[ Yes

of age.

@ o []None - SKIP to 130

—- Number of persons

€. Were any of these persons members of your household?
Do not include household members under 12 years of age,

@3 oCdNe

Yes — How many, not caunting yourself? .
(59

{Also mark-*'Yes** In Check Jtem | on page 16)

13a. Was something stolen or taken without permission that
belonged to you or athers in the househo
INTERVIEWER =~ Include anything stolen from
unrecognizable business In respondent’s home,
Do not include anything stolen from o recognizable
business’ In respondent’s home or another business, such
as merchandise or cash from a register,
t [ Yes ~ SKIP to 13f

ZDND

b Did the person(i) ATTEMPT to take something that
elonged to you or others in the household?

t{CNe. e

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

2 (7] Don't know } SKIP to Check ltem E

3{] Yes
b. Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)?
13 Yes
2[JNo
Is Box | or 2 marked in 13f2
CHECK [Z)No ~ SKIP to I5a
ITEME

[ Yes

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

@ 1[I No —SKIP to 13e
2[]Yes

c. Whot did they try to take? Anything else?
« {Mark all that apply)

1 [ Yes
2[JNo
Was only cash taken? (Box () marked in 13f)
CRECK [T} Yes = SKIP to léa
ITEM F

[ Ne

1 [J Purse

2 ] Wallet or money
3[JcCar

4 7] Other motor vehicle

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

Did they try 1o take a purse, wallet,
CHECK or money? (Box I or 2 marked in 13c})
ITEMC [ No = SKIP to l8a

] Yes

d. Was the (purse/vallet/money) on your pesson, for
instance in o pocket or being hllc‘y?

@& DY“} SKIP to 180

2[00 Ne
« & What did happun? {Mark all that apply)

150. Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY
thot was taken?
INTERVIEWER ~ Exclude stolen cash, and enter 30 for
stolen checks and credit cards, even If they were used,

]

H

b. How did you docide the value of the properfy that was
stolen? (Mark all that apply)

1 [ Original cost

2 [] Replacement cost

3 [T] Personal estimate of current value
a[7] Insurance report estimate

s [} Police estimate

6 [_] Don't know

7 [3 Other ~ Specify.

1 [J Attacked 3
2 [7] Threatened with harm
3 [7] Attempted to break Into house or garage @
4[] Attempted to break Into car
s [_] Harassed, argument, abusive language f;(",
6 [ Damaged or destroyed property f {8a
A pted or thr d to damage or
destroy property
8 [_] Other — Specify

167,

*

£

f. What was token? Whot else?

Cash: . m

and/or
. Property; (Mark alt that apply)

o [ Only cash taken — SKIP to {4
t [] Purse
2 [ Wallet
37 Car
4 [C] Other motor vehicle
8 [] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

6 [T Other — Specify @

160, Wes all or-part of the stalen morey or property recovered,
except for anything received from insurance?

1 [J None
2 Al }SKIP to 170

3] Part

b. What was recovered?

Cash: s

%0
and/or

Property: (Mark all that apply)

o [T] Cash only recovered — SKIP to {7a
1 ] Purse

2 [ Wallet

a[C}Car

4 7] Other motor vehicle

5[] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

s [] Other ~ Specify.

c. What was ihe value of the property recovered (excluding
recovered cash)?

s . N

FORM NCS.4 (#2073} Page (5
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80 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego . .

0O.M,B, No. 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 31, 1977

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued

Tree nformed of this Incident ? NOTICE - Your report 1o the Census Bureau s confidential by | G55 """ SOCIAL AND ECONOIIE STATISTICS ABMIN;
17a. Was there any insurance against theft? , 2a. Were the police informed of this incldent In any way* law (Title 13, U,S. Code). tt may be seen only by sworn Census BUREAU OF THE CENSUS -
1 D No employees and may be used only for statistical purposes.
1NO Vaw e 2 [ Don't know ~ SKIP to Check Item G 1, IDENTIFICATION CODES
, SKIP to 130 Yes — Who told them? o PSU b Sezment ] c. Line No. |d Panel =, DCC .
2 7] Don't know 3 Household meémber ; :
— a7 Someare else SKIP to Check ltem G : 5 COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY
SD Police on scene 2 f. Interviewer g Total number CITY SAMPLE
b. Wos this loss reported to an insurance company? b o s he vemson i Tncident was ot reperted 1o ; code (Y neidents T2) Incident sheets
m 1tdNo. .y * the solice? (Maik all that apply) % )
} SKIP to 180 + {7] Nething could be done — lack of proof . INTRODUCTION
2 [] Bon't know 20 D":i""‘ ‘h“": ‘f:::ﬂ‘“‘;"::j\i{ g Good mornkig (alternoon). I'm Mi(s.}_ ___(your name) from the U.S, Bureau of the Census.
a7 Yes 3] Police wouldn't k" '“’ e : © ent ) ; We are conducting a survey In this area to measure the extent fo which businesses are victims of
- 4[] Did nog want to take time — 100 inconvenien ‘ % burglarles and/or robberfes. The Governmext needs to know how much crime there Is-and where it is
c. Was any of this loss. recovered through insuronce? s [} Private or personal matter, did not want to report it b5 to plan and administer programs which will :ave an impact on the crime problem. You can help by
ted & {) Did not want to get involved E answeting some questions for me. »
@) 1 {ONetyerserte ; 7] Afrgid of reprisal 3 -
N SKIP to (8a 8 [} Reported to someone else I Part | — BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS .
2[No ..o o (] Other — Specify 2, Ls l%ﬂs ?' blishment owned or d as an | 1. big anysr;ne tlse ovmlﬁ)lng d',"?s’“:“{f «!:'r
. : e usiness concessions or some other business activ
3 Yes - CHECK* Is this person 16 years or older? : nes In this establishment during the 12 month d
d. How much was recovered? " 22y [} No ~ SKIP to Check ltem H 3 V[T Yes —SKIP 103 periodending ______?

) ITEVG ' [ Yes - ASK 2la X 2[71Me 1 [} Yes — List vach dopartment, concesslon, or other
INTERVIEWER — If property replaced by insurance - : rg business activity on a separate line ol
company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate 21a. Did you have a job at the time this incident happened? p b. How is this business owned or operated? Section \70! the segment lo{der, If not
of value of the property replaced, T 1 % $0 ~ SKIP to Check ftem H g 1 [7] tndividas! aroprietorship gf:’;:ﬁzlnln;,ﬁg'm?:’:g#;::"slgﬁzalﬁ on

2 es ) 2 [7] Parmerissg - a sample tine.
P b. What was the job? 3 [] Governmeaf ~ Conllnue Interview ONLY 11 20N
@ s . 1 [ Same as described in NCS-3 items 28a~e = SKIP.fo . Y liquor store or any typo
- ‘ Check ltem H . of tansportation DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART Il AND ANY
18c. Did ony housshold member lose any time from work 2 (] Different than described in NCS-3 ftems 28a—¢ i 4 L] Other - Spacity— INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED
@ oCINo- SKIP 1o 15 . For whom did you work? (Name of company, business, o ecaiot fam semvses ot s estilahnant
organjzation or other employer} : : - for the previous 12 months ending ?
Yes — How many members? g 3. Do you (the ownar) operate more than one establishment? (Estimate annual sales sad/or receipls If not In
¥4 3 1] Yes business for entire 12 months.)
d. What kind of business or indusiry is this? b(FODr examgle:) Tv ‘ { z[]Ne 1 [T] None )
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept,; tain ' 4. DId you (the owner) operate this establishment at 273 Under $10,000 ¥
b. How much time was lost altagether? l l l I ‘ : :’:‘?i::“"“" during the ';‘"’9 12 moath period 3] 510,000 to $24,999

