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PREFACE 

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

Since the early 1970's, victimization sUlrveys 
have been designed and carried out for the£Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by 
the U.S. Bureau of the Census for \the purpose of 
developing information that permits detailed assess
ment of the character and exterit of selected types of 
criminal victimization. Based on representative 
samplings of households arJd 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 othel:'central cities in 1974 enabled 
measurement of the extent to which city residents 
age 12 and over, households, and commercial estab
lishments were victimized by selected crimes, whether 
completed or attempted. For those committed against 
individuals, the offenses covered were rape, robbery, 
assault, and personal larceny; for households they 
were burglary, household larceny, and motor vehicle 
theft; and for commercial establishments they were 
burglary and robbery. The chapter entitled "The City 
Surveys" includes a detailed discussion of the crimes 
and of classification procedures. In addition to gau~
ing the extent to which the relevant crimes ~~p
pened, the surveys have permitted examinatiop of 
the characteristics of victims and the circumstahces 

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

The surveys in 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 bU!iiness firms) in addi
tion to particulars Gn any criminal acts they incurred. 

The 103 data tables in this publication are 
arranged by sectors, that is, by crimes against per
sons, households, and commercial establishments. 
Within each sector, the tables are further divided 
along topical lines. These topics are reflected in the 
analytical statements compiled in the section entitled 
"Selected Findings," which highlights certain basic 
survey results. The statements. illustrate the types of 
empjrical data being produced under the National 
Criitle 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 h\rge-scale data 
collection effort. As part of the dis11ussion 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 effeet 
of sampling errors, estimate variations can be de
termined rather precisely. In the report's selected 
findings, categorical statements involving analytical 
comparisons met statistical tests that. the differences 
were equivalent to or greater than two standard 
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errors, or, in other words, that the chances were at 
least 95 out of 100 that each difference described did 
not result solely from sampling variability. Qualified 
statements of comparison met significance tests that 
the differences were within the range of 1.6 and 2 
standard errors, or that there was a mcelihood 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 estimatioi1 procedures. The fourth 
appendix consists of a series of technic~l notes, par
alleling the topics covered by the section on selected 
findings and designed as guides to the interpretation 
of survey results. 

In relation to crimes against persons, survey re
sults are based on either of two units of measure
victimizations or incidents. A victimization is a speci
fic criminal act ~s 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 
"vktimization" 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 lIT. 

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

Iv 

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 took 
place outside the city; they exclude criminal acts 
committed within the city again~t 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, anel 
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee 
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the 
counting and classifying ruies 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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T~E CITY SURVEYS 

The National Crime Survey is a program designed 
to develop information not otherwise available on 
the natur.e of crime and its impact on society 
by means of victimization surveys of the general 
population. Based .on represeIltative samplings of 
households and commercial establishments, the 
surveys elicit information about experiences, if any, 
with selected crimes of violence and theft, including 
events that were reported to the police as well as 
those' that were not. By focusing on the victim, the 
person likely to b~ 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 an their effect. 

As one of the m(l,st ambitious efforts yet under
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data, 
victimization surveys are expected to supply the 
criminal justice community with new insights into 
crime and its victims, complementing data resources 
already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua
tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes 
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to 

, police attention. They also furnish a means for 
deveioping victim profiles and, for identifiable sec
tors of society, yield information necessary to com
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza-

-'"" Jion surveys also have the capability of distinguish-
'1h~L between stranger-to...gtranger and domestic vio
lenc(! and between armed and strong-arm assaults 
and robberies. They can tally some of tile costs of 
crime in tetms of injury or economic loss sustained, 
and they can pp:()vide grea'tet 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 fDr 
developing indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the 
levels of'crirttej conducted under the same procedures 
in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing 
the crime situation between two or rnore localities or 
types of 10caJiHes. 

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 
specificaUy, they have been shown to be most ap
plicable to rape, robbery, assault, burglary, and both 
pers:onal 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 
fDr which it is difficult tD identify knowledgeable 
respDndents or to locate comprehensive data records, 
as in offenses against government entities. 1 Ex
amples of the latter are income tax evasion and the 
theft of .office supplies. Crimes of which the victim 
may not be aware alsQ cannot be measured effec
tively by the survey technique. Buying stolen proper
ty may fall into this catef7ory, as may some i~stances 
of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted cnmes 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 documentatiDn main
tained by most commercial establishments on losses 

. .,from these crimes. Finally, events in which the vic
tim has shown a willingness to' participate in illegal 
activity also are excluded. Examples of the latter, 
which are unlikely~' to be reported to interviewers, 
include gambling, various types of swindles, con 
games, and blackmail. 

1 Other than gov:ernment-operated liquor stores and 
transportation systems, which fall within the purview of the 
program's commercial sector, government institutioQs and 
offices are outside the sct.\!)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 Vlc~lmlzation 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 bu~iness 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, i.e., the 
ability of respondents to remember incidents befall
ing them or their households, and by the phenome
non of telescoping, that is, the tendency of some 
respondents to recount incidents occurring outside 
(usually before) the referenced time frame. In con
tinuous surveys, this tendency can be controlled by 
using a bounding technique, whereby the first 
interview serves as a benchmark, and summary 
records of each successive interview aid in avoiding 
duplicative reporting of criminal victimization experi
ences; such a technique is used in the National 
Crime Survey program's national sample. Because 
the city surveys have not been continuous, however, 
the data are subject ~o telescoping, and no assess
ment has been made concerning the magnitude of 
the problem. 

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

possible to analyze the characteristics and effects of 
these crimes. But, although the estimated number of 
series victimizations was appreciable, the number of 
victims who actually experienced such acts was small 
in relation to the total number of individuals who 
were victimized one or more times and who had 
firm recollections of each event. Approximately 
8,700 series victimizations against persons and 
7,400 against households, each encompassing at 
least three separate but undifferentiated events, were 
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month 
reference period. A table of these series victimiza
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears 
in Appendix III of the preceding repmt, Criminal 
Victimization Surveys ill 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 maYOr may not involve 
contact between the victim and offender. 

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

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

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

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

Assaults are crimes in which the object is to do 
physical harm to the victim. The conventional forms 
of assault are "aggravated" and "simple." An assault 
carried out with a weapon is considered to be an 
aggravated assault, irrespective of the degree of 
injury, if aQY. 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 im:idents 
with results no more serious than a minor bruise and 
incidents that bring the victim near death-but only 
near, because death would turn the crime into 
homicide. 

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

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

Personal crimes of theft (i.e., personal larceny) 
involv!, the theft of cash or property by stealth. 
Such crl'-,,;s mayor may not bring the victim into 
direct contact with the offender. Personal l~rceny 
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 vnly 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 
umbreUa from a restaurant, a portable radio from 
the beach, clothing from an automobile parked in 
a shopping center, a bicycle from a schoolground, 
food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket, 
etc. Lack of force is a major identifying element in 
personal larceny. Should, for example, a woman 
become aware of an attempt to snatch her purse 
and resist, and should the offender then use force, 
the crime would escalate to robbery. 

In any criminal incident against a person, more 
than a single offense can take place. A rape may be 
associated with a robbery, for example. In classify
ing the survey-measured crimes, each criminal 
event has been counted only once, by the most 
serious act that took place during the incident and in 
accordance with the seriousness ranking system used 
by the Federal Bureau of';nvestigation. 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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4 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Diego 

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 

AlI three of the measured crime& against house
holds-burglary, household larceny, and motor ve
hicle theft-are crimes that do not involve personal 
confrontation. If there were such confrontation, the 
crime would be a personal crime, not a household 
crime, and the victim no longer would be the 
household itself, but the member of the household 
involved in the confrontation. For example, if 
members of the household surprised a burglar in 
their home and then were threatened or harmed by 
the intruder, the act would be classified as assault. 
If the intruder were to demand or take cash and/or 
proper.ty 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 6s a household burglary for the 
household whose member or members were in
volved. 

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

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

The theft or unauthorized use of motor vehicles, 
commonly regarded as Ii specialized form of house
hold larceny, is treated separately in the National 
Crime Survey program. Completed as well as at
tempted acts involving automobiles, trucks, motor
cycles, and other vehicles legally entitled to use pub
lic streets are included. 

CRIMES AGAINST 
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS 

Although commercial crimes, as the term is used 
in this report, consist primarily of victjmizations 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 tht'.n 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
IisQm~nt, 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. 1 

I 
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SELECTED FINDINGS 

The statements that follow are illustrative of the 
information that can be drawn from this report's 
d.ata. tables. As a guide to readers, table source 
clta!l~ns are g.ive.n parenthetically after each finding. 
IndlVlduals wlshmg 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. 

Gel1eral 

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. 

Personal crimes of theft outnumbered personal 
crimes of violence by about 2.7 to 1. 

Victim characteristics 

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

Men 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 hact the highest victimization 
rate of any income g'roul" [Table 20]. 

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

White males age 16-19 had an exceptionaliy high 
rate for personal crimes of theft-328 per 1 000 
[Table 27J, ' 

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 racti> [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]. 

The household larceny rate for households with 
six or more members was about 2V2 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]. 

Approximately one-fourth of all businesses were 
victimized at least once during 1973; 15 percent 
of those affected were victimized more than once 
[Thbles 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 
r~latively more often than men, but there was no 
SIgnificant difference between the sexes in re
porting crimes of theft [Table 41]. 

~here wa~ some indication that blacks reported 
VIolent cnmes 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 J ' 
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Thirty-seven percent of all household 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 offenders 
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]. 

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 aut by blacks [Table 
10]. 

More multiple-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 robbt:ries of whites 
attributed to offenders who were all white or all 
black [Table 12]. 

Weapon"s 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]. 

Offenders used weapons in 81 percent of all com
mercial robberies [Table 102]. 

Firearms 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 
45]. 

Victim injury and economic loss 
Victims were injured in 28 percent of all personal 
robberies and assaults [Table 31]. 

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]. 

Selected FIndIng!! 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 personal 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 resullting in loss, most 
(56 percent) involved less tha:n $50, including 
items of no monetary value [Table 80]. 

Blacks had a somewhat high(~r proportion of 
losses in the $50 or more caltegory than did 
whites [Table 80]. 

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

Eighty-eight percent of commerciall 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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SURVEY DATA TABLES 

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injUry. 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Persor~l larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Number 

2!l,600 
1,100 
6,200 

2,100 
1,000 

·1,100 
2,000 
2,000 

21,300 
8,500 
2,600 
5,800 

12,900 
2,900 
9,900 

76,600 
2,800 

700 
400 

1,700 
73,800 

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

Rate 

53 
2 

11 

4 
2 
2 
4 
4 

39 
16 
5 

11 
24-
5 

18 

141 
5 
1 
1 
3 

136 
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10 Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Diego 

Table 2. Persona' 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 assault 900 1,000 1:1.20 
From minor assault 1,000 1,100 1:1.13 

Robbery without injury 1,600 r 2,000 1:1.24 
Attempted robbery without injury 1,800 2,000 1:1.10 

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 1:1.16 

Crimes of theft 74,900 76,600 1:1.02 
Personal larceny with contact 2,600 2,800 1:1.08 

Purse snatching 600 700 1:1.05 
Attempted purse snatching 400 400 1:1.09 

Personal larceny without contact '72,300 73,800 1:1.02 

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

'Because of data processing problems, a manual weighting procedure was used for estimating the 
number of incidents of personal larceny l"ithout contact. Since it was not feasible to perform 
an Ldjustment for cases involving more than one victim, the estimated number of incidents may be 
slightly inflated. 
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Table 3. Personal crimes of violence: Number and rate of victimizations, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship 

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

All victimizations Involving strangers 
Type of crime Number Rate Number Rate 

Crimes of violence 28,600 53 20,900 39 
Rape 1,100 2 800 1 

Completed rape 300 1 1100 1Z 
Attempted rape 800 2 700 1 

Robbery 6,200 11 5,500 10 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 2,100 4 1,800 3 

From serious assault 1,000 2 1,000 2 
From minor assault 1,100 2 900 2 

Robbery without injury 2,000 4 1,900 3 
Attempted robbery without injury 2,000 4 1,800 3 

Assault 21,300 39 14,600 27 
Aggravated assault 8,500 16 5,900 11 

With injury 2,600 5 1,700 3 
Attempted assault with weapon 5,800. 11 4,300 8 

Simple assault 12,900 24 8,700 16 
With injury 2,900 5 1,800 3 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 9,900 18 6,900 13 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
'Estimete, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

." 

Involving nonstrangers 
Number Rate 

7,700 14 
300 1 

1200 1Z 
1200 1Z 

700 1 

300 1 
1100 1Z 

300 Z 
1200 1Z 
1200 1Z 

6,700 12 
2,500 5 

900 2 
1,600 3 
4,200 8 
1,100 2 

3,100 6 
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Criminal Victimization Survey. 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 thef't 

sex 
Male (41l) 56 65 53 
Female (52) 44 35 47 

Race 
White ~90) 92 91 92 
Black (j~ 7 7 7 
Other 2 2 2 

Age 
12-15 (9 ~ 14 18 13 

~ !l.j 
18 20 18 
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 parentheses refer to percent in the group. Detail may not add to 100 percent 
because of' rounding. . 

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

Sex Race 
Type of' crime Both sexes Male Female White Black 

Crimes of' violence 73 78 64 74 53 
Rape 71 ~ 71 71 2100 
Robbery B9 B9 89 B9 94 

Robbery end attempted 
rDbbery with injury 84 85 B3 83 2100 
From serious assault 92 94 286 92 2]00 
From minor assault 77 70 82 74 2100 

Robbery without injury 92 92 92 92 2100 
Attempted rObbery without 

injury 91 90 94 92 275 
Assault 68 75 56 70 41 

Aggravated assault 70 75 59 73 40 
With injury 64 73 38 66 219 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 73 76 66 77 43 
Simple assault 67 74 54 68 243 

With injury 62 74 46 60 266 
Attempted assault 

without weapon 69 74 58 70 233 

1No rapes of' males were recorded. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, '.is statisticaJ.ly unreliable. 
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Survey Da .. Table. 

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

Male Female,-
Type of crime White Black White 

Crimes of' violence 79 58 ~65 

Rape 2 " 71 
Robbery B9 92 88 

With injury B3 ~100 81 
Without injury 91 ~B9 92 

Assault 76 47 58 
Aggravated assault 77 50 64 
Simple assaul t 75 ~42 5h 

~Estimate, based on about 10 or f'ewer sample esses, is statistically unreliable. 
"No rapes of' males were recorded. 

Black 

143 
1100 
1100 
~100 
~100 

125 
~11 

~43 

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

Race and age All assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault 

All rar.es~ 
61 58 12-15 59 

16-:19 71 75 68 
20-24 65 62 68 

25-34 7$ 84 75 
35-49 6fl 67 69 
50-64 64 61 66 
65 and over 86 79 2100 

White 
64 56 12-15 59 

16-19 73 79 67 
20-24 68 68 68 

25-34 79 85 76 
35-49 71 70 71 
50-64 64 63 65 
65 and over 85 77 2100 

Black 216 239 12-15 227 
16-19 "58 250 "67 
20-24 "28 "33 0 

25-34 "50 "100 0 

35-49 "28 0 239 

50-64 268 "52 "100 
65 and over 2100 2100 0 

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

Table 8. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations 
involving nonstrangers, by type of c.rime anll nature' of relationship 

Type of' crime 

Crimes of violence1 

Robbery 
Assault 

Related and/or well known 

49 
41 
50 

1 Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

\(0) 

Caeually acquainted 

51 
59 
50 

. J; .. 
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Crlmlnai 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 offendef 

Perceived race of offender 
Not known ~d 

Type of crime White Black other nut avail.ab e 

Crimes of violence 65 26 7 2 
76 ~21f 0 0 

Rape 0 
Completed rape ~88 ~13 0 

71 ~29 0 0 
Attempted rape 

~7 ~2 
Robbery 1~1 51 

56 36 ~7 0 Robbery with injury ~3 
Robbery without injury 34 57 16 

Assault 70 21 7 2 

Aggravated assault 68 25 6 11 

Simple assault 71 18 8 ~2 

NOTE: Detail. may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.. . . 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stat~st~ca1ly unreliable. 

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

Perceived race of offender 
Not known and 

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

Crimes of violence 
70 22 7 2 White 

Black 19 74 12 14 

Rape 
76 124 0 0 

White 0 
Black 0 0 0 

Robbery 
43 50 ~6 .1;2 

White 
~19 ~58 ~12 112 

Black 
Robbery with injury 

60 32 ~8 0 
White 

0 1100 0 0 
Black 

Robbery without injury 
35 58 ~5 12 

White 114 
Black 124 148 114 

Assault 
76 15 7 ~2 

~1hite ~3 
Black 119 78 0 

Aggravated assault 
78 15 6 11 

White 
Black 116 84 0 0 

Simple assault 
75 15 8 12 

White 17 
Black 124 70 0 

NOTE- Detail. may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lE;timate, based on about 10 or fewer sample c!,~es, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Perceived race of offenders 
Not known and 

Type of crime All white All black All other Mixed races not avail.able 

Crimes of violence 44 30 11 14 11 
Rape 161 113 113 113 0 
Robbery 31 45 17 14 13 

Robbery with injury 36 44 111 110 0 
Robbery without injury 27 46 14 17 ~5 

Assault 49 24 13 i4 lZ 
Aggravated assault 45 25 14 15 ~1 
Simple assault 52 24 12 12 0 

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

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

and percei".ed race of offenders 

Perceived race of offenders 
Type of crime and race Not known and 
of victims All white All black All other Mixed races not avail.able 

Crimes of violence1 
White 47 28 11 13 "1 
Bleck 0 68 0 "32 0 

Robbery 
White 34 43 36 14 "3 
Bleck 0 "82 0 "18 0 

Assault 
White 51 23 13 13 "z 
Black 0 "52 0 "48 0 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
~Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, 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 

TJPe of crime Under 12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18-20 over not avail.able 

Crimes of violenr.e 11 33 9 12 12 64 2 
Rape 0 6 0 0 16 94 0 
Robbery 11 39 16 15 18 58 13 

Robbery with injury 0 36 17 ~12 117 61 13 
Robberyw1thout 

15 injury 11 40 16 19 56 12 
Assault 11 33 10 12 11 64 2 

Aggravated assault 12 32 7 12 13 64 ~2 

Simple assault .0 34 12 12 10 63 13 

NOTE: Detail. may not add to 100 percerIt because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Crlmlnel'YlcUmlutlon Survey. In Sen DIego" 

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

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived a~ of offender 
Not known and 

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

Crimes of violence', 
12-19 22 64 31 23 
20-34 0 15 84 22 
35-49 0 15 81 24 
50-64 0 26 72 22 
65 and over 0 238 62 0 

Robbery 
12-19 22 55 38 24 
20-34 0 19 81 0 
35-49 0 229 271 0 
50-64 0 234 255 210 
65 and over 0 274 226 0 

Assault 
12-19 22 70 26 22 
20-34 0 15 83 22 
35-49 0 ,"213 82 24 
50-64 0 221 79 0 
65 and over 0 212 288 0 

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

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

Perceived age of offenders 
All under All 21 Not known and 

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

Cr~nes of violence 0 50 17 30 '2 
Rape 0 0 '48 '39 '13 
Robbery 0 54 18 25 '3 

Robbery with injury 0 51 '13 33 '3 
Robbery without injury 0 56 22 19 '3 

Assault 0 51 16 32 12 
Aggravated assault 0 51 14 33 '2 
S~le assault 0 51 17 31 11 

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

1 

. Survey Oete Teble. 
Table 16. Person~1 ~ri!"es. of violence: Percent distribution of multiple- .. 

offender vIctImIzatIons, bl' type of crime, age of victims, 
and perceived age of offenders 

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

Crimes of violence' 
12-19 0 72 24 22 22 20-34 0 27 29 42 22 35-49 0 35 38 227 0 50-64 0 222 238 234 26 65 and over 0 255 0 230 215 Robbery 
12-19 0 80 0 215 25 20-34 0 225 36 39 0 35-49 0 272 228 0 0 50-64 0 222 239 226 213 65 and over 0 265 0 235 0 Assault 
12-19 0 71 25 24 21 20-34 0 31 24 44 21 35-49 0 '26 238 236 0 50-64 0 222 237 241 0 65 and over 0 348 0 226 226 

N0{E: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
2Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted rObbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

S~le assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personsl larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Persor~l larceny without contact 

Male 
(258,400) 

72 
o 

17 

5 
3 
2 
5 
6 

56 
23 
8 

16 
32 

6 
26 

157 
4 
o 
o 
4 

153 

Female 
(283,800) 

35 
4 
7 

3 
'I 
2 
2 
2 

24 
9 
2 
6 

16 
4 

11 

127 
6 
2 
1 
2 

121 

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

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer samp;e 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 -CD 

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

16-19 
(') 

12-15 20-24 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 !lnd over :3-
Type of crime (49,700) (50,000) (73,600) (107,700) (107,800) (93,600) (59,800) a 

S' 
Crimes of violence 105 114 84 53 28 21 15 !. 

Rape 0 6 7 '2 'z 'z 0 
~ Robbery 20 29 17 10 4 6 6 

Robbery and attempted robbery a 
with injury 8 8 6 3 '2 '2 '3 i Robbery without injury 1 8 7 3 '1 '2 '1 

Attempted robbery without injury '4 13 4 4 '1 '2 '1 0 
Assault 85 79 59 qo 24 15 9 :I 

Aggravated assault 28 38 25 14 9 5 6 (I) 

With injury 1 11 7 4 3 '1 ~2 C 
~ Attempted assault with weapon 1 28 18 10 6 4 '4 • Simple assault 57 41 34 26 15 10 '3 'C • With injury 2 11 7 5 3 '2 '1 S' 

Attempted assault without weapon 41 30 28 21 12 8 '2 (I) 

Crimes of theft 199 270 206 157 180 81 33 • :I 
Personal larceny with contact 9 11 7 4 2 3 4 c 

Purse snatching '1 '4 '2 '2 '1 '2 '2 i" 
Pocket picking 8 7 5 3 '1 '1 '2 a 

Personal larceny without contact 190 259' 198 153 106 78 28 0 

IDTE: Numbers in patentheses refer to population in the group. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

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

Table 19. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age ~ 2 and over, 
by type of crime and race of victims 

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

white Black 
Type of crime (48'7,100) (39,900) 

Crimes of v:i.olence 53 47 
Rape 2 11 
Robbery 11 10 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
13 with injury 4 

From serious assault 2 11 
From minor assault 2 11 

Robbery without injury 4 15 
Attempted robbery without injury 4 13 

Assault 40 36 
Aggravated assault 15 22 

With injury 5 13 
Attempted aSRRult with weapon 10 19 

Simple assault 25 14 
With injury 5 14 
Attempted assault without weapon 19 10 

Crimes of thet't 144 126 
Personal larceny 1nth contact 5 12 

Purse snatching 2 11 
Pocket picldng 3 11 

Personal larceny without contact 139 124 

NO'IE: 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<:;ample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims 
II) 
0 

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

Less than $3.000- $7,500- $10,000- $15.000- $25.000 Not 
$3.000 $7,499 $9,999 $14.999 $24.999 or more available 

'.IYpe of crime (42,600) (115.300) (61,500) (127,200) (117.900) (46.600) (31,100) 

::!. :a 
S' 
!!. 

Grimes of violence 100 62 49 44 47 36 40 
Rape 7 4 11 1Z 11 12 0 
Robbery 29 16 9 8 9 14 17 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
12 11 12 with injury 11 6 3 3 

Robbery without injury 8 5 13 3 2 12 15 
Attempted robbery without injury 10 5 14 12 4 11 0 

Assault 64 42 40 36 37 30 33 
Aggravated assault 27 21 19 10 14 11 10 

With injury 9 6 6 4 4 14 2 
Attempted assault with weapon 19 14 13 7 10 7 8 

Simple assault 36 22 21 25 23- 19 23 
With injury 9 4 14 5 6 6 ~7 

Attempted assault without weapon 27 17 17 21 17 13 16 

< 
! 

I 
f 
(I) 
c 
i 
'C • ;-
f 
:I 

Crimes of theft 158 139 129 136 150 173 95 
Personal lerceny with contact 11 7 13 4 4 14 16 

Purse snatching 8 3 1Z 11 11 11 11 
Pocket picking 13 4 13 3 2 13 15 

Personal larceny without contact 147 132 126 132 146 169 89 

C 

f 
001E: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ~, '), 

Z LeIlS than 0.5 per 1,000. 
1Est1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticallY unreliable. 
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Table 21. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and marital status of victims 

(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 4 1 0 15 0 
Robbery 20 6 10 18 110 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
17 110 with injury 6 2 7 

From serious assault 3 1 12 14 0 
From minor assault 3 1 15 13 110 

Robbery without injury 6 3 11 15 0 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 7 2 13 16 0 

Assault 72 23 8 56 120 
Aggravated assault 28 10 12 22 110 

liith inj~' 10 2 0 7 110 
Attempted assault with 

12 weapon 18 7 14 0 
Simple assault 44 13 17 34 110 

With injury 11 2 14 11 0 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 33 12 13 23 110 

Crimes of theft 222 104 50 166 190 
Personal larceny with contii..o;t 8 3 18 6 0 

Purse snatching 2 1 6 5 0 
Pocket picking 6 2 12 12 0 

Personal larceny without 
160 190 contact 214 101 42 

NOTE: Numbers in parentneses refer to popUlation in Ithe group. Dstaii may not add to total 
shown because of rounding. 

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

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

o 

((' 
\, 

r 
! 
c ; 

I 

,-·1 
, ' 
. t 

" 

o 

'b 

. ,. 

j. 



" 

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

r! 
( 

0, 

\ 

;. 

to 

)1 

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

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

Crimes of violence Cdmll~ Qi: :t.1l1l1::t. 
Robberl Assault Personal Personal 

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

Sex and age violence Rape beries injUl'y injury assaults assault assault theft contact contact 

Male 
12-15 (26,000) 133 0 ~ 12 17 104 3(, 66 222 18 214 

1&-" " .. "'" l 1,4 0 43 12 31 112 56 56 309 12 297 
2C-24 35,500 112 0 26 '7 19 86 36 50 243 '7 236 
25-34 52,900 68 0 16 5 11 52 21 32 158 14 154 
35-49 51,900 39 0 '4 '1 '2 35 14 21 107 ',2 105 
5~4 42,700 34 0 10 14 7 23 6 17 S4 '1 S3 
65 and over (25,000) 18 0 '3 '1 '2 15 12 '3 45 '3 42 

Female 
12-15 23,700 74 0 110 '3 '6 64 17 48 174 '9 164 
16-19 25,700 77 11 17 '4 13 48 22 27 233 10 223 
Zl-24 38,100 57 14 9 '5 '4 34 14 20 171 8 163 
25-34 54,700 38 '4 5 '2 '3 28 8 21 156 5 151 
35-49 55,900 18 lZ 14 '2 '2 14 5 .0 110 '3 106 
5~4 50,900, 10 '1 '2 0 '2 8 '4 Ii. 78 5 73 
65 and over (34,800) 13 0 7 '5 '2 15 '2 '3 24 '5 la 

NO'IE: l\'umbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
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 4 '1 
Robbery 17 17 7 '5 

With injury 5 '4 3 '1 
Without injury 11 '13 4 '4 

Assault 56 55 25 20 
Aggravated assault 22 35 9 '11 
Simple assault 34 20 17 '9 

Crimes of theft 159 149 130 107 
Personal larceny with contact 4 '3 I.: '1 
Personal larceny without 

contact 155 146 124 106 

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

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistica11y 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 pe~ 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Crimes of violence 
RObbery AssaUlt 

Crimes of theft 
Personal 

All ,personal Robbery Robbery A11 personal larceny 

Sex and marital status 

Male 
Never married (87,300) 
Married (149,000) 
Widowed (4,600) 
Divorced alXi 
separated (16,200) 

Not available (1,200) 
Female 

Never married (74,100) 
Married (153,300) , 
Widowed (26,200) 
Divorced and 
separated' (28,900) 

Not available (1,400) 

crimes of 
violence Rape 

121 0 
41 0 
34 0 

113 0 
'6 0 

66 8 
19 2 
16 0 

59 '7 
0 

A11 rob- with 
beries injury 

29 8 
8 3 

'11 '6 

27 '10 
'2 '2 

(~\ 

9 4 
4 13 

10 "I 

12 '5 
0 0 

without A11 Aggravated Simple 
injury assaults assault assault 

20 92 39 54 
6 32 13 19 

'6 '23 0 '23 

18 86 41 45 
0 '4 '2 '2 

5 48 15 33 
3 13 6 7 

'3 '6 '2 '4 
'7 39 12 28 
0 0 0 0 

OOTE: Numbers in parenthesea refer to population in the group. Detail may not sdd to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

.. ;~ 

crimes of with 
theft contact 

249 9 
105 2 
'51 0 

165 '2 
'124 0 

189 7 
104 4 
49 '9 

167 9 
'58 0 

-, 1 

Personal 
larceny 
without 
contact 

241 f" .... 

