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PREFACE 

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

Since the early 1970's, victimization surveys 
have been designed and carried out for the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by 
the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpose of 
developing information that permits detailed assess­
ment of the character and extent of selected types of 
criminal victimization. Based on representative 
samplings of households and commercial establish­
ments, the program has had two main elements: a 
continuous national survey 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 Washing­
ton., D.C. and 12 other central cities in 1974 enabled 
measurement of the extent to which city residents 
age 12 and over, households, and commercial estab­
lishments were victimized by selected crimes, whether 
completed or, attempted. For those committed against 
individuals, the offenses covered were rape, robbery, 
assault, and personal larceny; for househplds they 
were burglary, household larceny, and motor vehicle 
theft; and for commercial establishments they were 
burglary and robbery. The chapter entitled "The City 
Surveys$' includes a detailed discussion of the crimes 
and of classification procedures. In addition to gaug­
ing,., the extent to which the relevant crimeI'; hap­
pened, the surveys have permitted examination of 
the characteristics of victims and the circums~ances 

surrounding criminal acts, exploring, as appropiriate, 
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 Washington were carried out: in 
the first quarter of 1974 and covered criminal acts 
that took place during the 12 months prior to lthe 
month of interview, a reference period roughly com­
parable with calendar year 1973. Information was 
obtained from interviews with the occupants of 
9,541 housing units (18,353 residents age 12 and 
over) and the operators of 1,528 businesses. Res­
pondents furnished detailed personal and household 
data (or information about business firms) in addi­
tion to particulars on any criminal acts they incurred. 

The 103 data tabies 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 fmtitled 
"Selected Findings," which highlights certain basic 
survey results. The statements illustrate the types of 
empirical data being produced under the National 
Crime Survey program. 

All statistical data in this report are estimates 
subject to errors arising both from the fact that they 
are based on information obtained from sample sur­
veys rather than complete censuses, and from the 
fact that recording and processing mistakes in­
variably occur in the course of a large-scale data 
collection effort. As part of the discussion on re­
liability of estimates, these sources of error are 
treated in Appendixes II and III. It should be noted 
at the outset, however, that with respect to the effect 
of sampling errors, estimate variations can be de­
termined rather precisely. In the reporfs selected 
findings, categorical statements involving analytical 
comparisons met statistical tests that the differences 
were equivalent to or greater than two standard 



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

Four technical appendixes and a glossary of terms 
have been included to facilitate further analyses and 
other uses of survey results. The first appendix con­
tains facsimiles of the questionnaires used for the 
household and commercial surveys, whereas the 
s'';!ccmd and third have tables for determining esti­
mate variances, as well as information concerning 
sample design and estimation procedures. The fourth 
appendix consists of a series of technical notes, par­
alleling the topics covered by the seUion 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 victim~zation is a speci­
fic criminal act as it affects a single victim. An inci­
dent is a specific criminal act involving one or more 
victims and offenders. For reasons outlined in the 
technical notes, the number of personal victimiza­
tions is somewhat greater than that of personal inci­
dents. As applied to crimes against households and 
commercial establishments, however, the terms 
"victimization" and "incident" are synonymous. Al­
though "crimes against commercial establishments," 
"commercial crimes," and other similar terms refer 
chiefly to victimizations of businesses, a relatively 
small number of offenses committed against certain 
other organizations also are included in results of the 
commercial survey, wmal1y under the category 
"other"; the types of entities concerned are discussed 
in the introduction to Appendix III. 

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

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 persom 
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 Washington, even though some acts took 
place outside the city; they exclude criminal acts 
committed within the city against nonresidents, such 
.as visitors and suburban commuters. On the other 
hand, police statistics for Washington include all 
reported crimes occurring within the city limits, 
irrespective of the victim's place of residence, and 
exclude crimes experienced by city residents in other 
jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey 
relate only to persons age 12 and over, whereas 
police statistics count crimes against persons of any 
age. The surveys did not measure some offenses, 
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and 
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee 
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the 
counting and classifying rules for the two programs 
are not fully compatible. Similarly, the correspond­
ence between reference periods for results of the city 
surveys and published police statistics is not exact. 

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis­
tics, the pp.rsonal rates cited in this report are based 
on ViC I '>1;zations 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 hou£eholds and 
commercial establishments are based, respectively, 
on the number of households and businesses, wl1ere­
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes 
are based on the total population. A technical note 
entitled "Victim characteristics," Appendix IV, gives 
additional details on the manner in which the vic­
timization survey rates were computed. 
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THE CITY SURVEYS 

The National Crime Survey is a program designed 
to develop information not otherwise available on 
the nature of crime and its impact on society 
by means of victimization surveys of the general 
population. Based on representative samplings of 
households and commercial establishments, the 
surveys elicit information about experiences, if any, 
with selected crimes of violence and theft, including 
events that were reported to the police as well as 
those that were not. By focusing on the victim, the 
person likely to be most aware of details concern­
ing criminal events, the surveys generate a variety of 
data, including information on the circumstances 
under which such acts occurred and on their effect. 

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet under­
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data, 
victimization surveys are expected to su.pply the 
criminal justice community with new insights into 
crime and its victims, complementing data resources 
already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua­
tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes 
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to 
police attention. They also furnish a means for 
developing victim profiles and, for identifiable sec­
tors of society, yield information necessary to com­
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza­
tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish­
ing between stranger-to--stranger and domestic vio­
lence and between armed and strong-arm assaults 
and robberies. They can tally some of the costs<, of 
crime in terms of injury or economic loss sustain~d, 
and they can provide greater understanding as to 
why certain criminal acts are not reported to police 

authorities. Conducted periodically in the same area, 
victimization surveys provide the data necessary for 
developing indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the 
levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures 
in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing 
the crime situation between two or more localities or 
types of localities. 

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

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

• Other than government-operated liquor stores and 
transportation systems, which fall within the purview of the 
program's commercial sector, government institutions and 
offices are outside the scope of the program. Pretests have 
indicated that government organization records on crime 
generally are inadequate for survey purposes. 
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The success of any victimization survey is highly 
contingent on the degree of cooperation that inter­
viewers receive from respondents. In the victimiza­
tion surveys conducted in 13 central cities during 
1974, interviews were obtained in an average of 
96.6 percent of the housing units occupied by 
persons eligible for interview. In the commercial 
sector, the average response rate was 98.9 percent 
of eligible business establishments. Details concern­
ing the size of the sample and response rates in 
Washington can be found in Appendixes II and 
this report. 

Data from victimization surveys also are sul)ject 
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 to telescoping, and no assess­
ment has been made concerning the magnitude of 
the problem. 

Another of the issues related in part to victim 
recall ability involves the so-called series victimiza­
tions. Each series consists of three or more criminal 
events similar, if not identical, in nature and in­
curred by persons unable to identify separately the 
details of each act, or, in some cases, to recount 
accurately the total number of such acts. Because 
of this, no attempt is made to collect information on 
the specific month, or months, of. occurrence of 
series victimizations; instead, such data are attributed 
to the season, or seasons, of occurrence. Had it 
been feasible to make a precise tally of victimiza­
tions that occurred in series and to determine their 
month of occurrence, inclusion of this information 
in the processing of survey results would have 
caused certain alterations in the portrayal of criminal 
victimization. Perhaps most importantly, rat~s 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 
2,400 series victimizations against persons and 
2,000 against households, each encompassing at 
least three separate but undifferentiated events, were 
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month 
reference period. A table of these series victimiza­
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears 
in Appendix III of the preceding report, Criminal 
Victimization Surveys in 13 American Cities. 

Although the survey-measured crimes and other 
terms used in this report are defined in the Glos­
sary of Terms, the discussion that follows consists of 
a detailed description of the offenses and of the 
procedures followed in classifying victimization 
events. Definitions of the relevant crimes do not 
necessarily conform to any Federal or State statutes, 
which vary considerably. They are, however, com­
patible with conventional usage and with the defini­
tions used by the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
in its annual publication Crime in the 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) ali 
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 objecl 
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 dramtHc as the one described, 
or it may simply involve a child pinned briefly ,to 
a schoolyard fence while classmates make off with 
the victim's lunch money. 

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

Attempted assaults differ from assaults carried 
out in that in the latter the victim is actually physical­
ly attacked and may incur bodily injury. An at­
tempted assault could be the result of bad aim 
with a gun or it could be a nonspecific verb,al 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 aU 
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 arc reluctant to implicate 
relatives or friends (see "Reliability of estimates," 
Appendix II). 

Personal crimes of theft (Le., personal larceny) 
involve the theft of cash or property by stealth. 
Such crimes mayor may not bring the victim into 
direct contact with the offender. Personal larceny 
with contact encompasses purse snatching, attempted 
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal larceny 
without contact involves the theft by stealth of 
numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly 
personal in nature. It is distinguished from house­
hold larceny solely by place 0: -.)ccurrence. Whereas 
the latter transpires only in the home or its im­
mediate environs, ,the former can take place at any 
other location. Examples of personal larceny with­
out (!ontact include the theft of a briefcase or 
umbrella from a restaurant, a portable radio from 
the beach, clothing from an automobile parked in 
a shopping center, a bicycle from a schoolground, 
food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket, 
etc. Lack of force is a major identifying element in 
personal larceny. Should, for example, a woman 
become aware of an attempt to snatch her purse 
and resist, and should the offender then use force, 
the crime would escalate to robbery. 

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

CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS 

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

The most serious of the crimes against house­
holds is burglary. Burglary is the illegal entry or 
attempted entry of a structure. The assumption is 
that the purpose of the entry was to commit a crime, 
usually theft, but no additional offense need take 
place for the act to be classified as burglary. The 
entry may be by force, su.ch as picking a lock, 
breaking a window, or slashing a screen, or it may 
be through nn unlocked door or an open window. As 
long as ,the person entering had no legal right to be 
present in the structure, a burglary has occurred. 
Furthermore, the structure need not be the house 
itself for a household burglary to take place. Illegal 
entry of a garage, shed, or any other structure on 
the~ premises also constitutes household burglary. 
In fact, burglary does not necessarily have to occur 
on the premises. If the breaking and entering oc­
curred in a hotel or in a vacation residence, it would 
still be classified as a household burglary for the 
household whose member or members were in­
volved. 

--~---------~-----~---------"---

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

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

CRIMES AGAINST 
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS 

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

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

SELECTED FiNDINGS 

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

General 
An estimated 96,800 criminal victimizations were 
committed against District of Columbia residents 
and businesses in 1973. 

Fifty percent involved individuals; 38 percent, 
ilOuseholds; and 12 percent, commercial estab­
lishments. 

Personal crimes of theft outnumbered personal 
:;rimes of violence by roughly 2 to 1. 

Victim characteristics 
Washingtonians were victimized by personal crimes 
of violence at a rate of 31 per 1,000 persons age 
12 and over [Table 1]. 

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

The rate for whites was about 1.6 times that 
for blacks [Table 19]. 

Persons under age 35 generally had substantially 
higher rates than older persons for crimes of 
violence [Table 18]. 

Young white males (age 12-15) had an excep­
tionally high victimization rate-l71 per 1,000 
-about five times that of young black males 
[Table 27]. 

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

For household burglary and larceny, the differences 
between overall rates for blacks and whites were not 
significant [Table 62]. 

Whites who owned their own homes had a 
substantially higher burglary rate than black 
homeO\lT".1ers [Table 64]. 