4[] 525,000 10 $49,999

e Were you — 3 [ $50,000 to $99,999

1T] An tmplo(u of a PRIVATE compony, business or & 1T Yes

® ©

@ 3 ] Less than | day

mmissi . 2] No = How many months during 6] $100,000 1o $499,999
2 1-5 days individual for wages, salory or commissions? 1 8 [} the designated period? Months 2 0 550,000 0 999,999
21 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or local)? . & 7] $1,000,000 and over
33610 days 3[} SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional y 5. Excluding you {the owner) (the partners) how 9 [7) Other — Specity
4[] Over 10 days practice or farm? ¥ many paid employees did this establishment average -
I . s[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm? : duting the 12 month perlod ending ? INTERVIEWER USE ONLY
S o't kaow " IRE | 1{T] None a[Je-19 92, Record of Interview
19a. Was anything domaged but not-taken in this incident? f+ What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical b j 200 63 520 o more (1) Date
For sxample, was a lock or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) : i ][_‘14 7
damaged, or damage done to a car, etc.? l"—'r“r_l ] S {3F Name of respondent
1 {7 No —~ SKIP to 20a o3t rtant activities or duties? (For example; $ 6a, What do you consider your kind of business
[ g+ What wera your most import { mple; £ e 3
2] Yes ) typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.) 4 to be at this location? P ITTYTTE] of respondent
X 5 .
b. (Was/were) the damaged item(s) repaired or reploced? . B (4) Teiephone [Area cod:lNumber JExnnsion
BRIEFLY summarize this incident or series : # S
@) 1] Yes - SKiP to 19d CHECK of incidents. b. Mark (X) one bux b. Reasen for non-interview
N ITEMH ;ﬁ RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A
2 (1 i 7 1 [} Food 4 Durablt P in busi d of
. l !‘I ! ’ 2 [:'_: Eanng and d"ﬂkln‘ F g Nor’:ﬂu:blc ' D .ur'e::;“p:r:f;;pm: u?!.!:’l: ?:‘:D:‘la:':. °
e gow m“:'?'wozll)d," cost o repair or replace the 4 3 3] General merchandise 2[] Refusal and in business at end of survey period
omaged item(s)? i Seneral merchan 3] Other Type A - Specify
‘ } X « [T Apparel REAL ESTATE z
3 }?’ s3] Fm:\lnuve and G [Z] Apariments g
#,. : appliance . 1 ; "
@ H g 5. SKIP to 200 Look at |2¢ on Incident Report. |s there an | g 6 ] Lumber, hardware H O] other real estate TYPE 8
x [7] Don’t know CHECK entry for ‘‘How many?"* i ‘: mobile home dealers 1 [ SERVICE ) D::'M‘:!c: “pc':f'é" not in busiriess at end
M1 I Neo : . 7[] Autorgative rvey period,
d. How much was the repair or replacement cost? ITE {3 Yes — Be sure you have an Incident Report o : + ] Drug and propriatar 4[] BANKS 8 L] Vacant or closed
% [] No cost or don't know — SKIF to 20a for each HH member 12 years of agé 8 Y # [ Ocher Tyve B (Seasonal, sic:) — Specilyy ;
@ or over who was robbed, harmed, or : 3 {7] Liquor X 7] TRANSPORTATION £
threatened 29 this Incident, | A [7] Gasaline service
FR ¢ stations L CJALL OTHERS ~ Specltyy | TYPEC
s, . Lﬁz :’T]lth;sf"r’:.h’:“ lndd;:nt Report to be ‘! 6 {71 Other recai) 7[] Occupied by noclistable activity :
7 ed for this person . | ! i
e. Who paid orwill pay for the repalrs or replacement? C;{EE':ZT ) [INo~ Go to next Incident Report. : ) . WHOLESALE :gg;::l:::c < sousity
. {Mark all that opply) ! [ Yes — Is this the fast l-;H member . ! : : ¢ [} Duradle ¥ N i
to-be interviewed? ® 3 | T — . I
@ 1 [} Household member Py ] No — fnterview next HH member, o ° DNM“WN- i
2 (] Landlord : - [1Yes-~ END ENTERVIEW, Enter : ‘ 7 B
total number of Crime oo 4 i
3] Insurance Incident Reports filled for }\ ' s 3
this household in ltem I3 - i t < . §
«[0) Other.— Specify -'on the cover of NCS-3. ! g H
FORM NCB.4 (8:20:73) ’ Paga 16 i i '4 3
i 438 A
| : | \ ?
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Foam CY5.101 U.S, DEPARTMENT OF cO;A:!gRCE
Port 1} — SCREENING QUESTIONS TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 | i1:11:73) SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISYICS AOMIN,
' & OF THE'COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE INCIDENT REPORT | .
Now 1'd Tike to ask some questions abaut particular kinds of thelt or attempted theit, ! : INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIGENT. COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY N
These questions reler only ta this establishment for the 12 month period beglnning _____ and ending IDENTIFICATION CODE CITY SAMPLE C
a —————
. R 5 b Incident
10. During this period did anyone break Into o some- 18. Why hasn't this establistiment ever b : o PSU" b Segment  fe, Line No.  |d. Panel je. OCC No. INCIDENT NUMBER !
! g . een insure : N N
how itlegally get into this place of husiness? burglary and/or robbery? " beea insured agalnst ; . ﬁ’:::‘i’:’:g’; ;'I:?:d::;-”' 2, ete) D
1 [ Couldn't afford 1t : y 5
— Number . h er, or any employee injured in this E
¥i71 Yes ~ How many times? ————op- 2] Couldn't get anyone to insure you i # You said that during the 12 months.beginning _______ 7a. Were you, the owner, :
(Fill an Incident Report (or each) 3] Didn't need : ;') and ending________ {rafer (o screening questions Incident, seriously enough to require medical altention? N
2] No 4 7] Selfinsured i 10=18 lor descelption of crimej. {7 ves — How many? Nomber T
8 {7 Premium 100 expensive 1. I what month did this {did the tirst) incident happen? 2
H. (Othér than the incident(s) just mentioned,) during this o [ Other - Specity 5 1Clen. aldaert 7] July a[oet 2 {7} No ~ SKIP to 8a
period did anyone find a door jimmied, a lock forced, a[JFeb.  s[jMay 8 []Aue. 8 [] Nov. hem stayed in a Number R
or any other signs of an ATTEMPTED break-in? 3 Evare 8 L] June 2 L Seer cLites b :::;ll';l:lngvoe’n:i:ﬂ :ialyo:te:'? E
e : TR S, RS
Number ny, are present a Secutily measures [ . o 8. Of those receiving treatment in or out of a hospita
re - 7 ! - . 2
7 Yelsl How many times? — this location now, to tirst instalied ' '«T‘ " n"sm @ p.-mk:lldnél Ah:n) this business pay for any of the medical expenses not 0
. (Fill an Incident Report for edch) gmle‘:l it ag;ﬁnst sbery? or otherwise B § % M::i:?.xhx -6 afm. covered by a regular health benefils program? R
2 INe . urglary and/or robbery? undertaken? ; « [ Don’t know what time at night 1 (7] ves — How much E
- N Enler the & s [J Don't know was paid? . T
12, During this period were you, the owner, or any appropriate code ] 2 Ne
employee held up by anyore using & weapon, 'mn'glléﬂ 3. Where did this incident lake place? 1
force or threat of force on these premisas? ' ¢ . 3 [Z] At this place of business 3 7] Don't know
*{ 3 Mark (X) all that apply . 2] On detivery
Number b. codes -
Vs - How y tings? — ey = o DS e D e el e et
(Fill an Incideni Report for each) TR rren e : -
2" VNo 2[T) Centeal atarm o0y vyl .y, ! [X iWul:' you, the owte, ot any employee present while this 2[C]No = 5KIP to 152
— B & ncident was occuring i -
13. (Other than the Incidentl ) already mentionsd,) 3{7) Reinforcing devices, such | ' 5 1] Yes b, Who:a; k:”:::;l aool) c. How many? I
did anyone ATTEMPT lo hold up you, the owner, of Eaies, won windows, grates, ; " 2 JNo ~ SKiP to 10 fhark )
:ny employ;a by using force or lhr,ealening to A I P - 3 (5] Don't know F[T10wner(s) oo me v
arm you while on these premises? e 4[] Goard, watchman v o ..y, . : & 52, Did the person holding you up have a weapon or semething 2T Employees « o v vuevrernnas
1177 yes — How many limes? ——— £ [2) Wach dog i : that was used as a weapon, such 2s.a bottle or wrench? 3 )
{Fill an Incident Repcrt for each} H » L0 Yes ITTCUSIOMErS oo vayunvasessy
271 Ne 6[JFirearms .. o, 0au,.,. .. ! ;ﬁi :S g:n.( Koow - SKIP 10.62 4{"Yinnocent bystander(s} , s 4, ...
H i}
14, {r?'lh" lli\a; the in:idenhl(s) Just mentioned,) duting 7 ] Comeras ' 1 ‘ ¢ b. Whal was the weapon? S{TTOMender(s)e v unuiniai
1S period were you, the owner, of any employee held up 8 IMirrors, o L iu . H g 1 3
while delivering merchandise or carrying business monzy L3 i ;S ﬁ{‘,, ‘ SLEPelices . vreninien
outside the business? SITIlotkS s i viiiniannss ¢ e 1 7] Other — Specify 7[71 Other = Seecity—
.. . Humber e g:':lfil:g\:g: r;;:onal 1' ‘ 62, How many persons were invalved in commilting the crime?
13 Yes ~ How many times? —— i BankS 0aly) v uv vttt B 1. {"} One — Continue with 6b below . ' f
(Flll an Incident Report fo h, - 2 :
27 Ne et foreah) o L2 Other ~ Specity : . ;%:‘:roee }SKIF to e SKIT 0 Tour
& 4} Four or more . 10, Did'the offexe_center attempt to enter, or remain in this
15. (Other 1RaTnTt£,en ’i,qrctdegl('i) justmentioned, ) did . S £ $ 2] Don't know — SKIP to 7+ tablishnent illegally? !
oayone to hold up you, the ownes, or an ciivN —
2mployee while delivering meichandise or ca)nylngy 22 - o b. How.old would you say the peison was? U7 ves
business money outside the business? Codes for use in item 19b : ¢ v 8 b 12 :E St © ANy
— e § g 2 -
LESS THAN 1 YEAR A : £ — ‘t ki Niscontinue use of Incident Reporl, Enter ot the top of
1 Yes — Hou many times? ————i Rumber { ~ January * :0 Jul MORE THAN 1 YEAR 300 1s-17 § (1] Don't know 'hlsscs:nenluaOul t[:,l s:opoe—La{ceny," e;usu in:llll;m;l 1015
4 ! - - Ju : Scree uestions 1015,
tFill 4r: Incident Report for each) 2 - Februa Y P~ i-2years ago ‘ c. Was the person male or femate? gr‘:’a":;e"nff:’::ga'l ?ng?jgﬁ? lnolle e 12;119. %age T and g6 ) s
2 No - February 8 — August ) . ; 1 ClMate on to the next reported incident. 11 no other incidenls .
. 3 = March 9 - September E =2-5years ago 2[] Female are reported, relurn o page 1 and complele items 1gf2) o
16a i i i 3 [} Don’t know 8,and 9 and end the interview, . .
s Is this establishmenl insured against burgulary and o 4 - Aprit A .~ October F - More than § ¢ » "
: 'ﬂfpfg by means vlher than self-insurance? - 5 ~May € — November years ago ; 9 d. Was h;h(lsth;) - 11, Did the offender(s) actually gel in or just try to get in? : .
1 el
2t No } 6 = june € ~ December ) | o ;% Bll:lt? skip 107 FITT Actually ot in
x . SKIP 10773 . i to 7a P .
; 377 Don't kiow 20, INTERVIEWER Were there “'0" incidénts B ad Olhe'r? - Specily 217" Just tried 10 gét n ;
: b. Does the insurance also cover.other types of crime losses, CHECK ITEM reported in 10~157 : 4[2) Deon't know 12, Was theie a broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any .
such as yandalism or sheplifting and employee theit? 3 Yes —Detach Incident Reports, s ¢. How old would you say the youngest person was? u}her;vlld)ence :h;t the olfender(s) forced (tried to force)
i 3 Yes. entar*'0* in {tems Jg(1} d 18-20 his (thelr) way in
- . SKIP 10 19a : d (2 ’ i Under 12 «1 o
. I - 2.7 No :g"""{mmwmgf';magd j’ 2] 12~14 s} ZDL:.rlo“ver ~ SKIP to 69 VT Yes
175. Has this establishment ever been insured agalns! ] No - Enter aumber of Incidents ; e il M Ll 207" No.~ SKIP-to 14
burglary-and or robbary by means ofher than i’Ln’ﬁé'Lé‘Zil'/n"ﬁ,?‘}’%c’la:,’,’," f. How old would you say the oldest person was? —
".I.'?i"s"'a"":l Report. ) . 1 CYunder 127 a[]18-20 13; What'was the evidence? ratark alf that apply)
1 . Yes . I NOTES 2[]12-14 s[)2l 0.7 over . 1 [~ Broken tock or window ;
2. 7No - SKIP 10 18 a0 15-17 6] Don't know . [:l Forced door
‘ 237 Don't know — SKIP to 19 : 2. Were they male of female? s = Atsrm SKIP to 15a :
’ ; b ; 1 3 [T] Male and: female : [
: . b, Did the insurance also cover other lypes of crime fosses, i ;% :||l 'v':vl\: . 4 % Don't know 417 Other ~ Specify
. . such as vandalism or shoplifting and employee thefi? | ‘
V[T ves . | h. Wete they = 14, How did the cifender(s) get In (try to get i9)?
2 JNo : ! 1.0 Only white? i {77 Through unlocked doot ur windaw e
) - ¢ ' 2 (] Only black? : ad 2 k Ik
5 <. Dt you drop the insurance or did the company cancel ) : 3 (] Only other? - Specily 20 Had o by b
*  your policy? . - o ; 4[] Some combination? - Specity 3 [} Other = Specity i
1 [J Businessman dropped it . , | PR ! R 8. Don’t know 4[DJDen's knaw }‘
#, 2 [JInsurance company cancelled policy | SKIP 10198 Do g Page 3 }‘ b
. FORM CVS 101 1791473} PI‘G 2 x /}5
; L , . !
# E %‘. .
i ‘.
, i i :
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- }
:
; g lNClDENT REPORT - Continued N B e } 0.M,B, No. 4(-R2662; Approval Expires Mareh 31, 1977
- J - FQRM CVS 101 U:Sy DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE .
15a, :;:m;';zm.l"l% ::’:"l:ﬁ, ::: ';‘;::::H‘I’ .i:n (hidsni:'cg::'%? F(:r 18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee here tose any time i TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM JTEM 1 | 17°! SOCIAL AND ECONDMIC STATISTICS ADMIN,
O Yes » Camare 5% elc. from work b of this PO~ ‘ OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE |CIDENT REPORT |
2[]No.—SKIP to 162 100 Yes — How many "“P"?-— . INGIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INGIDENT. COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY N
' 2 No —SKIP 10 192 ) - ; : IDENTIFICATION CODE CITY 5AMPLE c
b. "’g (;’::‘)_'::;z:'::lfs: Htem(s) repaired or replaced? : o FSU_ [b Seameat [c LincNo. | Penel [o BCC | % Went | 4 NCIDENT NUMBER i
253N b. How many work days were lost altogether? ) A ° "Rccord which incident (1, 2, etc.)
; . ; 1 ] Less than | day is covered by this page D
¢ c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the ¢ ‘ 1 s begin 4 E
- nin Ta, Were you, the owner, or any employee injured in this
(Estimate) P P e damages? 2[]1~5 days : ‘Y:; es:;a'!nl!hat during the rlglz";'o“‘ ‘ ing 1' incident, serlously enough to require medical attention? N