103 
'51 

"-164 
'124 fI) 
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Table 25. Persol1al 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) 
n 

Crimes of violence Crimes QJ: theft ::I. 
Personal Personal a 

All personal All personal larceny larceny ;-
crimes of crimes of with without !!. 

Race and age violence;;: Robbery Assault theft contact contact < 
!l 

White 3" 
12-15 41,SOO 112 23 S9 212 9 203 

~ 1(...19 43,300 117 30 80 266 12 276 
20-24 66,900 64 16 56 210 6 202 0' 
25-34 97,400 55 10 /,2 159 4 155 :I 

35-49 93,700 29 4 25 113 23 110 (I) 
c 

5~4 67,100 21 6 15 79 3 76 ~ 65 8l~d over (56,900) 14 5 9 32 24 26 CD 
'< 

Black • 
12-15 5,000 55 24 50 115 0 115 ;-
1(...19 5,200 93 221 72 146 0 146 (I) 

20-24 4,SOO 100 216 76 196 0 196 • :I 
25-34 6,SOO 227 211 216 157 24 153 tJ 
35-49 9,SOO 26 26 216 97 23 95 i 5~4 5,000 221 25 216 103 0 103 
65 and over (2,400) 223 211 212 252 210 242 0 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
~Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

., 'J ",:--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 

All personal All peraonal larceny 
crimes of crimes of with 

Race and income violence~ Robbery Assault theft contact 

White 
Less than $3,000 (36,200) 108 32 69 173 12 
$3,()(J()..$7,499 f1OO,3(0) 64 15 44 137 8 
$7,500-$9,999 53,000) 48 10 37 132 "3 
$10,()(J()..$14,999 ~113'600~ 45 S 36 139 4 
$15, ()(J()..$24, 999 111,000 48 If 38 153 4 
$25,000 or more 45,3(0) 35 "4 29 174 "/+ 
Not avail.able (27,700) 42 "8 34 91 "6 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (5,100) 52 "cIO 236 51 0 
$3,000-$7,499 f11,3(0) 50 "21 29 158 "2 
$7,500-$9,999 6,5(0) 65 "'4 61 134 0 
$10, ()(J()..$14, 999 ~9'300~ 41 ;il~ 35 120 "3 
$15, ()(J()..$24, 999 4,300 "31 . f.i~ "19 113 0 
$25,000 or more 800~ "69 0 "69 "168 0 
Not a~·ail.able (2,600 "30 0 "30 148 "10 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail. may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1 Includ!)s data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Personal 
larceny 
without 
contact 

161 
129 
130 
135 
149 
170 
86 

51 
156 'l. 

134 
118 
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Table 27. Personal crimes: Victimization .rates for persons ~ge 12 and over, 
by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime 

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

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

White 

&j;,,, r·ODl 140 236 
151 328 

16-19 21,300 110 245 
20-14 32,200 70 159 
25-34 48,400 40 111 
35-49 ~45'4oo 35 81 
50-64 39,700 46 65 and over (23,700) 18 

Female 81 186 
, ... " ",.0001 84 250 , ... " "."0 58 177 
20-24 34,600 40 160 
25-34 49,000 19 115 
35-49 48,300 10 77 
50-64 47,500 11 22 
65 an~;:over (33,200) 

Black 
Male '171 143 

12-15 r'ooo~ 16-19 2,300 168 187 
150 282 

20-24 2,300 145 174 
25-34 2,9OQ} 
35-49 4,800 137 92 

50-64 ~2,300 123 115 
65 and O\'er (1,000) 128 149 

~:, r~l 37 186 

16-19 3,000 36 115 

20-24 2,500 54 115 

25-34 3,900 14 145 

35-49 5,000 15 103 
19 93 50-64 2,700 154 

65 and over (1,400) 19 

NOTE' Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
lE;timste, based on 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 

Type of cr:lme 

Cr:lmes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault ' 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 

One 

68 
83 
57 

48 
46 
50 
59 
64 
70 
65 
61 
67 
73 
66 

76 

'!Wo 

12 
~9 
20 

24 
'25 
'23 
18 
16 

9 
8 

18 
9 

10 
14 

9 

Three 

8 
~4 

12 

6 

Four or 
more 

9 
'4 

9 

'9 
18 

'10 
'7 
'9 
10 
13 
19 
10 

8 
'9 

7 

OOTE' DetaU may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
'E~timste, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Not known and 
not avaUable 

3 
o 

'3 

'3 
'6 
o 

'8 
o 
3 
6 

'1 
8 

'2 
o 
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Table 29. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents involving a single 
offender, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

InvolVing strangers 

61 
81 
56 
62 

Involving nonstrangers 

86 
93 
66 
87 

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

All Involving Involving 
Type of crime incidents strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 89 89 90 
Rape 96 99 89 
Robbery 93 93 92 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 94 93 97 

From serious assault 94 95 '83 
From minor assault 94 92 100 

Robbery without injury 91 93 '77 
Attempted robbery with~~t 
injury 94 94 '94 

Assault 87 86 90 
Aggravated assault 84 82 90 

With injury 86 81 93 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 84 82 88 
Simple assault 89 89 90 

With injury 89 87 91 
Attempted assault 
without weapon 90 89 90 

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

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

relationship and type of crime 

Relationship 

All victimizations 
InvolVing strangers 
Involving nonstrangers 

Robbery and assault 

28 
26 
33 

Robbery 

35 
33 
50 

Assault 

26 
24 
31 

27 



r 
.' 
" ::l 
;1 \ ;hi I; , 

28 

", 

CrimInal Vlcllmlzallon Survey. 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 42 28 

Race 
White 28 35 26 
Black 21 1.24 2J 

Age 
36 40 35 12-15 
27 27 27 16-19 
26 33 23 ~24 
24 33 22 25-34 
28 148 25 35-49 
20 129 117 50-64 
44 161 133 65 and over 

Annual' family in60me 
31 38 28 Less than $3,000 

$3,000-$7,499 28 36 25. 
$7,500-$9,999 23 123 24 
$10,000-$14,999 26 43 23 
$15,000-$24,999 30 31 29 

31 125 32 $25,000 or more 
26 125 26 Not available 

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

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

and incurred medical expenses, by type of crime 

Item Crimes of violence1 Robbery Assault 

Received hospital care 5 9 4 
Emergency room only 4 7 :3 

1 "2 "1 Overnight or longer 
4 Incurred medical expenses3 5 7 

lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. , 
"Estimate based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unr~iable. i ., 
"Includes' only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that med 'c ..... 

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

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

victims and type of crime 

Chracteristic Crimes of violence1 Robbery Assault 
Sex 

Male 5 8 4 Female 5 8 4 Race 
White 5 8 4 mack "5 "5 "5 

Victim-offend~r relationship 
InVOlving sb'angers 4 9 ~ Involving nOl:strangers 6 "4 6 
l~cludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Amount1 

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

Percent 

43 
35 
:>.2 

1Includes only those victimizations in which the victims kne~ with certainty that medical 
expenses were incur~ed and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses. 
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.. Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crim~ and place of occurrence Co) 
0 

n 
Elsewhere ~ 

3 

On street, or in park, 
Inside nonresidential playground, schoo1ground, 

Type of crime Inside own home Near own home buUding or parking lot 

27 5' 
!!. All personal crimes 3 2 1b, 53 

~18 :!:: 
23 g 
16 3 

~1O ,;: 

Crimes of violence 13 9 11 48 
Rape 24 ~6 ~6 41 
Robbex-y 10 ~8 7 59 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
~7 61 with injury 14 ~7 

6' 
20 ::J 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
~4 without injury 11 7 58 

19 en 
18 c 

:::2 19 III 
'< 

30 • 
27 5' 

Assault 13 10 13 45 
Aggravated ;'assault 14 11 10 48 
Simple assault 12 10 15 44 

Crimes 01; theft 0 ~1 15 55 
Personal 1erceny with contact 0 ~3 32 38 

30 en 
III 

Personal larceny without contact 14 55 
::J 

C >-i 
0 

NOTE: DetaU may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
.:. Represents not applicable. C, 
~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stat!sticallyunreliable. 

o 

I 
l( 
'~ 

\ 
;; 
" 11 
I I, 

~ 
~ n y \ ' 

l If 
, 

0 
'~ \ 

r J 



i 
1 
I 

""-

\ 

l 
! 

I 
i 
~ 
~ 
l 

; 
.. i 

I 
! 

~ n 
fl 
Li 
fj 

II 
'~ 

\ 
1 

I 
L 

Type of crime 

ill personal crimes 

Crimes of violence1 
Robbery 
Assault 

Crimes ot theft 

b 

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

Relationship and place Crimes of violence1 Robbery Assault 

Involving strangers 
6 Inside own home 8 9 

Near own'home 9 7 10 
Inside nonresidential building 12 7 15 
On street, or in park. playground, 

62 schoolground, or parking lot 55 53 
Elael;ho .. e 16 16 16 

Involving nonstrangers 
Inside own home 25 "15 26 
Near own home 10 a15 10 
Inside nonresidential bUilding 8 2 5 9 
On street, or in park, ~layground, 

schoolground, or parking ~ot 32 44 31 
Elaewhere 25 "23 24 

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

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

Inside eity of residence Inside other central city 

81 7 
79 8 
77 15 
81 5 
81 6 

Personal ~cenywith contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

76 
81 

14 
6 

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
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Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of re~so~s for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime 

Reason 

Nothing could be done; lack of' proof 
Not important enough 
Police would not want to be bothered 
Too inconvenient or time consuming 
Private. 9r personal matter 
Fear or" reprisal " 
Reported to someone else 
All other and not given 

All peroonal 
crimes 

31 
31 
4 
3 
7 
1 

"2 
11 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 plarcent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
'Includes data on rape, notsh'i~ separately. 

Crimes of' violence 
All crimes 
of' violence1 

21 
26 
4 
4 

18 
5 
7 

15 

Robbery 

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

, :, 

Assault 

19 
27 
4 
4 

19 
5 
8 

14 

.. 

All crimes 
of theft 

34 
33 

4 
3 
3 

2Z 
13 
10 

Grimes of theft 
Personal larceny Personal larceny 
with contact without contact 

35 34 
24 33 
27 4 
26 3 
25 3 
o 2Z 

210 13 
13 10 

r 

W 
N 

(') 
~ a ;-
!!. 
< n 
i 
! 
0' 
:s 
(I) 
c:: 

i 
'C • ;-

~ 
:s 
C " .,. 
f 
0 

, 



f 

9 

1-, 

, 
"" l 

Table 40. 
Survey Data Tables 

Personal crimes: Percent otvictimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationsilip 

All Involving Involving 
T,ype of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers 

All personal crimes 30 
Crimes of violence 40 42 35 

Rape 52 57 ~41 
Robbery II> 47 38 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 58 61 ~44 

From serious assault 72 73 ~63 
From minor assault 46 48 ~38 

Robbery without injury 52 52 ~50 
Attempted robbery h~thout injury 28 29 \17 

Assault 38 39 35 
Aggravated assault 49 53 40 

With injury 51 51 50 
Attempted assault with weapon 48 53 34 

Simple assault 30 30 32 
With injury 43 39 49 
Attempted assault without weapon 26 27 25 

Crimes of theft 26 
Personal larceny with contact 37 38 0 

Purse snatching 58 59 0 
Pocket picking 25 25 0 

Persons! larceny without contact 25 

••• Represents not applicable. 
~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelie.ble. 

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

Sex Rr.ce 
Type of crime Male Female White Black 

All personal crimes 29 31 30 31 
Crimes of violence '''36 49 40 52 

Rape 1 53 54 0 
Robbery 3'8 64 45 73 

RobberY and attempted 
"60 robb~ with injury 50 73 59 

From serious assault 65 "100 73 "60 
From minor assault "25 65 46 "60 

Robbery liithout injury 46 65 48 "90 
Attempted robbery without 

il "50 injury 22 "47 27 
Assault 35 44 37 47 

Aggravated assault 45 59 49 50 
With injury 45 66 53 "46 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 45 56 47 51 
Simple assault 27 36 30. 343 

With injury 32 56 43 "17 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 26 28 27 "33 
Crimes of theft 25 26 26 23 

Personal larceny with 
contact "22 48 38 371 
Purse snatching 1 58 58 "100 
Pocket picking 322 "30 25 60 

Personal l~rceny without. 
contact 26 25 26 23 

INo crimes against males were recorded ,in this category. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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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 35-49 50-64 65 and over 

All personal crimes 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 71 290 a31 286 

Robbery and attempted 
257 228 277 robbery without injury 29 49 

Assault 31 36 53 49 58 
Aggravated assault 42 46 67 57 78 
Simple assault 23 30 44 45 217 

Crimes of theft 15 28 34 35 30 
Personal larceny with 
contact 214 54 248 259 227 

Personal lrrceny without 
contact 15 28 33 34 30 

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

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

victim-offender relationship 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

From .sericr'.lS assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With illjury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

All 
victimizations 

69 
81 
62 

63 
66 
60 
42 
83 
70 
73 
73 
73 
68 
77 
66 

Involving 
strangers 

69 
81 
62 

~~ 
00 

57 
41 
84 
70 
75 .,,' ,./ 
74 
67 
75 
65 

~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, la'statisticallY unreliable. 

Involving 
nonstrangers 

70 
81 
65 

~68 
:!·63 
~69 
~50 
~72 

70 
70 
69 
70 
70 
79 
67 
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Table 44. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which victims took self-protective measures, 
by selected characteristics of victims and type of crime 

Robberl!: Assault 
Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape All robberies !iith injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated 

Sex 
Male 69 63 67 61 71 75 
Female 68 82 61 57 65 68 70 

Race 
White 70 81 64 63 64 71 76 
Black 56 "100 "51 "SO "42 57 51 

Age 
12-19 65 273 61 73 55 66 69 
20-34 75 83 64 60 66 77 79 
35-49 67 2100 65 250 "78 66 79 
50-64 69 "100 60 263 "59 72 74 
65 and over 46 , 

59 "48 "77 "38 "113 

'No rapes were recorded for this group. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer aample cases, is statistica11y unreliable. 

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

Self-protective measure Crimea of violence' 

Used or brandished firearm or !mire 3 
Used physical force or other weapon 32 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 15 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 20 
Nonvio~ent resistance, including evasion 30 

<.-

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

AU E'Qbbaries 

"4 
40 
16 
15 
25 

"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistica11y unreliable. 

o 

Robberl!: Assault 
With :1njury Without injurY A11 assaults Aggravated 

23 "5 3 5 
49 35 31 29 
18 14 13 11 

"13 17 21 23 
18 29 33 32 

Simple 

69 
67 

69 
66 

64 
76 
59 
70 

"28 

Simple 

"2 
31 
14, 
19 
33 
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36 CrImINII VIcUmlution Surve,. 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 lllt.ck 

Used or brandished £ire&rm or knife 3 4 ~2 3 
Used physical force or other weapon 32 39 21 32 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 15 7 27 16 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 20 20 20 20 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 30 30 30 30 

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

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

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

77 
26 
34 
66 

79 
100 

19 
14 
18 
12 
95 
90 
n 

100 
96 

--:~-:.----~~ ... -'. 
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32 
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33 
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Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, 
by type of crime and value of loss 

No monetary 
Type of crime value 

All personal crimes 2 
Crimes of violence~ 11 

Robbery as 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

with injury "5 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury "5 

Assault 20 

Crimes of theft 1 
Personal larceny wit.h contact. "2 
Personal larceny without. contact 1 

NO'lE: Det.ail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
~Includes data on rape, not shown separstely. 

Less than 
$10 

26 
23 
25 

20 

28 
23 
27 
28 
27 

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

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

39 24 5 5 
30 19 7 9 
28 22 9 12 

37 20 a8 "11 

21 23 210 12 
30 15 "5 "7 
40 24 4 4 
40 20 "4 "5 
39 24 4 4 

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

No !!lOr..etary-
Type of crime and race value 

All personal crimes~ 2 
White 2 
Black "1 

Crimes of violencei 11 
White 12 
lP-1!c-1{ "5 

Crimes of theft~ 1 
White 1 
Black 0 

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

less than 
$10 

26 
27 
16 
23 
24 

"11 

27 
27 
17 

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

Not known and 
$10-$49 $50-$249 '$250 or more not aVlli.lable 

39 24 5 5 
38 23 5 5 
44 32 "3 5 
30 19 7 9 
29 17 a 10 
46 "33 0 as 

JIJ 24 4 4 
39 24 4 4 
44 31 "3 °5 
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Table 50. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of 
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen 

property, including cash, and race ofllictims 

Type of crime and property value All races'1 White Black 

Robbery 
No monetary value "2 
Less than $10 'Zl 
$10-$49 27 
$50-$99 16 
$100-$249 9 

. $250 or more 10 
Not available 10 

Personal larceny3 
No monetary value 1 
Less than $10 'Zl 
$10-$49 41 
$50-$99 12 
$100-$249 12 
$250 or more 4 
Not available 2 

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

"2 
30 
'Zl 
15 
"6 
11 
9 

1 
2a 
41 
12 
12 
4 
2 

"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
3Includes both personal larcany with contact and personal larceny without contact. 

0 
0 

"'Zl 
"19 
"42 

0 
"12 

0 
17 
46 
17 
14 
"3 
"2 

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

loss recovered 

Personal larcenl 
All personsl 

Proportion recovered Robbery larcenies With contact Without contr..ct 

None 67 a1 66 
All 16 9 11 
Some 17 11 23 

Less than half '16 4 11 
Half or more '14 5 

/ '19 
Proportion unknown '17 3 '13 

. . 
NOTE: Det,li"j-l may ,\lot 'Odd to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 

'1Estimst'",. basad on ,,,.';lout 10 or fewer swnple cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Date Tabl •• 

T~!ile 52. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
from work, by type of crime 

?'ype of crime 

All personal crimes 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Robbery 

With injury 
Without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of ~"heft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

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

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

Time lost All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

Less than 1 day 49 29 
1-5 days 36 45 
6-10 days 14 16 
Over 10 days 8 14 
Amount unknown and 

not available 14 16 

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

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

Nig!:!ttime 
D<;ytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 

?'ype of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. Imown 
~.:,,; 

All personal crimes 51 42 25 11 6 

Crimes of violence 51 48 36 12 0 
llape 120 77 59 118 0 
Robbery 46 54 37 16 0 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 41 58 42 17 0 

From seI'~ous assault 113 B7 63 124 0 
From minor assault 66 33 '23 110 0 

Robbery without injury 50 49 42 '7 0 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 47 53 29 24 0 

Assault 55 44 34 10 0 
Aggravated assault 50 49 37 13 0 

With :iJ:>,jury 51 49 39 110 0 
Attempted assault with 
weapon 50 50 36 14 0 

Simple assault 58 41 32 9 0 
With injury 54 45 33 12 0 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 59 40 32 8 0 

Crimes of theft 50 40 21 11 8 
Personal larceny with contact 67 32 29 13 0 

Purse snatching 70 130 '30 0 0 
Pocket picking 65 33 28 '5 0 

Personal larceny without 
contac:t. 50 40 21 12 8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of roUl.iding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. . 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

67 
28 
11 
12 

12 

Not Imown 
and not 
available 

7 
11 
13 
11 

11 
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'1 
'1 

0 
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11 
11 
11 

11 
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Table 55. Personal crimes of violenc.e: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, type of 'crime, and time of occurrence 

Nighttime 
Relationship anti type Daytime 6 p.m.-
ot: crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 

Involving strangers 
Crimes ot: Yiolence~ 48 51 38 

Robbery 44 56 39 
Assault 52 48 36 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes ot: violence~ 59 40 31 

Robbery 61 39 223 
Assault 62 38 30 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because ot: rounding. 
~Includes da'i;a on rape, not shown separately. 

Midnight-
6 a.m. 

14 
17 
12 

9 
216 

8 

"Estimate, based on a~out 10 or t:ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Not known and 
not available 

81 
21 
"1 

21 
0 

21 

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. cz:~e .• ' 

" 
All incidents strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes ot: violence 37 38 33 
Rape ~15 ~14 ~18 
Robbery 43 46 ~23 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 38 44 ~9 

Robbery without injury 37 37 138 
Attempted robbery without injury 53 55 ~38 

Assault" 36 37 34 

~Estimate, based on about 10 or t:ewer s~~le cases, is statistically unreliable. 
"Includes data on simple assault, which by det:inition does not involve the use ot: a weapon. 

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

Type ot: crime Firearm Knif:e Other Type unknown 

Crimes ot: violence~ 22 38 35 4 
Robbery 23 48 24 "5 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury "19 36 38 27 

Robbery wld attempted robbery 
without injury 25 53 19 24 

Aggravated assault 21 35 40 4 
With injury 27 20 68 25 
Attempted assault with weapon 27 41 29 "3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of .!'o'.llJding. 
~Includes data on rape, not shown separately. :;::"" 
"Estimate. based on about 10 or t:ewer sample case,,} is statistically unreliable. 

o 

~, 

,. 
".,~ 

o 

\, 

! 

1 o " " , 
/' i ' . 

'!! ~: • 



f 

r 

.. 

Fl 
;~ .. : '\ 

) 

1. 

1 

" 

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

" 

Table 58. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons used by offenders, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship 

Type of crime 
Invol~ stransers 

Firearm Knife 

Crimes of violence~ 24 38 
Robbery 24 47 
Aggravated assault 23 33 

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

Other 

34 
24 
39 

Type unknown 

5 as 
a5 

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

Kni£e Other 

17 41 41 
25 363 232 
17 39 42 
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Criminal Victimization Su,..ya In San Diego 

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

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Un1ewful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

, Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Number 

35,300 
12,100 
15,000 
8,200 

48,500 
31,500 
12,200 

1,200 
3,600 
6,300 
4,100 
2,200 

Rate 

138 
47 
59 
32 

190 
123 
48 

5 
14 
25 
16 

9 

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

Characteristic 

Race of head of household 

White ~91) 
Blsck 7) 
Other 2) 

Age of head of household 

12-19 !2) 
20-34 35~ 35-49 25 
50-64 22 
65 and over (16) 

Annual family income 
Less thsn $3,000 (11) 
$3,000-$7,499 (25) 
$7,500-$9,999 (12) 
$10,000-$14,999 ~22) 
$15,000-$24,999 18) 
$25,000 or more 7) 
Not available, (6) 

'Tenure 
Owned or being bought (53) 
Rented (47) 

Number of units in structure 
12 (65) 

t m 
5-9 (7) 
10 or more (16) 
other than housing units (1) 

Number of persons in household 
1 (25) 

t~ a6~ 
6 or more (5) 

All household 
crimes 

90 
8 
2 

3 
45 
26 
18 
7 

10 
23 
13 
23 
20 
7 
4 

49 
51 

64 
6 
1 
4 
8 

15 
1 

17 
49 
26 
8 

\1 

Burglary 

S9 
8 
2 

3 
44 
26 
18 

8 

12 
24 
11 
22 
18 

8 
4 

50 
50 

64 
6 
1 
3 
8 

14 
2 

20 
49 
23 
8 

Household 
larceny 

90 
7 
2 

3 
46 
26 
19 

6 

10 
22 
14 
23 
21 
7 
4 

50 
50 

65 
5 
1 
4 
8 

15 
1 

15 
48 
28 
9 

Motor vehicle 
theft 

90 
9 

11 

8 
24 
15 
23 
22 
4 

14 

39 
61 

20 
50 
22 
9 

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

lEstimate, based on about 10 or' fewer 'sample Cases,' is statistically unreliable. 
"Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
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Table 61. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and age of head of household 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 20-34 35-49 
Type of cr:iJn.!l (5,500) (90,000) (62,900) 

aJrglary 
" 

223 173 147 
Forcible entry " i 79 63 42 
Unlawful entry without ford, r 105 68 74 I 
Attempted forcible eutry 139 41 31 

HOusehold larceny 281 247 201 
Less than $50 140 160 131 
$50 or more 118 64 52 
Amount not available 0 5 5 
Attempted larceny 123 17 14 

Motor vehicle theft 144 35 28 
Completed theft 133 22 16 
Attempted theft 110 13 12 

NO'lE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lEstimate, bssed on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

50-64 
(55,600) 

117 
42 
4S 
27 

16, 
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38 
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65 and over 
(41,,00) 
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24 
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Crimina' Victimization Survey. 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) (19,000) 

Burglary 136 165 
Forcible entry 45 73 
Unlawful entry without force 59 54 Attempted forcible entry 32 39 Household larceny 199 201 
Less than $50 124 110 
$50 or more 47 67 Amount not available 5 14 
Attempted larceny 14 20 

Motor vehicle theft 25 32 Completed theft 16 21 
Attempted theit 9 11 

NOTE: Numbers in parenthesl!s refer to households in the group. DetaU may not add t.o total shown 
because of rounding. 