There was some indication that blacks had a 
higher rate of motor vehicle theft than whites 
[Table 62]. 

Households headed by the elderly (age 65 and over) 
had the lowest burglary rate of any age group 
[Table 61]. 

Household burglary and larceny rates tended to 
rise as the number of persons in the household in­
creased [Table 65]. 

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a 
rate of 330 per 1,000 and robbed at a rate of 88 
per 1,000 [Table 85]. 

Approximately one-quarter of all businesses 
were victimized at least once during the year; 18 
percent of thos~ burglarized and/or robbed 
were victimized two or more times [Tables 87, 
90]. 

Reporting to the police 

Forty-two percent of all personal crimes were re­
ported to the police [Table 40]. 

There was some indication that women reported 
personal crimes of violence and theft relatively 
more often than men [Table 41]. 

Blacks reported crimes of violence more often 
than whites, but crimes of theft were reported 
with about equal frequency [Table 41]. 

Although there was no difference between the 
overall frequencies with which violent crimes 
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committed by strangers and nonst~angers were 
reported, victims were more apt to have in­
formed police about assaults at the hands of 
non strangers ['rable 40]. 

Persons age 35 and over tended to report per­
sonal crimes more often than younger persons 
[Table 42]. 

One-half of all household crimes were reported to 
the police [Table 74]. 

Overall, there was no significant difference be­
tween blacks and whites in reporting house­
hold crimes; however, whites reported bur­
glaries more often, and motor vehicle thefts less 
often, than blacks ['1 able 74]. 

About four-fifths of all commercial burglaries and 
robberies were reported to the police [Table 93]. 

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

Time and place of occurrence 
More personal crimes of violence took place at 
night than during tpe day [Table 54]. 

Most personal robberies occurred at night 
[Table 54]. 

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

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

Most motor vehicle thefts took place at night 
[Table 84]. 

Most commercial robberies were committed during 
the day; most commercial burglaries, at night 
[Table 101]. 

More personal crimes (57 percent) occurred on the 
street and elsewhere outdoors than in any other 
location; only 4 percent took place inside the victim's 
home, and 6 percent took place near the home 
rTable 36J. 

Forty-six percent of all rapes occurred inside the 
victim's home [Table 36]. 

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

Number of victims and offenders 
Ninety-four percent of all crimes of violence in­
volved a single victim [Table 30]. 

Approximately half of all personal crimes of violence 
were committed by a single offender [Table 28]. 

Crimes by non strangers were more likely than 
those by strangers to have involved a single of­
fender [Table 29]. 

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

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

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 
Strangers committed 83 percent of all personal 
crimes of violence [Table 5]. 

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

Victims perceived that blacks committed a majority 
(80 percent) of single-offender crimes of violence 
[Table 9]. 

Most multiple-offender robberies (91 percent) and 
assaults (74 percent) were attributed to black of­
fenders [Table 11]. 

Victims perceived most single-offender crimes of 
violence (67 percent) as having been committed by 
persons age 21 or over [Table 13]. 

Two-fifths of violent multiple-offender victimiza­
tions involved offenders identified as being under 
age 21 [Table 15]. 

Blacks were more likely than whites to have been 
victimized by members of their own race. 

In most single-offender (94 percent) and mul­
tiple-offender (96 percent) robberies of blacks, 
the offenders were black [Tables 10, 12]. 

Most single-offender (95 percent) and multiple­
offender (87 percent) assaults against blacks 
were committed by members of their own race 
[Tables 10, 12]. 

Most single-offender (85 percent) and multiple­
offender (80 percent) robberies of whites were 
attributed to blacks [Tables 10, 12]. 

For assault, single-offender victimizations of 
whites were ascribed about equally to blacks 
and whites; 61 percent of multipl,e-offender as­
saults against whites were perceived to have 
been committed by blacks [Tables 10, 12]. 

Weapons use by offenders 
Offenders used weapons in about half of all person­
al crimes of violence [Table 56]. 

There was no significant difference between the 
proportions of incidents in which strangers and 
non strangers used weapons [Table 56]. 

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

Firearms were the most commonly used type of 
weapon (44 percent) in crimes of violence; 
they constituted about half of the types of 
weapons used to commit personal robberies 
[Table 57]. 

Offenders used weapons in 79 percent of all com­
mercial robberies [Table 102]. 

Firearms were the most common type of weapon 
used, accounting for 71 percent of the totHl 
[Table 103]. 

Victim self-protection 
Victims took self-protective measures in 46 percent 
of all personal crimes of violence [Table 43]. 

Victims were more likely ,to have employed self­
protective measures against offenders who were 
not strangers [Table 43]. 

Victims rarely used firearms or knives; physical 
force or weapons other than firearms and knives 
accounted for one-third of all self-protective 
measures [Table 45]. 

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

Victims of robberies and assaults involving non­
strangers were relatively more likely than vic­
tims of stranger-to-stranger crimes to have suf­
fered physical injury [Table 31]. 

One-tenth of all crimes of violence resulted in 
hospitalization of the victim [Table 33]. 

Seventy-eight percent of all personal crimes in­
volved loss of money or property andlor property 
damage [Table 47]. 

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

In 54 percent of all personal crimes with loss, 
the losses were valued at less than $50, includ­
ing items of no monetary value [Table 48]. 

Blacks suffered a higher proportion of losses in 
the $50 or more range than did whites [Table 
49]. 

In the great majority of completed personal 
robberies (83 percent) and larceniels (79 per­
cent), no losses were recovered [Table 51]. 

Nine-tenths of aU household crimes resulted in losses 
of money or property and lor property damage 
LTable 78]. 

Fifty-two percent of household crimes with loss 
resulted in losses valued at $50 or more [Table 
80.] 

Black householders sustained a higher propor­
tion of losses in the $50 or more range than did 
whites [Table 80]. 

In about three-fourths of all household crimes 
with theft, no losses whatsoever were recovered; 
however, most motor vehicle theft losses (68 
percent) were fully recovered [Table 81]. 

Four out of five commercial burglaries and rob­
beries resulted in economic loss [Table 96]. 

Sixty-three percent of cOi11mercial crimes with 
loss involved losses of more than $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 

I 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12' abd over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of i~olence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury . 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larc~y without contact 

Number 

15,800 
600 

8,700 

2,300 
1,200 
1;100 
4,600 
1,800 
6,500 
3,000 
1,100 
1,900 ". 
3,500 

800 
2,600 

33,000 
6,000 
2,400 

800 
2,800 

27,000 

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

Rate 

31 
1 

17 
\:1 

5 
2 
2 
9 
3 

13 
6 
2 
4 
7 
2 
5 

65 
12 
5 
2 
5 

53 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Washington 

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

Type of crime Incidents Victimizations R!\tio 

Crimes of violence 14,200 15,800 1:1.11 
Rape 600 600 1:1.00 
Robbery 7,800 8,700 1:1.12 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 2,200 2,300 1:1.05 

From serious assault 1,100 1,200 1:1.09 
From minor assault 1,100 1,100 1:1.00 

Robbery without injury 4,000 4,600 1:1.15 
Attempted robbery without inj~ 1,600 1,800 1:1.13 

Assault 5,800 6,500 1:1.12 
Aggravated assault 2,600 3,000 1:1.16 

With injury 1,000 1,100 1:1.10 
Attempted assault with weapon 1,600 1,900 1: 1.19 

Simple assault 3,200 3,500 1:1.09 
With injury 800 800 1:1.00 
Attempted assault without weapon 2,400 2,600 1:1.09 

Crimes of theft 31,600 33,000 1:1.04 
Personal larceny with contact 5,700 6,000 1:1.05 

Purse snatching 2,300 2,400 1: 1.04 
Attempted purse snatching 800 800 1:1.00 
Pocket pickir~ 2.600 2,800 1:1.08 

Personal larceny without contact 125,900 27,000 1: 1.04 

Nom: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Ratios calculated .from unrour.d~-d 
figures. 

1Because of data processing problems, a manual weighting procedure was used for estimating the 
number of incidents of personal larceny without contact. Since it was not feasible to perform an 
adjustment for cases involving more than on~ victim, the estimated number of incidents may be 
Bl~htly ip~l~ted. 
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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 populatior; age 12 and over) 

All victimizations Involvi~ strangers 
Type of crime Number Rate Number Rate 

Crimes of violence 15,800 31 13,100 26 
Rape 600 1 600 1 

Completed rape 1200 lZ .:1.200 lZ 
Attempted rape 400 1 400 1 

Robbery 8,700 17 8,100 16 
Robbery and attempted robbery 

with injury 2,300 5 2,100 4 
From serious assault 1,200 2 1,100 2 
From minor assault 1,100 2 1,000 2 

Robbery without injury 4,600 9 4,300 8 
Attempted robbery without injury 1,800 3 1,700 3 

Assault 6,500 13 4,500 9 
AggrdVated assault 3,000 6 1,800 4 

With injury 1,100 2 500 1 
Attempted assault with weapon 1,900 4 1,300 3 

Simple assault 3,5C'O 7 2,700 5 
With injury 800 2 500 1 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 2,600 5 2,200 4 

NOTE: Detail may not ada to total shown because ofrn'\llding. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. ' '" 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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2,600 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

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

Characteristic1 All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

Sex 
Male (44) 48 58 43 
Female (56) 52 42 57 

Race 
White (30) 46 41 49 
Black f69 j 53 58 50 
Other 1) 1 21 2 

Age 
12-15 8~ 5 8 3 
16-19 9 10 12 9 
20-24 141 18 21 18 
25-34 21 28 26 30 
35-49 20 18 16 20 
50-64 17 13 12 1.3 "5 and over (12) 7 5 8 

NOm: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lNumbers in parentheses refer to percent in the group. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Sex Race 
Type of crime Both sexes Male Female White Black 

Crimes of violence 8.3 87 78 92 78 Rape 91 1 91 2100 88 
Robbery 9.3 94 90 98 90 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 91 91 91 97 89 

From serious assault 91 92 287 94 89 
From minor assault 92 91 94 100 90 

Robbery without injury 92 94 87 98 89 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 97 95 100 100 92 Assault 70 76 63 85 56 

Aggravated assault 62 69 52 82 54 With injury 48 24.3 50 275 42 Attempted assault with 
weapon 70 78 54 85 62 

Simple assault 77 83 71 87 59 With injury 58 77 245 74 241 
Attempted assault 
without weapon 8.3 85 81 89 69 

lNo rapes of males \~ere recorded. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Male Female 
Type of crime White Black White Black 

Crimes of violente 92 84 91 69 
Rape 1 1 2100 88 
Robbery 99 92 98 85 

With injury 95 92 100 82 
vlithout injury 100 92 97 86 

Assault 86 65 85 46 
Aggravated assault 84 58 278 49 
Simple assault 87 78 86 41 

lNo rapes of' males were recorded. 
2Estimate, based or. about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically ur~eliable. 