s @ 3[]6-10days Bays 10-15 for description of crime). 1 s — How imany? o T
- B e ~— B aa— umbel
SKIP to 15¢ 4[] Over 10 days — How many? ——e- ! 1. 1n what month did this (did the first) incident happen? ] Y
x [} Oon't know . & [7J Dot know : i [ Jan. a3 Aeril 7{ Juiy A [Joee. 2{7] No — SKIP to Ba
d. How much did i [} Feb,  s[JMay 8 ] Aug: 8 [JNov,
{ cost o repait orreplace m' pes? 19a, Were any securlly meas 3 8 Mar, 6 E June . 9{]Sept. ¢ [TjDec. b. How many of them stayed in a Number R
s (%] et ty me mls}omle? after this lncident to TR T YT ; 1 or longer? E
. m future | : . About what time appen i
; o =6 parme
vCIhe o ~ SKIP to 162 1Clss i = 2;‘:;‘:h:h(:d.\..:u‘6-.6":.m.) P 8. 0f those recclvln( treztment in or out of a hospital, did P
X [ Don't know 2 D‘g, ~ SKiP ¢ 273 6 pom. ~ Midnight this business pay for any of the medical expenses not 0
¢, Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? © 20a ; 3 £} Midnight — 6 a.m: cavered by a regular health benefils program? R
(Mark (X} ail that apply) b. What measures were taken? : 4 L] Don't know what time at night + [ ves ~ How much .
1 ] This business {Mark (X} all that apply) ‘ 3 03 Don't koot was pald? - 8 ' m T
2 {7 insurance 3. Where did this incident take place? 23 Ne
3 ] Owner of Buiiding (landlord) 1 [ Alarm system = outside ringing 1 [O] At this place of business 3 ] Oon't know
4[] Other — Specity 2 [ Central alarm . ; ) 2[] On delivery
s [JJ Don't know LY ] s;':?ld';:ddev(cu, grates, gaies, ; ' :E 51‘.22:"_' ;‘;,:;;;: LI N Dl[d:llny deaths occur as a result of this incident?
162, Did the offend " window, ete. ‘ : 10l Yes
belonging lnnc:;(lsn)ml:r?o‘rnsyt:::n;ey:;of.ﬁgc)me oney 40 Guard, watchman : 4 :Ierled yulu. the nwnelr. qlr any employee present while this 2[C] No = SKIP to 152
ent was occutln,
1 [ Yes — What was the ¥ 0] Watch dog : “ncD Yes ¢ b. Who was killed? c. How many?
fotal vale? ——n- $ : ¢ [ Fireams ; 2 1N — SKIP 16 10 {Mark (X) ali that apply)
b ;MD"’NU 7 Cameras H 3 (] Don't know 1] Ownerls) s couun PPN
. e offend rowrs - i
pplies? (Exc) ‘ud)em any | beloasine o O :D :'":" p ! Co 5a. DId the person holding you up have a weapon or something 2] Employees ., .. N
customers or store personnel. ) R [J Locks i . that was used as a weapon, such a3 a bottle or wrench?
) 1 Yes - Wiiat was the A ] Other —Specl(y7 ; ‘ ; E ;:s 3 Customers <o vveiaaaanen
total value? ——»S___ _ . | 3 5] Don's know - SKIP to 62 4[] innocent bystander(s) o o v .y e s
2[TJNo ~SKIP to 17a It :
Is yes; othenwise SKIF 1o 16a T ti. What was the weapon? s[]Offender(s)e vuvvncnannnns
o : G )
S c. How was the value determined? 202, Was this incident reported to the police? i ;% K“;‘u s} P:'"- Iy / veedsaaniaen
+ [T] Original cost V) Yes - SKIP fo 21 i 3 ] Other — Specily 7] Other ~ Spoclly.oy
2} Replacement cost 2[TINo 6a. How many peisons were Involved In committing the crime?
3 [J Other - Specity b. What th 1 [] One ~ Continue with 6b below
- . was 2 teason this Incid 2T
17a, Li:;v ’zsg:culeldag;,,ni the stalen money and/or property to the police? ncident was nal reported . : % Twa SKIP 10 60 o SKIP 1o 150
nsura
A nee? Mark (X} all that agply) ;8 Do ko - SKIP to 78 10. Did the oftender enter, alempt to nter, of remaln In this
s . 177 Police already knew of the incident : ) Illelllly? .
v [ None - Why not?, . 27" Nothing coutd be done — Jack of proof b. H:;] «ledwol:gi you say. lhgelr;og :M + ] Yes :
(] Didn't repor it 3777 Did not think it important enough : ;E] l;-T: ;E] ll_or over 2 Ne 7
 Diter ey 52Dl et wank o bty i | | I S I Bt of ST e St ont
f _ 4[Policy has a deductible 8 (7 Did not want to. take the time ; ¢ ?E‘J ':1: Ip:mm male or female? 2#?5":5'.&'7:&"" l’he answcrslﬁ’oﬁ::?g?; qu;?’f":nbo;gs'
: 5 [JMoney andfor merchaiidise was recovered 6 [ Did not want to get involved 2 D Female :'r'el?omo next lepolladplan:q T arvi Iéam{:‘l’a'?: Items 1g(2)
. "% [ Don't hnow 7 {Z1 Afraid of reprisal [ i 317 Don't know 8, and 9 and end ihe interview, .
: b. How much, ill any; of the stole ! - ]
Was recovered by means othes v;hr;l:nll"{ :,r;dn/:er,pmpeny _sg ::polled to someone else i d. r::s]h;h(l’l:;) 11, Did the offender(s) actually get-in or just try to get in?
9 [T Other — Specity. ; i 1 Actually got in
s % . | 2} Black?
4 V{INone i ' [E . . 3[20ther? ~Specity o SKipto 72 2[7) Juscried g0 get In
5 ! SKIP fo 18 : Lo Don't k :
; % [ Don't knw} fo 18a ‘ T T N—— . 4 [T} Don't know 12, Was there a broken window, broken lock, alam; or any
=z i ¢. By what mearis was the stolen monsy andJor CHECK ITEM Repm ta be completed? . ! . How old would you say the younsest person was? :{h"u:'ll“n" }h;l the offender(s) forced (tried to force)
; » pioperty recoijered? | 3 ¥ [0 Under 12 4[] 18~20 $ (their) way In
T} Yes — Return 10 page 1 snd i 1214 s [] 2! ot over — SKIP t0 6g
' [ Police Somplete ftems 1912) : : 8 i ¢ £ Donte know 1] ves
intetview, i -
B i ther < 8 2[]No ~SKiP 1o 14
kS b 2L Other ~ Specity 7 - [INe- F"l ihe pext Incldent . {. How old would you say the oldest person was? CINe
- ; NOTES 2 - : 1 T Under 12 4 8 31?-20 13, What was the svidence? (Mark ali that apply}
[ . : i 2 12-14 5 of over o
{ . i . 3 8 1517 & C] Don't know (| :mk.: lock or window
! doo
% g Weie they male or female? 0 A:"“ ' SKIP to 158
{ 1 {T] Al reale 3 {T)Male and female [ Alarm
{ 2 7] All female 4 {1 Oon't know 4 {7} Other — Specily
o ; . e, '.L'"J g\:{y ; ied 14. How did the offender(s) get In (iry to get in)?
- ) . ;D Only black? 1 [] Through unlocked doot or window Oy
. S : * 31 Only other? - Specity . 2] Had a key &
- z 4 [ Some combination? - Specify 3 [ Other — Specify :
FORM CVS 101 (7-11-74) Page 4 8 [T] Don't know 4 {7} Don't know 1
b Page § ) :
¥ e ' :
! /
: b : :
s - A I . - 3 - A At e - .
> i . N i R 3 o e e AR
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i
5
! ! O.M.B. No. 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 31, 1977
; o HCIDENT REPORT  Continued : TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 SR S0CIAL AND ECORGNIC STATTICS ADMIN:
i 152. Was » J '
; ol l;:lh‘inll d;nuclddbul not taken in this-incident? For |18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee here lose any (ime : OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE SUREAU or THE censul |
; ple, 3 lock or.window broken, damaged merchandise, etc. from work b of this incident? INGIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. INCIDENT REPORT
| 'Ove 1] Yes - How | N Number : COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTINIZATION SURVEY N
! . 2[ONo ~SKIP to 68 I Yes — How many people? — . IDENTIFICATION CODE - CITY SANPLE c
; b, ¥oe were) the & por o) — 2 [} No = SKIP 10 192 ¢ a, PSU b. Segment e Line No. d. Panel |o, DCC |F L?a;'ldnnt ‘ wClDENL”'UIMB,sR (12, wre) 1
3 - ecord which inciden efc,
2 ;g :":‘ - SKIP to 15 b. How many work days were lost altogether? is covered by this page D
: How much Il Less thas 1.day , You said that duting the 12 months beginning 7. Were you, he owter, o any emploee injured In this E
| c (Eo'v:':llaf')would it cost to repair or téplace the damages? 2] 1-5 days :31 esnd,lnld ——roter )m screening questions Incident; seriously encugh to require medical attention? | y
G . 15 for description of crime). -
] 6-10 days . ~ How many? —————— [NOmbe; T
i s R 3 LI6-10 days Days ] 1. twwhal month did this (did the first) incldent happer? ' D3 ves - Howmany? omber
; ; SKIP to 15¢ 4[] Over 10 days ~ How many? —,. 2 1+ 2 Jane &) Aprlt 13 July A [0ty 2[]No —~SKIiP 1o 9a
; % [2} Dan't knaw J s [ Dont knowe 2 Feb..  s[QMar 8 [} Aut. 8 7] Now, [Nomber R
: d. How much did it cost to repar of replace the damages? 3CQMar  sfjdune  o[]Seet.  c[]Dec. b. How many of then ::.lyn.hd el;'?.
; s y 192, Were any security measures taken after this. incident 1o 2, About what lime did it happen? : v s T E
; N protect the establishment from future incidents? | 1 [0 During the day (6 ume = 6 puin.) P
§ v ] Ne cost - SKIPt § At pight (6 pom, — 6 a.m.) 8. Of those receiving treatment in or out of a hospital, did
i . v 16a 13 ves s 2 [7] 6 pan. = Midnight this business pay for any of the medicat expenses not 4]
L X [J Don*t know 207 No = SKIP 10 208 3 {] Midnight — 6 am. covered by a regular health benelits program? R
€. ¥ho paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? ° 4 ] Don't knaw what time at night ] Yes ~ How much T
i (Mark (X) all that apply) b. What measures were taken? 3. ] Don’t know vaspaid?. s .0
; ' El, This business (Mark (%) all that apply) 3. ¥here did this Incident take place? 2[C]No
; 2 [ Insurance ) : 1 [ At this place of buslness 3] bon't k
H 3 7] Owner of Building (tandiord) - 1 ] Atarm system — outside tinging z% O:‘dulsl;:e sl 0 Bor’s know
; 4[] Other - Specity 2] Centrat alarm b 3] Entoute to bank 92, Did any deaths occur as a tesult of this incident?
z s [ Den't know a0 ;\:Inlu:lrlxgddevlces. grates, gates, + [ Otter — Spectty 1 [] Yes
rs on window, etc, f
i 16a. P [9 "", °"':ﬂdu(‘s) take any money? (Exf‘lude money 4[] Guard, watchmen - ﬂ.ﬁ?ﬁ:&"&:@'oﬁﬂfﬂﬁ' any employee present whil ths 2 Ne - SKIP to 150
: : D; g 1o cus or store p ) s [} Watch dog ' \ VOOves b. Who was killed? c. How many?
! es — lat:l ::Is“[;)e__’ s 6 (] Firearms 5 2] No = SKIP 1o 10 (Mark (X) all that apply)
2[JNo e 7 Cameras 3 [] Don't know 1] OWNEHS) v eevvngentnnans
: b. Did fiend handl T 5a. Did the person holding you up have a weapon or something s
! i 7 (Em‘,,d),m' o belonsina e o 8 (] Mierors that was used a5 3 we‘agon, such as a bottle o wrench? 2] Bmployees .. ve .
; customers or store persoanel,) = o :g;:“ _ $ ' 8 ;es s[]Customers oovvvvrnenones
i t 3 Yes — What was the or = Specily. i g }SKIPIOGG I t bystander(s) + o s s o %
] tolal value? ——p. § . 7 : 3 [J Don't know 4] Innocent bystander(s .
,’ 2] No —~SKIP {o 178 If answer to 16a b. What was the weapon? s{]Offenderfs)y s vvevrvaconss
1L /s yes; otherwise SKIP tc 18a + [ Gun G PollEe, v avuivestvnnanss
] 2 [7] Knife -
}' <. How was the value deternined? 20a. Was this incident reported to the police? T 3 E Other ~ Specify : 7 Other ~ Speclty—
! = g"""" cost 10 ves ~skip 0 21 62. How many persons were Involved in committing the crime? |~
: 2] Replacement. cost 2[INe 1 [ One — Continue with 6b bolow
: e i . What was h : i RAy SKIP t5 15
§ - . What was the reason this | : 3] Th SKIP to Ge L
5 174, How much, if any, of the stolen maney.and/or property to the police? netdent was nof repogied 4 E Four or "'°"} h i
; was recovered by insurance? (Mark 1X) all that appiy] 5 [T] Don't know — SKIP to 78 10, 'DId the gﬂenye'h:::elz; ;mmpt to eriter, or remain in this
i a
f s - V ] Police already knew of the incident ) b. How old would you say the person was? V[ ves
i R
% v ] None ' Why not? 2 [TJ Nothing could te done — tack of proof ol ; 8 :J;ﬂT; 12 ; % ;?‘:(owu 2[INe
: 1 7] Didn't repore it 3 {T] Did-not think it important enough . ’ : [} i5-17 6 [ Don’t know Discontinue use of Incident Report, Enter at the top of
: 2(7] Does not have insurance (] Did.nbt wan this sheet **Out of Scope—Larceny,’* erase incldent N
, : 3 [ Not settled yer fmant 1o bother police ¢. Was the person male or lemale? ZZZ"“J‘n‘u'f',fé'e"r'o':"7ncmm I item 19(1), page 1 m’dog_gs'
/ 4T Policy has a deductible ) 5[] Oid not want to take the time ;E]I;I:::"‘ on 'ngg[ho :3" ported I '-', t. It no 7('[ g,“ 2 ents '
x [ Don'tk 3 [[] Money and/or merchandise was recovered & (T3 01d ot want 1o get Involved i H Domtt know sfengpgtgm, ;:éu;gelen[::?va"wa.m complete items 1g|
now - -
B 7 [CJ Alrdid of teprisal d. Was he (she) ~
o b. How much, If any, of the stolen money and/or i * o7 11, Did the offendei(s) actually gat in or Jist try to get In? p
¢ was tecovered by means olher than hy‘m"{mprowly # L] Revorted to someane elze ' ;% ;m" sk 1o t [ Actually got in N ‘ .
s i . 9 [] Other - Specity ' 2 Other? - specity SKiP to7e 2] Just tried to get in ) N
“ k -
v None SKIP (o 12 . ] . 4 2] Don't kiow 12. Was there a broken window, broken lock, alarm, o2.any
. % (73 Don’t know 2. INTERVIEWER is this the fast incident R 3 N, e. How oid would you say the youngest person was? olker evidence that the offencer(s) forced (tried to'{uce)
: c. By what means was the stolen money and/or CHECK ITEM Report to be completed? ) E ! CJ under 12 +O3 10 s (their) way in? AY
- - SKIP 10 6 3,
proparty recovered? [7] Yes — Return 10 g8t and 20} 1214 sgju n’r over — SKIP lo 6g 1) Yes . \
1 Potice ) ’ compiate s 1912) b L 30 Dent o 2[JNo ~ SKIP to 14
2] Gther - Specity ; Fa', 8. and erd aterview. 1. Haw old wsuld you say the oldest persoii was?
: [CINe -~ Fu plo the next Incldon‘l! 1] Under 12 4[C)18-20 13. What was the evidence? (Mark all that apply)
. L v ‘ NGTES :8 - :E N o ower 1 [ Broken fock or window
R . : 2 ] Foresd door
: . Were they male or female? \ SKIP 1o 15a
+ ] Al male 3 [C]Male and femaie 10 Alarm
2[7] ANl female 4 [7] Con't know 4[] Other ~ Specily
e :’g g‘:{’ et 14, How d1d the offendur(s) got In (iry o gat In)?
3 27 Only black? 1 {T] Through iritocked doar or window.
: t o 3 [7) Only other? - Specity 2] Had a key
/ «[J Some comhination? = Specity o . 3 ] Other = Specity
o 8 [J Oon'tknow . - 4[] Don't know
4 e FORM CVS 103 17.11.79) .
& Page 6 Page7 ’;z
¢ (
v o B i ™ . . B - . K e o sy e T ) i
M v ’ X - L ii Wl
‘ - - - o, O ~v f .
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L W