1Est1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by tYfje 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 
Type of crime (28,000) (63,200) (29,900) (55,800 (46,100 

Burglary 152 134 136 140 138 
Forcible entry 55 53 48 53 30 
Unlawful entry without force 61 53 53 57 69 
Attempted fo~cible entry 36 29 34 30 38 

Household larceny 165 170 222 200 223 
Less than $50 103 105 157 132 146 
$50 or more 47 48 42 48 56 
Amount not available '7 4 '4 6 '3 
Attempted larceny 9 12 19 14 18 

Hotor vehicle theft 18 24 31 26 30 
Completed theft 11 15 20 17 20 
Attempted theft '7 9 10 10 10 

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

$25,000 or more 
(16,900) 

162 
54 
S2 
25 

199 
135 
45 
'4 
15 
17 

'11 
'6 

Not available 
(15,600) 

102 
33 
39 
30 

112 
58 
39 
'5 

'10 
'15 
'11 
'3 

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 
All races' White Black All races1 

Type of crime (1;14,800) (123,400) (8,700) (120,600) 

Burglary 132 130 148 145 
Forcible entry 40 37 70 56 
Unlawful entry without force 61 62 51 56 
Attempted forcible entry 31 .~~ "27 33 

Housp,hold larceny lSO ~(O 228 ro1 
Less than $50 117 118 110 130 
$50 or more 43 40 85 53 
Amount not available 5 5 "6 4 
Attempced larceny 15 14 227 13 

Hotor vehicle theft 18 18 32 32 
Completed theft 11 11 324 22 
Attempted t.'Jeft 7 7 "8 10 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to hou~eholds in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
3Es.imate, based on about 10 or fewer sample casp,s, is statistically unreliable. 
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Rented 
White Black 

(108,600) (9,200) 

143 182 
54 75 
56 58 
32 48 

203 177 
131 110 

54 49 
5 33 

13 "14 
33 33 
22 319 
10 313 
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Table 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two or three Four or five 
Type of crime (63,600) (126,300) (51,600) 

furglary 110 138 158 
Forcible entry 42 51 40 
Unlawful entry without force 40 55 82 
Attempted forcible entry 28 32 36 

Household larceny 115 185 267 
Less than $50 78 118 178 
$50 or IJlC>re 27 46 68 
Amount not available 4 5 14 
Attempted larceny 5 17 17 

Motor vehicle theft 20 25 26 
Completed theft 12 17 18 
Attempted theft 8 8 8 

Six or more 
(13,800) 

197 
64 
94 
39 

299 
176 
87 

113 
24 
40 
20 
20 

n 
~ 
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S' 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses rtlfer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. f 
1 Est1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ~ 

C 

I Table 66. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of units in structure occupied by household t 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Ona1 Two Three Four 
Type of crime (165,800) (13,300) (2,700) (9,400) 

furglary 137 170 136 127 
Forcible entry 45 62 "49 46 
Unlawful entry without force 59 67 "78 52 
Attempted forcible entry 33 41 "10 29 

Household larceny 189 193 212 224 
Less than $50 124 125 174 150 
$50 or more 47 42 "38 55 
Amount not available 5 "8 0 "8 
Attempted larceny 14 "17 0 "11 

Motor vehicle theft 21 .42 "57 "24 
Completed theft 13 34 "47 "16 
Attempt.ed t.heft 8 "8 "10 "8 

OOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer t.o households 1n the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lIncludea dat.a on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, baaed on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Five-Nine Ten or more 
(18,300) (41,200) 

161 119 
64 45 
63 45 
35 29 

218 172 
155 98 
39 56 
"4 ~3 

20 16 
25 32 
14 23 
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Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Race and income All burglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force Attempted forcible entry 

White 
Less than $3,000 (24,000) 138 53 57 29 
$3,000-$7,499 ~55,eoo~ 134 51 53 30 
$7,500-$9,999 26,600 133 43 56 35 
$10,000-$14,999 ~51'loo~ 137 50 58 30 
$15,000-$24,999 43,700 139 31 68 40 
$25,000 or more 16,500 163 54 84 25 
Not available (14,200) 99 29 41 29 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (3,300) 249 77 82 90 
$3,000-$7,499 ~5,6OO~ 127 4h 58 123 
$7,500-$9,999 2,500 154 102 131 120 
$10,000-$14,999 (3, 500 ~ 189 110 142 137 
$15,000-$24,999 P,7oo 1107 115 177 115 
$25,000 or more 2OO~ 1220 1110 0 1110 
Not available (1,200 1129 185 122 ~22 

'(r-------------------------------------------------------------------110m: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Deta:L.. mi!.y not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal VictimizatIon SUrvey. In San Diego 

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

Place Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle thert 

Inside own home 
Near own home 
At vacation home, motel 

or hotel 
Inside nonresidential 
building 

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

Elaewhere 

••• Represents not applicable. 

97 

3 

14 
86 

" .' .. }, 

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

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

Inside city Inside other 

o 

Type of crime of residence central city Elsewhere 

All hoosehold crimes 90 4 
Burglary 88 5 
HOusehold larceny 92 3 
Motor vehicle thert 83 5 

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

6 
7 
5 

12 

Reason All household crimes Burglary Household lar,ceny Motor vehicle ~~eft 

Nothing could be done; 
33 37 31 36 lack of proof 

NOt important enough 37 29 42 20 
Police would not want 
to be bothered 6 5 7 14 

Too inconvenient or 
time consuming 3 2 3 13 

Pri1:ate or personal 
5 6 4 11 ,''1l!ltter 

1Z 1Z 1Z 11 '. Jar of reprisal 
&.pgrted to someone 

2 3 2 0 else 
All other and not given 13 17 10 25 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstima'~e, based on about 10 or fewer SamPle cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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SUrvey Data Tabl •• 
Table ,71. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected 

reasons for not reporting ':IIictimizations to the police, 
by race of head of household and type of crime _ 

Race and reason All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor veh!cle theft 
White 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 33 35 31 36 Not important enough 37 29 43 19 All other and not 
given 30 35 26 46 

Black 
Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 34 42 30 140 

Not important enough 31 25 34 128 
All other and not 
given 35 32 36 ~32 

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

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

by annual family income 

Income 

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 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 

33 
33 
32 
35 
34 
.30 
33, 

Not important 
enough 

30 
32 
42 
37 
42 
J8 
31 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 jlerc~nt b'lcause of rounding. 

All other and 
not given 

36 
35 
27 
28 
24 
33 
36 
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. CriritlnalVlctlmlul10n Survey. In $lin Diego 

Table 7'~. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected 
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, 

by value of stolen property 

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

No monetary value 0 '47 s53 
Less than $10 21 61 19 
$10-$49 35 37 28 
$50-$99 46 16 38 
$100-$249 43 10 47 
$250 or more 34 \2 64 
Not available 28 39 33 

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

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

Type of crime All racess <"White Black 

All household crimes 37 37 38 
lbrglary 50 49 5:1 

Forcible entry 72 73 77 
Unlawful entry without force 40 J,O 35 
Attempted forcible entry 35 34 43 

Household larceny 25 2:), 19 
Less than $50 15 16 > 212 
$50 or more 50 52 30 
Amount not available 20 220 225 
Attempted larceny 25 25 222 

Motor vehicle theft 63 62 71 
Completed theft 84 S4 8Z 
Attempted theft 24 22 250 

{Includes data on "other" races, not shown .separately. 
2~Btimate, based on about 10 ,or fewer sample cases, ie statistically unreliable. 
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Table 75. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime and annual family income 

Type of crime 

All household crimes 
furglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Type of crime 

All household crimes 
furglary 

Forcible entl'y 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Less than $~,ooo $3,000-$7,499 $7,51)()..$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 $25,000 or more 

40 38 30 37 38 38 
57 52 43 50 44 51 
71 '/4 66 72 79 70 
53 36 36 41 37 42 
42 39 '23 29 30 142 
24 24 17 23 31 26 
52 56 66 67 65 llc4 

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

All races1 White Black 
Owned or being Owned or being Owned or being 
bought Rented bought Rented bought 

37 38 36 38 42 
48 52 47 51 53 
74 71 75 71 72 
37 43 37 44 "36 
35 34 35 32 "33 
26 24 26 25 28 
66 61 64 62 "85 

\Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
~timate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

,I. r. 

Rented 

35 
57 
81 

234 
"48 
"12 
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Criminal Ylctlmlutlon Survev.: In San ,~IeGo 

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

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

All household crimes 11 23 51 85 
Burglary 32 31 55 88 

Forcible en~ry 66 53 6B 92 
Unlawful entry without force ~13 23 47 80 
Attempted forcible entry \64 130 150 1100 

Household larceny 7 20 46 71 
Motor vehicle theft 0 0 76 85 

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

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

Type of crime Percent 

--------------~,-------------------------------------------------------All household crl.mes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry wit,,!out force 
Attemptea forcible ~ntry 

Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

91 

S7 
94 
89 
'12 
95 
82 

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

and type of crime 

All household Household Motor vehj.cle 
Value crimes Burglary larceny theft 

No monetary value 1 \z 1 0 
Less than $10 20 8 28 0 
$10-$49 33 24 41 0 
$50-$99 15 17 15 14 
$100-$249 12 18 9 ~6 

$250-$999 11 20 
13 50 

$1,000 or more 5 8 1 39 
Not available 3 3 3 11 

Nom: I:etail may not add to 100 percent be",~use of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ,is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 80~ Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head 
of household, type of crime, and value of loss 

No monetary Not lmOwn alld 
Race and type ot crime value f.ess than $10 $1~$49 $5~$249 $250 Or more not avaUable 

All racea1 
All household crimes 4 20 32 24 15 5 

Burglary 8 12 23 28 22 7 
Forcible entry 4 8 15 29 37 8 
Unlawful entry without 
torce 22 10 31 37 17 4 

Attempted torcible entry 33 23 22 5 22 14 
Household larceny 1 28 40 24 4 4 
Motor Yehicle theft 2Z 24 7 11 69 5 

White 
All household crimes 4 21 32 24 14 5 

BJrglary 9 12 23 28 20 7 
Forcible entry 3 9 15 29 35 8 
Unlawful entry without 

tOl'ce 22 10 31 37 17 4 
Attempted torcible entry 34 ~ 21 5 22 14 

Household larceny 1 40 23 4 4 
Motor vehicle theft 25 2:3 6 8 72 5 

Blsck 
All household crimes "3 16 28 29 18 5 

Burglary 28 10 22 22 32 27 
Forcible entry 26 22 "13 219 56 24 
Unlawful entry without 
torce 0 215 31 33 217 25 

Attempted torcible entry 228 221 228 26 0 "17 
H:;j13ehold larceny 0 22 36 35 "3 "4 
~lotor vehicle theft 0 "10 "10 ~25 49 "6 

NOTE: DetaU ItAY n:>t add to 100 percent because ot rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1Include:1 data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or tewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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54 Crlr.nlnal Victimization Surveys In San Diego 

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

and type of crime 

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Proportion recovered criJ:1es Burglary larceny 

None 78 75 84 
All 11 8 8 
Some 11 16 8 

Less than hali' 3 4 2 
Hall' or more 5 9 2 
Proportion ~Jmown 3 3 3 

NOTE' Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percen'~, because of rounding. 
1E~timate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

theft 

17 
57 
25 
6 

16 
13 

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

Type of crime 

All household crimes 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Percent 