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

Race and age All assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault 

All races l 

12-19 71 58 80 
20-.34 68 62 74 
.35 and over 72 6.3 8.3 

White 
12-19 87 286 87 
20-.34 82 77 84 
35 and over 92 89 94 

Black 
12-19 59 242 7.3 
20-.34 56 59 52 
.35 and over 50 50 252 

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

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violencel 

Robbery 
Assault 

Related and/or well known 

49 
44 
54 

lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Casually acquainted 

13 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

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

NarE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fe\~er sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

/) 

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

Perceived race of offender 
Not known and 

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

Crimes of violence 
White 33 60 14 14 
Black 13 94 0 13 

Rape 
White 167 133 0 0 
Black 16 94 0 0 

Robbery 
Whit\,,~ 17 85 18 0 
Black 12 94 0 14 

Robbery with injury 
White 0 171 129 0 
Black 0 100 0 0 

Robbery without injury 
White 19 91 0 0 
Black 12 93 0 15 

A-ssault 
White 47 46 11 16 
mack 13 95 0 12 

Aggravated assault 
White 44 47 0 19 
Black 12 98 0 0 

Simple assault 
White 48 46 12 14 
Black 14 El9 0 17 

NarE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
~Estimate, based on about 10 or 'fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. \ 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Perceived race of offenders 
Not known and 

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

Crimes of vlolence 5 86 11 13 4 
Rape 0 1100 0 0 0 
Robbery 13 91 11 12 13 

Robbery with injury 15 88 0 13 14 
Robbery without injury 12 92 12 12 13 

Assault 12 74 11 16 17 
Aggravated assault 17 79 14 16 14 
Simple assault 115 71 0 16 18 

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

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

and perceived race of offenders 

Perceived race of offenders 
Type of crime and race 
of victims All white All black All other Mixed races 

Crimes of violence1 
White 12 73 24 26 
Black 22 94 0 2J. 

Robbery 
White 26 80 24 24 
Black 2J. 96 0 2]. 

Assault 
White 221 61 23 2].0 
Black 23 87 0 23 

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

Not known and 
not available 

25 
23 

25 
22 

26 
28 

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

and perceived age of offender 

Perceived ~e of offender 
Not known 

Total 21 and and not 
Type of crime Under 12 12-20 12-14 15-17 18-20 over available 

Crimes of violence 11 27 5 9 14 67 5 
Rape 0 III 0 0 III 89 0 
Robbery 13 39 13 11 25 53 15 

Robbery with injury 0 139 0 114 125 56 15 
Robbery without 
injury 14 39 14 110 25 52 15 

Assault 0 21 6 9 6 73 16 
Aggravated assault 0 20 18 15 16 74 16 
Simple assault 0 22 14 12 17 73 15 

NarE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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16 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Washington 

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 2Se of offender 
21 and Not known and 

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

Crimes of violence1 
12-19 0 4$ 46 26 
20-34 0 21 75 24 
35-49 23 23 69 25 
50-64 0 222 61 217 
65 and over 0 253 247 0 

Robbery 
12-19 0 63 23$ 0 
20-34 0 36 62 22 
35-49 27 233 253 27 
50-64 0 226 249 226 
65 and over 0 264 235 0 

Assault 
12-19 0 48 42 210 
20-34 0 13 $2 25 
35-49 0 220 75 25 
50-64 0 216 2$4 0 
65 and over 0 240 260 0 

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

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

Perceived !!Be of offenders 
All under All 21 Not known and 

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

Crimes of violence 0 41 27 27 6 
Rape 0 0 150 150 0 
Robbery 0 38 2$ 28 6 

Robbery with injury 0 37 23 32 19 
Robbery without injury 0 39 30 26 15 

Assault 0 49 24 22 16 
Aggravated assault 0 49 125 120 16 
Simple assault 0 48 23 23 16 

NOl'E: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

and perceived age of offenders 

Perceived !!Be of offenders . 
TYPe of crime and All under All 21 Not known and 
age of victims 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available 

Crimes of violence1 
12-19 0 59 212 25 23 
20-34 0 31 33 31 25 
35-49 0 36 31 24 29 
50-64 0 48 25 22 25 
65 and over 0 '"33 235 219 2].3 

Robbery 
12-19 0 61 29 30 0 
20-34 0 27 35 34 24 
35-49 0 30 32 27 2J.l 
50-6l, 0 45 29 220 26 
65 and over 0 23$ 233 2].4 2].4 

Assault 
12-19 0 57 219 216 29 
20-34 0 39 27 26 2$ 
35-49 0 261 229 2JJ. 0 
50-64 0 265 0 235 0 
65 and over 0 0 250 250 0 

NOl'E: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Includes data 011 rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 
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 thef'!; 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching . 
Attempted purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Male 
(223,400) 

41 
o 

26 

7 
4 
3 

13 
5 

15 
8 
2 
6 
7 
2 
6 

63 
4 
o 
o 
4 

59 

Female 
(287,200) 

23 
2 

10 

:2 
11 
2 
6 
2 

11 
4 
2 
2 
6 
2 
5 

66 
18 
8 
3 
6 

48 

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

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

(Rat.e per 1,000 resident population in each group) 

12-15 16-19 20-24 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over 0 
Type of crime (39,100) (411,300) (72,500) (106,600) (100,600) (88,600) (58,800) ~, 

3 

" 

Crimes of violence 32 14 45 i 9 25 21 14 S' 
Rape 0 3 4 1 11 0 0 ~ 

Robbery 14 26 19 19 15 16 10 < 
Robbery and attempted robbery 2: 
with injury 14 7 1~ 5 14 14 13 3' 

FrOw. serious assault 11 6 3 2 2 11 iij' 

From minor assault 12 11 12 3 12 12 12 III -Robbery without injury 6 13 11 10 9 9 15 0' 
Attempted robbery without injury 14 7 4 4 12 13 ::J 2 tn Assault 18 15 22 19 9 5 13 C 
Aggravated assault 6 6 10 8 5 12 13 < 

With injury 13 14 4 3 12 l Z 11 ~ 
'< Attempted assault with weapon 14 12 6 5 3 1;2 12 en 

Simple assault 11 9 11 11 14 12 l Z S' 
With injury 11 13 12 3 1 l Z 1Z :IE Attempted assault without weapon 11 15 9 8 3 12 0 III 

en 
Crimes of theft 29 67 80 91 64 48 44 ':r 

Personal larceny with contact 14 9 11 11 11 13 21 S' 
co 

Purse snatching 11 13 4 4 5 6 9 0' Attempted purse snatching 0 11 12 12 11 13 11 ::J 
Pocket picking 12 6 5 5 5 5 10 

Personal larceny without contact 25 58 69 81 /,F\\\ 53 35 23 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sholm because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 19 

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

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

P~rsonal larceny without contact 

White 
(151,200) 

6 
3 
3 
8 
7 

21 
6 

11 
5 

15 
3 

12 

106 
16 
7 
3 
6 

90 

Black 
(352,000) 

26 
1 

16 

4 
2 
2 

10 
2 
9 
6 
2 
3 
:3 
1 
2 

47 
10 
4 
1 
5 

37 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of roun6.ing. Numbe.r~ in parentheses refer to 
population in the group. 

1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crillle and annual family income of victims 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Less than $3,000- $7,500- $10,000-
$3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14.999 

Type of crime (47,100) (119,700) (6E!,SOO) (106 L 700) 

Crimes of violencE' !6 36 26 23 
Rape 2 3 1Z 1Z 
Robbery 27 19 15 13 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 10 4 6 13 

From serious assault 12 3 14 2 
From minor assault E! 11 2 11 

Robbery without injury 12 12 6 6 
Attempted robbery without injury 15 3 12 3 

Assault 27 14 11 10 
Aggravated assault 12 7 15 5 

With injury 6 3 1 12 
Attempted assault with weapon 6 4 13 3 

Simple assault 15 7 6 5 
With injury 14 3 12 " 11 
Attempted assault without weapon 11 4 5 4 

Crimes of theft 67 53 5E! 63 
Personal larce~r with contact 21 15 14 !l 

Purse snatching 9 ,8 6 3 
Attempted purse snatching 12 11 12 12 
Pocket picking 9 6 6 3 

Personal larceny witbout contact 46 39 44 54 

rom: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelable. 

, 0 

$15,000-
$24,999 
(E!5.3OO) 

23 
11 
15 

14 
13 
1 
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12 
8 
3 

11 
12 

15 
1 
4 

70 
8 

12 
11 
6 

62 

, 
" 

$25.000 
or more 
(52.300) 

32 
0 

17 

13 
0 

13 
9 
6 

15 
15 
2 

14 
9 

11 
9 

9S 
9 

14 
12 
13 
E!9 

Not 
available 
(30.700) 

~2 
1 

23 

15 
12 
13 
13 
15 
17 
15 
12 
14 
12 
11 
11 
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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 P?pUlation age 12 and over) 

Never 
c' mllrried Married Widowed 

Type of crime (i99,4OC) (206,000) (42,500) 

Crimes of violence 41 17 17 
Rape 2 11 11 
Robbery 22 10 11 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
1.3 with injury 6 2 

From serious assault 4 11 11 
From minor assault 2 11 12 

Robbery without injury 10 6 16 
Attempted robbery without injury 5 2 12 

Assault 18 6 15 
Aggravated assault 7 1.3 14 

With injury 3 1 11 
Attempted assault with weapon 5 2 1.3 

Simple assault 11 3 11 
With injury 2 11 11 
Attempted assault without weapon 9 2 11 

Crimes of theft 72 57 42 
Personal larceny with contact 1.3 7 20 

Purse snatching 5 2 9 
Attempted purse snatching 2 11 1.3 
Pocket picking 6 4 8 

Personal larceny without contact 59 50 2.3 
.... ""!- . 

NoTE: Detail may not add to total shohn because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, 
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Divorced or Not 
separated available 

(58,100) (4,500) 

?6 1.32 
2 0 

.33 17 

19 17 
.3 0 
5 17 

19 0 
5 0 

21 125 
11 125 
5 16 
6 119 

10 0 
5 0 
5 0 

S3 6.3 
:.J 0 
9 0 

13 0 
8 0 

63 6.3 

(,-,: 

iI 
}I 

~ . 

Ii 

, 
" 

'1 

" ~l 
q 
It , ' 
ii . , , , 

(f) , i 

c ,( 

< tl. 

Ctl rj 
"< l,t 
C I,i 
III II iii 
-4 

!i 
1i 

III j,j 
CT !l tD en U 

Ii 

il 
PI) I' ... f1 

r 
(I 

,. 
", 

,. 

-.. 

". 