SRR
e

i sk mpma s o

=

S

e, L,

S e 0 Sy e S o LR SRR A W 2R A e I s a . s S e e g e

i AN
£ ey -

88 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

———— o | APPENDIX II

example, a lock or window broken, damaped merchandise, etc. tiom work because of this Inclt?ent? HOUSEHOLD SURVEY
= Nl 13 ves - How many people? —— | Technical information
Pt m w0 voe and relative error tables

. How many work days were lost altogéther?

1 INCIDENT REPORT - Continved | . * ©
152, Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident? For |18a. Did you, the owner, or any employae here lose any time ;

Number

=

Was (were) the damaged ilem(s) repaired or replaced?
1] Yes —SKIP to 15d

o

2[7)No

¢. How much would it cost to repait or replace the damages?
(Estimate)

— } SKIP to 15¢

% [] Don't know

1 [J Less than 1 day

2] 15 days

3[J6-10 days

47} Over 10 days — How many? ——
s [} Don‘t know

a

. How much did it cost to repair or replace the o ?
s AT

v [C) Ne cost — SKIP to 16a
x [ Don’t know

. Who paid or will pay for the repairs of replacement?
(Mark (X) ali that apaly)
i [] This business
2 [ insurance
3 ] Owner of Bujlding (landioed)
4 [} Other — Specity
$'[] Don't know

e

1

o
-

. D1d the offender(s) take any money? (Exclude money
bel to cust or store p 1)

t ] Yes — What was the
total value?——- S ____ _____-E
2 No

o

. Did the offender(s) take any handise, equi| o
supplies? (Exclude personal property belonging to
customers or store personnel.)
1. ves — What was the

total value? - $

2[7) No —SKIP to.17a It answer fo 16a
is yes; otherwise SKIP (o 18a

+ Were any securily measures taken aiter this incident to
protect the establishment from future incidents?

] Yes
2] No = SKIP fo 20a

. What measures were taken?

(Mark {X) all that apply)

1 7] Alarm system - outside tinging
2 [ Central atarm

3 {] Reinforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on window, ete. .