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

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

All household 
Time lost crimes 

Less than 1 day 1.9 
1-5 days 44 
Over 5 days ,16 
Amount unknown and 

Burglary 

44 
50 
14 

Household 
larceny 

61 
34 
12 

Motor vehicle 
theft 

11 11 12 not available 
~~~~------~------------------------7'

!: NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. . 
11 
i: 

1Estimate based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ~ statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Table. 
Table 84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, 

by type of crime and time of oecurrence 

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

All household crimes 31 53 22 18 12 16 
Burglary 36 44 22 13 9 20 Forcible entry 39 44 24 12 8 17 Unlawful entry without 

force 39 39 18 12 9 22 Attempted forcible entry 26 53 25 17 10 21 Household larceny 29 56 22 20 15 15 Less than $50 29 54 20 19 15 17 $50 or more 30 57 24 21 13 12 Amount r.ot available 35 52 23 112 117 112 Attempted larceny 16 75 25 35 15 9 Motor vehicle theft 21 73 29 30 13 6 Completed theft 22 72 32 27 13 16 Attempted theft 19 74 25 36 13 17 

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

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

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Burglar~ Robber~ Characteristic Number Rate Number Rate 
All establishments (21,400) 7,600 358 1,000 49 Kind of establishment 

Iletail (6,SOO) 3,000 449 5\:0 69 Food group (SOO) 300 425 1100 1149 I".ating and drinking places (1,600) 900 537 200 116 Gasoline stations (300) 200 647 lZ 160 Drug stores (200) 200 1,202 0 0 Other retail (3,SOO) 1,300 336 200 39 Wholessla (800~ 400 441 lZ 120 Service (9,SOO 3,300 336 300 33 other (4,000) 1,000 239 200 59 
Gross annual receipts 

Less than $10,000 (3,200) 900 288 1100 126 
$10,000-$24,999 ~2.SOOj 900 305 1Z 112 $25,~$49,999 3,200 1,200 375 200 53 $50,000-$99,999 \3 000 1,200 413 200 72 $100,000-$499,999 b,900) 1,700 425 251 64 $500,000-$99.9,999 (SOO) 500 563 1Z 121 $1,000,000 or more (1,200) 300 262 1100 173 No sales (900) 400 490 1Z 120 Amp',mt not available (2,500) 600 240 200 68 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 ~8,300~ 2,900 348 300 32 4-7 1;,100 1,500 3M 200 53 8-19 (2,300) 1,000 446 -;200 81 20 or more (1,700) SOO 461 ,,200 108 None (4,900) 1,500 295 200 34 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to establishments in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because or rounding. 
Z Fewer than 50 victimizations. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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56 Criminal Vlctlmlzallon SurveV_ In San Diego .. .. . 

' Table 86. Commercial crimes:, Percent distri~utlon of. victimizations, 
by selected charactel'istics of commercial estabhshments 

Characteristic 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
~lanufacturing 
othe'1' 

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

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

Percent of establiehments 

32 
4 

46 
7 
2 
9 

15 
13 
15 
14 
18 
4 
5 
4 

12 

39 
19 
11 

8 
23 

Percent of crimes 

40 
4 

~ 
2 
6 

12 
10 
16 
17 
22 
5 
4 
5 
9 

36 
20 
ll,. 
11 
19 

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

Kind of establishment 

All 'establishments 

S~:!tail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
other 

Percent 

24 
30 
22 
23 
20 
19 

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

Kind of establishmeIOt 

All estabiishments 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
other 

and type of crime 

Completed 

67 
66 
54 
70 
56 
80 

Burglary 
Attempted 

33 
34 
46 
30 
44 

\20 

Completed 

71 

75 
\100 

68 
o 

82 

Robbery 

\Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticallyt~eliable. 

Attempted 
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Survey Dalll Table. 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 
64 32 14 Service 
53 47 0 other 
66 127 18 

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

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

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more ~,:"":.,!ooo,, 

All establiehments 85 10 5 Retail 
82 12 16 Service 
88 8 15 other 
82 111 17 -----------------~'~'~----------------------------------------1Estimate, based on about 10 or f~fler sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 
Retail 
Service 
other 

On pre~es 

98 
100 
95 

100 

On delivery ~ elsewhere 

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

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

Reason 

NothiI:l~ could be done; 
lack -vf proof 

Not important enough 
Police would not want to 
be bothered 

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

Fear of reprisal 
Reported to someone else 
All other and npt given 

Percent 

23 
33 

14 
o 

16 
31 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is' statistically unrelialJle,. 
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c~ .. YIcttnIJtuttoft ~. In s.n DIeao 
Tallie 93. Commercial crimes~ Percent of victimizations reported to the 

police, by kind of establishment and type of crime 

Kind of establishment Bur~lary and robbery Burglary 

All establishments 81 SO 

Retail 
86 85 

Wholesale 87 86 

Service 73 73 

Real estate S3 85 

Other 
88 87 

1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample casas, is statisticallY unreliable. 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
Manufac&uring 
Banks 
Transportation 
Other 

Percent 

70 

74 
74 
66 
53 
78 

100 
S3 
SO 

Robbery 

85 

93 
\100 

74 
166 

91 

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

All estab-
T,ype of security measure lishments Retail Service Other 

fuilding alarm 10 16 6 7 

Central alarm - police 19 5 11 
or security service 11 

Reinforc~ device 13 16 12 11 

Guard or wll~chmen 7 8 6 7 

Watchdog 1 12 \1 \1 

Firearm 1 12 1Z '1 

Camera 1 '2 1Z 3 

Mirror 2 5 'z '1 

other 26 22 27 28 

z Less than 0.5 percent. • 
1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

l 
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Survey Dele Teble. 

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

Kind of establishment Burglary Robbery 

All establishments 88 72 
Retail 88 75 
Wholesale 95 '100 
Service S7 70 
Real estate 74 0 
Manufacturing 100 '100 
Other 89 82 

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

Tab~e 97. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
In theft and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and value oflos5 

Type of crime Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more Not available 

All establishments 19 26 22 28 

Retail 14 21 22 35 
Service 22 30 25 21 
Other 24 27 14 30 

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

Tabl~ 98. Commercial burglary: Percent of victimizations resulting 
In damage loss to the premises, by kind of establishment 

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
Manufacturing 
other 

Percent 

76 

73 
86 
76 
70 
82 
84 

5 
8 

12 
14 

59 . 
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80 Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Diego 

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

Number of employees 
who lost time Percent 

None ' ! 89 
One employee 7 
Two or more employees 3 
Not available ~1 

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

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

Number of man-days lost 

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

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

Percent 

~Estirrate, based on about 10 or £ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tabl.s 

Table 101. Commerciai' crimes: Percent distribution of incidents by type 
of crime and time of occurrence ' 

Nighttime Not known 

Type of crime 
Dayt:ime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not and not 

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

Burglary and robbery 10 81 14 28 39 9 
Burglary 5 85 10 30 45 10. Robbery 48 52 39 ~13 0 0 ._._--

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

Kind ofestbblishment 

All Ilstablishments 
Retail 
Service 
Other 

Percent 

81 

86 
S9 
60 

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

Type of weapon All robberies Completed Attempted 

Firearm 69 70 ~66 
Knife ~21 ~20 ~22 
Other or unknown type ~10 ~1O ~11 

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

61 
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APPENDIX I 
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

For the household survey, a basic screen ques
tionnaire (Form NCS-3) and a crime incident re
port (Form NCS-4) were used to elicit information 
on the relevant crimes committed against the house
hold as a whole and against any of its members age 
12 and over. Form NCS-3 was designed to screen 
for all instances of victimization before details of 
any 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 pedod. 

Once the screening process was completed, the 
interviewer obtained details of each revealed inci
dent, if a.ny. 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-l 0 1 
contained separate sections for screening and gather
ing information on the characteristics of business 
places, on the one hand, and for eliciting data on 
the relevant crimes, on the other. 
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U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONoMIC STATISTICS ACMINISTRATION 

aU'U:AU OF THE CENIUS 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

FORM NCS·3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE 

FORM NCS·4 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

1. Intervl.wer Identification 
Code I Name 

I 

(§) I 
I 

2. Record ollntorvlow 
I Date completed Line number of household 

respondent I 
I 

@ I 
I 

3. R.olon for nonlntorvlew (cc 26d) 
TYPE A 

@) 
~Reolon 

I 0 No one home 
20 Temporarily absent - Return date 
sO Refused 
• 0 Other Occ. - Specify 

~ Roce 01 heod 
@) I o White 

20Ne,ro 
'OOther 

TYPE B 

@) I 0 Vacant - Re,ular 
20 Vacant - Storage of HH furniture 
'0 Temporarily occupied by persons with URE 
• 0 Unfit or to be demolished 
sOUnder construction, not ready 
.0 Converted to temporary buslne .. or storage 
70 Unoccupied tent site or trailer site 
.0 Permit ,ranted, construction not started 
8 0 Other - SpeCify 7 

TYPE C 

@ I 0 Unused itne of IIstln, sheet 
20 Demolished 
3D House or trailer moved 
• 0 Outside se,ment 
• 0 Converted to permanent buslne .. or storage 
sOMerged 
7 0 Condemned 
a 0 Built after April I. 1970 
e 0 Other - SpeCifY, 

TYPE Z 

Intervlew,not obtained for., 
Line number 

@) 
® 
@) 
@) 

4. Household ItotUI 

@ I D~.me household as last enumeration 
2 O' Replacement household since last enumeration 
30 Previous nonlntervlew or "at In sample before 

5. Spoclol ploce type code (cc 6c) 

@) -

Survey Instrumentl 65 
OM B No •• 1-112661' Approval Explro. June]O Ion • . , . 

HOTICE - Your report &0 the Cen,ul Bureau I. confidential by law (TItle 13. U.S. 
Code). It may bo seen only by Iworn Consul employee, and rnay be uaed only for 
ltatlstlc:al purpoUls. 

Control number 

P5U i Serial iPanel iHH i Segment 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 

6. Tenure (cc 7) 

@) I 0 Owned or beln, bought 
2 0 Rented for cash 
, 0 No cash rent 

7. Type 01 living quorte .. (cc II) 
HaUling Unit 

@) I 0 House. apartment, flat 
20 HU In nontranslent hotel. motel. etc. 
'0 HU - Permanent In transient hotel. motel. etc. 
• 0 HU in roomln, house 
• 0 Mobile home or trailer 
• 0 HU not specified above - Desrrlbe-; 

OTHER Unit 
70 Quarters not Hu In rooming or boardln, hous" 
a 0 Unit not permanent In transient hotel, motel, etc. 
80 Vacant tent site or trailer site 

10 0 Not spaclfled above - Describe ., 

8. Number of housing unltl In Itructure (cc 23) 

@) 10 1 505-9 
202 ·OIO.rmore 

'0 3 70 Mobile home or trailer 

'O~ 00 Only OTHER units 

... ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD: 
9. (Other thon the ••• bUllne .. ) do .. o.yone In thll houuhold 

operote 0 bUllne .. lrom this oddre .. ? 

® 10No 
20 Yes - What kind of bUllne .. Is thot? 7 

10. Fomlly Income (cc 21) 
@ 10UnderSI,000 80 $7.500 to 9,999 

20 Sl,ooo to 1.999 80 10,000 to 11.999 
'0 2.000 to 2.999 100 12.000 to 11.999 
• 0 3,000 to 3,999 11015.000 to 19,999 
50 1.000 to 1.999 12020.000 to 21,999 
60 5,000 to 5.999 13 0 25,000 and over 
70 6,000 to 7.199 

11. Hou .. hold membe .. 12 yeo .. 
of oge ond OV::R 7 

@ Total number 

12. Household membe .. UNDER 
12 y ..... of r-.ge 7 

@ Total number 
oONone 

13. Crime Ineldont Reporto filled 7 

@ Total number 

00 None 
~ 

CENSUS USE ?NLY 

@) @) @ @l 
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66 Criminal Victimization Surveys 111 San Diego 

:;{~W:I?~(~~~¥}1!:W·f.",;~~:, ' i.J'~i_ PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS h;Jlll;' , ,,,"',:: 
17. rs. 19. lOa. I lOb. 21. 22. 23.Wh.t la thl hl,hllt padl 2~. 

14. 15. 16. 
NAIIE (of hoWlehold nPE LINE RELATIONSHIP A~.r-. MARITAL RACE : ORIGIN SEX ARIIEO (or Ylar) of rlpl., Ichool Old, .. 

lOU hlVl IYIr Ittendedl compl.te 
respondent) TO HOUS,' 'OLD l~i~iH' STATUS (cc 15) I (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES Ihat ,Iarl or NUIIBER 

KEYER - BE~;:4 INTER- (cc8) H~AD . PcAY (cc 14) I IIEIIBER (ASK for person. 12-24 yrs. (cc 20) 
NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) '. cc 13) I cc 18) 

Transcribe for 2Styrs.)(cc 19) 

® Last @> @ @) @ @ @) I @) @) @) 
I 

'OPer • o Head • OM • 'OW • I ·OM • 0Ve. 00 0 Never attended ·OVe • 
I 

.C!Tol 20'1111. of head ·OWd. ,0Ne,.\ __ 20F ·oNO 
or klnderaarten 2oNo -- --

Flrsl ,0NI, ,DOwn child '00. ,00L : 
__ Elom.,;OI-08) 

Fill _ 0 Other rolaUvo _oSep. I 
__ H.S.,(~9-12) 

lWl 
5 0 Non.,elati\"~ ·oNI! 

I __ Coile,. (21-26+) 
• 

CHECK t Look at item -4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Havo you boen looking for work during tho paat ~ w •• ka? 

household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) @ I 0 Yes No - Wh.n did yau last work? 
ITEM A DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa • D Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

2Sa. Old you liv. In thl. hou .. on April 1. 1970? 
3 D 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 29 
• 0 Never worked 

@) • 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B ·ONo 27. I. thor. any reason why you could not tok. a lob LAST WEEK? 

b. Whorl did you liv. on April 1. 1970? (Stat •• ioreign country. @ ·ONo Yes - • 0 Already has. job 
U.S. pOI,.uion, .tc.) 3 D Temporary Illness 

State. etc. County • D Going to school 

c. Old you liv. Insid. tho limits of a city. town. villav •• .tc.? 
5 D Other - SpeclfY7 

@) 10No .0 Yes - Name of city. town. village, etc')I 
2Sa. For wham did you (Ioat) work? (Name of company. 

@) II I I I J bUSiness, organization or other employer) 

d. Wore you In tho Arm.d Forc.s on April 1. 1970? 

@) I DYes zONo @) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 29 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old er older? b. What kind of busln ... or Industry Is this? (For example: TV 

ITEM B o No - SKIP to 29 DYes 
and radio mfg .. retail shoe store, State Labor Dept •• farm) 

260. What wore you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working. @ I I I I 
c. W.r. you -~ •• plng hou,., going to Ichool) or lom.thing .Ise? 

@) • 0 W?rking - SKIP to 280 • D Unable to W1Jfk-SKIP t026<l @ .0 An .mplor" of 0 PRIVATE company. bualn ... or 
indiyJdua for wage., 10 lory or comminfonl? 20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired 

3D Looking for work • D Other - Specify j1 20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (F.doral. Stat •• county. 

• 0 Keeping house or locol)? 

50 Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) l 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu. In .... prof ... lonal 

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

around tho hous.? (Note: If form or business operator In HH. 
40 Working WITHOUT PAY In falftily busln ... or farm? 

ask about unpaid work.) 
d. What kln~ of work wore you doing? (For exampl.: electrical 

@) oONo Yes - How Iftany hours? ___ - SKIP to 280 engineer. srock clerk. typist, former) 

c. Did you have a lob or businesl from which lOU were @ I I I I ,-
temporarily abunt or on layoff LAST WEE ? •• What were your mOlt important activiti., or dutle.? (FOr 

@ 'ONo z DYes - Absent - SKIP to 280 
example: typing. keeping account books,. se11ln/l cars. etc.) 

3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

Notes 

.-

, 

-...::.'~-:: _::c:-:..::=:..::-;~, 

:::-::;..::;:.-

. 
----"'~;:(~~~~'"' .... 

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

29. Now I'd Ilk. to aak SOIft. qu .. tlona about lOVe. - Ho .... n, 
crllft'. Th.y refor only to tho lost 12 Iftonlha _ \ J1~1I1 

, I 

b.lw •• n ___ 1. 197_.nd ___ .197_.\ ONO 
During tho lost 12 Iftonlha. did anyone break 
I.to or solft.how III.golly g.t Into your 
(oportlft.ntlholft.). vo;ag •• or·anolh.r building 
on your prop.rt,? 

30. (Othor than tho Incid.nl(s) I •• t Ift.ntion.d) 
I Old you lind 0 door Illftml.d. a lock forc.d. 

or anr othor algna a an ATTEMPTED 
brook In? 

31. Was anything at all atalon that Is k.pt 
ouhld. your hom., or happened to b. I.f, 
ouf, such a. a bicycle, a lorden hOI., or 
lawn furniture? (othor than ony lneld.nla 
already Ift.ntlon.d) 

10V •• - HOI .'ft' tI ... , 

'ONo 

36. Th. foli .... lng qu .. llon. refor ani, 10 thing. \ 0 Yes - HOI 
that happ.n.d to you durlnv tho 100t 12 month. -. II~III 

b.tw •• n ___ l.197_and ___ .197_.:0NO 
Old you havo your (pock.t plcked/purs. 
Inotch.d)? 

37. Old onyon. tnke aom.thlng (.1 .. ) directly 
from you by ulln8 forc., luch 01 by a 
atlckup. Iftugglng or thr.at? 

31. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using f.rco 
or thr.atonlng to harm y.u? (othor than 
any Incld.nts alr.ady ... ntlan.d) 

39. Old onyon. b.ot you uP. attack you or hit 
you with I.m.thlng, Ivch 01 a rock or bOHI.1 
\~Ihor than an, Incld.nts alr.ady Ift.nllon.d) 

~1. Old anyone THREATiEN to boot you up or 
THREATEN ,au with a knil •• gun. or ..... 
othor w •• pan. NOT Including t.l.pllon. 
throots? (athor than any Incld.nta .Iready 
",.ntlon.d) 

~2. Did onyon. TRY to attack you In ..... 
oth., woy? (othor th.n any lneld.nta alroady 
... ntlon.d) 

~4. W.a .n,thlng fro., you whil. you 
we,. away from hGm., for Inltanc •• t work, In 
• th •• t., .r r •• ,eurant. or whil. trev.Un,? 

~5. (Othor ,hon .ny Incid.nts you'vo .Iready 
... ntl.n.~) was .nythln, (.Ia.) at all 
st.l.n fro .. you during tho I.st 12 Iftonths? 

Dyes -HI. 01'., tl.,., 
DNa 

Survey Instruments 

WOI motor 
vchicle. (cora, truck., .fc.) owned by 
)'OU or any other memb., of this hou.ehold 
during tho laat 12 months? 

~7. you 
month, to r.port lom.thlng 
to you wh I ch you thought WOl 0 
(Do not count any call .... ad. to 
poll c. conc.rnfng the Ineldenh you 
have lust told m' about.) 

CHECK 
ITEMC 

o No - SKIP 10 ofB 

DYes - What hopp.n.d? 

Look at ~7. Was HH member 
i2 t attacked or threatened, or 
was somethhle stolen or an 
attempt made to steal something 
that belonled to him? 

48. Old .nythlng hopp.n to you clurlng III_ I .. t 
12 month a which you thought waa • crl •• , 
but did NOT roport to tho po!!.,.? (othor 
tho'n any Incld .. ts .lroady ... ntlonod) 

D No - SKIP to Check /tem E 

DYes - Wh.t hopponod? 

Look It ofB. W .. HH member 
12 + attacked or threatened. or 
w,,"s somethlnc stolen or an 
attempt made to ste.1 somethlne 
that belonced ·to hlml 

I@> 
00 None-

SKIP to 36 
1101 
·02 
303 
• 0 ~ or more 

OV.S-HOI"'1I1 
11 •• 1 

ONO 

OY.s-HOW ~'111 
tI ... , 

ONo 

Yel-H .. ... , ".s, 

IT] 
IT] 
IT] 

Do any of the s"'en questlans contain any entries 
for "How man)' tlmes~u 

CHECK 
fTEM E 

D No - Interview ned HH member. 
End interview If lost resPondent 
and fil11tem 13 on cover, • 

DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports, 

Pale 1 

87 
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[;!!:;;~¥;:';"[~~ r,1:,\ L/');i§:'~:i!,q PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS t:.(~}il! it,; 'd:,~ Elf,'''',..:' i~~'f~y;;~;t!·,"~,;; ;·a·'w!':,:') 

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. l20b. 21. 22. 23.Wh.t I. the hl", .. t ...... 24. 
NAIIE TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE I ORIGIN SEX ARIIEO (Of y .. r, of flJU11r school Old, .. 

OF NUIIBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc 15) I (cc 16) (cc 17) FORCES r*'U hi .... IVa, aUindedf cOlnpl.t, 
BIRTH· tIIat 111rl KEYER - BEDIN INTER- (eeB) HEAD 
rc~~3) 

(ee 14) I IIEIIBU (ASK lor persons 12-24 yrs. (ee 20) NEW RECORD I 
cc IB) Transcribe lor 25<)' ... )(cc 19) VIEW (ee9b) I 

Last @) @) @ @ @) @ I @) @) @) @) 
I 

10Per I o Head 10M. lOW. I 10M I DYes 00 0 N'""r attended I o v .. I 
'OTel -- • 0 Wile 01 head 'OWd • 'ONeR.: __ 'OF 'ONo 

or kindergarten 
'ONo --

First 10NIj1 100wn child 100. 100L I __ Elem. (01-0B) 
Fill "0 Other relative _OSep. I __ H.S. (09-12) 

I 16-21 
50 Nc-n-relatlve -ONM I __ Colleie (21-26+) 

I 

CHECK t Look at item <4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have 'au boon looking lor work during Iho pall 4 wooks? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) ® I 0 Yes No - Whon did you 10.1 work? 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa • 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Old you live in Ihis hou.o on April I, 1970? • 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 

<@) I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 'ONo 
• 0 Never worked 

27. II Ihoro any reolon why you could noltoko a iob LAST WEEK? 
b. Whoro did you live on April 1, 1970? (51010, lorolgn counlry, @) IONo Yes -. 0 Already has a job U.S. pouession, etc.) • 0 Temporary Illness 

State. etc. County • 0 ,801ng to school 

c. Old you livo Inlido Iho limitl 01 a city, lown, village, olc.? 
• 0 Other - SpeClfy'jl 

@) IONo • 0 Yes - Name of City, town. village. etc"jl 
280. For whom did you (lOll) work? (Nome of company. 

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

d. Wore you In Ihe Armod Forc .. on April 1, 1970? 

@) I DYes 'ONo (§) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. Whol kind 01 bUllno .. or Indullry II Ihll? (For example: TV 
ITEMB o No - SKIP to 36 DYes and radio mfg., retail shoe store. State Labor Dept., form) 

260. Whol woro you doing mall 01 LAST WEEK - (working, @) I I I I 
k •• ping hous., going to school) or something .I •• ? c. Were you _ . 

(§) 10 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to, work-SKIP to26d @ lOAn omploroo 01 a PRIVATE company, bUllno .. or 
• DWith a job but not at work 70 Retired lndlvfdua for wage., ,olary or commfilions? 
• 0 Looking for work .0 Oth.r - Specify; • 0 A GOVERNMENT omployoo (Fod.rol, Sialo, counly, 
• 0 Keeping house or local)? 

• 0 Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP 10 280) • 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bUllno .. , prolo .. lonol 

b. Old you do any work 01 all LAST WEEK, nol counting work' "'-
practice or farm? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY In lomily bUllno .. or lorm? around the houl.? (Note: If form or business operator In HH. .. 
" d. Whol kind 01 work woro you doing? (For example: electrical 

@ 
ask about unpaid work.) 
oDNo Yes - How many hours? __ - SKIP to 280 '" engineer. stock clerk. typist. farmer) 

c. Did you hove a iob or busin ••• from which you w~r. @) ". 
I_pororily oblonl or on loyoll LAST W"EK? e. What"~.r. your mo.t Important activlti •• or dutle,? (For 

@) IONo • 0 Yes - ",bsent - SKIP to 2Ba examp e: typing. keeping account books, seilIng cars. etc.} 

• 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

I~~,%,~'~,; ',','. "":"',:;:i'i);7 ,':'i.,::::(~::' . ,",>'1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS 1':'C::;',l',:i:""";":;'''i ;, 'c";"';;:,; :6:,;:':,:, ',,:;',i'.J 
36. Tho lollowlng quo Ilion I rolor ani, 10 Ihlng. thai' 0 Yes - How r .... ' 46. Did you find any evidence that .omeone I OYes- How alay 

happened to you during the lalt 12 ~Qnths _ ~ tlme.l ATTEMPTED to 11001 lomolhlng Ihol I lI.el1 

botwoo __ l, 197_ond __ , 197_. Old ONo bolongod 10 you? (olher Ihon any [ONO 

yau have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? incidents already mentioned) 

37. Did onyono loko lomothlng (oliO) dlroctly OV<'>- How ..... ' 
47. Old you <.011 Iho polico during tho lOll 12 monlhl 10 roport 

fram you by using force, such as by a stickup, tllI .. l lomolhlng Ihol happonod 10 you which you tlroughl wal 0 

mugg1nil or threat? ONo crime? (Do not count any calls made to the pollee 

38. Old onyono TRY 10 rob you by ullng lorc. o Yes - How OlIn, 
@ concorning Iho Incldonll you hovo iUII laid mo aboul.) 

~ 0 No - SKIP to 48 or threatening to harm you? (other than any tI ..... l o Yes- Whol happonod? 
incidents already mentioned) ONo _:.. 

39. Did anyone b-at you up, attack you or hit you P=:J lOVe. -H.., .... ' 
with lom .. hlng, such al a rock or boHle? I tlmolt 
(olhor Ihon any Ineldonll olroody monllonod) 'ONo • t Look at ~7 - Was HH member 12 + loy. How ... 

-'0. Were you knifed, Ihot at, or attacked with I DYes-Mow .... , 
CHECK attacked or threatened. O,t' was SOffle"l e - U .. ,f Y 
ITiiM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :0 No some ather w .. apon lUy anyone at all? (other , 11 .... 1 

steal somethln: tl'8tbelonged,\ him?: than any incidents already mentioned) 10No 

41. Oid an,ono THREATEN 10 bool you up or 10V"~H.W_' 4~. Old onylhlng hoppon 10 you during Iho 10"1 12 monlhl which 
THR EA TEN you wilh a knilo, gun, or lomo JONO II .... ' @ f,"u Ihaughl WOI a crlmo, bul did NOT ropM 10 tho polico? 
other weapon~ HOT including telephone threats? , ill other than any incldentt already mentloned) ... _ • 
(other than any incidents alread:t mentioned) I o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

.42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some I OVes- How Nay i:I:J 0 Yes - Who I hopponod? 
olhor way? (othor Ihon any In~ldonil : th ... l 
alrood, monllonod) ,ONo 

43. Ourlng tho lOll 12 monlhl, did onyono 11001 ~ 0 Yes - Hw •• ny t Look aHB Was HH member 12 + 10V .. -H .... 1I)' 
CH ECK attacked o.r threatened. or was sQme .. 1 II ••• , 

thinSis that belonged to you from inside any car 
10no 

th ... f ITEM 0 thing Slol.n or an attempt mode to i 0 No 
or truck, such as package. or clothing? steal somethln, .that belon,ed to hlm?1 

4.4.. Was anything Itolen from you whUe JOu were 10V •• -How .... ' 
away from home, for instance at.o , in a I tI •• ? Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 

theater or restaurant, C!: W,hUe traveling? 10No CHECKt for "How many times?" 

.45. (Other than any incident; YO\l've already : 0 Yes - HDW alny ITEM EDNa - Interview next HH member. End Interview 
montlonod) WOI onylhing (olIO) 01 all Iioion I 11 ••• 1 If lost respondent. and (III item 13 on cover. 

from you during the last 12 ",onths? JONO DYes - Fill Crime InCident Reports. 

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

Survey Instruments 69 

I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I 
14. 15. 16. 17. lB. 19. 200. ,20b. 21. 22. 23.What Is thl hl,hul ,radl 24. NAME TYPE LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE IORIGIH SEX ARMED (Of yur) of llcular school Old you 

OF NUMBER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (ec IS) you hlVl IVII attlndld? complltl KEYER - BEGIN BIRTH· , Ice 16) (ee 17) FORCES INTER- (ccBI HEAD (cc 14) I {ASK for persons 12-24 }trs. that Yllrl NEW RECORD VIEW 
DA~ I MEMBER (cc 20) (cc9b) lC£ JZI I (ee IB) Transcribe for 25tyrs.)(ee19) 

Last @) @ @ @ @) @ @) @) @) @) , 
IOPer 

, 
I wHead 'OM. 'OW. I 

10M 'DYes 000 Never attended , DYes 'OTel I -- 20Wlfe 01 head -- 'OWd, 'ONeg.~ __ ·CJF 'ONo or kindergarten 
'ONo First ,e NI, lDOwn child '00. 'DOt, , __ Elem, (Ol-OB) 

Fill • W Other relative -OSep. i __ H.S. (09-12) 16-21 
50 Nonofelatlve _OtlM 

, 
Coliege (21-26t) , 

CHECK t Look at Item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks? 
ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) ® lOVes No - When did you los I work? o Yos - SKIP to Check /tem BONo • 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 

250. Did you live in this house on April 1, 1970? 3 0 5 or more years ago} 

<@) , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check l!em B 20 No 
4 0 Never worked SKIP to 36 

b. Where did you live on April 1, 1970? (State, foreign country, 
27. Is there any reason why you could not take 0 job LAST WEEK? 

U.S. possession, etc.) @) IDNo Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 

State, etc. 
• 0 Temporary illness 

County 40 Going to school 

Co Old you liv," Inside the limits of 0 city, town, village, etc.? 50 Other - Specify'jl 
@) I 0 No • 0 Yes - Nome of city. town. vii/age, etc

7 280. For,whom did y~u (Io.t) work? (Name of company. (§) I I I I I I bUSiness, organization or ether employer) 
d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1970? 

@) loYes 'ONo (§) X 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 
CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? 

b. What kind of business or ind~stry is this? (For example: TV ITEM B o No - SKIP [0 36 DVes and radIo mfg .. retail shoe ~[ore. State Lobar Dept .. form) 
260. Whol w.re you doing mo.I 01 LAST WEEK _ (working @) II I l 

@ 
keeping house, going to school) or something else? ' c. Were you _ 
I :::J Working - SKIP to 280 • 0 Unable to work-SKIP t026d @ I 0 ~n .~plor.e 01 a PRIVATE company, bu.in ... or 20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired IOdlvldua for wages, sa lory or commissions? • 0 Looking for work • 0 Other - Specify; • 0 A GOVERNMENT employee (Fedoral, Siole, county, 40 Keeping house or local)? 
• 0 Going to school 

(If Armed Forces. SKIP [0 280) • 0 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bus in .... prolo .. ionol 

b. Did you do Ony work at all LAST WEEK, nol counting work practice or form? 

around the house? (Note; If form or business operotor in HH 40 Working WITHOUT PAY in lomily busine .. or lorm? 

@) 
ask about unpaid work.) • 

d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
a 0 No Yes - How m.ny hourl? ___ SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk. typist, farmer) 

c. Did you have a Job or business from which you were @) I I I l 
temporarily absent or on loyoff LAST WEEK? 

e. What were your most important activities or duties? (For @) IONo • 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typTng, keeping account books, selling cors, etc.) 
3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

-' I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I ;"1-

36. Th~ following qu~stlons refer only to things that 10 Yes _ How m'ny 46. Did you find any evidence that someone lOVes - How many happened to you during the last 12 months _! times? ATTEMPTED to slool som.thing thai I tlmls7 
b.lweon __ l, 197_ ond __ , 197_. Old IONO belonged to you? {other than any :ONo 
you have your (pocket picked/pune snatched)? I incidents already mentioned) , 

37. Did anyone tok. lom.thing (els.) directly I 0 Yes - How m'ny 47. Did you call the police during the last 12 months to report 
from you by using force, such as by a stickup, I times? somethln!;! that hoppened to you which you thought was Q 

mugging or threat? :ONo crime? (Do not count ony calls mode to the police 

38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by ullng lorco 1 0 Yes - How many 
@ concerning the incidents you have just told me about.) 

or threatening to harm you? (other than any I tlmls? +i 0 No - SKIP to 48 
incidents already mentioned) 10No DYes - Whol hopp.n.d? 

39. Old anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you : 0 Yes - How many TI with something, such as a rock or bottle? , limes' 
(other than any Incidents already mentioned) 10No t Look at ~7 - Was HH member 12 + ' 

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked w1th f 0 Yes - How m'ny CHECK attacked or threatened or was some .. :DYes - How many 
some other weapon by anyone at all? (ather I tlmu? ITEM C thing stolen or an atte:npt made to ~O No tlm .. 7 
than any Incidents already mentioned) !ONO steal something that belonged to him?1 

41. Old onyon. THREATEN 10 beol you up or 
, 

: OYes - How many 48. Oid anything happen 10 you during Ih. lost 12 monlh. which 
THREATEN 'au with a knif.! gun, or lome : DNa times 1 @ you thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police? other weapon, NOT including telephone thleats~ 
(other than any Incidents alrea~y mentionud) 

, Tl (other than any incidents already mentioned) , o No - SKIP [0 Check Item E 
42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some I OYes- How many m 0 Yes - Whot happened? 

other way? (other than any Inddenh : Umesl 
already mentioned) ,ONo 

43. During Ih. lOll 12 monlhs, did anyone 1\.01 : DYes - How min)' , Look at ~8 - Was HH member 12 + '0 Yes _ "ow m.n 
things that belonged to you from Indde any car 

lONo 
IIm .. 7 CHECK anacked or threatened, or ~as some .. 1 tlmls? y 

or truck, such as packages or clothing? ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to JONO 

44. Wal anything stolen from you while tau were : 0 Yes - How m,"y 
steal something that belonged to him?l 

away from home, for instance at war I in a I times? Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 
theater or restaurant, or while traveltng? 'ONO CHECKt for "How many times?" , 

45. (Other than any incidents you've already : 0 Yes - How many ITEM EDNa - Interview next HR member. End in[ervlew 
menlioned) Wo, anything (oliO) 01 all .Iolon I tlm .. 7 If lost respondent. and fill item 13 on cover. 
Irom 'au during the 10.1 12 month? !ONa DYes - Fill Cr'me Incident Reports. ...... " ........... -. 

Pau 5 

r 



" L 

70 Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Diego Survey Instruments 71 

i~ PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS r~;:;,?"~,;t"~!:t"'" '<;'h,);i¥~:S :,,:,";;;'~;;,~:tf~~1f: 
U. 15. 16. 18. 19. 200. ,2Ob. 21. 22. 23.WbII ). Ihl hI"'", " .... 24. 
NAME TYPE UNE IIELATIONSHIP AGE MAIIITAL RACE 101liGIN SEX AIIIIEO (or YIII) (f "Iul. school Oldy ... 

OF NUMIER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (ce 15) \ (cc 16) (ce 17) FOIICES you hlV' .var 'Hended? callpllt. 
liliTH- IhltJllr! KEYEII - IEGIN INTEII- (ce8) HEAD DAY (ce 14) MEMIEII (ASK tor pe"ans 12-24 Y", (ce 20) NEWIIECOIID , Transcribe for 25+yrs.)(cc 19) VfEW (ce9l» (cc 13) , ce 18) 

Last @l @) @) @) @) @ , @ ® @) @) , 
,oPer ,oHeOO 'OM. 'OW. 

, 
'OM 'oVes 00 0 Never attonded 'oVes , 

20Tei -- 2oWifo of head -- 2oWd. 2oNog.\ __ 20F 2oNo or klndertarten 2oNo 
First ,oNI, '0 Own child 'DO. 'OO~ : 

__ Elem. (Ol-lla) 
• FJII • DOther relative ·OSep. __ H_~. (0~12) 
!6-21 

, 
50 Non-relatlve ·0NM 

, College (21-26t) , 

").", PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS fi:;w;;'~ ~. 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,2Ob. 21. 22. 23.Whlt I. tho h'", .. , ".... 24. 
NAIIE TY~E UHE ~ELATIOHSHIP AGE MARITAL IIACE I ORIGIN SEX AIIIIEO (or YII') of rerulll" school Old you 

OF NUMIER TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS (cc 15) I (cc 16) (cc 17) FOIICES you hlVI eY'r IHlnded1' cOllplet' 
KEYER - IEGIN INTER- (ce8) HEAD DIIITH· 

(cc 14) (ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. thlt ,ur! 
~~~3) 

MEIIDEI! 
NEW RECORD VIEW (cc9b) 1 cc 18) Transcribe for 25+yrs.)(ceI9) (ce 20) , 

Lui @l @) @) @) @) @ , @ @) @) @) , 
,oPer , oHoOO 'OM. 'OW. 

, 
'OM 'oVes 00 0 Never attended , OVa. , 

20TII -- 20 Wife of he.~ -- 2oWd. 2o Noa·1 -- ·0F 20Ne or klnderearten ·0No 
First ,0NI, ,DOwn child '00. 'DOL: 

__ Elem. (Ol-lla) 
Fill .0 Olher relative ·oSop. __ Ii.S.I~12) 

16-21 
, 

50 Non-relative ·0NM 
, __ College (21-26.) , 

CHECK , Look at Item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Hav. you been looking for work during th. pa.t 4 w •• ko? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) @ • 0 Yes No - When did you la.t work? 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item B ONo 2 0 Up to S years ago - SKIP to 280 

2Sa. Did you live In this house on April I, 19701 3 0 S or more years ago} SKIP to 36 

@) , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20No 
A 0 Never worked 

27. Is the .. any rea.on why you could not toke a job LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you live on April I, 1970? (State, foreign country, @) ,ONo Yes - 2 0 Already has a job U.S. pOllession, etc.) 

3 0 Temporary Illness 

State. etc. County 40 Going to school 

c. Did you live Inlid. the limit. of a city, town, villag., .tc.? 
5 0 Other - SpeclfYjl 

® 'ONo 20 Yes - Name of city. town, village, etc.~ 
280. Fqr wham did you (la.t) work? (Name of company, 

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

@) 
d. Were you in the Armed Farc .. on April 1, 1970? 

I DYes 20No (§) x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of buslne .. or industry Is this? (For example: TV 
ITEMB o No - SKIP t036 DYes and rodio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Cept .. form) 

260. What were yo" doing mo.t of LAST WEEK - (working, @) I I I I 
keeping hou'l!-!~ gotng to school) or something .Ise? c. Were you-

@) 10 Working - SKIP to 2Ba 60 Unable to wo<k-SKlP to26d @ , 0 An emplor" 01 a PRIVATE company, bu.lnes. or 
20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired indivldlJo for wages, solary< or commissions? 
3 0 Looking for work 80 Other - SpecifYjI 20 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county, 
• 0 Keeping house or local)? 
• 0 Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.ln ... , profe .. lanal .... practlc0:- or form? 

b. Did you do any work at'llll LAST WEEK, not count in; work 
.0 Working WITHOUT PAY I. family busin ... or farm,?_ around the house? (Note: If form or bUSiness operator in HH. 

® 
ask about unpaid work.) d. What kind 01 work were you doing? (For example: ele"rlcol 
oONo Yes - How many hours? ___ - SKIP 10 280 engine.,. stock clerk. typist, farmer) 

c. Old )'ou haye a job or busin"l from which )'ou werrt @ n'-l] 
temporarily absent or an layol/ LAST WEEK? •• What were ),our mOlt Irnponant actiyities or dutlel? (For 

@ 'ONo 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2Ba example: typlns. keeping account books, seiling cars, etc.) 
3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

CHECK , Look at Item ~ on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking lor work during the pa.t 4 woekl? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) @ , 0 Yes No - When did you lOll work? 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item B ONo 2 0 Up to S years ago - SKIP to 280 

2Sa. Did you live In thi. house on April 1, 1970? 3 0 S or more years a,o} SKIP to 36 

@) , DYes SKIP to Check Item B 20No 
4 0 Never worked 

27. I. there any rea.on why you could nat toke a jab LAST WEEK? 
b. Whore did you live on April I, 1970? (State, foreign country, @) 'ONo Yes - 20 Already has a job U.S. pOlleulon, etc.) 

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

c. Did you live In. Ide till Ilmlll 01 a city, town, village, ItC.? 
• 0 Other - SPecifYjl 

@) IONo 20 Yes - Name of city, toWn, vii/age, etc,; 
280. For whom did you (10.1) work? (Name of company 

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

@) 
d. Were you In th'l Armed Farces ~n April I, 1970? 

, DYe. 20No " ® x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 
CHECK • Is this person 16 years old or older! b. What kind 01 bu.lne .. or Industry I. thi.? (For example: TV 
ITEM B o No - SKIP to 36 DYes ond rodio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Cept., farm) 

260. Whot wore you doing moll of LAST WEEK - (working, @) I I I I 

@) 
keoplng hau.o, going to .choal) or something else? c. W.re you-
, 0 Working - SKIP to 280 .0 Unable to work-SKIP to26d @ , 0 An emplaree of a PRIVATE company, bu.lne .. or 
2 0 With a job but not at work 70 Retired I.,dividua for wages, solar), or c§mmiuions? 
,~ 0 Looking for work 80 Other - SpecifYjl 20 A GOVERNMENT emplay.e (Foderal, State, county, 
• 0 Keeping hou.e or local)? 
sO Going to school (If Armed Forces. SKIP to 2Ba) 3D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu.lne .. , prale .. lanal 

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, nat counting work 
practic. or farm? 

arou.d the house? (Note: If farm or business operotor in HH, 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bu.lne .. or farm? 

@ 
ask about unpaid work.) d. Wha,t kind 01 work were you doing? (For example: .Iectrical 
oONo Yes - How many Ioaurs? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) 

c. Old you ha .... a lab or businels from which you were @ I I I I 
temporarily ab •• nt or an laya/l LAST WEEK? •• What wI"e your malt Important activit! •• C!'-:--':;tles? (For 

@ 'ONo 20 'res - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing, keeping account books, selling cors, etc.) 
3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

F.ttV.~~?:~[~ &fr.f(,;J#'?':~'{:f~~~'??~t/;~;;·J~::.Yit)~~~,·_;;.~C:~:~~i INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTie":Hs t;;;~i'f'>:'-:;";:"':;i;:;:0.;,.";." .c: .:'>::"",:~'J:;,~'] 
36. The lollawing questions relor anl~ to thing. that, 0 Yes - Hew_J 46. Did you find nny evid.nc. that .omeone lOVes - How IIlny 

happened to you during the last 1 month, _: tiMes? ATTEMPTED to steal something that I th .. " 
betwee,,-l, 197_ and __ , 197_. Old [ 0 No bllonged to you? (other than any 10No 

you have your (pock.t picked/purse snatched)? , Inclde~h already mentioned) , 
37. Did anyone take something (.Ise) dir.ctly loves - How man, 47. Did you call the police during the lost .12 months to report 

fron, you by uling force, luch 01 by a stickup, I thnol1' lom.thing that happened to you which you thot:ght was a 
mugging or threat? 10NO crim.? (Do not count any call. mad. to the pollc. 

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by u.lng larce lOVe. - How .... y 
@ c'loVu:erning the incidents you ha .... jUlt told me about.) rn 0 No - SKIP to 48 or threatening to harm you? (o.her than any I U ... , 

DYes ~ What happened? 
incident& already mention.d) 10NO 

39. Did anyone beot you up, attack you or hit you , 0 Yes - How "101 P=J .' 
with .omething, such a. a rock or bottl.? I tI",., 
(other than any inddenh alr.ady mentioned) ,oNo t Look at ~7 - Was HH member 12. : y 

.w. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with 10Ves-Hew_, 
CHECK attacked or threatened,orwas some-tO es-~:.~ ... , 

10m. olher weapon by a"/.,one at all? (oth.r I tI_1f ITEM C, thing slolen or an attempt made to :0 No 
than any Incidents olrea )' mentioned) ,oNo .,. steal something that belonged to him!: 

~i?r~"1~':~:);l~~~"ti;\:.~(;':'i;r;;:;;~~1t.fv.:~;::;;:'f,,~ri':;.::iH INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS '~F,,": 

36. The fallowing qu .. tlon. reler anl~ to things that, 0 Vo. - Hew .. lOy 46. Did yeu lind any evidence that .ameone I OYes- How UR1 
happenld to you during the last 1 month. - I tI .... ! ATTEMPTED to .tool something that I tI ... l 

between __ I, 197_ and __ , 197_. Old lONe belonged to you? (ather than any 10No 

you have your (packet picked/purse .n.tchld)? 1 (neid.n" alread), m.ntioned) , 
37. Did anyone take something (else) directly lOVes - How mill)' 

47. Did you calf the police during the la,t 12 month. to report 
from ),ou by using force, such 01 by Q stickup, I tlma" .amethlng that hapPlned to you which you thought was a 
mugging or threat? 10NO crime? (Do not count any calli made to the polic. 