Q 

'-1 

""'-

~; 



\ 
\ 
I 

.............. 
~' 
I 

, // 
// 

/ 
i 

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 ot: violence 
Robber;v Assault 

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

Sex and age violence Rape beries injury injury assaults assault assault 

Male 

12-15 119.4001 48 0 29 17 22 19 110 19 
1&-19 20,100 67 0 45 15 30 22 17 15 
20-24 29 , 600 55 0 27 9 19 28 12 16 
25-34 48,800 45 Q 23 6 16 22 11 11 
35-49 (45,200 30 0 2,3 17 16 1~ 

14 13 
50-64 (37,300) 33 0 27 20 14 11 7 
65 and over (23,000) 18 0 13 14 19 15 14 11 

Female 
12-15 ~19'7oo~ 17 0 0 0 0 17 13 14 
1&-19 24,200 26 16 11 0 11 19 16 14 
20-24 (42,900) 37 17 14 11 13 17 9 8 
25-34 (57,800) 34 16 

15 11 17 5 11 1 
35-49 (55,400) 21 12 8 2 7, 10 15 1~ 50-64 (51,300) 12 0 8 13 5' 14 1 
65 arA over (35,800) 11 0 9 13 16 12 12 0 

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

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 
l'lhite Black White Black 

Type of crime (66,700) (153,100) (84,500) (198,900) 

Crimes of violence 55 35 ?3 19 
Rape 0 0 1 3 
Hobbery 29 24 14 9 

With injury 8 7 4 2 
~Iithout injury 21 18 10 7 

Assault 26 11 I'"' 8 1 ( 
Aggravated assault 10 7 3 5 
Simple assault 16 4 15 3 

Crimes of theft 98 49 112 45 
Persor.al larceny with 13 contact 5 26 13 
Personal larceny without 

contact 94 44 86 32 

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

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

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

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

Sex and marital status All personal crimes of violence All personal crimes of theft 

Male 
Never married (::/2,700) 
Married (101,100) 
Widowed (7,900) 
Divorced or separated (19,300) 
Not available (2,400) 

Female 
Never married (106,700) 
Married (104,800) 
Widowed (34,700) 
Divorced or separated (38,900) 
Not available (2,100) 

58 
1911 
3%' 

" 7:'3 
).24 

27 
14 
13 
47 141 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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1,~ble 25. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race and age of victims and type of crime 

(Rate per 1,000 population in each group) 

Race and age 

White 
12-15 4,100) 
16-19 8,300) 

20-24 23'0001 25-34 33,800 
35-49 24,200 
50-64 27 ,900 
65 and over (30,000) 

Black 
12-15 34,700 
16-19 35,600 
20-24 48,400 
25-34 70,300 
35-49 74,800 
50-64 60,000 
65 and over (28,300) 

All personal 
crimes of 
violence 

109 
68 
58 
60 
29 
36 
13 

24 
39 
38 
30 
24 
14 
15 

Crimes of violence 
All personal 
crimes of 

Rape Robbery Assault theft 

0 141 68 62 
0 130 38 145 

15 20 33 130 
0 28 32 157 
0 15 15 10.?-
0 24 12 81 
0 10 13 50 

0 11 12 24 
14 26 9 50 
14 19 16 ~6 11 15 14 
12 16 7 52 

0 12 11 33 
0 11 14 38 

roTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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I Table. 26. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 

by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Robberl Assault 

Crimes of theft 
P~rsona1 

All personal Robbery Robbery All personal lbrceny 
crimes All rob- w:..th without All Aggravated Simple 

Race and income violence Rape beries injury injury assaults assa!.!.J.t assault 

White 
Less than $3,000 (14,400) 58 0 28 110 113 30 15 24 
$3,000-$7,499 ~25,100~ 41 13 17 14 13 20 16 14 
$7,500-$9,999 14,200 50 12 25 112 113 23 14 19 
$10,000-$14,999 ~26,2OO~ 48 0 21 15 16 27 19 113 
$15,000-$24,999 28,300 38 0 20 17 14 17 16 11 
$25,000 and over (34)800) 36 0 16 13 13 20 16 13 
Not available (8,200 40 0 33 17 126 16 13 13 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (32,000) 55 13 27 10 17 25 14 11 
$3,000-$7,499 ~92,2OO~ 35 3 19 3 15 13 7 5 
$7,500-$9,999 53,300 19 0 11 14 8 13 5 13 
$10,000-$14,999 (79,6oo~ 15 1Z 10 13 7 5 4 11 
$15,000-$24.999 (56,200 17 11 12 13 9 13 ' 12 12 
$25,000 and over (16,800) 25 0 20 12 18 15 13 12 
Not available (21, 900 ) 30 11 20 14 17 1.8 16 11 

IDTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, .is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Washington 

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

Race, sex, and age 

White 

Male 
12-15 2,100) 
16-19 3,800) 
20-24 10'4001 25-34 16,800 
35-49 11,900 
50-64 11 , 100 
65 and over (10,600) 

Female 
12-15 12,o00) 16-19 4,600) 
20-24 12'5001 25-34 16,900 
35-49 12,300 
50-64 (16,800 
65 and over (19,400) 

Black 

Male 

12-15 17'1001 16-19 16,200 
20-24 18,700 
25-34 30,500 
35-49 32,600 
50-64 25,900 
65 and over (12,100) 

Female 

12-15 17'6001 16-19 19,400 
20-24 29,600 
25-34 39,800 
35-49 42,200 
50-64 34,100 
65 and over (16,200) 

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

Crimes of violence 

171 
104 
66 
65 
32 
48 

1 18 

33 
59 
49 
34 
30 
27 

1 18 

NO~: .Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
Est~ate. based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Crimes of theft 

142 
189 

93 
149 
101 

62 
31 

.184 
109 
161 
165 
103 
94 
61 

28 
48 
68 
69 
44 
32 
44 

21 
51 
46 
53 
58 
33 

" 34 

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

~~. . 

If 

Type of crime Four or Not known .and One Two Three more not available 
Crimes of violence 4S 21 15 11 Rape 4 

Robbery 90 110 ° ° 0 
Robbery and attempted robbery 33 29 19 14 5 
with injury 24 26 24 21 15 From serious assault 112 26 28 24 110 From minor assault 37 25 119 119 Robbery without injury 0 32 33 18 10 7 Attempted robbery without injury 4S 25 16 111 Assault 65 11 0 

Aggravated assault 10 9 14 
1'1i th injury 68 18 18 19 16 75 113 18 15 Attempted assault with lieapon 65 16 19 0 111 110 Simple assault 63 13 11 ,~lith injury 10 13 
Attempted assault without 

71 16 113 16 14 
we<:lpon 60 16 11 11 12 

NO~: . Detail may not add to 100 pElrcent because of rounding. 
",st~ate. based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is.statistic.ally unreliable • 

..• '_ .... 
,~\ 

--------.--~ ----------------------------- - ._._._-_. 

Survey Data Tables 

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

Type of crime Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

43 
92 
32 
57 

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

75 
1100 

52 
82 

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

Type of crime All incidents Involving strangers Involving non strangers 

Crimes of violence 94 93 96 
Rape 97 96 1100 
Robbery 94 94 95 

Robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury 98 99 195 

From serious assault 97 98 190 
From minor assault 99 99 1100 

Robbery without injury 92 91 94 
Attempted robbery without 
injury 94 93 1100 

Assault 93 92 96 
Aggravated assault 92 91 95 

With injury ;') 94 92 96 
Attempted assault with 
weapon 91 90 94 

Simple assault 94 93 96 
With injury 
Attempted.assault 

94 93 94 

without weapon 94 93 98 

lEstimate, 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-offender 

relationship and type of crime 

Relationship 

All victimizations 
Involving strangers 
Involving nonstrangers 

Robbery and assault 

28 
25 
44 

Robbery 

27 
26 

131 

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

If 

Assault 

30 
22 
48 

27 
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Table 32. Personal robbery and assault: Percent of victimizations in which 
victims sustained physical injury, by selected 
characteristics of victin:a,s and type of crime 

Characteristic Robbery and assault Robbery Assault 

Sex 
24 Male 27 29 

Female 30 22 37 

Race 20 White 25 29 
Bl:>.ck 30 25 40 

Age 
22 125 1;20 12-15 

16-19 33 26 47 
20-24 24 20 28 

25-34 30 29 31 
35-49 30 27 34 
50-64 24 27 113 
65 and over 35 ~2 142 

Annual family income 
36 38 34 Less than $3,000 

$3,000-$7,499 29 20 40 
$7,500-$9,999 34 39 126 

$10,000-$14,999 26 26 27 
$15,000-$24,999 27 29 125 
$25,000 or more 115 115 114 
Not available 24 120 138 

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 p~re, , \ 

and incurred medical expenses.! by type of crini~..,·T') 

Item Crimes of violence1 Robbery 

Received hospital care 10 8 
Emergency room only 8 7 
Overnight or longer 2 21 

Incurred medical expenses3 6 5 

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
3 Includes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical 

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

Assault 

11 
9 

22 
7 

II 

! 

Survey Data Tables 

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

victims and type of crime 

Characteristic Crimes of violence1 Robbery 

Sex 
Male 8 8 
Female 12 9 

Race 
Nhite 5 27 
Black -, . .::.....- 14 9 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving ,strangers 8 8 
Involving nonstrangers 21 214 

l1ncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
2 Estimate , b&sed or. about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Assault 

10 
12 

6 
23 

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

Amountl 

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

Percent 

52 
33 

215 

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

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence 

Type of crime Inside own home Near own home 

All personal crimes 4 6 
Crimes of violence 14 14 

Rape 46 15 
Robbery 9 14 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
19 with injury 15 

Robbery without injury 11 1,· . ,~ 
Attempted robbery without injury 19 19 

Assault 16 14 
Aggravated assault 19 20 
Simple assault 13 10 

Crimes of theft 1Z 2 
Pe~sonal larceny with contact 12 11 
Personal larceny without contact 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than (l.5 percent. 
••• Represents not applicable. 
1 Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stati~tically unreliable. 
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SurVey Data Tables 

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 

Involving strangers 
Inside own home 10 8 
Near o~m horr.e 14 14 
Inside nonresidential building 8 6 
On street, or in park, playground, 

64 67 schoolground, or parking lot 
Elsewhere 5 4 

Involving nonstrangers 
230 Inside own home 32 

Near own'home 14 210 
Inside nonresidential building 27 0 
On street, or in park, playground, 

schoolground, or parking lot 40 61 
Elsewhere 27 0 -

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shol'm separately. 
"'Estimate, based on about 10 or fel1er sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Assault 

8 
14 
10 

63 
25 

32 
16 

210 

34 
"'8 

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

Inside city 
Type of crime of residence 

All personal crimes 89 
Crimes of violence1 92 

Robbery 92 
Assault 93 

Grimes of theft 87 
Personal larceny with contact 94 
Personal larceny without contact 86 

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

Inside other 
central city 

4 
3 
3 

22 

4 
22 
4 

"'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime 

Reason 

Nothing could be dqnej lack of proof' 
Not :imPortant enough 
Police would not want to be bothered 
Too inconvenient or time consuming 
Private or personal matter 
Fear of' reprisal 
Reported to someone else 
All other and !lot given 

All p~;sonal 
crimesil 

35 
32 
5 
6 
5 
1 
5 

11 

NJTE:Detall may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lIncludes data on rape, not sholffi separately. 

Crimes of violence 
ill crimes of 
of violencel Robbery 

28 
]1 

6 
5 

10 
2] 

4 
14 

2Estimate, based on about 10 or f'ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

All Involving 
Type of crime victimizations strangers 

All personal crimes 42 
Crimes of violence 55 55 

Rape 65 61 
Robbery 63 64 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 69 70 

From serious assault 69 68 
From minor assault 70 73 

Robbery without injury 70 72 
Attempted robbery without injury 36 38 

Assault 44 38 
Aggravated assault 52 44 

With injury 77 68 
Attempted assault with weapon 37 34 

Simple assault 37 35 
With injury 60 55 
Attempted assault without \ieapOn 29 30 

Crimes of theft 36 
Personal larceny with contact 46 46 

Purse snatching 57 % 
Attempted purse snatching 37 37 
Pocket picking 39 40 

Personal larceny without contact 34 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
3No attempted purse snatchings by nonstrangers were recorded. 
••• Represents not applicable. 