4 (7] Guard, watchman
s [[] Wazch dog

6 (] Firearms

7[]) Cameras

8 [ Mirrors

9 [J Loeks

A [] Other — Speclly.;,

tid

How was ihe value determined?
1 [ Orlginal cost

2 [] Replacement cost

3 q Other — Specily

-

o

T

17a. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by insurance?

s

v [J None — ¥hy not?

1 ] Didn't report it =

2 {] Does not have insurance

3 7] Nat settied yet

4] Policy has a deductible

5 ] Money and/or merchandise was recovered
% [C] Don’t know

o

«How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or properly
was recovered by means other than Insurance?

+ Was this incident reported to the police?

(3 Yes = SKIP 1o 21
2[]Na

. What was the reason this incident was not 1$ppyted

fo the police?
{Mark (X) all that apply)

v [T} Police alteady knew of the incident

2 [} Nothing could be dope ~ lack of proof

3 [C] Did not think It Important enough
4T} Did nat want 10 bother police

s [] Did not want to take the time

6 [} DId not want 10 get involved

7 [[J Atraid of reprisat o

8 [T Reported to someciie else

With respect to crimes against persons and
households, survey results contained in this publica-
tion ‘are based on data gathered during early 1974
from persons residing within the city limits of
San Diego, including those living in  certain
types of group quarters, such as dormitories, room-
ing houses, and religious group dwellings. Non-
residents of the city, including foreign visitors, did
not fall within the scope of the survey. Similarly,
crewmembers of merchant vessels, Armed Forces
personnel living in military barracks, and institu-
tionalized persons, such as correctional facility
inmates, were not under consideration, With these
exceptions, all persons age 12 and over living in
units designated for the sample were cligible to
be interviewed,

Each interviewer’s first contact with a unit
selected for the survey was in person, and, if it was
not possible to securc interviews with all eligible
members of the househdid during the initial visit,
interviews by telephone¢ were permissible thereafter.
The only exemptions to the requirement for personal
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci-
tated persons, and individuals who were absent from
the houschold during the entire field interview
period; for these persons, interviewers were required
to obtain proxy responses from a knowledgeable
adult member of the household. Survey records were

Census of Population and Housing. For the purpose
of sample selection, the city’s housing units were
distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various
characteristics. Occupied units, which -comprised
the majority, were grouped into 100 strata defined
by a combination of the following characteristics:
type of tenure (owned or rented); number of
household members (five categories); household in-
come (five categories); and racc of head of
household (white or nonwhite). Housing units
vacant at the time of the Census were assigned to
an additional four strata, where they were distributed
on the basis of rental or property value. Further-
more, a single stratum incorporated group quarters.
To account for units built after the 1970 Census,
a sample was drawn, by means of an.independent
clerical operation, of permits issued for the construc-
tion of residential housing within the city. This
enabled the proper representation in the survey of
persons occupying housing built after 1970.

A total of 11,713 housing units in San
Diego was designated for the sample. Of these,
1,662 were visited by interviewers during the
survey period but were found to be vacant, demol-
ished, converted to nonresidential use, temporarily
occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise ineligible
for the survey. At an additional 118 units visited by
interviewers it was impossible to conduct -inter-

- ® Other - Specil) . . . .

s W Broner = el processed and weighted, yielding results representa- views because the occupants could not be reached
v [[] None . PP . . . e .

xDDoﬂ.,km}smmqﬂ T INTERVIENER & 1o e o s i tive both of. tt'ne city’s population as a whole and  after repeated calls, did n(?t wish to participate in

c. By whal means was [ sholen money and/o CHECK ITEM RW:" to be completed? of sectors within society. Because they are based on the survey, or were unavailable for other reasons.

83 = h{ . . . N .
o e = e fiska1st8, : a sample survey rather than a complete enumeration, ~ Thus, interviews were taken with the occupants of
2 (7] Other — Spectty : CINo—~ £11 the next incivent the results are estimates, 9,933 housing units, and the rate of participation

NOTES among units. qualified for interviewing was 98.8
; percent. Participating. units were occupied by a o
Sample design and size total of 21,112 persons age 12 and over, or an i

The basic frame from which the sample was average of 2.13 residents of the relevant ages per g
drawn for the National Crime Survey household  unit. Interviews were conducted with 20,785 of 5
survey in San Diego was the complete housing these persons, resulting in a response rate of 98.5
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970 percent among eligible residents,

R
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90 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

Estimation procedure

Data records generated by survey interviews
were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights—
one for crimes ‘against persons and another for
crimes against households. For intervicws conducted
at housing units selected from the Census housing
inventory, the following clements determined the
final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the
selected unit’s probability of being included in the
sample; (2) a factor to compensate for the sub-
sampling of units, a situation which arose in instances
where the interviewer discovered many more units
at the sample address than had been listed in the
decennial Census; (3) a within-household noninter-
view adjustment, applied solely in tabulating crimes
against persons, to account for situations where at
least one but not all eligible persons in a household
were interviewed;  (4) a household noninterview
adjustment to account for households qualified to
participate in the survey but from which an inter-
view was not obtained; and (5) a household ratio
estimate factor for bringing estimates developed
from the sample of 1970 housing units into
adjustment with the complete Census count of
such units,

The household ratio estimation procedure was
a key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent
of sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin
of error in the tabulated survey results. It also com-
pensated for the exclusion from each stratum of any
households that already were included in samples
for certain other Census Bureau programs, The
procedure was not applied to interview records
gathered from residents of group quarters or of units
constructed after the Census.

In producing estimates of personal incidents
(as opposed to those of personal victimizations),
a further weighting adjustment was required in those
cases wherc the basic unit of tabulation was an
incident involving more than one person, thereby
allowing for the probability that such incidents had
more than one chance of coming into the sample.
Thus, if two persons were victimized during the
same incident, the weight assigned to the record for
that incident (and associated characteristics) was
reduced by one-half in order not to introduce
double counts in the tabulated -data. When a

personal crime was reported in the household survey
as having occurred simultaneously with a com-
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that
the incident was represented in the commercial
survey, and, therefore, it was not counted as an
incident of personal crime. However, the details of
the outcome of the event as they related to the
victimized individual would be reflected in the house-
hold survey results.

For houschold crimes, the final weight con-
sisted of all steps described above except the third.
In the houschold sector, victimizations and incidents
are synonymous, since cach distinctly separate
criminal act was defined as having been experienced
by a single household. Thus, the concept of multi-
household incidents was inapplicable, and an- ad-
justment comparable to that made in the personal
sector to account for multiperson incidents was
unnecessary.

In performing the estimation procedure that
yielded the results appearing in this publication,
there was no adjustment for bringing thc survey-
derived estimates into accord with any independent,
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse-
quent to the initial processing of survey results,
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the
relevant population. Thesc estimates indicate that
an undercoverage amounting to about 9.6 percent
of the relevant populatidh occurred in the 1974
survey of San Diego households. As a result,
population figurcs that serve as bases for rates of
victimization for crimes against persons understated
the size of the population, and victimization and
incident counts for crimes against persons also were
too low, In order to bring estimates in this report
into accord with this post-Census estimate, popula-
tion control figures and levels of victimizations and
incidents for crimes against persons should be in-
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of
1.095674. However, all relative figures—namely
personal victimization rates and other data on per-
sonal crimes expressed in percentages—appearing
on the data tables remain unaffected by the applica-
tion of an independent population estimate, as the
adjustment factor is applicable to both the numera-
tors and denominators used in computing such
figures. Furthermore, thc adjustment is not appli-
cable to data on household crimes,
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Reliability of estimates

As previously noted, statistical data contained
in this report are estimates. Despite the precautions
taken to minimize sampling variability, the estimates
are subject to errors arising from the fact that the
sample employed in conducting the survey was only
one of a large number of possible samples of equal
size that could have been used applying the same
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates
derived from different samples may vary somewhat;
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a
complete census had been taken using the same
schedules, instructions, and interviewers,

The standard error of a survey estimaie is a
measure of the variation among estimates from all
possible samples and is, therefore, a gauge of the
precision with which thg estimate from a particular
sample approximates tht average result of all pos-
sible samples. The est'mate and its associated
standard error may he used to construct a confidence
interval, that is, an interval having a prescribed
probability that it would include the average result
of all possible samples. The average value of all
possible samples may or may not be contained in any
particular computed interval. The chances are about
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ
from the average result of all possible samples by
less than one standard egror. Similarly, the chances
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be
less than 1.6 times the standard error; about 95 out
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times the
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it
would be less than 2.5 times the standard error, The
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range
of values given by the estimate minus the standard
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete
census would fall within that range. Likewise, the
95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti-
mate plus of minus two standard errors. Standard
errors applicable to data on crimes against persons
and households are presented at the end of this
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use.

In addition to sampling error, the estimates
presented in this report are subject to so-called non-
sampling error. Major sources of such error are
related to the ability of respondents to recall victimi-

Household Survey 91

zation experiences and associated details that oc-
curred during the 12 months prior to the time of
interview. Research on the capacity of victims to
recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing
persons who were victims of offenses drawn from
nolice files, indicates that assault is the least well
recalled of the crimes measured by the National
Crime Survey program. This may stem in part from
the observed tendency of victims not to report
crimes committed by offenders known to them,
especially if they are relatives. In addition, it is
suspected that, among certain societal groups, crimes
that contain the elements of assault are a part of
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or
are not considered worth mentioning to a survey
interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems
may result in a substantial understatement of the
“true” rate of victimization from assault,

Another source of nonsampling error related to
the recall capacity of respondents involves telescop-
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-month
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier
—or, in a few instances, those that happened after
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample
of the National Crime Survey program, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and
the magnitude of telescoping has not been de-
termined.

Methodological research undertaken in prepara-
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi-
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are
reported when one hoiusehold member reports for
all persons residing in the household than when
each household member is interviewed individually.
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only
exceptions to the rule,

Additional nonsampling errors can result from
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis-
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper
coding and processing of data. Many of these
crrors would also occurin a complete census.
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser.
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro-
priate, as-well as edit procedures in the field and at
the clerical and computer processing stages, were

;O-ﬁk..wns‘m.»unmw.www,;A\'» i gt

.