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by u.lng lorce • 0 Yes - How min)' 
§ concerning the incidents you have iust told m. about.) 
~ 0 No - SKIP to 48 or thr.atenlng to harm you? (oth.r thor. any I tl .... , o Yo. - What happened? 

Incident. already mention.d) 10NO 

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you : OVCIS - How min)' bl:=:J_ with lamething, luch o. a rock or bottl.? I ll1n •• , 
(other than any Incldenll already mentioned) ,oNo , Look al ~7 - Was HH member 12. , 

.40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attack.d with 10Ves- Hew_J 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was s',,,,e-I 0 V •• - ~::.o;1f1Y 

some other weapon by anyone at all? (oth.r I 11M. 1 ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to : 0 No 

than any Incldlnts already mentioned) ,ONe steal something that belonged to hlm?i 

41. Old anyone THRE .... TEN to boot you up or : oVe:/-~ow_, 48. Did anything hapPln to you during the la.t 12 months which 
THR EATEN you with a knl1e, gun, Of some :O~o 11 .... 1 @ you thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the pol/ce? 
oth.r weapon, HOT including t.lephone threats? m (other than any Incident. already mentioned) 
(other than any in~idents already m.ntioned) 

, , o No - SKIP to Check (tem E 
42. Did anyone Tr,y to attock you In .om. lOVes - HO'if IIIn), t±J 0 Yes - What happened? 

oth.r wO)'? (~ther than any incidents I UIM'7 
already montloned) rONa 

43. During the last 12 month., did anyone steal J 0 yes - HoW lnlroy 
t Look at 18 - Was HH member 12 + '0 Yes - Hew ... OJ 

things that b.longed to you from fr.lid. any car 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some·1 tI ... ar 

10No 
1I ... f ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to 10 No 

or truck, such as packages or clothing? sleal something that belonged to him?' 
44. Was anything stol.n from you whil. JOu were lOVes - Hew uny 00 any of the screen questions contain any entries away from home, for instance at wo , in a r tI ... l 

th.at.r or r •• taurant, or whil. trayeling? 'ONe CHECK' for "How manYI!/fles!" 

45. (Oth.r than an)' incidents you've already : 0 Yes - How many ITEM E 0 No - Interview next HH member. End Interview 
mentlanod) Was anything (.Ise) at a" .tal.n I tI •• lf If las! respondent, and fill item 13 on cover. 
from you during thl la.t 12 month.? :oNO o Yo< - Fill Crime InCident Reparts. 

41. Did onlone THREATEN to beat you up or : 0 Yes - How mlny 48. Did anything happen to you during the lOll 12 months which 
THRE TEN you with a knife, gun, or .ame :oNO tI .... ! @ "au thought was • crime, but did NOT report 10 the police? 
other weapon, NOT Including telephone threats? tIJ allo.r than any Incidents already mentioned) 
(athor than any Incidents already montlanld) 

, , o No - SKIP to Check Item E 
42. Did anyone TRY to attack you In same I 0 Yes - How Nny [[J 0 Yes - What happened? 

athor way? (other than any Incidents : IImlif 
already m."tianed) ,ON. 

43. During the last 12 month., did anyono .teol : 0 Ves - How lIIan, 
, Look at ~8 - \'las HH munber 12 t , 0 Ve. - Hew '""ny 

Ihln~. IIoat belonged to you from Inside any car CHECK . attacked or th:catened, or was some-I tI • ." 

or truck, .uch a. package. or clothing? 1 0. No tI .... ! ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to 10NO 

U. WOI anything .tolen from you while JOu were ~ 0 Ves - How IIlfty 
steal something that belonged to him!' 

away from home, qar Instanc. at wo , In a I tlMI1' Do any of the screen questions contain an), entries 
th.ater or r.lt,u~ant, or whil. trav.ling? 'oNo CHECK' for "How many times?" 

45. (Oth.r than ony ",cldenh you· .... already ; 0 Yes - HoW mlny ITEM E 0 No'- Interview "txt HH member. End Interview 
mentioned) Wa. anything (else) at all .tale. I thnll' If last respondent, and fill Item 13 on cover. 
from you during the I.st 12 month.? 10NO o Ves - Fill Crime Incident Reparts. 

,~ 
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Pal. 7 

b. Whot ~ind of bualn ... or Induatry la thla? /For example' TV 
and radio mf,l., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept .. fa';") 

c. you-

d. 

lOAn ... ploy •• of a PRIVATE ca"'pany. bualn ... or 
IndlYldual fo, wage., .alary or comminton.? 

2 0 A GOVERNMENT ... ploy •• (Fod.ral, Stat •• county. 
ar local)? 

• 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu. In .... prof ... lonal 
practice 0' farm? 

e. we'. your 
example: typln" keep;n, account book •• sellin/l car., etc.) 

t 
i 

J 

O.M.B. No. ~1·R266 : Approv .. I E I 30 1974 xp rei une 

KEYER -
Note. 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 

Line number 

@) 
Screen questi on number 

<ill) 
Incident number 

@) 
la. Yau aald 'hat during tho laat 12 month a - (Refer to 

appropriate screen question for description of aime). 
In what month (did ,hla/dld tho flnt) Incldont happ.n? 
(ShOW flashcard If necessary. Encouralle respondent to 
give exact month.) 

@9 Month (01-12) 

Is tIl!s Incident report for a series of crimes? 

@) CHECK t ' 0 No - SKIP to 2 

ITEM A 
20 Yes - (Note: series must have 3 or 

more similar Incidents which 
respondent can't recall separately) 

b. In wha' ",onth(a) did ,hOi. Incld.nts ,o~. ploeo? 

• (Mark all that apply) 

® 1 0 Spring (March, April, May) 
20 Summer (June, July, August) 
.0 Fall (September, October, November) 
.0 Winter (December, January, February) 

tfow many Incldentl werelnyolyed in this lerl.~? 

@) 
c, 

, 0 Three or four 
20 Five to ton 
• 0 Eleven or more 
• 0 Don't know 

INTERVIEWER - If series, the followlnll questions refer 
only to the most recent Incident, 

2- About what tim. did (thlo/th. moat r.c.nt) 

(§) 
Incld.n' happen? 
, 0 Don't know 
2 0 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 

At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 

Survey In.trument. 

NOTICE _ Your report to the Cenlus Bureau Is confidential by law 
(Tltl~ 13. U.s. code). It may be lOen only by sworn Census employees 
and may be used only rOt statistical purposes. 

FOR" NC5-4 
, •• U-UI u.s. DEPARTMENT Of" COMMERCE 

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 
BUREAU OF THE eI:.N'US 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

Sa. W.r. you a cu~;omer, .mploy •• , or own.r? 

@) ,0 Customer 
~O Employee 

_DOwner 

-0 Other Specify 

b. Old tho p."on(o) at.ol or TRY to a'.al ony'hlng from 
the stor., ,."aurant, office, factory, etc.? 

@ ,DYes } 
2 0 No SWP to Check Item B 
• 0 Don't know 

60. Did tho off.nd.r(a) liy. th.r. Dr hay. 0 right to b. 
there, such at a gued or a workman? 

@) '0 Yes - SKIP to Check /tern B 

20No 

I' 0 Don't know 

b. j>ld tho off.nd.r(a) octuolly g., in Dr iust TRY ta g.' 

@) 
In ,h. building? 
, 0 Actually got In 

20 Just tried to get In 

.0 Don'; know 

c. Was th.r. any eyldene., luch (II a broken lock or broken 
window. 'hot tho off.nd.r(a) (forcod hla woy In/TRIED 

.. to forco hla way In) tho building? 

@) ,DNa 
Yes - What waa 'he ovldenc.? Anything elae? 

(Mark 01 I that apPly) 
20 Broken lock or window 
_ 0 Forced door or window 

(or tried) 

I 
N 
C 
I 
D 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
p 

o 
R 
T 

• 0 6 p.m. to midnight 4 0 Siashed screen to Check } "" • 0 Midnight to 6 a.m. • 0 Other - SpecifY, Item B 

sO Don't know. 

3a. Old thla Incld.nt 'a~. plac. Inalde ,h. liml" 01 thh 
I city or lomewh.re .I.e? d. How did Ih. off.nd.rlo) (g., In/try to g.' In)? 
!@ 1 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 (@ , 0 Through unlocked door or window 

20 Somewhere else In the United States 
sO Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 20 Had key 

b. In what Stale and county did thla Incld.nt occur? 
_ 0 Don't know 

40 Other - Specify 

State - Vias any member of this household, 

@) 
Including respondent, present when th1s 

County CHECK t Incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK) 

@c. 
Old II happ.n Inald. tho limits 01 a cl,y. 'own •• llIog •• ~'c,l ITEM B ; 0 No - SKIP to 130 

110 1 DNa 20Yes 
20 Yes - Enter name of city, town, etc., 

@) r I I I I 
70. Did the p.rlon(l) hov. a weopon such 01 a gun or knife, 

or lom.thing h. wal using 01 a weapon, lu.ch as a 

~ Wh.r. did 'hla Incld.n"o~. plac.? 

}SKIP to 60' 

• boule, or wrench? 

@) 1 0 At or In own dwelling, In garage or @) 'ONo 
othe, building on pro~erty (Includes 
break-in or attempted break-In) 

20 Don't know 

20 At olln vacation home, hotellmotel Yes _ What waa ,h. w.opon? (hlark all that apply) 

• 0 Inside commercial building such as 
j. ASK 

_OGun 
store. restaurant. bank. ,as station. -0 Knife 
public conveyance or station So 

• 0 Inside office, factory, or warehouse sOOther - Specify 

• 0 Near oWn home: yard, sidewalk, ~ b. Old !h. pe,.on(s) hit ~ou. ~noc~ you down, or aCluolly 
driveway, carport, apartment hall attack you 1" som. ot .r way? 
(Does not Inc/ude break-In or 

@) , 0 Yes - SKIP to 7f attempted break-In) SKIP 
60 On the street, In a park, field, play- to Check 20No 

,round, school ,rounds or parkin, lot /tern B 

70 Inside school 
c. Old tho p.,.on(o) thr.a'.n you with harm In any way? 

.0 Other - SpecifY, @) , 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

20Yes 
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7d. How were you 
• (Mark a /I that 

@ , 0 Verbal threat of rape 

. 
@) 

* 
@) 

20 Verbal threat of attack olher 
than rape 

3 0 Weapon present or threatened 
wi th weepOI\ 

00 Attempted attack with weapon 
(for example, ~hot at) 

50 Object thrown at person 
• 0 Followed, surrounded 
70 Other - Specify _____ _ 

e. What aCluolly 
(Mark all that 
, 0 Something taken without 

permission 
2 0 Attempted or threatened to 

take something 
3 0 Harassed, argument, abusive 

language 
00 Forcible entry or attempted 

forcible entry of house 
50 Forcible entry or attempted 

entry of car 
• 0 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to 

damage or destroy property 
a 0 Other - Specify, 

--------~--~~~~~~ I. How 
other way? 

, 0 Raped 
2 0 Tried to rape 
• 0 Hit with object held in hand. shot, knifed 
_ 0 Hit by thrown object 
50 Hit, slapped. knocked down 
.0 Grabbed, held, tripped, lumped, 

pushed, etc. 
7 0 Other - Specify 

80. What wer. the iniuries you suffered, if any? 
• Anylhlng else? (Mark 01/ that appJ~') 

@ , 0 None - SKIP to lOa 
20 Raped 
• 0 Attempted r.pe 
00 Knife or gunshot wounds 
5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
60 Internal injuries, knockfJd unconscious 

Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swell 
Other -

d. Whot was Ihe totol amount 01 your medical 
expenses resulting from this incid''"t, IHCLUD· 
IHG anything r:id by Insuronco? Includo hospltol 
and doctor bil I, medicine, therapy, broces, and 
any oth., injury relate-d medical expenses. 
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimate. 
DONo cast - SKIP to /00 

s . Ill] 
X 0 Don't know 

time of the were you 
by any medical insuranc., or were you 
lor bonelits Irom any""her Iypo 01 healt~ 
b,n.fits 'program, such as MedicaId, V"IJlan,' 
Adminl.tratlan, or Public Wellare? 
, No ••••• '}SKIP to 100 
z Don"t know 

• Yes 

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

any Insuranc. companl.s or programs 
to get part or all of your medical expens.s paid? 

No - SKIP to /00 

o. Was tJ.is person mal. 
or f.mal.? 

'OMale 

20 Female 

• 0 Don't know 

b. How old would you say 
the person was? 

,0Under 12 

2012-14 

'015-17 

0018-20 

5021 or ave, 

(Mark 01/ that apply) 
00 Threatened, argued, reasoned, 

erc. with offender 
50 Resisted without force, used 

evasive action (ran/drove away, 
hid, held property, lacked door, 
ducked, shielded self, etc.) 

many pellons? 

g. 
® t o All male 

2 o All female 
• 0 Male and female 
40 Don't know 

h. How you .ay 
young.st was? ® ,0Under 12 
20 12-1~ 
• 015-17 
_018-20 

I. How 

.021 or aver
SKIP to j 

• 0 Don't know 

you say the 

6_..:o=_D_a_n'_t_k_n_a_w _____ -; ® 
c. Was the person 1om'one you 

knew or wos h. a stranger? 

01 dOlt was? 
'0 Under 12 
2012-14 

4018-20 
5021 or aver 
_ 0 Don't know 

, o Stranger } 
20 Don't know 

3 0 ~~~~~~ry 
40 Casual 

acquaintance 

5 DWell known 

,oNo 

SKIP 
to e 

Yes - What relationship? 
2 0 Spouse or ex·spouse 

'0 Parent 

'OOwn child 

.0 Brother or sister 

• 0 Other relative -
SpecIfy, 

o. IVa. he/.he -

, oWhlto? 

20 Hogra? 

• 0 Other? -SpecIfy; 

40 Don't know 

SKIP 
to 
120 

• 015-17 

j. Were any of the pelsons kilown 
or r.lated to you or wlr. th.y 
all ItronSl.rs? 

@ , 0 All strangers } SKIP 
20 Don't know to m 
• 0 All relatives } SKIP 
00 Some ,elatlves to I 
5 o All known 
6 Some 

k. How 
• (Mark 01/ that 

® I 0 By sight only 
20 Casual 

acqualntance(s) 
Well known 

SKIP 
tom 

• 
@) 

I. How wero Ihoy rolatod to yo.? 
(Mark 01/ that apply) 
, 0 Spouse or 40 Brothersl 

ex-spouse sisters 
2 0 Parents 5 0 Other -
_ 0 Own Speclfyp 

children 

m. Woro all 01 thom -
10Whlto? 
20 Nogra? 
• 0 Olhor? - SPecIfy, 

00 Combination - SpeclfY}t 

.0 !lon't know 

I 

i 
I 
I 
~ 
'I , 
'1 
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Survey Instruments 75 

,,',?~.;n~i'jf1;"i~W,::<~i:;\;;;;;i";:,1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued [:\;1~:;FD~':~;;! 'f~(~;;l:ij) :,;.\'5;.j(;, .··i;:,:'{f:;~i; 
120. Wero you Ihe only person ther. besldos Iho ollondor(s) Was a car or other motor venlcle taken? 

@ ,DYes - SKIP t9 130 CHECK t (Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f) 

20N" ITEM 0 o No - SKIP to Chock Item E 

b. How many of these porsons were robbed, harmed, or DYes 
threatened? Do not include persons under 12 years 

140. Had permission to use the (car/motor vehicle) evor been of ago. 

@) 00 None - SKIP to 130 given to the person who took It? 

@) 'ONO •••••• } 
SKIP to Check /rem E 

Number of persons 20 Don't know 
c. Were any of these persons merubers of your household? ,0Yes 

Do not Include household members under 12 years of age. 
b. Old Ihe person rolurn tho (car/malar vehicle)? @) DONo 

Yes - How many, not counting yourself? @) I DYes 

(Also mark "Yes" In Check /rem I on poge 12) 20Na 

130. Was something stolen or tC!:ken vithout permission that Is Box I or 2 marked in 131? belongod to you or alhers In Ihe household? 

t INTERVIEWER - 'nC'ude anything stolen from CHECK DNa - SKIP to 150 
unrecognizable business In respondent's home. ITEM E 

DYes Do not Include anything stolen from a recognizable 
business fn respondent's home or another business, such 

@) 
as merchandIse or cash from a regIster. c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your p1!rson, for Instance, 
, 0 Yes - SKIP to 13f In a pockot or being held by you when II wa, laken? 
20No @) I DYes 

b. Did tho rrson(.) ATTEMPT 10 take something Ihal 
"DNa belonge to you or others tn the household? 

@ , 0 No - SKIP to 13e 

t 
Was only cash taken! (Box 0 marked In 13f) 

20Yes CHECK DYes - SKIP to 160 
c; What did Ihey try to take? Anylhing else? ITEM F 

ONo 
• (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@ 10 Purse 150. Altogelhor, what was the value 01 the PROPERTY 
:2 0 Wallet or money that was token? 
'OCar INTERVIEWER - Exc/ude stolen cash, and enter SO for 
00 Other motor vehicle stolen checks and credit cards, even If they were used. 

.0 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) @) .~ _ 0 Don't know S 

700ther Specify b. How did you decide Ihe value 01 tho property that was 
• slolen? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

t 
Old they try to take a purse. wallet, @) , 0 Original ccst 

CHECK Dr moneyl (Box I or 2 marked In 13c) 

ITEMC o No - SKIP to 180 
• 0 Replacement cost 
30 Personal estimate of current value 

DYes 
40 Insurance report estimate 

d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on /iour penson, for 50 Pollee estimate 
Instance In a pocket or being het ? 

.0 Don't know 

@) I DYes} 7 0 Other - Specify SKIP to /80 
20No 

• e. Who I did happen? (Mark all that apply) 

@) 10 Attacked 160. Was all or port of the ,tolen monoy or property recoverod, 
except for anything received from insurance? 

20 Threatened with harm @) , [lNooe} • 0 Attempted to break Into house or garage 
2 d All SKIP to 170 

00 Attempted to break Into car 
sO Harassed, argument, abusive language SKIP ,0P.rt 

to 
.0 Damaged or destroyed property 180 b. What was recovered? 

1 0 Attempted 01 threatened to damage or @) ~ destroy property Cash: S . "~' :: 
a 0 Other - Specify andlor ,. Property: (Mark all that apply) 

<ill) a 0 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 

I. What was laken? Whal el.o? 'oPLlrse 

(ill) ,00 2oW.llet 
Cash: S _oCar 
andlor 00 Other motor vehicle 

* Property: (Mark all that opply) 
50 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 

@) a 0 Only cash taken - SKIP to 14c 

'0 purse .0 Other - Specify 
2 o Wallet 
_OCar 

c. What was the value of tho property recovered (excluding 40 Other motor lIehlcie 
.0 Part of car (hubcap, tape.deck, etc.) recovered cash)? 

sOOther SpecIfy _ @) $ ~ • 'J " 

Pale II 
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200. Were the police informed ofl~i. inoldent In any way? 170, WOI thoro any Inluronco agalnlt theft? 

@) 'DNa ••••• } 
@) ,DNa 

• 0 Don't know - SKIP to Check Item G 
Yes - Who told them? 

SKIP to 180 
• 0 Don't know 

'OYes 

b. Wal thi. Iou reported to an insurance company? 

'DNa ••••• } 

• 0 Don't know SKIP to 180 

'OYes 

c. any recovered through insurance? 

, 0 Not yet settled } 
SKIP to 180 

·ONo ••••••• 

'OYes 

d. How much was recovered? 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by insurance 
company instead of cosh settlement, ask for estimate 
of va iue of the property replaced, 