Involving 
nonstrangers 

55 
1100 

48 

155 
173 
1.33 
1.51 

0 
56 
66 
86 
45 
43 

167 
124 

127 
1100 

3 
0 

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

Sex Race 
Type of crime Male Female White Black 

All personal crimes 40 45 40 45 
Crimes of violence 52 

I 60 47 61 
Rape 1. 65 327 73 
Robbery 62 64 63 64 

Robbery and attempted r 
robbery with injury 66 73 79(; 65 

From serious assault 70 359 81 61 
From minor assault 60 80 77 71 

Robbery without injury 71 69 68 71 
Attempted rObbery without 
injury 35 339 44 326 

Assault 33 55 32 55 
Aggravated assault 36 74 37 58 

\'lith injury " 75 79 359 80 
Attempted assault with 
weapon 22 69 330 40 

Simple assault 31 42 30 50 
With injury 351 67 349 71 
Attempted assault without 

38 weapon 25 33 25 

Crimes of theft 33 39 37 36 
Personal larceny with 

contact ~2 4S 49 44 
Purse snatching 56 59 54 
Attempted purse snatching 1 37 336 239 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without ~ 
32 42 43 vi7 

contact 33 36 34 34 

lNo victimizations from these crimes were recorded for males. 
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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: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 30 40 52 52 42 
Crimes of violencel 42 54 67 61 68 

Robbery 48 65 6S 68 75 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 62 70 68 64 289 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
without injury 43 63 68 69 68 

Assault 30 44 66 240 247 
Aggravated assault . ;)45 48 70 255 256 
Simple assault 220 41 61 227 0 

Crimes of theft 19 34 46 48 34 
Personal larceny with contact 29 43 54 64 40 

Purse snatching 0 53 67 59 40 
Pocket picking 214 32 238 74 239 

Personal larceny without 
contact 21 32 44 42 29 

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

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

victim-offender relationship 

All Involving Inyolving 
Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 46 44 58 
Rape 71 68 1100 
Robbery 35 34 48 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 54 51 185 

From serious assault 43 40 173 
From minor assault 67 64 1100 

Robbery without injury 12 10 128 
Attempted robbery without injury 72 72 150 

Assault 59 58 59 
Aggravated assault 59 56 65 

With injury 64 51 76 
Attempted assault with weapon 56 58 54 

Simple assault 58 60 52 
With injury 74 78 69 
Attempted assault without weapon 53 56 138 

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

Robber;y: Assault 
All All 

Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape robberies With injury Without injury assaults Aggravated 

Sex 
Male 43 1 36 54 2B 57 57 
Female 49 71 34 55 28 60 63 

Race 
White 53 3100 45 62 38 59 56 
Black 41 65 29 48 23 58 60 

Age 
357 67 68 12-19 53 42 35 83 

20-34 51 68 41 67 33 59 56 
35-49 41 2100 27 341 222 57 60 
5(}..64 27 1 19 233 214 253 255 
65 and over 34 1 235 232 237 232 238 

1No rapes were/recorded for these groups. 
2 Estimate , based on about 10 or fe~ler sample cases, is statistically unreliablb. 

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 Crimes of violence1 

Used or brandished firearm or knife 32 
Used physic~ force or other weapon 33 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 17 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 14 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 33 

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

All 
robberies 

22 
35 
20 
14 
29 

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Robber;y: Assault 
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With injury Without injury assaults Aggravated 

o ~ 23 22 24 
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Crimin,al Vlctimizatio'n Surveys In Washington 

Table 46. Personal cr@mes of violence: Percent cI~stribution of self-protective 
measures employed by victims, by selected characteristics of victims 

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

Used or brandished firearm or knii'e 12 11 1
4 12 

Used physical force or other weapon 33 41 23 23 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 17 13 24 20 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 14 13 15 15 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 33 32 35 39 

NOTE: 'Detail may not add ,to 100 percent because of rounding. 
lEstimate, 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 perscnal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rlipe 
Robbery 

Robbery arid attempted robbery 
with injury 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larc~ny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

78 
49 
45 
76 

79 
100 

1 8 
14 
19 
9 

92 
S9 
79 

100 
93 

l.Estimate, based on"about 10 or fewer sample calSes, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, 
by typs of ,crime and value of loss 

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

All personal crimes 3 15 36 31 6 
Crimes of violence1 5 16 28 34 6 

Robbery 23 15 26 37 7 
Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 24 212 22 45 24 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
23 without injury 16 27 35 8 

Assault 215 224 36 212 0 

Crimes of theft 2 14 39 31 6 
Personal larceny with contact 21 14 45 26 24 

Purse snatching 21 11 42 25 27 
Pocket picking 21 16 47 26 21 

Personal larceny without contact 2 15 37 32 7 

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

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

Not known and 
not available 

8 

11 
11 

212 

11 
212 

7 
11 
15 
29 

7 

Type of crime and race No monetary value Less than $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more Not known and not available 

All personal crimes1 

White 
Black 

Crimes of violence1 

White 
Black 

Crimes of theft1 

White 
Black 

3 

:3 
:3 
5 

25 
5 
2 
2 
2 

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

15 

17 
13 
16 
22 
12 

14 
16 
13 

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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36 31 

39 28 
34 35 
28 34 
25 28 
30 37 

39 31 
42- 28 
35 34 

6 

6 
7 

26 
5 
6 
6 
6 
7 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

Table. 5~ .. Pe~sonal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of 
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen 

property, including cash, and race of victims 

Type of crime and property value All races1 lvhite 
Robbery 

No monetary value 31 0 Less than $10 
$10-$49 15 19 
$50-$99 Z7 28 
$100-$249 19 212 
$250 or more 19 19 
Not available 8 28 

10 15 
Personal larceny3 

No monetary value 2 2 Less than $10 
$10-$49 15 17 
$50-$99 40 42 
$100-$249 17 16 
$250 or more 13 11 
Not available 6 6 

6 5 

Table ?1: ~ers.onal robbe.y and larceny: Percent distribution of 
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by proportion of 

loss recovered 

All personal 
Personal larcenr 

mack 

22 
13 
27 
22 
20 
8 
8 

22 
14 
37 
19 
16 
6 
7 

·Proportion recovered Robbery larcenies lvith contact Without contact 
None 83 79 All 75 80 
Some 5 8 ].4 9 

Less than half 
12 13 21 11 5 5 &ill or more 12 10 3 

Proportion unknown 4 5 3 5 (,'. 5 6 5 
NO{E: . Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

EstJ.lllate, based on about 10 or felyer sample c?ses, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Table 52. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
from work, by type of crime 

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

With injury 
Without injury 

AssaUlt 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

Percent 

7 
10 

1 14 
12 
25 

8 
7 

10 
1 4 

6 
7 
5 

1Estimate, 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 pf theft 
------------------------------------------Less than 1 day 

1-5 days 
6 days or more ' 
Amount unknown and 
not available 

42 
41 
16 

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

58 
~6 

6 
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" 

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

Nighttime 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not Not known and 

Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. }mown not available 

All personal crimes 45 48 30 13 4 7 
Crimes of violence 42 57 46 11 1Z 11 

Rape 1 39 61 49 112 0 0 
Robbery 39 60 49 11 1Z 11 

Robbery and att'~mpted 
robbery with injury 36 63 h9 13 0 11 
From serious assault 33 67 54 113 0 0 
From minor assault 39 58 45 113 0 13 

Robbery without injury 37 62 51 9 11 11 
Attempted robbery without 

112 injury 48 52 40 0 0 
Assault 46 53 41 11 0 11 

Aggravated assault 42 57 43 15 0 11 
With injury 44 56 38 118 0 0 
Attempted assault with 
weapon 40 58 45 113 0 12 

Simple assault 50 49 40 9 0 11 
With injury 37 59 44 115 0 14 
Attempted assault l'lithout 

weapon 54 46 39 17 0 0 
Crimes of theft 47 44 23 14 6 9 

Personal larceny witil contact 70 30 25 14 11 0 
Purse snatching 67 33 31 11 11 0 
Attempted purse snatching 75 123 117 17 0 0 
Pocket picking 71 29 22 1 5 ].2 0 

Personal larceny without contact 42 46 23 16 7 12 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. " I~ 
Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 55. Personal crimes otviolence: 'Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationsl1ip, type of crime, and time of occurrence 

Nighttime 
Relationship and type Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 
of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence1 43 56 45 11 0 

Robbery 39 60 48 11 0 
Assault 49 50 39 11 0 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence]. 37 62 ;0 11 21 

Hobbery 234 66 51 210 25 
Assa.ult 39 60 48 212 0 

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

Not knpwn and 
not available 

21 
21 
21 

21 
0 

22 

Table 56. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents in which 
" 

offenders used weapons, by type of crime 
and victim-offender relationship 

Involving Involving 
Type of crime All incidents strangers nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 51 50 58 
Rape :132 1.30 1.50 
Robbery 58 57 66 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury 44- 44- 1.53 

Robbery without injury 65 64 75 
Attempted robbery without injury 58 58 :150 

Assault2 44 38 55 

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

Table 57. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types 
-'\)f weapons used by offenders, by type of crime 

Type of crime Firearm Knife Other Type un.'mown 

Crimes of violence 44- 24 28 6 
Rape 132 168 0 0 
Robbery 50 25 19 

.. , 
6 

Robbery and attempted robbery 
1.17 117 with injury 33 33 

Robbery without injury 63 25 10 11 
Attempted robbery without injury 32 32 30 17 

Aggravated assault 32 c"i", 19 45 13 
With injury 115.i 119 66 0 
Attempted assault with weapon 43 20 33 :15 

NOTE: Deta:i1 may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
l.Estimate. based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 58. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons used by offenders, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relatiqpship 

Involv:l:!:!g strangers 
Type of crime firearm Knife Other Type unknown 

Crimes of violence 44- 24 27 6 
Rape 138 163 0 0 
Robbery 50 25 19 6 
Aggravated assault 29 115 51 15 

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

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

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount !lot available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Number 

19,700 
8,000 
5,600 
6,100 

13,500 
6,300 
5,500 

500 
1,200 
3,900 
2,900 
1,000 

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

Rate 

75 
30 
21 
23 
51 
24 
21 

2 
5 

15 
11 
4 

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

Characteristic 

Race of head of household 
White (35) 
mack (63) 
Other (1) 

Age of head of household 
12-19 12) 
20-34 37} 
35-49 24 
50-64 22 
65 and over (15) 

Annual family income 
Less than $3,000 (12) 
$3,000-$7,499 (25) 
$7,500-$9,999 (14) 
$10,000-$14,999 ~20) 
$15,000-$24,999 14) 
$25,000 or more 8) 
Not available (6) 

Tenure 
Owned or being bought (30) 
Rented (70) 

Number of units in structure 
11 (36) 
2 (4) 
3-4 (8) 
5-9 (8) 
10 or more (40) 
other than housin~ units (2) 
Not available (~) 

Number of persons in household 
1 (38) 
2-3 (42) 
4-5 (14) 
6 or more (6) 

All hoasehold 
crimes 

37 
63 

1 

3 
44 
27 
19 

8 

11 
22 
11 
21 
17 
12 

5 

31 
69 

43 
4 
8 
9 

32 
2 
2 

29 
43 
18 
11 

Burglary 

3 
42 
28 
19 
9 

14 
25 
11 
19 
13 
11 

6 

28 
72 

39 
4 
9 

10 
34 

2 
2 

32 
42 
16 
10 

Household 
larceny 

38 
61 
2J. 