92 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego Household Survey 93

Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations,
by size of estimate

utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low To illustrate the application of standard errors
level. As calculated for this survey, the standard in measuring sampling variability, assumc that a
errors partially measure only those nonsampling  data table in this report shows there were 4,000

errors arising from random responsc and inter-  personal robbery incidents in San Diego. Linear . -

. . . . . . s . : (68 chances out of 100)

viewer errors; they do not, however, take into ac- interpolation of values in Table T of this appendix j

cgunt any systematic biases in the data, yields a standard error of about 349 for the esti- ; Size of estimate T T T Household incidents
Concerning the reliability of data from the house- mated 4,000 incidents, The chances are 68 out :

hold survey, it skould be noted that estimates based of 100 that the cstimate would have been a figure : 1(5,8 ;i 22 15‘2

en about 10 or fewer sample cases have been  differing from a complete census figure by less than ; 2 15 15 =

considered unreliable. Suc:: eatimates are qualified in 349, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ- : : 1,000 164 177 179

footnotes to the data tables and were not used for  ated with that level of incidents would be from ; ?:% f;gf; iig ng,f

purposes of analysis in the report’s selected findings. 3,651 to 4,349. The chances are 95 out of 100 : 10,000 596 629 582

The minimum estimate considered sufficiently re- that the estimate would have differed from a com- i ?g:% i:;;s i:;ﬁ? 1.222

liable to serve as a basc for statistics relevant to the  plete census figure by less than twice this standard ' 100,000 3:503 3475 21325

personal and household sectors was 250. error (698); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval i

i

As they appear in the report’s data tables, all
absolute values—including numbers of victimiza-
tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bascs}
shown parenthetically on rate tables—have been
rounded to the nearest hwsdredth. Relative figures
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu-
lated from unrounded figures.

Standard error tables and calculations

For survey estimates relevant to the personal
and household sectors, the standard errors displayed
on tables at the end of this appendix can‘be used
for gauging sampling variability. These srrors are
approximations and suggest an order of magnitude
of the standard error rather than the precise error
associated with any given estimate. Table I con-
tains the standard error approximations applicable
to the estimated levels, or numbers, of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal
victimization rates are given in Table 1I, whereas
Table III displays the standard error approxima-
tions for household victimization rates. For levels
and rates not specifically listed on the tables, linear
interpolation must be used to approximate the
error.

then would be from 3,302 to 4,698.

Assume further that, for a San Diego popula-
tion subgroup numbering 75,000, the recorded
personal - victimization rate was 30 per 1,000
persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear interpola-
tion of data listed in Table II would yield a standard
error of about 36. Consequently, chances are 68
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 30 would be
within 3.6 of a complete census figure; ie., the 68
percent confidence interval associated with the
estimate would be from 26.4 to 33.6. And, the
chances are 95 out of 100 that the cstimated rate
would be within roughly 7.2 of a complete enumera-
tion; i.e., the 95 percers confidence interval would
be about 22.8 to 37.2.

. In comparing two sample estimates, the standard
error of the difference between the two figures is
approximately equal to the squarc root of the sum
of the squares of the standard errors of cach estimate
considered. separately. This formula represents the
actual standard error quite accurately for the differ-
ence between uncorrclated sample estimates, If,
however, there is a high positive correlation, the
formula will overestimate the true standard error of
the difference; and if there is a large ncgative corre-
lation, the formula will underestimate the true
standard error of the difference. g,
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2 Table ll. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates
(68 chances out of 100)
Estimated rate Base of rate
per 35000 persons 100 2,500 5,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000
«5 or 999.5 12.3 2.5 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.6 0.4 0,2 0.2 0.1
$ 75 or 999,25 15,1 3.0 2,1 1.5 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2
: 1 or 999 17.5 3.5 2.5 1.7 1,1 0.8 0.6 0.7 0.2 0.2
: 2.5 or 9975 27.6 5¢5 3.9 2.8 1.7 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3
. 5 or 995 39.0 7.8 545 3.9 2.5 1.7 1,2 0.8 0,6 0.4
7.5 or 992.5 L7.6° 9.5 6.7 4.8 3.0 2.1 1.5 1.0 0.7 0.5
§ 10 or 990 54.9 11.0 7.8 5.5 3.5 2.5 1.7 1,1 0.8 0.5
b 25 or 975 86.2 17.2 12,2 8.6 5.5 3.9 2.7 1.7 1,2 0.9
% 50 or 950 120.4 2.1 17.0 12,0 7.6 5edy 3.8 2.1, 1.7 1,2
100 or 900 165.7 33.1 23.4 16.6 10.5 Tl 5.2 3.3 2.3 1.7
250 or 750 239,1 7.8 33.8 23,9 15.1 10.7 7.6 48 3.4 2.4
500 276,1 55.2 39,0  27.6 17,5 12,3 8.7 5.5 3.9 2.8
Table lll. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates
(68 chances out of 100)
Estimated rate per Basé of rate
1,000 households 100 1,000 2,500 5,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000
o5 Oor 999.5 12, 4,0 2.5 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.3 C.2 0.1
75 or 999.25 is5, L9 3.1 2, 1.5 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2
1 or 999 17. 5.6 3.6 2.5 1,8 1.1 0.8 0.6 [N 0.3 0.2
2.5 or 997.5 28, 8.9 5.6 4,0 2.8 1.8 1,3 0.9 0.6 [V 0.3
; Y 5 or 995 39. 12,6 7.9 5.6 4.0 2.5 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 O
i‘; 7+5.0r 992,5 48, 15.3 9.7 6.9 49 3.1 2,2 1.5 1.0 0. 0.5
< 10 or 990 564 17.7 11,2 7.9 546 3¢5 2.5 1.8 1.1 0. 0.6
,g 25 or 975 87. 27.8 17.6 12,4, 8.8 5.6 3.9 2.8 19 1. 0.9
B 50 or 950 122, 38.8 24,5 17.3 12,3 7.8 5.5 3.9 2.5 1. 1,2
i 100 or 900 168, 53.4 33.8 23.9 16.9 10.7 7.6 53 3.4 2, 1.7
! 250 or 750 23,7 Tl LB 352U 15,4, 10,9 7.7 1.8 3, 2.4
¢ 500 281.4 89,0 56,3 9.8 28,1 17.8 12.6 8.9 5.6 L 2.8
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APPENDIX IHI

COMMERCIAL SURVEY
Technical information
and relative error tables

-

Commercial victimization surveys conducted in
central cities have focused on business establish-
ments, but coverage has extended to other organi-
zations, such as those engaged in religious, political,
and cultural activities. Units of Federal, State, and
local government operating within the city limits
generally have been excluded. In applicable cities,
however, government-operated liquor stores and
transportation systems were within the scope of the
survey, these having been the only exceptions to
the general exclusion of government entities. Organ-
izations other than businesses have accounted for a
relatively small part of each city samplz, Survey data
were personally gathered by interviewers from the
operators (usually managers or owners) of busi-
nesses and other participating organizations. Be-
cause they are based on sample surveys rather than
complete enumerations; all results are estimates.

Sample design and size

For the purposes of sample selection, San
Diego was segmented into geographical units
known to have contained at least four but not more
than six commercial establishments, whether re-
tail, service, or a combination of the two kinds.
Establishments of other types were not taken into
consideration in designing the sample; nevertheless,
visually recognizable establishments of all types and
selected nonbusiness organizations located within
each segment during the field survey were eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Segments already being
sampled in connection with the nationwide com-
mercial victimization survey were excluded from
the sample.

A total of 1,477 commercial establishments (in-
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 193 were
found to be out of business at the time of the field

interviews, no longer operating at the designated
address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At
five other establishments it was impossible to conduct
interviews because the operator could not be
reached, declined to participate in the survey, or was
otherwise not available. Therefore, interviews were
taken in 1,279 establishments, and the overall rate
of response among those qualified to participate was
99.6 percent.

Estimation procedure

Data records produced by the survey interviews
were assigned final weights, applied to each usable
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide
estimates of victimization data. The final weight
was the product of the following elements: (1) a
basic weight, reflecting each selected establishment’s
probability of being in the sample; (2) an adjust-
ment for noninterviews; and (3) a factor to account
for establishments which were in operation during
only part of the survey reference period,

The noninterview adjustment was equal to the
total number of data records required for each
particular kind of business divided by the number
of usable records actually collected. The factor to
account for establishments that were not in operation
during thé entire 12-month time frame was applied
only to the number of incidents involving such
businesses and not the complete inventory of those
establishments. This factor was obtained by multi-
plying the basic weight of cach part-year operator
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the
number of months the establishment was attive
during the reference period. Then, the result was
multiplied by the ratio of required records divided
by the number of usable records, the result being
applied to the record of each part-year operator.
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96 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Dilego

Reliability of estimates

As indicated, statistical data presented in this
publication concerning the criminal victimization of
commercial establishments are estimates that werc
derived through probability sampling methods rather
than from complete enumeration. The sample used
was only one of many of equal size that could have
been selected within the city, utilizing the same
sample design. Although the results obtained from
any two samples might differ markedly, the average
of a number of different samples would be expected
to be in near agreement with the results of a com-
plete enumeration using the same data collection
procedures and processing methods. Similarly, the
results obtained by averaging data from a number
of subsamples of the whole sample would be
expected to give an order of magnitude of the
variance between any single subsample and the
grouping of subsamples. Such a technique, known as
the random group method, was used for calculating
the coefficients of variation, or relative errors, for
estimates generated by the survey. Because the
relative crrors are the products of calculations in-
volving estimates derived through sampling, each
error in turn is subject to sampling variability.

As in the household survey, estimates on crimes
against businesses are subject to nonsampling er-
rors, principal among these being the problem of
recalling victimizations applicable to the 12 months
prior to interview. Because of a number of factors,
however, these errors probably were less prevalent
in ‘the commercial survey than they were in the
household survey. These factors include the greater
likelihood of recordkeeping #nd of reporting to the
police by businesses, as well as the concentration of
the survey on two of the more serious crimes,
burglary and robbery. Unlike the national sample
of the commercial victimization surveys, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding pro-
cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable
to telescoping.

In addition to thosc relating to victim . recall
ability, nonsampling errors ‘may have arisen from
deficient interviewing and from data processing
mistakes. ‘However, quality -control measures com-

parable to those used in the household survey were

adopted to minimize such errors.
Commercial survey estimates based on about 10
or fewer sample cases have been considered un-

reliable. Such estimates arc qualified in footnotes
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered
sufficiently reliable to serve as a base for statistics
on commercial crimes was 150,

The numbers of commercial victimizations and
the control figures (bases) shown parenthetically in
Data Table 85 have been rounded to the nearest
hundredth. However, all relative figures (whether
rates or percentages) were calculated from un-
rounded figures.