. 
@) 

~~~s~====-~.~~=.~=·~ ____________ ~@Y 
180. Did any household member lose any time from work 

because of this incident? 

@ a 0 No - SKIP to 190 

Yes - How many members? -;. 

b. How much time was lost altogether? 

@ , 0 Less than I day 

'01-5 days 

'06-10 days 

_ 0 Over 10 days 

Was but not taken in this incident? 
For examp e, was a lock or windaw broken, clothing 
damaged, or damage done to a car, etc.? 

, 0 No - SKIP to 200 

'OYes 

.0 Household member 
_ 0 Someone else SKIP to Check Item G 
sO Pollee on scene 

b. What was the roason this incident was not reported to 
the police? (Mark ~If that apply) 
, 0 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
• 0 Did not think It Important enough 
• 0 Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
40 Did not want to take time - too Inconvenient 
sO Private or personal matter, did not Want to report It 
60 Did not want to get involved 
70 Afraid of reprisal 
• 0 Report~d to someone else 

Other -

Is this perscn 16 years or older? 
o No - mlP to Check /tern H 
o Yos - ASK 210 

you have a iob 01 the time thil Incident happened? 
, 0 No - SKIP to Check /tern H 
'OYes 

b. was 

, 0 Same as described in NCS-3 liems 28a-e - SKIP '0 
Check /tern H 

• 0 Different than described In NCS-3 Items 28a-e 

c. For w.hom. did you work? (Nome of company, business, 
orgaruzot,on or other employer) 

d. or indultry II Ihls? (For example: TV 
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Lobar Dept .. form) 

I I I I 
e. Were you-

, 0 An employee of a PRIVATE company, buslne .. or 
individual for wuges, salary or commissions? 

• 0 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, S'ale, ~counly or local)? 
• 0 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN buslne .. , profe .. ianal 

practice or form? 

_ 0 Working WITHOUT PAY In family busln ... or farm? 

I, Whal kind 01 work were you doing? (For example: .Iectrlcol 
engineer, stock clerk, typist, former) 

g. What were ~our most importont activities or duties? (For example!, 
typing, keeping account books, seiling cars, finiShing concrete, etc.) 

b, ~;;;;;.~~;;;;;;;;;::r:i'"':::r.::~:::;:::::;;--j 
r---------~~~~~~~--~--~ 

@ , 0 Yes - SKIP to 19d 

'ONo 

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the 
damaged item(s)? 

@ s . [Ji[1 } SKIP to 200 
l< 0 Don't know 

d. How much was the repair or replacement cost? 

@ l< 0 No cOSt or don't know - SKIP to 200 

.~ 
e. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? 

(Mark all [hot apply) 

, 0 Household member 

• 0 Landiord 

• 0 Insurance 

• 0 Other - Specify 

12 

CHECK .. 
ITEMH ., 

CHECK 
ITEM I 

CHECK 
ITEM J 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an 
entry for "How many?" 
DNa 
DYes - 8e sure you have on Incident Report 

(or each HH member 12 years of age 
or over wh!'J was robbed, harmed, or 
threatened In this Incident, 

Report to be 
filled for this person? 
DNa - Go to n<xt Incident Report. 
DYes - Is this the last HH member 

to be interviewed? 
DNa - 'nterview next HH member, 

DYes - END ENTER VIEW, Enter 
total number of Crime 
InCident Reports filled for 
this household in Item 13 
on cover of 

f 
t 
! 
r 
i 
I 

I 

Survey Instruments 

O.M.B. No. 041·R2661: Approval Explrn unc 30.19704 

KEYER -
Notes HOTICE _ your report to the Censul Bureau Is confidential b)" law 

(Title 13, U.S. code). It may be lCen ani)" by sworn Census cmplo)"ces 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 
and may be used ani)" for Slat Is tical purposes. 

Line number 
FOAM NCS·4 I u·u·nl 

@) 
U.S. oEPAATMENT OF' coMMERCE 

SOCiAL AND rCONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

Screen question number 
bU"EAU OF THE CENSUS N 

@) CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
C 

Incident number 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

@) 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE I 

10. You laid thai during Ihe 1001 12 month I - (Refer to 50, Were you a customer, employee, or owner? D 
appropriate screen question for description of crime), @) 10 Customer 

E In whal manlh (did Ihls/dld Ihe IIrsl) Incident happon? '0 Employee 
(ShoW flashcard If necessary, Encourage respondent to _DOwner N give exact month.) -0 Other SpecifY 

@) Month (01 12) 
b. Did tho person(s) 11001 0' TRY 10 oteol onylhlng from T 

the store, restaurant, office, factory, etc.? 
Is this Incident report for n series of crimes? @) ,DYes } 

@ CHECK t t 0 No - SKIP to 2 • 0 No SKIP to Check /tem 8 
R 

ITEMA 
1>0 Yes - (Note: series must have 3 or 30 Don't know 

more similar Incidents which 
respondent can't recall separately) 60. Did tho ollender(l) live Iher. or have a right 10 be E 

In whal month(s) did these Incidents lake placo? 
there, such 01 a guest or a workman? 

b. @) , 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item 8 p 
• (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@ , 0 Spring (March, April, M.y) 'ONo 0 20 Summer (June, July, August) .0 Don't know 
.0 Fall (Seplember, October, November) 

Old Ihe ollender(s) actually gel In or iusl TRY 10 get R _ 0 Winter (December, January, February) b. 

How many incidents were Involved In this sorlos? @) 
In Ihe building? 

T c. 1 0 Actually got In 

@) 1 0 Three or four • 0 Just tried to get fn 
.0 Five to ten 30 Don't know 
.0 Eleven or more 

c. Was there any evidence, s~ch as a broken lock or broken _ 0 Don't know 

INTERVIEWER - If series, the follOWing questions refer 
window, Ihat Ihe allender(s) (forced his way InlrRIED 

• 10 force his woy In) Iho building? 
only to the most recent InCident, @) , DNa 

2. Aboul whal time did {this/the most recent) Yes - Who I was Ihe evidence? Anylhlng .I .. ? 

@) 
Incldenl happen? (Mark all that apply) 
1 0 [Jon't know .0 Broken lock or window 
• 0 r)uring the day (6 a.m, to 6 p.m.) • 0 Forced door or window 

I~t night (6 p,m. to 6 a.m.) (or tried) } "" ·406 p.m. to midnight _ 0 Slashed screen to Check 

40 Midnight to 6 a.m. sOOther - SpeCify, Item 8 

50 Don't know 

30. Old ~hls Incident take place Inside the IImltl of this 

@) 
city 'or somewhere olse? d. How did Ihe ollonder(s) (gel In/lry 10 get In)? 

, O,lnslde limits of Ihis city - SKIP to 4 @) I 0 Through unlocked door or Window 
• O·Somewhere else in the United States 
• 0 Outside the United Stales - END INCIDENT REPORT 20 Had~ey 

b In what Stale and counly did Ihll fncldenl occur? 
• 0 Don't know 
_ 0 Other - Specify 

State 
Was any member of this household, 

@) 
Including respondent, present when this 

County CHECK t Incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK) 

@c. 
Did II happen Inside thellml" of a city, town_ village, elc .. ITEM B 10 No - SKIP to 130 

,DNa 'OYes 
.0 Yes - Enter nome of city, town, etc • ., 

Old the person(s) have a Wf'opon such as a gun or knife, 
(ill) I I I I I I 

70. 
or something he WQS using as a weapon, luch as a 

4. Where did this Ineldenl take place? • bottle, or wrench? 

@ , 0 At or In OWn dwellinl, In g.rage or } @) ,DNa 
other build In, on property (Includes SKIP to 60 • O.pon't know break-In or attempted break-In) 

• 0 At or In v.~atlon home, hotellmotel ~ 
Yes -·Whal wal the weapon? (Mark all that apply) 

30 Inside commercl.1 building such as 'OGun 
store. restaurant, bonk. gas station, >- ASK -0 Knife 
public conveyance or station So 

_ 0 Inside office, factory, or warehouse sOOther Specify 

sO Near own home: yard, sidewalk, ' b. Old Iho penon(l) hit ~ou, knock you down, or aClually 
drivewB)i, carport, apartment hall attock you In some oJ er way? 
(Does not include break-In or 

@) , 0 Yes - SKIP to 7( attempted breok·ln} SKIP 
60 On the stre.t, In a park, field, play· to Check ·ONo 

ground, school grounds or parking I~t Item 8 

70 Inside .chool 
c. Did tho person(.) throalon you with ha~n any way? 

.0 Other - Specl(y., @ 1 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

.0Ye. 

Po.o 13 
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• 7d. How were yoU 
• (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@ 1 0 Verbal threat of rope 

· @) 

_ 0 Verbal threat of attack other 
than rape 

3 0 Weapon present or threatened 
with weapon 

• 0 Attempted attack with weapon 
(for e.ample. shot at) 

s 0 Obl~ct thrown at person 
• Q Followed. surrounded 
70 Other - Specify _____ _ 

(Mark all that 
1 0 Something 

permission 
_ 0 Attempted or threatened to 

take something 
lD Harassed, argument, abusive 

language 
• 0 Forcible entry or attempted 

forcible entry of house 
sO Forcible entry or attempted 

entry of tar 
.0 Dam.ged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted 0, threatened to _ 

damage or destroy property 
o 0 Other - Specify, 

way? 
10 Raped 
_ 0 Tried to rape 
30 Hit with oblect held In hand.shot. knifed 
- 0 Hit by thrown oblect 'il9' 
sO Hit. slapped. knocked down ~ 
6 0 Grabbed. held. tripped. lumped, 

pushed. etc. 
70 Other - Specify 

80. Whal wore Ihe Inlurl .. you .ulfered, if any? 
• Anylhlng elso? (Mark all rhot apply) 

@ 1 0 None - SKIP to lOa 
_ 0 Raped 

b. 

3 0 Attempted rape 
_ 0 Knife or gunshot wounds 
5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
60 Internal In/urles, knocked unconscious 
? Bruises, black eye. cuts, scratches. 

Other -

c. you any 
@ ·ONo 

20 Emergency rOOm treatment only 
30 Stayed oyernight or longer -

How many days?:;: 

d. What waS the total amount of your medical 
e .. penSilo resulting from this Incident, IHCLUD· 
IHG anylhing paid by In.umnco? Indude hospital 
and doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braen, and 
any ether injury related med~cal expenns. 
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 
exact amount. encourage him to give an esrlmate. 

90. 

a 0 No cost - SKIP to 100 

$ • 

At were you 
by any insurance, or were ya~ eligible 
for be"efits from any other type of health • 
benefits program, such as Medicaid, Veterans 
Administration, or Public W.lfore? 

• 0 No ••••• '}SKIP to 100 
_ 0 Don't know 
3 Yes 

-------~~------::------------~~ 

benefits program poy for all or part:of 

10Male 

• 0 Female 

3 0 Don't know 

b. Howald would you .ay 
the person was? 

1 o Under 12 

-012-1~ 

30 15-17 

_018-20 

_021 or oYer 

60 Don't know 

SKIP to lOa 

c. Was th. perlon ,omeone you 
knew or was he a stranger? 

• o Stranger } 
_ 0 Don't know 

3D~~~;~~ry 
- 0 Casual . 

&cquaintance 

5 DWell known 

SKIP 
to e 

d. Was the penon a relative. 
of yours? 

I. 
ald .. , wo.? 
I 0 Under 12 
'OI2-1~ 
30

'
5-17 

5021 ,,;: over
SKIP CO J 

6 0 Don't know 

you say Ih. 

_0
'
8-20 

-021 or oyer 
60 Don't know 

j. Were any of the penons known 
or related to you or were they 
all .trango .. ? 
1 0 All strancers } SKIP 
• 0 Don't know to m 
3 0 All relatlyes } SKIP 
- 0 Some relatives to I 
_ All known 

Some known 

'ONo <ill> 
Yes - Whal relationship? 
• 0 Spouse or e.-spouse 

30 Parent 

_DOwn child 

_ 0 Brother or sister 

6 0 Other relatlye -
SpeCify, 

e. -

: g :~~r:?? } SKIP 
30 Olher? -Specify; to 

120 

- 0 Don't know 

• 
@) 

I. How were Ihey relaled 10 you? 
(Mark 0/1 thac apply) 
• 0 Spouse or 4 0 Brothersl 

ex-spouse s;'sters 

• 0 Parents 5 0 Other -
sO Own SpeclfYi 

children 

m. W.re all allhe .. -
1 o White? 
• 0 Negra? 
• 0 Olher? - SpeClfY~ 

- 0 Combination - SpecIfy? 

_ 0 Don't know 

J 
:1 

I 
1 

Survey Instruments 

f'~-;-';-."(~<:<,;~:'>.yr·~~; -",.:,,·"1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continu.d _ L:.i."t,~( ,/.·b_:·/n~;·;¢;;;::~)~,;~';"', •. ' 
120. Were you III. only person Ihere b.sld .. Iha offender(s) Was a car or other motor vehicle taken! 

@ j 0 Yes - SKIP CO 130 CHECK t (Ball 3 or 4 marked In 13(J 

_DNa ITEM 0 o No - SKIP CO Check Item E 

b. How many of these personl W.re rabb.~ harmed, or DYes 
threatened? Do not Include person, un er 12 yeorl 
of age. 140. Had perml"lon 10 U5r, Ihe (car/molor yehlcl.) eYer b.en 

@) a 0 None -, SKIP CO 130 glye. 10 the pe .. on who took it? 

@) 'DNa •••••• } 
Number of persons 20 Don't know 

SKIP CO Check Item E 

c. Were any of Ihe .. per.ans membe .. of your hau.ohald? 30Yes Do nol Include household membe .. under 12 yea .. 01 oge. 
@ oONo b. Old Iho pe .. an relurn Ihe (car/malor yehlcle)? 

Yes - How many, "01 counting you"elf? 
@) 1 DYes 

(Also mark "Yes" In Check /rem I on page I~) _DNa 
130. Was .omethlng slolon or ,oken withoul perml .. lon that 

Is Bo. I or 2 marked In 13fl belongod 10 YOll or olhe,. In Ihe household? 
INTERVIEWER - Include ollyChlng stolen from CHECK t o No - SKIP to ISo 
unrecognIzable busIness In respondent'S home. ITEM E 

DYes 00 noC Include onyChlng sColen from 0 recognl.oble 
bUSiness In respondenC's home or another busIness, such 

@) 
as merchandise or cosh from a register, c. Was the (pur •• /wallet/money) on your penon, for Instance, 
to Yes - SKIP CO 13f In a pock.t or being held hy you when II wo. loken? 
_DNa @) 1 DYes 

b. Old the po"on(') ATTEMPT to ,ake .amethlng Ihol 
belonged 10 yo" or olhe,. In the hou .. hold? _ONo 

@) 10 No -,SKIP' to 13e Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked In 13(J 
_DYes 

CHECK t DYes - SKIP c,' 160 
c. Whal did Ihey try to ,ake? Anylhlng else? ITEM F 

DNa • (Mark all rhot aPPly) 
@ 10 Purse 

150. Altogelher, whal waf Ihe yalue of Ihe PROPERTY _ 0 Wallet or money 
that was 'aken? 

_OCar INTERVIEWER - Exclude sColen cosh, and enter $0 for 
- 0 Other motor vehIcle sColen ch~cks and credlr cords, even If they Were used. 
sO Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) @) .~ 60 Don't know $ 

70 Other - SpecifY b. How did you doclde Ih. value of Ihe proparty Ihal wos 
• .lolon? (Mark 0/1 thoc apply) , Old they try to take a purse, wallet, @) 1 0 Original cost CHECK or money! (Box I or 2 marked In 13c) 

ITEMC o No - SKIP CO 180 • 0 Replacement cost 

DYes • 0 Personal estlmote of current value 

d. Was the (pur .. /vrollel/money) an ,.,aur pe,.an, lor 
·,0 Insurance report .stlmate 
_ 0 Police estimate 

In.'anco In a podel or being hel ? 
• 0 Don't know 

@ 1 DYes} 70 Other - Spec/fy ____ SKIP cO 180 
_DNa 

• e. What did happ"n? {Mark 01/ Chat apply) 

@ 1 o Attacked 160. Was all 01 port Qf the Ital.!'I mor.ey or property recover.d, 
excctpt for al1ythlnp receiv.d from Insurance? • 0 Tkreatened with harm 

@) 1 0 None} 30 Attempted to break Into house or ,.rage 
• 0 All SKIP CO 170 • rJ Attempted to break Into car 

_ 0 Harassed, .,cument, abuslye language SKIP ·OPart 
Co 

6 0 Damaged or destroyed prope,ty IS. b. What was recoyored? 
70 Attempted or threatened 10 dam.,e or @) .~ demo>' property Cosh:$ 
a 0 Other - Specify andlor 

• Property: (M<!<k all chat apply) 

~@) a 0 Cash only recoyered- SKIP to 170 
I. Who I wos ,aken? Wholel .. ? 1 0 Purse 

@) .~ _OWaliet 
Cash: $ 

sOCar 
andlor 

.0 Other motor vehicle • Property; (Mark 01/ thoc apply) 
_ 0 part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) @) 00 Only cash taken - SKIP to 14c 

.0 Purse 
60 Other - Specify 

• o Wallet 

-OCar 
_ 0 Other motor vehIcle c. Whal wa. ihe value of Ihe ,roperly ,.cavered ( .. tludlnt 
.0 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, ete.) recoyered cash)7 

6 0 Other - Specify @) $ I.E 
Pace 15 

.! . 
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170. Wos the,. any insurance against theft? 

'DNa ••••• } 
SKIP to lila 

.0 Dun't know 

30YeS 

b. Was this loss reportoc! to an insurance company? 

, 0 No • • • •• } SKIP to 180 
• 0 D~n't knol" 

30Yes 

c. Was any of is lou recovered through insurance? 

, 0 Not yet Settled} 
SKIP to 180 

·ONo ••••• " 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by Insuronce 
compony Instead of cosh sett/ement, ask for est/mote 
of volue of the property reploced. 

200. Were the polico In'ormed 0' this incidont in any way? 

@ 'ONo 
• 0 Don't know - SKIP to Check Item G 

Yes - Who told thom? 

• 
@) 

30 Household member 
40 Someone else SKIP to Check Item G 
50 Police on scene 

b. What was the reason this incident was not reported til 
tho !>o!icw? (Mal'k 0/1 that apply) 
, 0 Nothing couid be done - iack of proof 
• 0 Did not think it important enough 
30 Police wouidn'twant to be bothered 
40 Old not want to take time - tOO inconvenient 
50 Private or personal matter, did not want to report It 
60 Old not W;!I1t to get Involved 
70 A/rtld of reprisal 

Reported to someone else 

Other -

you hoy. a lob 01 tho time Incid.nt happened? 
, 0 No - SKIP to Check Item H 
"DYes 

~~~$======~.~ijI=. ~1 ____________ -4~ 
180. Did any household member lose any tim. from ,work 

because of this incident? 

b. was 
, 0 Same as described In NCS-3 items 28o-e - SKIP. to 

. Check Item H 

@ 0 0 No - SKIP to 190 

Yes - How many members?.,. 

b. How much time was lost altogether? 

@ 1 0 Less than I day 

'01-5 days 

306-10 days 

40 Over 10 days 

nof token in 
For ., was a lock or )ltlndow broken, clothing 
damaged, or dama"e dane to a car, etc.? 

1 0 No - SKIP to 200 

@ 1 0 Yes - SKIP to 19d 

'ONo 

• 
@ 

'0 .... 

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the 
damaged itom(.)? 

----, ,. } SKIP to 200 
X 0 Don't know 

d. How cement cost? 

x 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 

.tWl 
e. Who paid or 'lvill po)' for the repair. or replacement? 

(Mark. all that apply) 

1 0 I~ousehold member 

• 0 Landlord 

.0 Insur.nce 

• 0 Other - Specify 

• 0 Different than described In NCS-3 Items 280-e 

c. For whom did you work? (Nome of compony, business, 
or,onizatlon or other emPloyer) 

d. What kind a' bu.l"o .. or 'ndusfry I. thl.? (For eKomPle: TV 
and rodlo mfg .. retail shoe store, Stote Lobor Dept.i f'<.ll1) 

e. W.r. ),ou-

,. 

lOAn .mplor •• of a PRIVATE company, bu.ine .. or 
indlvldua for wages, salary or commissions? 

• 0 A GOVERNMENT _loy .. (Fedoral. S""o, county or locol)? 
30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN bu. in .... pro, ... lonal 

practl ce or farm? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family busln ... or 'arm? 

wore you doing? (For exomple: electrIcal 
clerk, typist, former) 

g. at w.,. ),our malt Important act1vitle. or dutle.? (For example: 
typing, keeping account books, sell/ng cars, finIsh In, concrete, etc.) 

CHECK 
ITEMH 

CHECK 
ITEM I 

CHECK 
ITEM J 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an 
entry for "How many?'" 
DNa 
DYes - Be sure you have on IncIdent Report 

for each HH member 12 years of age 
or over who was robbed. harmed. or 
threotenedb this Incident, 

filled for 
DNa - G9 to next Incident Report. 
DYes - Is this the I •• t HH member 

to be interviewed? 
DNa - Intervl~w next HH member. 
DYes '- END EN.TERVIEW, Enter 

total number of Crime 
Ineldent Reports (1Iled for 
Ihls household In Ilem 13 

cov.r of NCS.:3. 

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

Survey Instrument. 81 

° M B No ~ I R1661' A . , pprova IE I M h31 1977 JCp reS ... 
NOTICE _ Your report 10 Ihe Census Buteau is confider'llial by 

,.CRM CVS·IOI U.S, DEPARTMENT OF' CO"" ... ERC£ 
".II.UI SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMit;, 

law (Tille 13, U,S. Code). It may be J:een only by sworn Census BUREAU 0,. THE: CE:NSUS 
employees and Inay be used on I), (or SlaUstical purposes. 

I. IDENTIFICATION CODES 
Do PSU I b. So.m.n. I" Llno N°'1 d. Panel I.' DCC 

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

I. InterViewer o. T ola I number 
code 

1(1) Incldenls 1(2) InCi.dent sheets 
CITY SAMPLE 

-
INTRODUCTION 

Good mOlnl;'I (allernaan). I'm Mr(s.) __ (you, .0.,.1 __ lrolll Ihe U.S. 8ureau 01 Ihe Census. 
We are conducllnl a survey In Ihls ar .. to me .. ure lhe exlenl 10 which businesses .re vlcllms 01 
burllalles andlor robberies. The Governmo,,' needs 10 know how much crime Ihere Is and whe .. II Is 
10 plan and admlnlsler pro,rams whIch will,lve an Impacl on Ihe crime problem. You can help by 
.nswerln, some quosllons lor me. 

~- Port I - BUSiNESS C'lARACTERISTICS 

2a. Is Ihls .sl.bllshmenl owned or operaled .. an Incorpo,.!ed 7. Old .nyone else operll. Iny depilimenis " 
business? conce .. lon. or some olher bu.lneu acl/vlly 

1 [J Ye, - SKIP 10 3 
In Ihl. esllbllshmenl durlnllhel2 monlh 
period e.dlnl ? 

'ONo 1 0 yes - List each department. concessIon, or other 

b. How Is Ihls budnoss ooned or ope/a led? 
bUSiness activity on 8 separBte line of 
Section V o/the segment lolder, 'f not 

I 0 Indiv ici1,1 Pt"'f)rletorship 
already listed. Complete a separate 
questionnaire lor each ono thai lalls on 

2 0 Partner,'~~ 
B Jample line. 

10 Governme¥)f-- continue Intorvlew ONt Y /I ,0No 
liquor Sl9f9 or any type 
01 ttansportatlan DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART /I AND ANY 

- 0 O.h .. - S/>6cI/Y7 
INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED 

8. Whal were your Ipproxlmale sales 01 merchandl .. 
and/or recelpls lrolll .ervlce. allhls eslabllshmenl 

3. Do you (Ihe owner) opera Ie more Iha. one eslablish"ent? 
lor Ihe previous 12 monlhs endlnl ? 
(Esllmale annUli sales ",ld/or recelpls 1/ nolln 

loYes buslne .. lor en lire 12 monlhs.) 

'ON. 10 None 

4. Old you (lhe owner) opelale Ihls eslabl/shmenl al l [] Under 510,000 
Ihls 10caUon durlnllhe enlhe 12 monlh period l 0 SlO.ooo '0 Sl~.999 
endinl ? .. 0 525.000 10 $49.999 

'OYu • 0 'SO,OOO '0 S99.999 
20 No -' How many monlhs durlnl IMonlh' 

• 0 "00,000 10 S~99.999 
Ih. desllnaled porlod? 70 S5OO,000 co 5999,999 

aD $1.000,000 and over 

5. Ercludln, you (Ihe owner)(lhe parlners) how • 0 Olhe, - Spec/iy 
m.ny paid employe .. dId Ihls es'"bUshmenl aver'le 
durlnllhe 12 monlh period endln~ ? INTERVIEWER USE ONLY 
• Cl Non. _08-19 91. Record 01 Inlervlow 
20 1- 3 5 0 20 Of more (1) Dale 

l [1 ~-7 
(2) Name of respondenl 

6a. Wh.1 do you consider your kind 01 buslne .. 
10 be .,Ihls locallon1 (3) Tille 0' respondent 

" 
r OFFIC~ USE ONLY 

('" ~ IArea cOdelNUmber I Extension 

b. Mark IXI one b<Jx b. Re .. on lor non· Interview 
RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A 

I r.i Food £ 0 Durable , 0 Present occupant ,,.. buslflOU at end o( 

20 Eatln& and drloldn, ,. 0 Nondurable 
lurvey period but unable 10 contact. 

1 n Geoerf.1 merchandi$O 
20 Refusal and in budneu at end of survey period 

'CAppatel REAL ESTATE 1 0 Other T)'pe A - SPf!Clfy, 

5 0 Furniture and G 0 Apartmet'lll 
appliance H 0 Other tea.l eluaCe 

60 Lumber. hardware. 
TYPE B 

mobile home dealers 
1 o SERVICE • 0 Proc~t occ:upant not In business at end 

1 0 Autorv~lTye 
of !l:urve)' period. 

• 0 Otul and proprietary J 0 BANKS 
s 0 V.canl Of closed 

.n Liquor .0 TRANSPORTATION 
• 0 Other Type B (S ... onal. ete.) -SPKIfY7 

A Cl Gasoline urvice 
slaUons L 0 ALL OTHERS - Sp.cI/Y7 TYPE C 

o 0 Olh.r HIt.1I 700ec:upled by nor.lIstable .ccl ... ~ty 
.0 Demoll,hed . WHOLESALE 

cO Ouf.bl. 
.001ho, Typo C -Spoc/lY;t , 

D 0 Nondur.bl. 

, 
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• Port II - SCREENING QUESTIONS 

Now I'd like 10 ask same quesllans abaul parllcular kinds allhell Dr aUempled Ihen. 
These quesllans reler only 10 Ihis esl,blishmenllar Ihe 12 manlh period bellnninl 

and endinl 
10. During Ihls period did anyone brea~ Inla or same. 18. Why hun't Ihls eSlablishmenl ever been Insured ag.lnsl how illegally gel inla Ihis place 01 business? burllary 'ndlar robbery? 

~I Number 
1 0 Couldn't afford It 

I r:1 Yes - How many tlmes?~ 2 0 Couldn', tet Myone to insure )'OIJ 
(Fill an Incident Report (or each) 10 Didn't need It 

2 r:J No 40 Self·insured 

$ 0 Premium too expensive 11. (Olher Ihan Ihe Incldenl(s) Jusl menlianed,} durln,lhis • 0 O'h.r - speclty~ 
period did anyone find a door IImmled, a lock lorced, 
or any olher slcns 01 an ATTEMPTED bre'k.ln? 

19 •• Whal securUy measures, b. When were Ihese _, Num~r II any, are presenl 01 securlll' m .. sures I r:] Yes - Hew many Urnes? ~ 
Ihls locallon now, 10 first Inslalled (FIfI an Ineidenl Report lor each) proleclll 'g,lnsl or olherwlse 20Na burglary andlor robbery? underlaken? 

Enter the 12. During Ihis period .. ere you, Ihe owner, or any 
appropriate code 
lram the list employee held up by anyo.e using a we.pon, 
given below. force or Ihreal of force on Ihese premises? 

4. Mark (X) a/l that apply 

~l Number h. codes I n. Y.es..- How many limes? ~ I 0 Alarm system - outside 
rlnllnl •••••••• '" ...... (Fill an Incident Report lor each) 

2 r-~ No z 0 Central alarm ............ 

13. (Olher Ihan Ihe Incidenl(s) already menlioned,} 3 tJ Relnforcfn, devices, such 
did anyone ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, Ihe owner, or as bars on Windows, ,rDtes. 

IDtes. etc ........ , •••••• any employee by using for.e or Ihrealeninlla 
harm you whll. on Ihese premises? 

4 Cl Guard;. watchman ........... ~ l Number 
I !: 1 Yes - How many limes? ---.... 

5 0 WatCh do, ............. , (Fill an Incident Ro;x;rl lor each) 

M B N 041 R2662' Approval EXpires March 31 1977 O •• o. 
FOAM CY5.IOI U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

TRANSCIlIBE THE IDENTIFICA TlDN COOES FROM ITEM I fI·ll·73! 
SOCIAL ~ND ECON~~~~!~AJJSi~~5 cA~N""lll~ 

I OF THE' COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT 

N INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INClvENT. 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE C IDENTIFICATION CODE 
a. P5U lb. S.,mon' Je. Un. No. I d. Pon.1 r DeC r. Ineldenl I. INCIOENT NUMBER I 

No. Record w"ich ,'"eluent (1, 2, etc.) 
0 ;s coyer~cI by this page 

?a. Were you,lhe owner, or any employee Injured in Ihl~ , E You said Ihll durlnl the 12 monlh. belln~lnl ___ 
Incident, seriously en ouch 10 require medical aUenlron. N and endlnl ____ /reler (a screening quest/ons 

10-15 lor description of crime). 
I Cl y.s - How many? . Number T 1. In whll monlh did Ihls (did Ih. lirsl) Incldenl hlppen? 
, Cl No - SKIP ro 9a I 0 Jon. • 0 Ap,1I ,0 July A DOe' • 

• 0 F.b. .0Moy • o AUI. .0 Nov. 
b. How many 01 them slayed In a Number R 10 Mar. 60 June 51 0 Sept. cO Dec. 

hospital avernichi or lonler? E 2. AbDUl whit lime did It happen? 
p 1 0 Durlnt the day (6 a.m. - 6 p,m.) 

8. Ollhose recelvlnllrealmenl in or oul of a hospilal, did 
0 

At n1thl (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 
Ihls business pay lor any of Ihe medical expenses nol 2. 0 6 p.m. - Mldnllht 
covered by a recuiar heaUh benellls pralram? 

R 
1 0 Mldnltht - 6 a,m. 

I 0 Y.s - How much .~ 
4 0 Don't know wh;;u time at r'litht 

S T sO Don', know - IUS plld? 
3. Where did Ihl. Incldenl ,"ke pllce? 'ONo 

1 0 At this place of business J 0 Don't know 
20 On delivery 

9a. Old any dealhs aceur as a resull of Ihls Incident? 1 0 E!"1roule 10 bank 
.. 0 Other - Speclly 

, [1'1'" 
4. We .. you, Ihe owner, or any employee pre .. nl while Ihls 20 No - SKIP 1o r5a 

Incldenl wu aecurlnl? 
b. Who was killed? c. How many? lOVes 

(Mark (X) all rhar apply) • oNo -SKIP ro ro 
10 Don', know t £:1 Owner's) • , • ~ ••••••••••• 

5,. Did Ihe person holdin, you up have I wupon or s.mel~ln, 
2. n Employees ••••••••••.•• ! 1~lt illS used IS • weapon, such as a boUle or wrench. 

60 Firearms •••••• .,. • , ...... ·r]No 

14. (Olh.r Ihan Ihe incidenlls) Jusl menUoned,} during 7 OCametas." ••• " ••••••• 

Ihis period were you, Ihe owner, or any employee held up 
aDMlrrors .................. while delivering merchandise or carrying business mon.y 
9!::JLocks •••••••• " ••••••• 

aulside Ihe business? 

AD Compl)' with National 
... 'Ilumber .. , Bank/n, Act (For ft· yeS .... How many Umes? __ 

Banks only) ............. 
(Fill an Incfdent Report (or eacn) 

B c." Qtoer - Specfly -, ~; -. No 

15. (Olher Ihan Ihe incldenl(s) Jusl menlioned,} did 
nrtyone ATTEMPT 10 hold up you, Ihe ownel, or any c; ~ ~ None employee while delivering merch.nd/se or carrying 

Codes for use In lI.m 19b 
business money oulside the .. business? 

F;;-~- LESS THAN I YEAR AGO MORE THAN I YEAR , "Yes - ·H'!':1 many Umes? ______ 
t - January 7 - July o - 1-2 years a,o IFill t1t; Inciden1 Reporllore(lch) 
2 - February 8 -AuIU!lt 2 No 
3 - """,ch 9 _ September E -. ·2-5 years alO 

160 Is Ihl. tsla~lishm.nl insured agalnsl burgulary and 0' 4 -AprJl A _ October F - More than 5 robbery by means olher Ihan sell.lnsurance? ' 
5 - ,.tar B - November years alO I ~"yU 

6 ..... June C - December 2. ... -. No JSKIP I017a 
:J:~ . Den't knuw 

20. INTERVIEWER ~ Were there "0" incidents 
b. Does Ihe In_~urance also cDV~ 01 crime losses, CHECK ITEM reponed In 10-IS1 

,"ch as va"aallsm or ~h.plillin, and eOlplavee Ihell? 
DYes-Detach Incfdent Repotl5. 

I '_ yes} SKIP 10 19B enter"O"ln lteIM 'g(l) 
Z <. No ~:tf~ie ~~t:;" ~~d 

17 •• Has Ihis ~sl.bllshmenl ever been Insured acolnst o No-Enlernumber ollnc/denl. 
In Item 19(1) on page " lJnd burElary and or robhary by m.ans olher Ihan 
continue with 11(51 InC;/denl self-insulance? 
Report .. I ;-. Yes 

/- HOTES 
.2: .-~ No -SKIP 10 18 

,) ~~ Don" know - SKIP to 79a 

b. Did Ih. insurance also co.., oilier Iypes of crime fosses, 
such as vandalism or shoplillinland employee Ihen? 
IOYes 

'-u 

1 f:'1 CUstomers •••••••••• , ••• 'Dyes 
z 0 Ho J-SKIP ro 58 4 [1 Innocent bystander(s) ••••••• 1 0 Don't know 

5 r ~ Offender(s) •••••••••••••• b. Whal was Ihe w .. pon? 
10GuO 6 ["1 Police •••• , •••• ~ •••••• , 20 Knife 

,[1 O,h., - Speclly" 1 0 Other - Specify 

61. HoII' many persons we .. Involved In commllllnclhe crime? 
1 0 One - Continue wllh 6b below 
:DTwo } 

SKI.'-' "' ,.;;"f 1 0 Three SKIP to 6e 

Old Ihe afle"L~~IIr, allempllo enler, or remain in Ihis 
.. 0 Four 0' more 

10. ~ 0 Don't know - SKIP 10 11:. 
eSlablishmenl lIIe,llIy? 

b. How old would you uylhe person wlsl 1 ~:~ Yes 
oj 0 Under 12 '0IB-20 

ZQNo/1 '012-14 sO 210' over 
OIscontlnue use 01 Incident Repoll. Ellter at Ih~ tap ot '015-17 'n Don't know 
this shoet "Out 01 Scopo-Larceny," efllse incld~nl 

C. Was tho person mile or female? number change the answers to screenmg questions 10-15, 
change'number 01 Incidents in Item 7g(t). page ',' and go 'OM.I. on to the ned reported incident. II no ollieI' inCIdents 20 Female are reported. refUm to page 1 and complete Items 19(2) 

3D Oon't know 8, and 9 Bnd end tho Interview. 

d. Was he (she) -

}SI{IP r07. 