3 
45 
27 
19 
6 

10 
18 
10 
22 
23 
14 
4 

37 
63 

49 
5 

-1 
29 
21 
21 

23 
44 
20 
13 

Motor vehicle 
theft 

29 
70 
2J. 

2! 
50 
28 
13 
8 

24 
20 
16 
26 
17 
10 
7 

29 
71 

30 
44 
19 
8 

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

lIncludes .data On mobile homes, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on"about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 61. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and age of head of household 

jl 
J 
! 

• a 
~ 

j 
)'1 
~l 
fl zj 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 20-34 35-49 
Type of crime (4,300) (97,700) (63,600) 

Burglary 132 S4 85 
Forcible entry 125 37 36 
Unlawful entry without force 94 22 22 
~ttempted forcible entry 113 25 27 

Household larceny 79 62 57 
Less than $50 155 29 27 
$50 or more 124 26 26 
Amount not available 0 3 0 
Attempted larceny 0 5 4 

Motor vehicle theft 112 20 17 
Completed theft 16 14 15 
Attempted theft 16 6 13 

NOTE: Detail mtlY not add to total shown because of rounding. NUJ!lb~rs in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fe~!er sample cases, is statisp" lly unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In Washington 

" 
Table 62. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime' 

and race of head of household 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

l'lhite 
(92,900) 

Ii 79 
28 
27 
24 
55 
30 
19 
11 
5 

12 
7 
5 

Black 
(166,500) 

73 
32 
18 
22 
50 
20 
22 
3 
5 

16 
13 
3 

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

~Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family income 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 
Type of crime (31,100) (66,400) (37,100) (52,700) (:31 ,800) 

Burglary 88 74 59 72 be 
Forcible entry 34 27 27 31 31 
Unlawful entry without force 30 19 12 20 13 
Attempted forcible ent~f 25 28 20 20 24 

Household larceny 42 36 37 56 80 
Less than $50 24 17 13 25 l,l 
$50 o!:"JI'Q:"e 16 14 17 25 2'9 
AmoW; i:, m ~ available 11 12 11 13 1.3 
Atten'l>~.,d la.,rceny 12 13 15 14 7 

Motor vehicle theft 15 12 16 19 17 
Completed theft ].4 8 13 16 14 
Attempted theft 12 14 14 13 14-

NOTE: Detail may not add to total ShOl'/Il because of rounding. NUlllbers in parentheses rAfer to households in the group. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

$25,000 or over 
(22,100) 

102 
38 
45 
19 
8h 
39 
41 
0 

].4 
18 
12 
16 

Not available 
(16,100) 

73 
28 
25 
19 
32 

114 
17 
12 

110 
lit 

110 
17 

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 be~ bought 
All races1 White Black All races1 

Type of crime (79,500) (28,700) (50,200) (183,800) 

Burglary 69 88 58 77 
Forcible entry 33 43 28 29 
Unlawful entry without force 18 27 13 23 
Attempted forcible entry 17 19 16 25 

Household larceny 6~' .,. 66 62 46 
Less than $50 30 35 27 21 
$50 or more 26 25 26 19 
Amount not available 22 :J1 23 2 
Attempted larcen7 5 26 5 4-

Motor vehicle theft 14 28 18 15 
Gompleted th,eft. ii ", '" n ~4 *-' 
Attempted th:; f't, 23 24 23 4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
lIncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer s~~ple cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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(64,200) 
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Black 
(116,300) 

80 
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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 (101,300) (109,800) (35,900) 

Burglary 63 75 89 
Forcible. entry 24 29 42 
Unlawful entry without force 15 : 22 30 
Attempted forcible entry 23 25 17 

Household larceny 31 54 77 
Less than $50 13 28 33 
$50 or more 11 20 37 
Amount not available 12 12 12 
Attempted larceny 5 4 15 

Motor vehicle theft 11 16 20 
Completed theft 10 10 17 
Attempted theft 12 6 13 

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

Six or more 
(16,300) 

115 
54 
37 
24 

106 
47 
50 
13 
15 
19 
16 
13 

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

One1 Two-Three Four 
Type of crime (95,400) (14,100) (15,700) 

Burglary go 78 98 
Forcible entry 35 31 55 
l!nla~lful entry without force 23 18 212 
Attempted forcible entry 22 29 30 

Household larceny 70 65 46 
Less than $50 33 36 21 
$50 or morE;l. 30 "'16 18 
Amount not' available 32 24 0 
Attempted larceny 5 310 27 

Motor vehicle theft 16 216 29 
Completed theft 13 216 27 
Attefuptetl theTt 3 0 22 

NOTE: Detail may not adtl to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
1Includes data' on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fel1er sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Five-Nine 
(22,300) 

86 
43 
29 
14 
39 
20 
16 
0 

24 
17 
12 
25 

, 
'. 

Ten or more 
(105,400) 

63 
20 
18 
24 
37 
16 
15 

2 
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12 
'7 
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Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and al1Jnual family income 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------,---------------------------
Race and income All burglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without forcl~ 

White 
Less than $3,000 (10,000) 81 119 43 
$3,000-$7,499 ~17,600) 60 20 17 
$7,500-$9,999 9,600) 69 28 112 
$10,000-$14,999 ~17'400~ 93 36 27 
$15,000-$24,999 16,400 68 24 15 
$25,000 or more (16,300) 99 38 44 
Not available (5,700) 84 127 133 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (20,700) 92 41 23 
$3,000-$7,499 (47,400) 8.1 31 20 
$7,500-$9,999 (26,800) 57 28 13 
$10,000-$14,999 P4,800) 61 30 16 
$15,000-$24,999 21,000) 69 37 ].12 
$25,000 or more (5,700) 113 139 49 
Not available (10,100) 69 30 122 

NO'IE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreli.able. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

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

:,< 

Place Burglary Household 'larceny Motor vehicle theft 

Inside ow home 
Near ow home 
At vacation home, motel, 
or hotel 

Inside nonresidential 
buildipg 

On stre~t, or in park, 
playground, school­
ground, or parking lot 

Elsewhere 
Not available 

3 

1Z 

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

26 
74 

o 

, 
./ 

••• Represents not applicable. 
1Estimate, 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 

? 

Type of crime of residence central city Elsewhere 

All household crimes 94 2 

Burglary 93 2 
Household larceny 97 12 
Motor vehicle theft 86 13 

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

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

4 
5 

11 
11 

Reason All household crimes Burglary 'Household larceny Motor '~ehicle theft 

Nothing could be donei 
lack of proof i-' 

.', 

38 4'3 35 
Not important enol,lgh '31 25 36 
Police would not WiL'1t 
to be bothered 7 7 8 

Too inconvenient or 
time consuming 5 5 5 

Private or personal 
matter 6 4 g 

Fear of reprisal 1Z 1Z 11 
Reported to someone 
else 4 6 3 

All other and not given g 10 5 

NOTE: Detail may not adQ to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Z Les.s than 0.5 percent. 
1Estimate, bal'led en about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistic;Uly unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

by race of head of household and type of crime 

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

Nothing could be donei 
lack of proof 36 '38 33 135 Not important enough 36 '31 41 All other and not 49 
given 28 31 25 116 Black 

Nothing could be donei 
lack of proof 41 46 36 40 Not important enough 27 22 31 118 All other and not 
given 33 32 33 42 

NOJE: .Detail m~ not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
Est~ate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

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 donei 
lack of proof 

44 
40 
41 
37 
33 
32 
47 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 160 p&rcent oecause of rounding. 

Not important 
enough 

29 
25 
30 
32 
3ft 
42 
29 

All other and 
!lot given 

27 
'34 
29 
'31 
"" ,,~ 

26 
24 

49 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

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

by value of stolen property 
Not important 

All othEl[' and 
Nothing could be done; enough 

not given 

lack of proof 
Value 

Less than $10 
18 

57 

$10-$49 
37 

36 

$50-$99 
47 

24 

$100-$249 
46 

1.13 

42 
1.3 

$250 or more 
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 

1.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 races1 White 

~.\ 

All household crimes 
50 

51 

Burglary 
57 

62 

Forcible entry 
77 

85 

Unlawful entry without force 
53 

61 

Attempted forcible entry 
34 

35 

Household larceny 
32 34 

Less than $50 
19 

17 

$50 or more 
49 

60 

Amount not available 
"26 "63 , 

Attempted larceny 
21 "33 

Motor vehicle theft 
76 

60 

Completed theft 
92 

92 

Attempted theft 
27 

"16 

lIncludes data on "otheL'" races, not sho~m separately. 
"Estilr.ate, Q<!.§ed or..!Ll;lout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

P ·.1 

25 
27 
28 
41 
55 

Black 

49 

54 
73 
46 
33 
31 
~'. 
44 

"18 
"14 

82 
92 

"38 
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Table 75. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by fype of crime and annual family income 

Type of crime Le~s than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,00()...$14,999 $15,000-$24-,999 

All household crimes 49 46 50 53 50 
Burglary 61 48 57 58 61 

Forcible entry 82 62 78 80 88 
Unlawful entry without force 48 50 151 53 68 
Attempted forcible entry 47 33 131 31 122 

Household larceny 119 33 24- 34 37 
Motor vehicle theft 169 77 80 83 65 

lEst1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

All races l White Black 
Owned or being O.med or being Owned or being 

Type of crime bought Rented bought Rented caught 

All household crimes 53 48 57 48 51 
Burglary 64 54 70 57 57 

Forcible entry 81 75 89 82 74 
Unlawful entry .lithout force ~'" 54 54 64 45 oJ" 
Attempted forcible entry 45 ); 30 54 29 37 

Household larceny 34 30 38 31 33 
Motor vehicle theft 85 73 264 59 91 

lIncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
2Est1mate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

'. 

$25,000 or more 

56 
68 
90 
58 

146 
37 
73 

Rented 

49 
53 
73 
46 
31 
30 
79 

" 

" .,. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

Table 77. HousetJold crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft 
loss rep~lrted to the police, by type of crime and value of loss 

---
Type of crime Less th,:.l $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more 

All household crimes 26 25 54 :'\-8--

Burglary 59 37 63 87 
Forcible entry 1100 57 73 91 
Unlawful entry without 

132 force 28 53 77 
Household larceny 15 20 45 70 
Motor vehicle theft 0 150 175 93 

1Estimate, based on abo~t 10 or fewe~ sample cases, is statistically Unreliable. 