Relative error tables
and calculations

In order to mcasure sampling variability asso-
ciated with selected results of the commercial survey,
relative errors are presented on two tables in this
appendix. Generalized standard errors, such as those
developed in connection with the household survey,
werc not calculated. Instead, the tables display actual
calculations of relative errors from the sample
observations for estimated values pertaining to selec-
ted characteristics of business establishments. Table
IV applies to the estimated level of victimizations,
and Table V relates to victimization rates for each of
thc measured crimes. Although the relative errors
listed on those tables partially gauge the cffect of
nonsampling error, they do not take into account any
biases that may bc inherent in the survey results.
For estimated values not shown on Tables IV and
V, rough approximations of relative crrors may be
made by utilizing the relative errors for similar
figures having bases of comparable size.

When used in conjunction with the survey re-
sults, the relative error tables permit the construc-
tion of intervals containing the“average results of
all possible samples with a prescribed level of confi-
dence. Chances arc about 68 out of 100 that any
given survey result would differ from results that
would be obtained from a complete enumeration
using the same procedures by less than the relative
error displayed in the tables. Doubling the interval
increases the confidence level to 95 chances out of
100 that the estimated value would differ from the
results-of a complete count by less than ‘twice the
relative error.

To illustrate the computation and significance of
these ranges, assume that one wished to test the
extent of sampling *variability surrounding the
7,600 commercial burglaries - estimated to have

e i s
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occurred in San Diego. Referring to Table IV, it
is found that the relative error associated with the
unrounded form of that figure (7,643) is 17.9 per-
cent. Multiplying 7,643 by .179 yields 1,368.*
Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the
estimated number of incidents would be 6,275 to
9,011. If similar confidence intervals were con-
structed for all possible samples of the same size,

'The calculated figure (1,368) is the standard error of
the estimated 7,643 burglaries (shown as 7,600 on Data
Table 85).

Commercial Survey a7

about two-thirds of these would contain the results
of a complete enumeration using the same method-
ology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the confi-
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the
calculated interval would contain the results that
would have been generated by a complete enumera-
tion, If the interval were to be doubled, then the
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that
the. resulting interval, in this case 4,907 to 10,379,
would contain the total that would have been ob-
tained from a complete tally.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego ’
Table IV. Relative errors for estimated number of commercial victimizations,
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime

; (68 chances out of 100)

K 98

Type of crime Estimated number of incidents Relative error
Burglary 7,643 17-97; APPENDIX IV
i . 5,154 17.3
, Eoted burclary 21189 19:3% TECHNICAL NOTES
Robbery 1,039 : 18.34%
! Completed robbery ) 738 15.6%
: Attempted robbery 301 34.0%

-
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Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates,

by characteristics of establishments and type of crime

(68 chances out of 100)

Burglary Robbery
Estimated rate Estimated rate
per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 Relative
Characteristic establishments error establishments error
Kind of establishment
A1l establishments 358 11.5% L9 10.4%
Retail LL9 13.0% 169 21.0%
Wholessle ) il 35.0% 20 79.7%
Service 336 12.3% 33 25.7%
Gross annual receipts
Less than $10,000 288 23.9% :2@ 3 71.0%
$10,000-$24,999 305 20.8% 12, *
$25,000~849,999 375 21.3% 53 36.5%
$50,000-$99,999 113 21. 72 15,14
$100,000-8499,999 25 14.6% L 39.0%
$500,000-8999,999 563 39.1% 12t 92,5%
$1,000,000 or more 262 540.3% 73 34.1%
No sales 490 30.9% 120 *
Not available 2,0 22,3% 68 29.2%

*Relative error greater than 100 percent.

1Estimate, baséd on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Information provided in this appendix is de-
signed to aid in understanding the report’s selected
findings and, more broadly, to assist data users in
interpreting statistics in the data tables. The notes
address general concepts as well as potential problem
areas, but do not purport to cover all data elements
or problems. The Glossary of terms should be
consulted for definitions of crime categories, vari-
ables, and other terms used in the data tables and
selected findings:

General

Throughout this report,  victimizations are the
basic units of measure. A victimization is a specific
criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a
person, household, or place of business. For crimes
against persons, however, some survey results are
presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza-
tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving
one or more victims and one or more offenders,
For many specific catcgories of personal crime, vie-
timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that
stems from two contingencies: (1) some crimes
were simultanieously committed against more than
one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may
have occurred during the course of a commercial
burglary or robbery, Thus, for each personal victi-
mization reported to survey interviewers, it was
determined whether others were victimized at the
same time and place and whether the offense hap-
pened during a commercial crime. A weighting ad-
justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix
II) protected against the double counting of inci-
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted
during the course of a store holdup, the event would
have been classified as a single commercial rob-
bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With
respect, to crimes against households and businesses,
there is no distinction between victimizations and
incidents, as each criminal act against targets of

either type were assumed to have involved a single
victim, the affected household or business. In fact,
the terms ‘“victimization” and “incident” can be
used interchangeably in analyzing data on household
and commercial crimes.

As indicated with respect to personal crimes,
victimization data are more appropriate than inci-
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse-
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual
victim. They also are better suited for assessing
victim reactions to criminal atiack -and for examin-
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in
addition to serving as a key element in computing
victimization rates, victimization couuts are used
for developing information on victim injury and
medical care, economic losses, time. lost from work,
victim self-protection, offender characteristics, and
reporting to police. On the other hand, incident
data are more adequate for the examination of the
circumstances surrounding the occurrence of per-
sonal crimes, Accordingly, data concerning the time
and place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as
the use of weapons and number of victims and of-
fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical
case given above, therefore, the rate data for
personal assault would reflect the attack on each
customer, and other victimization tables would in-
corporate details concerning the outcome of the
crime for each person, such as any injuries, damage
to clothing, and loss of time from work.

For data tables on crimes against persons, the
table titles stipulate whether victimizations or inci-
dents are the relevant units of measure.

Victim characteristics

A variety of attributes of victimized persons,
households, and commercial establishments appear
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing
the number of victimizations associated with a speci-
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100 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego

fic crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number of
persons, households, or businesses under considera-
tion. For crimes against persons, the rates are based
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over,
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu-
lar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes
are regarded as being directed against the household
as a unit rather than against the individual members;
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of
the fraction consists of the number of households in
question. Similarly, the rates for each of the two
crimes against commercial establishments are re-
lated to the number of businesses being examined.

As indicated previously, victimizations of house-
holds and businesses, unlike those of persons, can-
not involve more than one victim during a specific
criminal act. However, repeated victimizations of
individuals, households, and commercial establish-
ments can and do occur. As general indicators of
the danger of having been victimized during the
reference period, the rates are not sufficiently refined
to represent true measures of risk for specific indi-
viduals, households, and business places. In other
words, they do not reflect variations in the degree
of risk of repeated, or multiple, victimizations; and,
because of the manner in which they are calculated,
the rates in effect apportion multiple victimizations
among the population at large, thereby distorting
somewhat the risk that any single person, household,
or business had of being victimized.

Reporting to the police

The police may have learned about criminal
victimizations directly from the victim or from some-
one else, such as another household member or a
bystander, or because they were on (or happened
upon) the scene at the time of the crime. In the
data tables, however, the means by which police
learned of the crime are not distinguished, the
overall proportion made known to them being of
primary concern.

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited by respon-
dents for not reporting crimes to the police. Data
tables on this topic distribute all reasons for each
non-report, and no determination has been made of
the primary reason, if any, for not reporting the
crimie.

Time and place of occurrence

For each of the measured crimes against
persons, households, and businesses, data on when
the offenses occurred were obtained for three broad
time intervals: the daytime hours (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.);
the first half of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight); and
the second half of nighttime {midnight to 6 a.m.).

Regarding data from the household survey,
tables. on place of occurrence distinguish six kinds
of sites, two of which cover the respondent’s home
and its immediate vicinity. For certain offenses not
involving contact between victim and offender, the
classification of crimes is determined on the basis
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition,
most household burglaries happen at principal resi-
dences, with a small percentage at second homes or
at places occupied temporarily, such as hotels and
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house-
hold larceny are differentiated from one another
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur.
Whereas the latter transpire only in the home and
its immediate environs, the former can take place at
any other location. In order to have been classified
as a houschold larceny within the victim’s own
home, the offense had to have been committed by a
person (or persons) admitted to the residence, or
by someone having customary access to it, such as
a deliveryman, servant, acquaintance, or relative.
Otherwise, the crime would have been classified as a
household burglary, or as a personal robbery if
force or its threat were used. Commercial burglaries
can take place only on the premises of business firms;
however, commercial robberies can occur away from
the premises, or even outside the city limits, such as
during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel
away from the establishment.

For personal and houschold crimes, and in addi-
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data
are presented on the “geographical area” of oc-
currence. The tables distinguish between offenses
that happened within the city of residence; inside
another central city; and elsewhere (suburbs and
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that
took place when the victims were temporarily away
from their residence, such as vacaticning, visiting or
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business;
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and (2) crimes that took place within the reference
period but at a time when the victim lived at a
place other than the city being surveyed.

Number of victims and offenders

As noted previously, the number of individuals
victimized in each personal crime is a key element
for computing rates of victimization and other data
on the impact of crime. However, the data table
specifically concerning the number of individual
victims per crime is based on incidents.

Two tables, also based on incidents, display
data on the number of offenders involved in per-
sonal crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey
questions on characteristics of offenders, the lead
question concerned the number of offenders. If the
victim did not know how many offenders took part
in the incident, no further questions were asked
about offender characteristics, and the crime was
classified as having involved strangers. The terms
“stranger” and “nonstranger” are defined in the
Glossary. !

Perceived characteristics
of offenders

Some of the tables on this subject display data on
the offenders only and others cover both victims
and offenders. The characteristics examined are age
and race. As with most information developed
from this survey, offender attributes are based solely
on the victim’s perceptions and ability to recall the
crime, Because the events often were stressful ex-
periences, resulting in confusion or. physical harm
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning
offender characteristics were more subject than other
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred
under somewhat vague -circumstances, especially
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in-
fluenced the attribution of offender characteristics. If
victims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or
a set of them) more than others, bias would have
been introduced into the findings, and no method
has been developed for dectermining the existence
and cffect of such bias.

Technical Notes 101

In the relevant data tables, a distinction is made
between “single-offender” and ‘“multiple-offender”
crimes, with the latter classification applying to
those committed by two or more persons. As ap-
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the category
“mixed ages” refers to cases in which the offenders
in any single incident were classifiable under more
than one age group; similarly, the term “mixed
races” applies to situations in which the offenders
were members of more than a single racial group.

Weapons use by offenders

For personal. crimes of violence and commercial
robbery, information was gathered on whether or
not the victims observed that the offenders were
armed, and, if so, the types of weapons concerned.
For purposes of tabulation and analysis, the mere
presence of a weapon constituted “use.” In other
words, the term “weapons use” applies both to
situations in which weapons served for purposes of
intimidation, or threat, and to those in which they
actually were employed as instruments of physical
attack.