11. Old Ihe ollenderes) actually ,el In or Jusl hy 10 lei in? 10 While? 
t::~ Actually lot in Z 0 Blick? 
2. r- Ju.u trjed 10 Ie, I" • 0 Olher? - Speclly 

.. 0 Oon't know 
12. Was Ihere I broken window, broken lock. alarm, or any 

•• How old would you say Ihe younlesl person was? olh" evldencl Ihallhe alllnder!sl forced Ihled 10 force) 
10 Under 12 • Cl rB-20 hi. (lhelr) WlY In? 
'0 12- 14 sO JI Of over -SKIP to 69 

'f"' .... s • [J 15-17 60~'tknow 
2 C" No - SKIP to 14 f. HoW old .ould you say Ihe oldest person WIS? 

10 Under 12 '0 18- 20 13. Whll WIS Ihe evidence? ,MaOc all ihnlapplyl 
to 12-14 5021 Of over 

1 r:'"' Blokell lock or wh'ldow 

}SKIP ro 15. 

'0 15- 17 60 Don't know 
2 [1 Forced door I. Wer. they mil. or lemll.? le AI • r..., I 0 All friale 1 0 Male and female 
• n Other - Speclly z 0 All female .0 Oon't krtow 

'OHo 

. c. Ord you drop Ihe Insurance or did Ihe company uncel 
your policy? 

, 0 Busln,um"" drOOp.d II ••••••• } SKIP ro 19. 
20 'nsurance company cancelled poltc)' 

h. Wer. Ihey - 14. How did Ihe ollender(.) ,elln (Iry 10 lei loll 10 Only whll.? 
I L. ThroUl11 unlockod doo, ur "'l'Indow • 0 Only bllck? 
z CHad. key • 0 Only olher? - specl/y 
• 0 O,h.r - Speclly • 0 $011. cOllblnlllan? - Speclly 

sO Oon', know 40 Don', know 

,-

ii'l 
~ 
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ISa. WIS anyth!", d.m.,.d but n.t t.k.n In this Incld. t? F 18 Old h . -.' ..c- .. - ••.. , .. 

... mpl., a I.ck.r wlnd.w br.k.n d ...... d merCha,::lIse .~~ •• fro YO\I b· .wn.r, ·frth·lnYlemPI.Y •• h.r. los •• ny 11m. 
, 0 Yes I ,. m wor eCluse 0 s ncident? I Numb~r 
• 0 No - SKIP '0 r6. ' 0 Yes - How mlny p •• pl.? _ L 

b. WIS (w.r.) the daml,.d Il.m(s) r.plir.d or r.pllc.d? 
10 Yes -SKIP to 1Sd 
_ONo 

c. H.w much w.uld II c.st I. r.palr .r r.pllce the dlm.,.s? 
(EslI~lt.) 

S .oo[ SKIP ro IS. 
x 0 Don', know J 

d. H.w much did II c.sl t. r.palr .r r.pllc. Ih. dlm.,.s? 

$ • Ii] 
v 0 No cost - SKIP to 16a 
x 0 Don't know 

•• Who plld .r will P'Y t.r Ih. r.p.lrs .r r.plac.m.nl? 
(Mark (X) all lhal apply) 

1 0 This business 
2 0 Insurance 

30 Owner 0' Buildlne (landlord) 
- 0 O,he, -Specl/y ___________ _ 

500011', know 

161. Old the .tt.nd.r(s) Ilk. Iny m.n.y? (Exclud. m.n.y 
b.l.n,ln,l. cusl.m.,. ., st.r. personn.1) 
, 0 Yes - Wh.1 WIS Ih. 

l.t.1 valu.? __ s ______ . Ii] 
'ONo 

b. Old Ih •• tt.nd.r(s) Ilk. Iny m."~lndls., .qulpm.nt .r 
suppll.s? (Exclud. p.rs •• 11 pI.p.rly b.l.n,ln,lo 
cusl.m.rs .r sl.r. p.rs.nn.I.) 
, 0 Yes - WI,.t was the r.:::1 

t.111 vllu.? __ $ ______ • L1!J 
2 C1 No - SKIP to 17a 1/ answBr to 16a 

Is yes; of'lerwls9 SXIP to fBa 

c. H.w was Ih. valu. d.l.rmin.d? 
1 0 Orielna' CCoSt 
2 Cl Replacement COst 

3 0 Olher - Speclly 

171. How much, If Iny, .t the sl.l.n m.n.y .nd/.r pr.perly 
~IS r.c.v.,.d by fnsuranc.? 

$ .00 
VON .... - Why •• t?y 

, 0 Dldn', repof1}t 

2 0 Does not hB\le insurance 
3D Not settled yet 

40 Policy has a deductible 

5 0 Money and/OI merdl .. ndlse was ,eco\>eted 
'x 0 DOn't .:now 

b. H.w much, I""ny, ot th. sl.l.n m.n.y and/.r pr.p.rly 
WIS r.c ••• red by m.lns .Ih.r Ihln fn.uranc.? 
$ ____ .00 

• 0 No -SKIP ro 19. ~------l 

b. H." m.ny w.rk days w.r. f.st .II.,.th.r? 
I 0 Less than ! day 

201-5 days 

30 6- 10 days I Days 

40 Over 10 da',-s - How many? ---.....L 
s 0 Don', ~noW '-------/ 

191. W.re Iny s.curlly measures t.k •• an.r·thls 'ncld.nll. 
pr.l.cll~. esllbllshmenl tr.m tulur. Incldenls? 

I ° ,"f;JS 

• 0' No - SKIP to zq. 

b. Whll m.asur.s ...... Ilk.nl 
(Mark (X) all rhar apply) 

I 0 Alarm SY'iltem - outside rlnllnl 

2 0 Central alarm 

10 RelnfOfc1nc devices, ",ates, latest 
bars on ""Indow. etc. 

eO Guard, watchman 

5 o Watch do, 

'0 Firearms 

'Dum.u.s 

IOMlrrors 

'0 Locks 

A 0 OOhe' - Specl/I' 7T 

20 •• WIS Ihls incld.nl r.p.rl.d I. Ih. p.llce? 
I Cl Yes - SKIP 10 21 

'r:J No 

b. Wh.1 "as Ih. r.as •• Ihfs Incfd.nl was n.1 r.p.tl.d 
I. Ih. p.llc.? 
(Mark (XI all rhar apply) 

, f:" Police already knew of the InCident 

2 r.' Hothinl Could be done -lack of proof 

l t ~7 Old not think it fn:portant enoulh 

e ~1 Old not want to bOIl'1er Police 

5 Q Old not WllInt to lak .. the time 

II L.' Did not want to lei Involved 

7 [,,1 Ahaid of reprisal 

.1 0 Reported ttl someone el se 

• C DOh., - SpecllY7 

VONon. , } 
x 0 D:>n" know SKIP to 1Sa 

o;~;;-;;;;;r;::=;;::-:;::;::--::,:=-:-:::--___ -,l21. INTERVIEWER" Is this the last inCident 
c. By whll ".lIi,s"as Ih. sl.l.n m.ney Ind/.r CHECK tTEM , Report to b. c.mpleted! 

prop.rly reco'r.r.d? ... ... 1 Yes - Return 10 page 1 and 
I 0 Police complete Items Ig(2), 

O . B. 9. and end intEl'v!~. 
• OOher - Speclty _-; __________ ~ [1 No - Fill rhe (Ie .. Incldenr' ' 

~~ ~-

Pa.e 4 

, 

I 

I· 
I 
I 

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM I 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMP~ETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
o. PSU I b. Seamen, I c. Line No. I d. Pane' r DeC 

V.u said Ihal durin, thl12 m.nlhs b.,lnnfn, ___ 
and endinC ____ (reler to screening questions 
10-15101 description at crime). 

I. In whll m.nlh did Ihls (dId Ih. first) Incld.nt hlppen? 
I o Jan. eDApril 70JU', ADDct. 
zOFeb. sOHar aOAul. B 0 Nov, 

'OHa" 60 June '0 Sept. COOec. 

2. ~b.ul whllllm. did It hlpp.n? 
1 a Ourlne the day (6 •• m. - 6 p.m.) 

AI nllht (6 r.m. - 6 •• m.) 
2 0 6 p.m. - Midnl,ht 
, 0 Mldnl,ht - 6 a.m, 
4 0 Don't know what time at nlchl 

sO DOll" know 

3. Wh.re dfd Ihls Incld.nllik. plac.? 
I 0 At this place of business 
2D~ delivery 
3 0 EnrOIJ111 to bank 
_ 0 O,ho,· - Speclly 

4. W.r. you, Ihl .wn.r, .r In, ,mploy.e pre .. nl while this 
Incident 'illS I)(curfnc? 

"'DYes 
• 0 No -SKIP to '0 
, 0 Don't know 

Sa. Old the p.rson h.ldln, y.u up hi ... wup.n .r •••• Ihfn' 
Ihll was used IS I " .. p.n, such IS I b.ttle .r wler-ch? 
lOY" 
'ONo J 
J 0 Don't know SKIP to 6a 

b. Whll WIS Ih. Wllp.n? 
'OGo;o 
'0 Knlfo 
lOOther Specl/y 

6a. H." mlnY p.rs.ns .. er. Involv.d In c ... mltlln,lhe crl"e? 
I [1 One - Conllnue with 6b below 

'OTwo } 
3 CJ Three SKIP to 60 
eO Four or more 
, 0 Don't know - SKIP to 7a 

b. H.w .Id ... uld y.u Sly Ihe pers.n was? 
10 Under 11 _0'B-20 
20 '2-H '011 or over 

'0'5-'7 6 0 Don't know 

c. Was Ihe p.rs.n mil •• r t.mll.? 
'OMale 
20 Female 
1 gOon"' know 

d. Was h. (she) -
'0 Whll.? 

} SKIP t. 7. • C1 Black? 
, 0 Olh.r? - Spoclty 

e ~J Oon't know 

e. H.w .Id w.uld Y.U uy Ih. ,.un!.sl person 'illS? 
'0 Under 11 _0 '8- 20 

'0 '2- 1• Ii 0 21 .o, over - SI<IP to 6g 
'015-17 II 0 Don t

, know 

f. H.w old w.uld y.u u11he oldesl pers.n WIS? 
1 o Under 11 _0IB-20 
'0

'
2-'. 5021 Of ~iver 

>0IS-17 60 DOt'l't know 

,. Were they mile .r 1 ... lll? 
10l\1I.,..,\Ie J 0 M .. le ."d fem1lle 
zO AU fama'a eO ,Oon', know 

h., WI,. Ihey -
• C1 Only whit.? 
• DOni, bllck? . • DOni, olherl - Speclly 

• 0 So.e co.blnIUon? - Spocl/y 
J 0 Ocn't kt'low 

Survey Instruments 

o M B No 04 f R,2661' Approval Expires March 31 1971 .. 
FORM CVS·l01 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
17·II·nl SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN, 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

l~lCIDENT R~PORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY U.MPL~ 

,. 'ne'den' I. INCIDENT NUMBER 
No. . R.corJ wblch InctJ.nt (1, 2, .fc.) 

I. covor.J by ,hi. pogo 

71. W.re y.u, Ih •• wn.r, .r Iny .mpl.Y.I Injur.d In Ihls 
Incldenl, serf.usl, ... u,h I. r.qulr. m.dfClI IttenU.n? 

, 0 Yes - How min,? • Numb'er 

'0 No -SKIP 10 9. 

b. How min, .t Ihem 111,ld In I Number 

h.spltal .vernl,ht .r l.n,lr? 

B. ot Ih ... r.celvln,lre.tmenlln .r .ul .t I h.Spltll, did 
Ihls busln.ss PI, t.r Iny .llho m.dlcal upenses n.1 
c.ver.d by I r.lulor h.lllh ben.tIll pr.lrlm? 
• 0 yes - How much 

WIS plld? S •• 'ONo 
3 0 Oon't know 

91. Old Iny dealhs .ccur IS I result .f Ihfs fncrdenl? 
I DYes 

• 0 No -SKtP to ISa 

b. Who was kill.d? c. How mlny? 
(Mar~ (X) all th.t apply) 

1 0 Owner(s) •••••••••••• , •• 

z D Employees •••••••• ',' •••• 

, 0 Customers ••• , •••••••••• 

e 0 Innocent bystander(s) , •••••• 

s 0 Offender(s} ••••••• , , ••••• 

60 pollce ••• ,., ••••••.•••• ", 

70 Other - Speclly-,: 

SKIP 10 IS. 