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

Type of crime 

Ali household; ·crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry ~\ithout force 
Attempted forcib~e entry 

Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Percent 

90 

87 
95 
89 
74 
95 
92 

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

and type of crime 

All housecold HO:lsehold Hotor vehicle 
Value crimes Burglary larceny theft 

No monetary value 1 11 11 0 
Less than $10 8 5 13 0 
$10-$49 23 13 37 12 
$50-$99 16 15 22 0 
$100-$249 17 23 16 13 
$250-$999 19 28 6 38 
$1,000 or more 11 12 11 51 
Not available 4 3 4 16 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Est~te, based on about 10 or few~rsample 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 Imown and 
Race and type of cl'ime value Less than $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or n,ore not available 

All races' 
All household crimes S 10 23 2S 24 S 

Burglary 13 9 16 25 27 10 
Forcible entry 7 4, 10 26 43 10 
Unlawful entry without 
force 22 7 21 40 25 5 

Attempted forcible entry 36 20 21 6 21 15 
Household larceny 2 13 35 37 6 6 
Motor vehicle theft 24 22 S 26 73 7 

White 
All h0usehold crimes 7 13 2S 2S 19 6 
~glary 10 12 19 2S 24 7 

Forcible entry 2S 26 11 26 40 210 
Unlawful entrY witrout 

21 force 11 24 41 22 0 
Attempted forcible entry 27 23 27 211 22 211 

Household larceny 22 17 41 32 25 24 
Motor vehicle theft 25 26 214 211 54 211 

Black 
All household crimes 9 S 20 27 27 10 

Burglary 15 S 14 23 2S 12 
Forcible entry 7 24 9 26 44 10 
Unlawful entry ~lithout 

22 force 24 20 37 27 10 
Attempted forcible entry 43 lS 17 23 21 17 

Household larceny 22 11 32 41 7 S 
Motor vehicle theft 24 0 25 24 79 27 

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. 
1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
2 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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54 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

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

and type of crime 

All household Household Motor vehicle 
Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny theft 

None 75 79 84 24 
All 15 9 8 68 
Some 10 12 9 18 

Less than half 3 4 12 13 
Half or more 4 6 2 12 
Proportion unknown 14 3 4 14 

Not available Z 1Z 0 0 

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

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

Type of crime 

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 crim~~s: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime 

All household 
BuIlglary 

Household MottlI' vehicle 
Time lost crimes larceny th~;t 

.'~ 

Less than 1 day 30 23 
1

55 133 
1-5 days 62 67 40 63 
6-10 days 13 '5 0 0 
Over 10 days 13 14 0 14 
Amount unknown and 

not available 12 c'11 15 0 

1Estimate, based on about 10 OJ;' i'ewer sample cases, is statistic,~lly unreliable. 

\ 

Survey Data Tables 

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

Daytime 
Nighttime 

Type of crime 6 p:m.- Midnight- Not Not. known and 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known not. available 
All household crimes 38 47 23 16 8 15 Burglary 

4'" 39 20 13 6 Forcible entry 17 
Ur.lawful entl'Y without 47 40 21 11 7 13 
force 41 40 19 16 At.tempted forcible eJ:try 5 19 

Houser-old larceny 44 37 19 12 6 19 
Less than $50 34 50 26 15 10 16 
$50 or more 38 42 22 10 10 20 
Amount not available 

31 54 27 16 11 15 
Attempted larceny 

136 53 :i 26 111 115 111 
28 70 38 30 13 13 Motor vehicle theft 16 

Completed theft 75 31 37 16 9 17 76 33 38 15 17 Attempted t,eft 114 72 25 36 111 114 

NOIE: .Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding. 
Est~te, based on about 10 or few~~ sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Characteristic Burglm Robber;y; Number Rate Number Rate 
All establishments (26,000) 8,600 330 2,300 

Kind of establishment 88 

Retail ( 6, 700 ) 3,500 517 1,200 Food group (1,100) 176 
Eating and drinld.ng ~ 1 ,700 ) 

500 459 300 2lf6 
General merchandise 200) 

800 480 200 143 
Apparel group (800) 

200 913 l.Z 1.82 
Gas stations (300) 500 552 1.100 1122 600 2,065 1.100 1.313 Liquor stores (500) 1.100 1.193 Other retail (2,100) 200 322 

I'lholesale (700) 
900 406 300 145 

Service (14,700) 700 929 l.Z 124 
Real estate (900) 3,600 246 800 55 200 167 1Z Other (2,900) 66J 118 

223 300 Gross anti;'al receipts 90 

Less than $10,000 (2,300) 600 255 400 $10,000-$24,999 ~2'000~ 700 322 173 
$25,000-$49,999 2,300 200 85 
$50,000-$99,999 3,000 

600 248 200 98 
$100,000-$499,999 ~4,600) 

1,000 324 200 64 
$500,000-$999,999 1,800) 

1,400 313 300 74 
$1,000,000 or more (2,600) 

1,200 683 200 116 800 309 No sales (2,800) 600 
200 85 

Amount not available (4,600) 228 "100 1.25 1,700 371 5oq, 102 Average number of paid employees 
1-3 ~8,800~ 2,900 334 4-7 5,300 700 82 
8-19 (4,500) 1,400 262 500 95 
20 or mo~e (4,100) 1,700 388 300 77 
None (3,300) 1,800 451 400 101 700 210 300 94 

NOTE: Detail.may not ~d to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in pare'~theses refer to establishments ~ the group. r Fewer than 50 v~ctimizations. 
Estimate, based on'about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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56 Crimina! Victi"nization Surveys in Washington 

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

Characteristic Percent of establishments Percent of crimes 

Ki1"'~ of establishment 
Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Real estate 
Other 

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

Average number of paid employe'es 
1-3 
4-7 
8-19 
20 or more 
None 

26 
3 

57 
3 

11 

9 
8 
9 

11 
18 
7 

10 
11 
17 

34 
20 
17 
16 
13 

43 
6 

41 
2 
8 

9 
8 
7 

11 
17 
13 
9 
6 

20 

34 
17 
19 
21 
9 

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

Kind of establtshment Percent 
-------------------------------------------------------------

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Other 

23 

34 
21 
19 
19 

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

and type of crime 

Burgl !.!!:! Robbe::l 
Kind of est~blishment Completed Attempt.ed Completed Attempted 

All establishments 69 31 ~~ 20 
Retail 65 35 f?I/',\ 13 
Wholesale 33 67 0 1100 
Service 74 26 72 28 
Other 89 111 75 125 

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

I 

I 
I 

Survey Data Tables 

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

Kind of establishment One T'tIO or more Not available 

All establishments 35 60 15 
Retail. 36 59 15 Service 28 70 12 Other 53 .135 112 

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 

All establishments 82 13 5 
Retail 79 15 1 6 Service 82 13 1 5 Other 86 1 8 16 

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

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Wholesale 
Service 
Other 

On premises 

99 
99 

1 100 
98 

100 

On delivery and elsewhere 

1Estimate, 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 

Nothing could be done; 
lack of proof 

Not important enough 
Police would not want to 
be bothered 
Tooinconv~nient or time consumingj 
did not want to become involved 

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

Percent 

48 
21 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fe\'/er sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

Table 93. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations reported td"the 
police, by' kind of establishment and type of crime 

Kind of establishment Burglary and robbery Burglary 

All establishments 82 79 
Retail 86 85 
Wholesale 80 79 
Service 76 73 
Real estate 100 100 
Other 81 76 

,lEst:!.'llate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
IVholesale 
Sflr-vice 
Real estate 
Manufacturing 
Banks 
Transportation 
Other 

Percent 

86 
88 
90 
85 
80 
89 

100 
90 
87 

Robbery 

90 
90 

1100 
89 

1100 
93 

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

Type of security measure All establishments Retail Service Other 

Building alarm 10 22 6 5 
Central alarm - police 
or security service 16 33 9 17 

Reinforcing device 23 34 18 23 
Guard or watchman 33 9 39 46 
watchdog 3 5 2 12 
Firearm 3 6 2 4 
Camera 3 5 1 7 
Mirror 3 9 1 13 
Other 8 5 10 8 

1 Esti.me;te, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

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

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

Kind of establishment Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more Not available 

All establishments 11 18 28 35 
Retail 9 10 31 38 
Service 13 21 29 33 
Other 18 33 15 36 

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

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

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
~fuolesale 
Service 
Other 

Percent 

65 
69 
95 
55 
72 

8 
12 
4 ,18 
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60 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

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

Number of employees 
who lost time 

None 
One employee 
Two employees 
Three or more employees 
Not available 

Percent 

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

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

Number of ma.n-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 

Z Less than 0.5 percent. 
1 Estimate , based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Survey Data Tables 

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

Daytime 
Nighttime 

6 p.m.- Midnight- Not 
Type of crime 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. lmown Not lmown 

Burglery and robbery 20 72 14 29 29 g 

Burglary 9 81 10 35 36 10 
Robbery 64 35 26 8 11 11 

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

Table 102. Commercial robbery: Percent of incidents in which offenders 
used weapons, by kind·.'()f establishment 

Kind of establishment 

All establishments 

Retail 
Service 
Other 

Percent 

79 
78 
89 
53 

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

Type of weapon 

Firecu'lll 
Knife 
Other or unknown type -

All robberies 

71 
16 
24 

Completed-~obberies Attempted robberies 

NOTE: ,Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. . 
1Est-imate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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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 instan:::es of victimization before details of 
any specific incident were collected. The screening 
form also was used for obtaining information on 
the characteristics of each household and of its 
members. Household screening questions were 
asked only once for each household, whereas indi­
vidual screening questions were asked of all mem­
bers age 12 and over. However, a knowledgeable 
adult member of the household served as a proxy 
respondent for 12- and 13-year-olds, incapacitated 

persons, and individuals absent during the interview­
ing period. 

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

In the commercial survey, basically comparable 
techniques were used to screen for the occurrence 
of burglary and robbery incidents and to obtain 
details concerning those crimes. Form CVS-101 
contained separate sections for screening and gather­
ing information on the characteristics of business 
places, on the one hand, and for eliciting data on 
the relevant crimes, on the other. 
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FORM NCS-3 and NCH 
(a.23-731 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCiAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATiON 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

FORM NCS.3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONN.A,IRE 

FORM NCS·4 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

1. Inh"vlewer Identification 
Code I,Name 

I 

@ I 
I 
I 

2. Record of Interview 
Line number of household I Date completed 
respondent I 

I 
I 

@) I 
I 

3. Reason for nonlntervlew (cc 26d) 
Ty'l'E A 

® 
~Reason 

1 0 No one home 
2 0 Temporarily absent - Return date 
3D Refused 
4 0 Other Occ. - Speclfv 

@ 
~ Race of head 

1 o White 
20 Negro 
3D Other 

TYPE B 
@) 1 0 Vacant - Regular 

20 Vacant - St~rage of HH furniture 
3D Tempor&rily occupied by persons with URE 
40 Unfit or to b~ demolished 
50 Under construction. not ready 
6 0 Converted to temporary business or storage 
70 Unoccupied tent site or trailer site 
B 0 Permit granted. construction not started 
9 0 Other - Speclfv 7 

TYPE C 

@ 1 0 Unused line of listing sheet 
2 0 Demolished 
3D House or trailer moved 
40 Outside segment 
5 0 Converted to permanent business or storage 
6 o Merged 
7 0 Condemned 
80 Built after April I. 1970 
90 Other - Speclfv, 

TYPE Z 

Interview not obtained for ,. 

Line number 

(§) 
@) 
@Y 
@ 

4. Hous"hold status 

@ I 0 Same household as last enumeration 
20 Replacement household since last enUmeratiun 
3D previous nonlnterview or not In sample before 

5. S .. eclal place type code (cc 6c) 

@) 

Survey Instruments 65 
o B N .M •• 0.4 'R2661: Approval Expire. JUne 30.1974 

NOTICE - Your report to the CenSLt. Bureau Is confidential by law (Title 13. U.S. 
Cod.). It may b. seen only by sworn Census employees an1 may be us.d only for 
statistical purposes. 

Control number 

PSU I Serial I Panel I HH 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 being bought 

2 0 Rented for cash 
3 0 No cash rent 

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

@) 1 0 House. apartment. flat 
20 HU In nontranslent hotel. motel. etc. 
3D HU - Permanent In transient hotel. motel. etc. 
40 HU in rooming house 
50 Mobile home or trailer 
60 HU not specified above __ Describe! 