In addition to firearms and knives, the data
tables distinguish “other” weapons and those of un-
known types. The category “other” refers to such
objects as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles. A
difference exists, however, in the manner in which
the types of weapans were classified in the personal
and commercial sectors. For each personal crime of
violence by an armed offender, the type, or types,
of weapons present were recorded, not the number
of weapons. For instance, if offenders wielded two
firearms and a knife:during a personal robbery, the
crime would have been classified as one in which
weapons of each type were used. With respect to
each robbery of a business in which weapons of
more than onc type were observed, only the most
lethal type was recorded. Thus, for example, if of-
fenders used two firearms and a knife in robbing a
store, the crime would have been classified as one
in which firearms were used; a single entry would
have been made under the category “firearms.”

Victim self-protection

With reference to personal crimes of violence,
information was obtained on whether or not victims
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, -and, if so, the meas-
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging
from nonviolent to forcible, were considered self-
protection measures: reasoning Wwith the offender;
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for
help; hitting, kicking, or scratchiag the offender;
and using or brandishing a weapor. The pertinent
tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by
victims in each crime, no determinatitn having been
made of the single most important measure.

Victim injury and economic losy

Information was gathered concerning the in-
juries sustained by the victims of each of the three
personal crimes of violence. However, during the
preparation of this report, the requisite data were
not available for calculating the proportion of rape
victimizations in which victims were injured. There-
fore, information on the percent of crimes in which
victims were harmed is confined to personal robbery
and assault. For each of these crimes, the types of
injuries concerned are described in the Glossary,
under “Physical injury.”

Victims who had been injured furnished data on
hospitalization and on medical expenses. With re-
gard to medical expenses, the data tables are based
solely on information from victims who knew with
certainty that such expenses were incurred and also
knew, or were able to estimate, their amount. By
excluding victims unaware of such outlays, and of
their amount, the utility of the data is somewhat
restricted. Although data were unavailable on the
proportion "of rapes attended by victim injury, in-
formation relating to hospitalization and medical

costs were available on that crime; these results are
reflected in the appropriate data tables.

With respect to economic losses incurred by
persons, households, and commercial establishments,
the data tables make distinctions between crimes
resulting in “theft and/or damage loss” and “theft
loss” only. Table titles specify the applicable category
of loss. The terni “theft loss” refers to stolen cash,
property, or both, whereas ‘“damage” pertains to
property only. Items categorized as having “no mone-
tary value” could include losses of trivial, truly
valueless objects, or of ones having considerable
sentimental importance. References to losses “re-
covered” apply to compensation received by victims
for theft losses, as well as to restoration of stolen
property or cash, although no distinction is made
as to the manner of recovery. For assault, informa-
tion on economic losses relates solely to property
damage, because assaults attended by theft are clas-
sified as robbery. Similarly, there was no attempt to
measure attempted pocket picking; by definition,
therefore, all pocket pickings had the outcome of
theft loss, and there may hidve been some cases with
property damage.

For all crimes reported to interviewers, the sur-
veys determined whether persons lost time from work
after the experience, and, if so, the length of time
involved. With respect to crimes against persons and
households, the survey did not record the identity of
the household member (or members) who lost work
time, although it may be assumed that, for most
personal offenses, it probably was the victim who
sustained the loss. For commercial burglary and rob-
bery, data on loss of time from work was applicable
to owners, operators, and employees of the entities
concerned.
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GLOSSARY

Age—The appropriate age category is determined
by each respondent’s age as of the last day of
the month preceding the interview.

Aggravated assault—Attack witli a weapon result-
ing in any injury and attack without a weapon
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of
consciousness) or in undetermined injury requir-
ing 2 or morg days of hospitalization. Also in-
cludes attempted assault with a weapon.

Annual family income—Includes the income of the
household head and all other related persons
residing in the same housing unit. Covers the 12
months preceding the interview and includes
wages, salaries, net income from business or
farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent, and any
other form of monetgry income. The income of
persons unrelated to the head of household is
excluded.

Assault-——An unlawful physical attack, whether ag-
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes
attempted assaults with or without a weapon.
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as

" attacks involving theft or attempted theft, which
are classified as robbery.

Attempted forcible entry—A -form of burglary in
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry.

Burglary—Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended
by theft. Includes attempted forcibie entry.

Central city—The largest city (or “twin cities”) of a
standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA),
defined below,

Commercial crimes—Burglary or robbery of busi-
ness establishments and certain other organiza-
tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi-
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed
and attempted acts. Additional details concern-
ing entities covered by the commercial survey
appear in the introduction to Appendix IIT,

Forcible entry—A form of burglary in which force
is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window
or slashing a screen).

AR R S I

Head of household——For classification purposes,
only one individual per household can be the
head person. In husband-wife households, the
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head.
In other households, the head person is the indi-
vidual so regarded by its members; generally,
that person is the chief breadwinner,

Household—Consists of the occupants of separate
living quarters meeting either of the following
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem-
porarily absent, whose usual place of residence is
the housing unit in question, or (2) Persons
staying in the housing unit who have no usual
place of residence elsewhere.

Household crimes—Burglary or larceny of a resi-
dence, or motor vehicle theft. Includes both com-
pleted and attempted acts.

Household - larceny—Theft or attempted theft of
property or cash from a residence or its imme-
diate vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted forcible
entry, or unlawful entry is not involved.

Incident—A specific criminal act involving one or
more victims and offenders. In situations where
a personal crime occurred during the course of a
commercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed
that the commercial victimization survey ac-
counted for the incident and, therefore, it was not
counted as an incident of personal crime. How-
ever, details of the outcome of the event as they
related to the victimized individual would be re-
flected in data on personal victimizations,

Kind of establishment—Determined by the sole or
principal activity at each place of business.

Larceny—Theft or attempted theft of property or
cash without force. A basic distinction is made
between personal larceny and household larceny.

Marital status—Each household member is assigned
to one of the following categories: (1) Married,
which includes persons joined in common-law
unions and those parted temporarily for reasons
other than marital discord (employment, military
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced.
Separated includes miarried persons who have a
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legal separation or have parted because of mari-
tal discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never married,
which includes those whose only marriage has
been annulled and those living together (exclud-
ing common-law unions).

Motor vehicle—Includes automebiles, trucks, motor-
cycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally
allowed on public roads and highways.

Motor vehicle theft—Stealing or unauthorized tak-
ing of a motor vehicle, including attempts at such
acts.

Nonstranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) are classified as having in-
volved nonstrangers if victim and offender are
related, well known to, or casually acquainted
with one another. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Offender—The perpetrator of a crime; the term
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail-
ing contact between victim and offender.

Offense—A crime; with respect to personal crimes,
the two terms can be used interchangeably irre-
spective of whether the applicable unit of meas-
ure is a victimization or an incident.

Personal crimes-——Rape, robbery of persons, assault,
personai larceny with contact, or personal larceny
without contact. Includes both completed and
attempted acts.

Personal crimes of theft—Theft or attempted theft
of property or cash, either with contact (but
without force or threat of force) or without direct
contact between victim and offender. Equivalent
to personal larceny.

Personal crimes of violence—Rape, robbery of
persons, or assault, Includes both completed and
attempted acts.

Personal Jarceny—Equivalent to personal crimes of
theft. A distinction is made between personal
larceny with contact and personal larceny with-
out contact.

Personal larceny with contact—Theft of purse,
wallet, or cash, by stealth directly from the person
of the victim, but without force or the threat of
force, Also includes attempted purse snatching.

Personal larceny without contact—Theft or at-
tempted theft, without direct contact between
victiim and offender, of property or cash from any
place other than the victim’s home or its imme-
diate vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the
offender during the commission of the act.

Physical injury—The term is applicable to each of
the three personal crimes of violence, although
data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic-
tim injury were not available during the prepara-
tion of this report. For personal robbery and
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is
made between injuries from ‘“serious assault”
and “minor assault.” Examples of injuries from
serious assault include broken bones, loss of
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of consciousness,
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as-
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches,
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults
resulting in victim iniury, the degree of harm
governs classification &F the cvent. The same cle-
ments of injury applicable ¢~ robbery with injury
from serious . .uult also pertain to aggravated
assault with injury; similarly, the same types of
injuries for robbery with injury from minor
assault are relevant to simple assault with injury.

Simple assault—Attack without a weapon resulting
either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black eyes,
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined in-
jury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.
Also includes attempted assault without a
weapon.

Standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA)—Ex-
cept in the New England States, a standard met-
ropolitan statistical area is a county or group of
contiguous counties that contains at least one city
of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or “twin cities”
with a combined population of at least 50,000.
In addition to the county, or counties, contain-
ing such a city or cities, contigucus counties are
included in an SMSA if, aceording to certain
criteria, they are socially afid economically in-
tegrated with the central city. In the New Eng-
land States, SMSA'’s consist of towns and cities
instead of counties. Each SMSA must include
at least one central city, and the complete title of
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities.

)
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Stranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) arc classified as involving
strangers if the victim so stated, or did not sce
or recognize the offender, or knew the offender
only by sight. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Tenure—Two forms of household tenancy are dis-
tinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings
being bought through mortgage, and (2) Rented,
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging
to a party other than the occupant and situations
where rental payments are in kind or in services.

Unlawful entry—A form of burglary committed by
someone having no legal right to be on the
premises even though force is mot used.

Victim—The recipient of a criminal act; usually
used in relation to personal crimes, but also
applicable to househq{ds and commercial estab-
lishments,

Victim self-protection measures—For each victimi-
zation involving a personal crime of violence,
victim reactions of the following types are con-
strued to be self-protection measures: hitting,
kicking, or scratching the offender; reasoning
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help;
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flecing from the offender; and/or using or
brandishing a weapon.

Victimization—A specific criminal act as it affects
a single victim, whether a person, household, or
commercial establishment. In criminal acts
against persons, the number of victimizations is
determined by the number of victims of such
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimizations is
somewhat higher than the number of incidents
because more than one individual is victimized
during certain incidents, as well as because per-
sonal victimizations that occurred in conjunction
with either commercial burglary or robbery are
not counted as incidents of personal crime. Each
criminal act against a household or commercial
establishment is assumed to involve a single vic-
tim, the affected household or establishment.

Victimization rate—For crimes against persons, the
victimization rate, a measure of occurrence
among population groups at risk, is computed on
the basis of the number of victimizations per
1,000 resident population age 12 and over. For
crimes against households, victimization rates
are calculated on the basis of the number of
incidents per 1,000 households. And, for crimes
against commercial establishments, victimization
rates are derived from the number of incidents
per 1,000 establishments,

Victimize—To perpetrate a crime against a person,
household, or commercial establishment.
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