10. Old Ihe .tt.ndor .nler, Itt.mpt I •• nt.r, .r remlln In Ihls 
.Sllbllshmlnt 1II.,llIy? 

loYDS 

'oNO, 

Discontinue use ollneldonl Repott. Enter at thD top of 
this shHt "OUt 01 SCope-LarcettY," erase IncIdent 

~~~~~. n~~g:; at?1n:7:8W;;~s I~O 1~;~e;~f1y, ~~S:'r:':n~";J 5. 
on to the ned reported Incident. II no other Incidents 
=~&e:r:~~ :~~~ef~t,:¥:I:w~1YI camp/atEl Items 19(2) 

11. Old the .1I.nder(s) leluilly ,elln .r jusllry to ,elln? 
1 0 Actually ,ot In 

20 Just tried co let In 

12. W .. thtr. I br.hn wlnd.w, broken Il)(k, 11.,11, or In, 
olhtr evld.nce thillhe .ttlnder(l) torced (Irled I. l.rcI) 
hll (their) WI, In? 
,Dyes 

• 0 No - SKIP ro 14 

13. Whll WIS lhe ,,1'ence? (Mlrk .'1 rh.r opply) 

1 0 Broken lock or window 

}SKIP ro 154 
2 0 ForCC'd door 

JDA'arm 

• 0 O,h., - Speclty 

14. How did 1111 Dtt,roiItr(l) ,.t In (I" I. III 11)7 
1 0 Throu~ ut\loc:ked door or window 

z 0 Hod. koy 

• 0 O,ho: - Speclty 

40 Don', know 
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151. W .. Inythlnl dl.',ed but not liken In thfs Incident? For 
.... ple, I lock Dr window brohn, dl .. "" lIOJdtandlSl, etc. 
'Dvel 
• 0 No -SKIP to Ilia 

b. W .. (were) the dlmll.d lte.(I) IIPIlred or reptlced? 
, 0 Yes - SKIP to 15<1 
·0No ' 

c. How .uch would It cost to repllr Of repllce the dl.llts? 
(~·lI.lte) 

v 0 No COlt - SK/~·!;,i 16a 
x 0 Don't know .< 

e. w.;;;;i,ji7.:::;;;-:::-:;::-;.~-:----:-------J 
Dr repllce.ent? 

(/olark (X) ./1 r"., .pply) 

I 0 This business 
2 0 Insurance 

1 Owner of Bulldlol (landlord) 
~:~ -;,,:::/ly ___________ _ 

161. Old the offender(s) tlke Iny money? (ExcJude money 
belon,'n, to customers Dr slOfe pllsonnet) 
, 0 Yes - What WIS the 

tallf vllue? _ S • Oil 
Iny lIerchlndl .. , equipment or 

personaf property belonlln, to 
or slore personnel.) 

, 0 Yes - Wblt WIS the • CM lotlf value? __ S ______ raJ 

z 0 No -SKIP to 17s If anSwst to 16a 
Is yesj otherwise SKIP to fBa 

c. How WIS the value determined? 
1 DOrfllna' COlt 

20 f\eplacernem colt 
3 Other - Specify 

171. How IIuch, If any, of the stolen money .ndlOf property 
was recovered by Insurance? 

S •• 

v 0 None ,~ Why .ot?)r 

t ° ,Didn't report it 
z 0 DQC:s not have insurance 
1 0 NOI settled )let 

.. 0 Policy has a deductible 

sO Money and/or mIIIIlchandiu was recovered 
Oon't know 

b. Hall .uch, If I.y, of the stolen .oney Ind/Of property 
WIS recovered by .elns otfle, thin Insurance? 

S •• 

SKIP to IS. 

IOPolfce 
• 0 0<10 .. -S"""IIy ___________ _ 

• 0 No -SKIP 10 19a 

b. How mlny work dlYs were fost Iltolethet? 
, 0 Less than I day 

: 0 1-5 days 

'06-10 days 

.. 0 Over 10 da.ys - How many? 
!5 0 Don't know 

191. Were any security musures tlken liter this Incident to 
protect the estlbllshment from future Incidents? 

lOVes 

• 0 No -SKIP ro 20. 

b. Whit melSures were tlken? 
(Ma,k (X) 0/1 'hal apply) 

, 0 Alarm system - outslde rlnlln, 

~ 0 Central alarm 

J 0 ~er~nf:~7~d~~f'~~~: ,rates, ,ates, 

• 0 Guard, watchman 

5 o Watch do, 

60 Firearms 

70 Ca:neras 

II 0 MIrrors 

'0 Lod:s 

A 0 Olho, - Spaclly 7 

WIS this Incldenl reported to the poUce? 
'0 Yes -SKIP '02r 
·0No 

b. Whit WIS the ruson this fncldenl WIS not repDl'od 
to the poUce? '" 
IMark (lC) 0/1 'har apply} 

I 0 Police already knew of the InCident 

20 Ntllhin, could be done _ 'ac~ of proof 

J 0 Old not thin~ It Imponant enou,h 

40 Old no~ .want ~o bother police 

50 Did not wam to take the time 

&: 0 Old not WAnt to cet 'nvolved 

70 Afraid at reprisal 

~ 0 Reported to someone else 

• 0 Othe, - Spac/lY7 

tNT~,RVIEWER ... Is thIs the last Incident 
CHECK ITEM r Report to be completed! 

n Ves - Return to page: and 
complete Ilems 'g(2), 
8. 9, and end interview • 

DNa - Fill the next Incldont 
Report. .' 
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TRANSCRIBE! THE IDENTIFICA TIOO CODES FRDM ITEM I 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDENTlFIC ... TION CODE 
0, PSU I b. Se,,,,ent I c. Line No. I d. Ponel 10

• DeC 

You said that dullnl the 12 monlhs bellnnln, ___ 
and endln. ____ (re/er to screening questions 
10-75 lor deser/pllon 01 crIme). 

I. I~'whlt monlh did this (did the first) Incident hlppen? 
,oJan. ·oA.,1I 70july -oOC\. 
'0 Feb. sDMay ·oAu,. aONo'il', 
'OMo,. 60June • 0 Sept. CODoc. 

2. AbDUl whll time did It hlppen? 
I 0 Durin, tne day (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 

At nllht (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 
• 0 6 p.",. - Mldnl,ht 
l 0 Mldol,ht - 6 a,m. 
4 0 Don't know what time at nl,ht 

sO Don', know 

3. Where did this Incident tlke pllce? 
I 0 At this place of business 
2 0 On dellveJY, 
1 0 Enroute to b:nk 
- 0 O,h., - spoo/ly 

4. Were you, the owner, or any employee ",osent while this 
Incident WIS occurlnl? 
10Yes 
• 0 No - SKIP ro 10 
:s 0 Don't know 

51. Old the person hold In, you up hive. wilpon or som,thlnl 
thlt WIS used IS • Wilpon, such IS a boUle or wJench? 
lOVes 

·0No J 
3 0 Don't know SKIP to 6a 

b. Whit was the wei pan? 
10G.Jn 
'0 Knlf. c' 
3 0 Other - Specify 

61. How .. Iny perso~s were Involved In commlttlnl the crime? 
\ 0 On. - ConllnUfl with 6b below 
·0Two } , 0 Thrl/eo; SKIP ro 6. 
.. 0 Four or mote 
5 0 Don't know - SKIP to 7a 

b. How old would YD. Sly the person WII? 
10 Undor 12 '0 18- 20 
'012-1. !5 0 21 Of ovor 
>015-17 • 0 000 't know 

c. WIS the person mile or femlle? 
IOMale 
10 Female 
3 0 Don't know 

d. WII he (.hI) -
10 White? 

} SKIP to 7. 
'0 Blick? 
, 0 Other? - Spaclly 

• 0 Oo,,'t know 

e. Howald would you Sly the, younlest person w .. l 
I o Under 12 _0 18-.0 
'0 12-1~ s D 21 or over - SKIP '0 6g 

'0 15- 17 60 Don't know 

f. Haw old lII,uld yo~ say the oldlSt persou w .. l 
1 d Under 12 ~D 18-20 

• 0
12

-
14 s021 «"O'ler 

'015-17 aD 000" know 

,. Were they mil. or f'.II,l 
'OAft male ) 0 Mat. and femal. 
20 All remale • 0 Coo', know 

• h. Wert they -
\ 0 Only whit,? 
• 0 ORI, bllck? 

• '0 Onty othll? - Spacl/y 
• 0 S •• e co.blnltlon? - Spacl/y 

• D Don't know 

Survey Inltnimentl 

o H B. No. 41·R2662: Approval Expires March 31 19n .. 
FORM CYS·l01 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
(7.11 0 ,,1 SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN • 

BUREAU 01" THE. CItNSU' 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCI ... L CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY S ..... PLE 

f. Incident I. INCIDEHT NUMBER 
No. RecorJ which InclJlni (I, 2, "'C.) 

Is cov"oJ by Ihl. pogl 
h. Were you, the owne" 0' Iny employee InJuJed In this 

Incldenl, seriously enoulh to require medicil IU.ntlon? 

' 0 Yes - How mlny? • Numbe.r 

• 0 No -SKIP ro 9a 

b. How mlny 01 them stlyed In I 
hospllil overnllhl or lonler? 

Numbe.r 

8. Ollho51 Jeeelvln, trulment In or out of I hosplt", did 
this buslnen ply for Iny of the .. edlcal IIpenSlS not 
covered by I relular helllh ben,lIts proillml 
\ 0 Yes - Ho" much •• WIS plld? s 
'ONo 
30 Oon't know 

90. Old any duths occur IS I result of this Incl""nt? 
I DYes 
• 0 No - SKIP to 15 • 

b. Who WIS killed? c. Ho" mlny? 
(Mark (X) 0/1 'hat .oply) 

I 0 Owner(s) •••••• , •••••••• 

:z 0 Employoes , ............. '" 

) 0 Customers •••••••••••••• 

40 Innocent bystandet(s) ••••••• 

5 0 Offendeth) •••••••••••••• 

60 police ••••••••••••••••• 

70 Olhe, - SpacIlY71 

SKIP to ISo 

10. Old tite offender enter, IUe.pt to enter, Dr remlln In this 
establishment lIIellllyl 

lOVes 

'oNO, 
Dlscont/nue u.se 01 Incident Report, Enter at the top 01 
this sheet "OUt 01 Scope-Larceny," eran Incident 

~~:~:. nC::gr, otrr':7::'::~:J 1~01::~e;~~1Y, ~;tlr,':n~~5. 
on to the next reported Incident .. :. It no other Incld.nt. 
:~ea~~~ !~~~et~:r:~/::,no' .,?ompl.te It.ms 19(2) 

II. Old the ofl.ndll(s) Ictuilly ,.t In 01 j>1,pry to I,t 107 
' 0 Actually lOt In 

:z 0 JUIl uh:d to let In 

12. W .. there I brohn Window, brok.n lock, Ilar.,'~< I.y 
ot"'r evidence that the offeftl!lI(s) 'Ofcid (trl.d lo"/'IIct) 
his (their) wly I.? ' 

'DVes 
'\ 

• 0 No -SKIP to,4 

13. Whit WIS the nlduc,? (/olark .11 ''''' apply) 
.~O &token lock or window 

}SKIP 10 fSo 
20 ForOid door 

JOAI.rm 

• 0 Oth. - Sp«:/ly 

14. How did tile Off'NII(I) pt In (try to pt I.)? 
' 0 Throuah unlocked door or window 

'0 Hod. k.y 
• 0 Otho, - Speclly 
.0 Don', know 

I 
N 
C 
I 
o 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

P ... 7 

J.. 

17 



88 

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

Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Diego 

~~;;-~'::rJ:;:,:~:"\" ;~}i:'w":;c, ~~-lIH'CIDEHT REPORT - C.olinued r " 

15 •• Was 'nylhln, d.m.,ed bul nOllaken In this Incldenl? For lb. Old you, the owner, or .ny employee here lose any time 
example, • lock or wlndo" broken, d .... ,.d merchandise, elc. (10m work because 01 this Incldenl?- .1 N 
loYes . umber 

, 0 Yes - How many people?_ 
20 No -SKIP 10 16a 

b. Was (were) the d.m.,ed Item(s) repaired or replaced? 
'0 N. -SKIP ro 19. 

, 0 Yes - SKIP 10 15<1 b. How many work days were los I altogelher? 
'ON' 1 0 Less than I day 

c. How much would It cosllo repair or repl.ce the dam.,es? 201-5 days 
(Estlmale) 

30 6- 10 days J Days 
S £iJ} • SKIP to 150 .. 0 Over 10 dats - How many?----.. 
x 0 Don't know sO Con't know 

d. How much did It cosllo repair or replace the dama,es? 
19a. Were any security measures taken aUellhls incldenllo 

s . II] protect the eslabllshmenl trom fulure Incidents? 

v 0 Nc COSt - SKIP to 1~ 'DYes 
X 0 Don't know :: 0 No - SKIP to 20a 

e. Who p.ld or will pay for the repairs 01 replacemenl? 
(/olark (X) 0/1 that apply) b. Whal measures were laken? 
1 0 This business (Mark (X) 8/1 tha/apply) 
2 0 Insurance 

1 0 Alarm system -: outside ,Inlinl 30 Owner of Bulldlnl (landlord) 
• 0 O,h., - Spacl/y 2 0 Central alarm 

5 0 Don't know 30 Reinforcinl deviCes, ,rates. cates. 
bars OIl window. etc. 

16a. Old the offender!s) take any money? (Exclude money " 0 Goard, watchman 
belon,in, 10 cuslomers or siore personnen 

5 OWau:h dOl , 0 Ye. - Whal was Ihe .00 60 Firearms lolal value? __ S 
'ON. 10 Cameras 

b. Old the offender(s) lake any merchandise equlpmenl or eO Miffors 
supplies? (Excfude personal property beioneln, to '0 Lodes cuslome,. or slore personnel.) 

• 0 Other - speCIlY., , 0 yes - Whal was Ihe .[i] lolal value? __ S 

20 No -SKIP to 17a /I answer to 168 
Is yes; otherwIse SKIP to 18a 

C. How was Ihe value delermlned? 
20a. Was Ihls Inclden! reported to Ihe police? 

, 0 Orl&lnal cost 'DYe, -SKIP 1021 - ~.-,.;:-",. 

2 0 Replacement coSt 'ON. 
:--

'OOth .. -Speclly 
b. Whal was Ihe re'Son Ihls Incldenl was nol rfUlted 

17 •• How much, If .ny, of the slolen money and/or properly to the pollee? 
was recovered by Insurance? (Mark (X) all rhat apply) 

S . Ii!! I 0 Police aheady knew of the InCident 

V 0 None - Why no I? 7 20 Nothlnc could be done - lack of proof 

10 Didn't report It ; 3 0 Did not think It important enouch 

20 Does not have Insourance • 0 md not wa", to bother polfc;e 
3 0 Not seuled ),et 

5 ~ Did not want to take the lime 40 PolIcy has II deductible . 
50 Money and/or merchandise was recovered 60 Old not warn to let involved 

X 0 Oon', know 70 Afraid of reprisal 

b. How much, " Iny, of Ihe slolen money and/or properly ~ 0 Reported to someone else 
was recovered by means other Ihan Insurance? 

S .fiJ • 0 OCher - speclfY7 

VON.ne } 
X 0 Don', know SKIP to 1~a 21. fNTERVIEWER ~ Is this the last Incident 

c. 8y wh.1 me.ns WIS Ihe SiD len money andlor CHECK ITEM Report to be completed? 
properly reco.ered? 

DYes - :g;::l'ol: t::~ 't:(~. 
10 Pollee 8, 9 f and end Intervlow. 
• 0 Other - SpeCify o No - Fill the noxt Incident 

Report. 
NOTES 
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APPENDIX II 
HOUSEHOLD SURVEY 
Technical information 

and relative error tables 

With respect to crimes against persons and 
households, survey results contained in this publica
tion are based on data gathered during early 1974 
from persons residing within the city limits of 
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 eligible to 
be interviewed. 

Each interviewer's first contact with a unit 
selected for the survey was in person, and, if it was 
not possible to secure interviews with all eligible 
members of the househ61tl during the initial visit, 
interviews by telephone were permissible thereafter. 
The only exemptions to the requirement for personal 
interview applied t9 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci
tated persons, and )ndividuals who were absent from 
the household during the entire field interview 
period; for these persons, interviewers were required 
to obtain proxy responses from a knowledgeable 
adult member of the household, Survey records were 
processed and weighted, yielding results representa
tive both of the city's population as a whole and 
of sectors within society. Because they are based on 
a sample survey rather thall a complete enumeration, 
the results are estimates, 

Sample design and size 
The basic frame from which the sample was 

drawn for the National Crime Survey household 
survey in San Diego was the complete housing 
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970 

Censlls of Population and Housing. For the purpose 
of sample selection, the city's housing units were 
distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various 
characteristics. Occupied units, which comprised 
the majority, were grouped into 100 strata defined 
by a combination of the following characteristics: 
type of tenure (owned or rented); number of 
household members (five categories); household in
come (five categories) ; and race of head of 
household (white or nonwhite). Housing units 
vacant at the time of the Census were assigned to 
an additional four strata, where they were distributed 
on the basis of rental or property value. Further
more, a single stratum incorporated group quarters. 

To account for units built after the 1970 Census, 
a sample was drawn, by means of an independent 
clerical operation, of permits issued for the construc
tion of residential housing within the city. This 
enabled the proper representation in the survey of 
persons occupying housing built 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 lise, temporarily 
occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise ineligible 
for the survey. At an additional 118 units visited by 
interviewers it was impossible to conduct inter
views because the occupants could not be reached 
after repeated calls, did not wish to participate in 
the survey, or were unavailable for other reasons. 
Thus, interviews were taken with the occupants of 
9,933 housing units, and th~ rate of participation 
among units qualified for interviewing was 98.8 
percent. Participating units were occupied by a 
total of 21,112 persons age 12 and over, or an 
average of 2.13 residents of the relevant ag!!s per 
unit. Interviews were conducted with 20,785 J6f 
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 98,5 
percent among eligible residents, 
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Estimation procedure 
Data records generated by survey interviews 

were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights
one for crimes against persons and another for 
crimes against households. For interviews 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 houGeholds 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 where the basic unit of tabulation was an 
incident involving more than one person, thereby 
allowing for the probability that such incidents had 
more than one chance of coming into the sample. 
Thus, if two persons were victimized during the 
same incident, the weight assigned to the record for 
that incident (and associated characteristics) was 
reduced by one-half in order not to introduce 
double counts in the tabulated data. When a 

personal crime was reported in the household survey 
as having occurred simultaneously with a com
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that 
the incident was represented in the commercial 
survey, and, therefore, it was not counted as an 
incident of personal crime. However, the details of 
the outcome of the event as they related to the 
victimized individual would be reflected in the house
hold survey results. 

For household crimes, the final weight COI1-

sisted of all steps described above except the third. 
Tn the 11Ousehold sector, victimizations and incidents 
are synonymous, since each distinctly separate 
criminal act was defined as having been experienced 
by a single household. Thus, the concept of multi
household incidents was inapplicable, and an ad
justment comparable to that made in the personal 
sector to account for multiperson incidents was 
unnecessary. 

In performing the estimation procedure that 
yielded the results appearing in this publication, 
there was no adjustment for bringing the survey
derived estimates into accord with any independent, 
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse
quent to ~he initial processing of survey results, 
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the 
relevant popUlation. These estimates indicate that 
an undercoverage amounting to about 9.6 percent 
of the relevant populatioh 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 expresscd in percentages-appearing 
on the data tables remain unaffected by the applica
tion of an independent population estimate, as the 
adjustment factor is applicable to both the numera
tors and denominators used in computing such 
figures. Furthermore, the adjustment is not appli
cable to data on household crimes. 
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Reliability of estimates 

As previously noted, statistical data contained 
in this report are estimates. Despite the precautions 
taken to minimize sampling variability, the estimates 
are subject to errors arising from the fact that the 
sample employed in conducting the survey was only 
one of a large number of possible samples of equal 
size that could have been used applying the same 
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates 
derived from different samples may vary somewhat; 
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a 
complete census had been taken using the same 
schedules, instructions, and interviewers. 

The standard error of a survey estimate is a 
measure of the variation among estimates from all 
possible samples and is, therefore, a gauge of the 
precision with which th~ estimate from a particular 
sample approximates tht; average result of all pos
sible samples. The esrmate 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 mayor may not be contained in any 
particular computed interval. The chances are about 
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ 
from the average result of all possible samples by 
less than one standard ttf(or. 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 pi us v'i: 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 snmpling error, the estimates 
presented in this report are subject to so-called non
sampling error. Major sources of such error are 
related to the ability of respondents to recall victimi-
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zation experiences and associated details that oc
curred during the 12 months prior to the time of 
interview. Research on the capacity of victims to 
recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing 
persons who were victims of offenses drawn from 
police files, indicates that assault is the least well 
recalled of the crimes measured by the National 
Crime Survey program. This may stem in part from 
the observed tendency of victims not to 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 'ndi
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are 
reported when one hQusehold 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 ror proxy response 
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only 
exceptions to the rule. 

Additional nonsampling errors can result from 
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper 
coding and processing of data. Many of these 
errors would also oCCUI' in a complete census. 
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser·. 
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro
priate, as.-wel! as edit procedures in the field and at 
the clerical and computer processing stages, were 
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utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low 
level. As calculated for this survey, the stvndard 
errors partially measure only those nonsampling 
errors arising from random response and inter
viewf,l' errors; 'Lhey do not, however, take into ac
ClIn.Jnt any systematic biases in the data. 

Concerning the reliability of data from the house
hold 'survey, it should, be noted that estimates based 
(In about 10 or fewer sample cases have been 
considered unreliable. Suc:, C:lItimates arc qualified in 
footnotes to the data tabl~s and were not used for 
purposes of analysis ill the report's selected findings. 
The minimum estimate considered sufficiently re
liable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the 
personal and household sectors was 250. 

As they appear in the report's data tables, all 
absolute values-including numbers of victimiza
tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bases) 
shown parenthetically on rate tables-have been 
rounded to the nearest hln-ldredth. 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 st~!1dard errors di'3played 
on tables at the end of this appendix can 'be used 
for gauging sampling variability. These (.mors 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 applic~ble 
to the estimated kvels, or numbers, of personal 
incidents, personal victimizations, and household 
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal 
victimization rates are given in Table II, whereas 
Table III displays the lltandard 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. 

•••• ~_~_ ••• ~' _w ___ ","' __ '_" __ '_ -~ "':_ .... __ -:~.,.."~~" .-
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To illustrate the application C)f standard errors 
in measuring sampling variability, assume that a 
data table in this report shows there were 4,000 
personal robbery incidents in San Diego. Linear 
interpolation of values in Table I or this appendix 
yields a standard error of about 349 for the esti
mated 4,000 incidents. The chances are 68 out 
of 100 that the estimate would have been 11 figure 
differing from a complete census 11gure by less than 
349, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ
ated with that level of incidents would be from 
3,651 to 4,349. The chances are 95 out of 100 
that the estimate would have differed from a com
plete census figure by less than twice this standard 
error (698); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval 
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 3.6. Consequently, chances are 68 
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 30 would be 
within 3.6 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68 
percent confidence interval associated with the 
estimate would be from 26.4 to 33.6. And, the 
chances arc 95 out of ] 00 that the estimated rate 
would be within roughly,7.2 of a complete enumera
tion; I.e., the 95 perceril 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 square root of the sum 
of the squares of the standard errors of each estimate 
considered. separately. This formula represents the 
actual standard error quite ~\ccurately 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 thcre is a large negativc corre
lation, the formula will underestimate the true 
standard error of the difference. 
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Table I. Standard error apprOXimations for estimated number of personal 
incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations, 

Size of estimate 

50 
100 
250 
500 

1,000 
2,500 
5,000 

10,000 
25,000 
50,000 

100,000 

). 

by size of estimate 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Incidents 

36 
51 
81 

115 
164 
266 
404 
596 

1,118 
1,927 
3,503 

Personal 
Victimizations 

39 
55 
88 

124 
177 
286 
418 
629 

1,152 
1,945 
3,475 

Household incidents 

40 
56 
89 

126 
179 
284 
405 
582 
965 

1,464 
2,325 
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Estimated rate 
per J .• JO() persons 

.5 or 999.5 

.75 or 999.25 
1 or 999 
2.5 or 997.5 
5 or 995 
7.5 or 992.5 
10 or 990 
25 or 975 
50 or 950 
100 or 900 
250 or 750 
500 

i 
! Estimated rate per 11 , 1,000 households 
~ 
! .5 or 999.5 I: 

II .75 or 999.25 
r, 1 or 999 
Ii 2.5 or 997.5 

~ " 5 or 995 
7.5 or 992.5 

H 10 or 990 11 25 or 975 f 50 or 950 
Ii 100 or 900 

~ 
250 or 750 
500 

I , 

b 

Table II. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates 

(6S chances out or 100) 

Base or rate 
100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 

12.3 7.8 5.5 3.9 2.5 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.2 
15.1 9.6 6.8 4.8 3.0 2.1 1.5 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 
17.5 11.0 7.8 5.5 3.5 2.5 1.7 1.1 0.8 0.6 0" 'J 0.2 
2:{.6 17.4 12.3 8.7 5.5 3.9 2.8 1.7 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4 
39.0 24.6 17.4 12.3 7·8 5., 3.9 2.5 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.6 
47.6 ' 30.1 21.3 15.1 9·5 6.7 4.8 3.0 2.1 1.5 1.0 0.7 
54.9 34.8 24.6 17.4 11.0 7.8 5.5 :3.5 2.5 1.7 1.1 0.8 
86.2 54.5 38.6 27.3 17.2 12.2 8.6 5.5 3.9 2.7 1.7 1.2 

120.4 76.1 53.8 38.1 24.1 17.0 12.0 7.6 5.4 3.8 2.4 1.7 
165.7 104.8 74.1 52.4 33.1 23.4 16.6 10.5 7.4 5.2 3.3 2.3 
239.1 151.2 106.9 75.6 47.8 33.8 23.9 15.1 10.7 7.6 4.8 3.4 
276.1 174.6 123.5 87.3 55.2 39.0 2:{.6 17.5 12.3 8.7 5.5 3.9 

Table III. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates 

(6S chances out or 100) 

Base or rate 
100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 

12.6 8.0 5.6 4.0 2.5 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 
15.4 9.7 6.9 4.9 3.1 2.2 1.5 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 
17.8 11.2 8.0 5.6 3.6 2.5 1.8 1.1 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.3 
28.1 17.8 12.6 8.9 5.6 4.0 2.8 1.8 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.4 
39.7 25.1 17.8 12.6 7.9 5.6 4.0 2.5 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 
48.6 30.7 21.7 15.3 9.7 6.9 4.9 3.1 2.2 1.5 1.0 0.7 
56.0 35.4 25.0 17.7 11.2 7.9 5.6 3.5 2.5 1.8 1.1 0.8 
87.9 55.6 39.3 2:{.8 17.6 12.4 8.8 5.6 3.9 2.8 1.7 1.2 

122.7 77.6 54.9 38.8 24.5 17.3 12.3 7.8 5.5 3.9 2.5 1.7 
16S.8 106.8 75.5 53.4 33.8 23.9 16.9 10.7 7.6 5.3 3.4 2.4 
21.)·7 154.1 109.0 77.1 48.7 34.5 24.4 15.4 10.9 7.7 4.8 3.4 
2!l1.4 1713.0 125.8 89.0 56.3 39.8 28.1 17.8 12.6 8.9 5.6 4.(') 
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1,000,000 

0.1 
O.:~ 
0.2 
0.3 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.9 
1.2 
1.7 
2.4 
2.8 

1,000,000 

0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.4 
0.5 
0.6 
0.9 
1.2 
1.7 
2.4 
2.8 
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APPENDIX III 
COMMERCIAL SURVEY 
Technical information 

and relative error tables 

Commercial victimization surveys conducted in 
central cities have focused on business establish
ments, 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 entitles. Organ
izations other than businesses have accounted for a 
relatively small part of each city sampb. Survey data 
were personally gathered by intcrviewers 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 s~gmented 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 th~ 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 opel'ating 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 the entire 12-month time frame was applied 
only to the number of incidents involving such 
businesses and not the complete inventory of those 
establishments. This factor was obtained by multi
plying the basic weight of each part-year operator 
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the 
number of months the establishment was active 
during the reference period. Then, the result was 
multiplied by the ratio of required records divided 
by the number of usable records, the result being 
applied to the record of each part-year operator. 
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Reliability of estimates 
As indicated, statistical data presented in this 

publication concerning the criminal victimization of 
commercial establishments are estimates that were 
derived through probability samplling 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 defiign. 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 thle 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 subs ample and the 
grouping of subsamples. Such a technique, known as 
the random group method, wan used for calculating 
the coefficients of variation, or relative errors, for 
estimates generated by the survey. Because the 
relative errors are the products of calculations in
volving estimates derived thliOugh sampling, each 
error in turn is subject to sampling variability. 

As in the household surve:y, estimates on crimes 
against businesses are subject to nonsampling er
rors, principal among these being the problem of 
recalling victimizations applil:able 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 recordkceping :lnd 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 incorpomted a bounding pro
cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable 
to telescoping. 

Tn addition to those relating to victim recall 
ability, nonsampling errors may have arisen from 
deficient interviewing and from data processing 
mistakes. However, quality control measures com
parable to those used in the household survey were 
adopted to minimize such errors. 

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10 
or fewer sample cases haVI!- been considered un-

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

reliable. Such esttmares 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 TabJe 85 have been rounded to the nearest 
hundredth. However, all relative figures (whether 
rates or percentages) were calculated from un
rounded figures. 

Relative error tables 
and calculations 

In order to measure sampling variability asso
ciated with selected results of the commerei~l survey, 
relative errors ar~ presented on two tables in this 
appendix. Generalized standard errors, such as those 
developed in connection with the household survey, 
were not calculated. Instead, the tables display actual 
calculations of relative errors from the sample 
observations for estimated values pertaining to selec
ted characteristics of business establishments. Table 
IV applies to the estimated level of victimizations, 
and Table V relates to victimization rates for each of 
the measured crimes. Although the relative errors 
listed on those tables partially gauge the effect of 
nonsampling error, they do not take into account any 
biases that may be inherent in tbe survey results. 
For estimated values not shown on Tables IV and 
V, rough approximations of relative errors may be 
made by utilizing the relative errors .. for similar 
.figures having bases of comparable size. 

When used in conjunction with the survey re
sults, the relative error tables permit the construc
tion of intervals containing thea,verage 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 

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. Muitiplying 7,643 by .179 yi~lds 1,368.1 

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, 

J The calculated figure (1,368) is the standard error of 
the estimated 7,643 hurglaries (shown as 7,600 on Da(a 
Tahle 85). 

CommercIal Survey 

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 th at 
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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Table IV. Relative errors for estimated number of commercial victimizations, 
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Type of crlme Estimated number of incidents Relative error 

Blrglary 7,643 17.% 
Completec! burglary 5,154 17.3% 
Attempted burglary 2,489 19.'1% 

Robbery 1,039 18.3% 
Complet~l robbery 738 15.6% 
Attempted_r_o_bb_e...,:ry=----'-__________ .3_0_1 ____________ 3_4._af.--

Tabh~ V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rate,5, 
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime 

(68 chances out 01' 100) 

BlrSl!!!:;i: RobbeD!: 
Estimated rate Estimated rate 
per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 Relative 

Characteristic establishments error establishments error 

Kind of establishment 
10.4% All establishments 358 11.5% 49 

Retail 449 13.0% 69 21.4% 
Wholesale 441 35.0% 120 79.7% 
Service .336 12.3% 33 25.7% 

Gross annual receipts 
23.% 129. 71.0% Less than $10,000 288 

$10, 000-$:>-4,999 305 20.8% 112, ' * 
$25,000-$49,999 .375 21.3% 53 36.5% 
$50,000-$99,999 413 21.8% 72 15.1% 
$100,000-$499,999 425 14.6% 64 39.0% 
$500,000-$999,999 563 .39.1% 121 92.5% 
$1,000,000 or more 262 40.3% 173 34.1% 
No sales 490 .30.9% 120 * Not available 240 22.3% 68 29.2% 

*Relative error greater than 100 percent. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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APPENDIX IV 
TECHNICAL NOTES 

Information provided in this appendix is de
signed to aid in understanding the report's selected 
findings and, more broadly, to assist data users in 
interpreting statistics in the data tables. The notes 
address general concepts as well as potential problem 
areas, but do not purport to cover all data elements 
or problems. The Glossary of terms should be 
consulted for definitions of crime categories, vari
ables, and other -terms used in the data tables and 
selected findings. 

General 

Throughout this report, victimizations are the 
basic units of measure. ,,{ victimization is a specific 
criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a 
person, household, or place of business. For crimes 
against persons, however, some survey results are 
presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza
tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving 
one or more victims and one or more offenders. 
For many specific categories of personal crime, vic
timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that 
stems from two contingencies: (1 ) some crimes 
were simultaneously committed against more than 
one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may 
have occurred during the course of a commercial 
burglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi
mization reported to survey interviewers, it was 
determined whether others were victimized at the 
same time and place and whether the offense hap
pened during a commercia,!, 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 
!!sed interchangeably in analyzing data on household 
and commercial crimes. 

As indicated with respect to personal crimes, 
victimization data are more appropriate than inci
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual 
victim. They also are better suited for assessing 
victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in 
addition to serving as a key element in computing 
victimization rates, victimization counts are used 
for developing information on victim injury and 
medical care, e:::onomic 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 
circumJ'tances 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, 
househoJds, and commercial establishments appear 
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of 
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing 
the number of victimizations associated with a speci-
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fie crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number of 
persons, households, or businesses under considera
tion. For crimes against persons, the rates are based 
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over, 
or on a portioll 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 
crime. 

Time and place of occurrence 
For each of the measured crimes against 

persons, households, and businesses, data on when 
the offenses occurred were obtained for three broad 
time intervals: the daytime hours (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.); 
the first half of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight); and 
the sccond 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, sueh as hotels and 
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house
hold larceny are diffcrentiated 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, sueh as 
during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel 
away from the establishment. 

For personal and household crimes, and in addi
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data 
are presented on the "geographical area" of oc
currence. The tables distinguish between offenses 
that happened within the city of residence; inside 
another central city; and elsewhere (suburbs and 
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two 
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that 
took place when the victims were temporarily away 
from their residence, such as vacationing, visiting or 
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business; 

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 o! 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 parl 
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 

'1' Glossary. 

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 

Some of the tables on this subject display data on 
the offenders only and others cover both victims 
and offenders. The characteristics examined are age 
and race. As with most information developed 
from this survey, offender attributes are based solely 
on the victim's perceptions and ability to recall the 
crime. Because the events often were stressful ex
periences, resulting in confusion or physical harm 
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning 
offender characteristics were more subject than other 
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous 
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred 
under somewhat vague circumstances, especially 
those at night: Furthermore, it is possible that victim 
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in
fluenced the attribution of offender characteristics. If 
victims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or 
a set of them) more than others, bias would have 
been introduced into the findings, and no method 
has been developed for determining the existence 
and effect of such bias. 

Technical Notes 101 

In the relevant data tables, a distmction is made 
between "single-offender" and "multiple-offender" 
crimes, with the latter classification applying to 
those committed by two or more persons. As ap
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the category 
"mixed ages" refers to cases in which the offenders 
in any single incident were classifiable under more 
than one age group; similarly, the term "mixed 
races" applies to situations in which the offenders 
were members of ' more than a single racial group. 

Weapons use by offenders 
For personal crimes of violence and commercial 

robbery, information was gathered on whether or 
not the victims observed that the offenders were 
armed, and, if so, the types of weapons concerned. 
For purposes of tabulation and analysis, the mere 
prcsence 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 wcre 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 b~ttles .. A 
difference exists, however, in the manner m which 
the types of weapons were classified in the personal 
and commercial sectors. For each personal crime of 
violence by an armed offender, the type, or types, 
of weapons prcsent were recorded, not the number 
of weapons. For instance, if offenders wielded two 
firearms and a knife during a personal robbery, the 
crime would have been classified as one in which 
weapons of each type were used. With respect to 
each robbery of a business in which weapons of 
more than one type were observed, only the most 
lethal, type was recorded. Thus, for example, if of
fenders used two firearms and a knife in robbing a 
store, the crime would have been classified as one 
in which firearms were used; a single entry would 
have been made under the category "firearms." 

Victim self-protection 
With reference to personal crimes of violence, 

information was obtained on whether or not victims 
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the meas
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging 
from nonviolent to forcible, we,re considered self
protection measures: reasoning with the offender; 
fleeing from the offender; scream,i.ng or yelling for 
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender; 
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent 
tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by 
victims in each crime, no determinatitm having been 
made of the single most important mellsure. 

Victim injury and economic los*~ 

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 dahl were 
not available for calculating the proportion o}: 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 a'ble to estimate, their amount. By 
excluding victims unaware of such outlays, and of 
their amount, the utility of the, data is somewhat 
restricted. Although data were unavailable on the 
proportion of rapes attended by victim injury, in
formation relating to hospitalization and medical 

costs were available on that crime; these results are 
reflected in the appropriate data tables. 

With respect to economic losses incurred by 
persons, households, and commercial establishments, 
the data tables make distinctions between crimes 
resulting in "theft and/or damage loss" and "theft 
loss" only. Table titles specify the applicable category 
of loss. The term "theft loss" refers to stolen cash, 
property, or both, whereas "damage" pertains to 
property only. Items categorized as having "no mone
tary value" could include losses of trivial, truly 
valueless objects, or of ones having considerable 
sentimental importance. References 'to losses "re
covered" apply to compensation recei.ved 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 s'olely 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 h\!'ve 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 with a weapon result
ing in any injury and attack without a weapon 
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken 
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of 
consciousness) or in undetermined injury requir
ing 2 or mOf(; 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, prmsions, interest, dividends, rent, dnd any 
other f'Dfm of mone1flfty 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 
at~empted 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. 

A.ttempted forcible entry-A form of burglary in 
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry. 

Burglary-Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence 
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended 
by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry. 

Central city-The largest city (or "twin cities") of a 
standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA), 
defined below. 

Commercial crimes-Burglary or robbery of busi
ness establishments and certain other organiza
tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed 
and attempted acts. Additional details concern
ing entities covered by the commercial survey 
appear in the introduction to Appendix III. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in which force 
is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window 
or slashing a screen). 

Head of household-For classification purposes, 
only one individual per household can be the 
head person. In husband-wife households, the 
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head. 
In other households, the head person is the indi
vidual so regarded by its members; generally, 
that person is the chief breadwinner. 

Household-Consists of the occupants of separate 
living quarters meeting either of the following 
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem
porarily absent, whose usual place of residence is 
the housing unit in question, or (2) Persons 
staying in the housing unit who have no usual 
place of residence elsewhere. 

Household crimes-B urglary 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 with8ut force. A basic distinction is made 
between personal larceny and household larceny. 

Marital status-Each household member is assigned 
to one of the following categories: (1) Married, 
which includes persons joined in common-law 
unions and those parted temporarily for reasons 
other than marital discord (employment, military 
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced, 
Separated includes married persons who have a 
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legal separation or have parted because of mari
tal discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never married, 
which .includes those whose only marriage has 
been ahnuHed and those living together (exclud
Ing common-law unions). 

Motor vehicle-Includes automobiles, trucks, motor
cycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally 
allowed on public roads and highways. 

Motor vehicle theft-Stealing or unauthorized tak
ing of a motor vehicle, including attempts at such 
acts. 

Nonstranger-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
contact between victim and offender, victimiza
tions (or incidents) are classified as having in
volved non strangers if victim and offender are 
related, well known to, or casually acquainted 
with one another. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events 
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction 
between stranger and non stranger 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 thrt;:at of force) or without direct 
contact between victim and offender. Equivalent 
to personal larceny. 

Personal crimes of violence-Rape, robbery of 
persons, or assault. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Personal larceny-Equivalent to personal crimes of 
theft. A distinction is made' between personal 
larceny with contact and personal larceny with
out contact. 

Personal larceny with contact-Theft of purse, 
wallet, or cash, by stealth directly from the person 
of the victim, but without force or the threat of 
force. Also includes attempted purse snatching. 

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

Personal larceny without contact-Theft or at
tempted theft, without direct contact between 
victim and offender, of property or cash from any 
place other than the victim's home or its imme
diate vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the 
offender during the commission of the act. 

Physical injury-The term is applicable to each of 
the three personal crimes of violence, although 
data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic
tim injury were not available during the prepara
tion of this report. For personal robbery and 
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is 
made between injuries from "serious assault" 
and "minor assault." Examples of injuries from 
serious assault include broken bones, loss of 
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of consciousness, 
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more 
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches, 
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring 
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults 
resulting in victim inJury, the degree of harm 
governs classification or the event. The same ele
ments of injury applicable t- 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, contiguous counties are 
included in an SMSA if, ac;c0!:diIlg to certain 
criteria, they are socially aifd economically in
tegrated with the central city. Tn 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 betwecn victim and offender, victimiza
tions (or incidents) arc classified as involving 
strangers if the victim so stated, or did not see 
or recognize the offender, or knew the offender 
only by sight. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events 
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction 
between stranger and h~nstranger 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 not used. 

Victim-The recipient of a criminal act; usually 
used in relation to personal crimes, but also 
applicable to househ91ds 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
st.ru~d to be self-protection measures: hitting, 
klckmg, or scratching the offender; reasoning 
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help; 
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fleeing from the offender; and lor 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 us 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 
] ,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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