OTHER Unit 
7 0 Quarters not HU In rooming or boardl.lg house 

80 Unit not permanent In transient hotel. motel. etc. 
90 Vacant tent site or trailer site 

10 0 Not specified above - Describe 7 

8. Number ",f housln9 units in stru~tur. (cc 23) 

@) 101 505-9 

202 6010 or more 

303 70 Mobile home or trailer 

40-i 8 0 O~ly OTHER units 

~ ASK IN EACH /iOUSEHOLD: 
9. (Other than the ••• buslne .. ) does anyone in this household 

operate a busine .. fr~m this addre .. ? 

@> 10No -- -.~ ~ 

20 Yes - What kind of~1r.lness Is that? 7 

-
10. Family Income (cc 24) 

@ 10 Under SI.OOO 8057.500 to 9.999 
2051.000 to 1.999 9010.000 to 11.999 
3 0 2.000 to 2.999 10012.000 to 14.999 
.10 3.000 to 3.999 11 0 15.000 to 19.999 
5 0 4.000 to 4,999 12020.000 to 24.999 
60 5,000 to 5.999 13025.000 and over 
70 6.000 to 7.499 

11. Household members 12 years 
of age and OVER ., 

@ Total number 

12. Household members UNDER 
12 years of age 7 

<ill) Total number 

oONone 
" 

13. Crime Incident Report. filled ., 

@) Total number 

oONone 
:<-

CENSUS USE ONLY 

@) (@) @) (ill) 
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First 

State, etc. 

Look at item" on cover page. Is this the Sbme 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) 
o Ves - SKIP to Check /tem B' 0 No 

1970? 

20No 

foreign country, 

Cour.ty 

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.? 
10 No 20 Ves - Name of city, town, village, etc., 

I. thl hl,h .. t ,radl 
y .. r) 01 ",ular .chool 

you h ... IVtr attendld? 
(ASK for persons 12-24 yrs. 
Transcribe lor 25tyrs.)(ccI9) 

00 0 Never attended 
or kindergarten 

__ Elem. (01-08) 
__ P;S. (09-12) 

the pa.t 4 week.? 
No - did you last work? 

2 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 
3 0 5 or more years ago 
4 0 Never worked 

Is there any reason you cou not 

1 0 No Ves - 2 0 Already has a job 
3D Temporary illness 
40 Going to school 
sOOther - SPecifYjl 

Is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of busine .. or industry i. this? (For example: TV 
o No - SKIP to 29 0 Yes and radio mfg •• retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm) 

260. w .... you @ 
keeping house, going to school) or something else? c. Wer .. you _ 

10 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP toUd @ lOAn emploree of a PRIVATE company, buslne .. or 
20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired Individua for wages, salary or commission.? 

3D Looking for work B 0 Other - SpeCify, 20 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county, 
40 Keeping house or local)? 

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

50 Going to school 3D SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN buslne .. , professional 
practice or farm? 

00 No. Ves - How many hours? ___ - SKIP to 280 

4 WITHOUT PAY in fam 

d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farme~i' 

(@) you V. Q you were 
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? 

e. 
1 0 No 20 Ves - Absent - SKIP to 280 

Ves - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

Page 2 

29 Now I'd like to ask some questions about :oves-~ow~any 
• crime. They reler only to the last 12 month. _ 1 t m .. 

1 

between ___ 1, 197_and ___ , 197_./0NO 

During the last 12 months, did anyone break 1 
into or somehow illegally get into your : 
(apartment/home), garage, or· another building : 
an your property? 

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

31. Was anything at all stolen that is kept 
outside your home, or happened to be left 
out such as a I.icyele, a garden hose, or 
law'n furniture? (other than any inddents 
already mentioned) 

'OVes - How many 
: ttm .. ? 

10No 
1 
I 
1 
I 

o Ves - How many 
tim .. ? 

36. The following questions "f" only to things I 0 Yes - How many 
that happened to you during the lastl2 months -: tim .. ? 

between ___ I, 197_and ___ ,197_.:0NO 
Did you have your (pocket picked/purse 
snatched)? 

37. anyone take sCom.thing (else) directly 
from you by using force, such as by a 
stickup, mugging Or threat? 

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using forcw 
ar threatening to harm you? (oth.r than 
any incidents already mentioned) 

39. Did anyone beat you up, attock you or hit 
you with something, such as a rock 0' bottle? 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) 

: 0 Ves - How many 
: tim .. ? 

10No 
1 
1 
I 

: 0 Ves - How many 
I tim .. ? 

10No 
I 
1 
I 
1 

'Oves - How .... y I II .... ? 

iONO 
L 
1 
1 

o Ves - How many 
tI .... ? 

ONo 
1 
I 
I 

o Ves - How ... ny 

Survey Instruments 

32. Did anyone take something ging 
to you or to any member 01 this household, 
Irom a place wh~re you or they w.ere , 
temporarily staYln9, such as a fllen.l s or 
relotin's home, a hotel Or motel, or 
o vacation home? 

33. What was the total numb.r of motor 
vehicl.s (can, trucks, .tc.) owned by 
you or any other member 01 this household 
during the last 12 months? 

34. Old anyone steal, TRY to Iteal, or use 
(it/any of them) without permiuion? 

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

~7. 01 you co 
month. to report .omething 
to you which you thought was a c 
(Do not count any call. mad" to the 
police concerning the Incident. you 
have iust told me about.) 

o No - SKIP to 48 

o Ves - What happendr 

ONu 

i@ 
'00 None-
I SKIP to 36 
11 0 I 
'202 
303 

140" or more 

Oves-~:'7"y 
DNo 

o Ves - How many 
11m .. ? 

iUNO 

1 OVes-Haw IIIIny I II .... ? 

10No 
1 
1 
I 
I 

1 
1 
1 
1 
I 
1 
I 
1 
1 
1 

---------------------------!~c=r=J 

----------------------------1 

CHECK 
ITEM C 

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

Look atl~7. Was HH member 
12 + attacked or threatened, or 
was something stol en or an 
attempt made to steal something 
that belonged to him? 

1 
1 

OVes-How ... y 
lI .. n 

iONO 

1 
I 
I 41. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or 

THREATEN yl)u with a knife, gun, ,!r some 
other weapon, NOT Including telephone 
threats? (other than any Incidents already 
mentioned) 

10NO 
I 

11 .... 1 L ___________ ---:-__ -:--;-__ + _____ -j 

48. Old anything h~ppen to you during the .Ia.t 
12 month. which yau thought was a ~"me, 
but did NOT report to the police? (othr 

~2. Did anyone TRY to attack you in .om. 
other way? (other than anr incidenh already 
mentioned) 

I 
1 

OVes - How .... y 
tI .... ? 

iONG 

43. During the la.t 12 months, : 0 Ves - HlW 1111/1 

thing. that belonged to you any c~, I II ... ? 
or tru.k, .uch a. packages 0, clothing? . 10 No 

44. Woo anything stolen from you while you 
we,. away from home, lor In.tance at work, In 
a theate, or rlltaurant, or while traveling? 

45. (Oth., than any Incidents you'v" already 
mentione~) was anything (el .. ) at all 
.tolen from you during the la.t 12 month.? 

1 
1 
1 

lov.s -How .... y 
1 11 ... 1 
1 

IOND 
1 

'OVes - How ••• y 
I tI ... l 
I 

10NO 
1 
I 
I 
1 

than any incidents already mention.o}. 

o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

DYes - What happened? 

1 @>ITJ 
------------------------------- i ITJ 

CHECK 
ITEM 0 

CHECK 
ITEM E 

Look at~. Was HH member 
12 + attacked or threatened. 0' 
was something stolen or an 
attempt made to steal something 
that belonged to him? 

! IT] 
V .. -H .... ., 

U .. II 

No 

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 
for "How many times?" 
DNa - Interview next HH member. 

End Int~rview If last respondent, 
and fill /tern 13 on cover. 

o Ves - Fill Crime Incident Reports. 

Pe.o 1 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

First 

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

260. What were you @9 
k.eping house, going to school) Dr somlthing else? c. ~WU:e:-:r=,,-:y-o.l.u-_-1---------------------j 

10 Working - SKIP to 280 6 0 Un~le to work-SKIP t026<l ~ lOAn .,~plor,e of a PRIVATE company, busine .. or 
20 With a job but not at work 70 RetIred Indlvldua for wages, salary or commission.? 
3 LJ Looking for work B 0 Other - Spec;fYjl 20 A GOVERNMENT Imploye. (F.dlral, Statl, county, 
40 Keeping house or local)? 
s 0 Going to school 

b. Did you ,do any work at all lAST WEEK, not counting work 
around the house? (Nate: If farm or businrss operator in HH, 
ask about unpaid work.) 
00 No Yes - How many hours? ___ - SKIP to 280 

you were 
ent or on layoff lAST WEEK? 

1 0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 
3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

anyonl TRY to attac YO.\I in some 
other way? (other than any inclde"ts 
already mentioned) 

o Ves - Ho. many 
IIm.n 

ONo 

o V.s - H .. many 
lI .. n 

ONo 

o Ves - Ho. 111111 
tlmlll 

oNo 

OV.S-Ho • ....,y 
lI .. n 

ONo 

OVes-H.·II1IIIY 
oNo IImll' 

OVes-H ..... ny 
lI .. n 

ONo 

d. 

3D SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN busine .. , professional 
practlCI or futnt? 
Work 

of wIre you doing? (For example: electrical 
stock clerk, typist, farmer) 

r-,---,---, 

e. Wet. yo~r mOlt important ,'.cor 
example: tYPing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.) 

you months to report 
sam.thlng that to you wh you thought was a 
crime? (Do not count any calls made to thl policl 
concerning ,h. incldenls you havI just told me about.) 
o No - SKIP to 48 
DYes - What happened?, ____________ _ 

43. the OV.s-H .... llly 
that 

45. 

ONo 11 ... 17 

OV .. -H ...... y 
lI_d 

oNo 

OVes-H ....... y 
tI ... l 

ONo 

Do any screen contain any 
CHECKt for "How many times 
ITEM E 0 No - InterView, next HH member. End interview 

I( last respondent, and fill item 13 on cow 
DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reparts. 

16. 17. 

First 

Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 
household as last enumeration? (80x I marked) 
DYes - SKIP to Check /tem 8 0 No 

April 1, 1970? 

b. Did you do I1ny work at oil lAST WEEK, not counting work 
around the house? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH, 
ask about unpaid work.) 
I'D No' Yes - How many hours? ___ - SKIP to 280 

c. you nes s you were 
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? 

1 0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 
30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

36. The following questions refer only to things that 
happened to you during the last 12 months -
betw"tL--1, 197_ and __ , 197 __ • Old 
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? 

37. anyone 
from you by using force, 
mugging Dr threat? 

38. 0 anyone TRY to rob you using 
Dr threatlning to harm you? (other than any 
Incidents already mentioned) 

o Ves - Ho. many 
IImll' 

ONo 

o Ves - Ho. many 
limos' 

ONo 

o Ves - rr:s'r"Y 
ONo 

o Ves - How mlllY 

O 
IImll' No 

o Ves - How many 
11m .. ' 

ONO 

o Ves - Ho. mlny 
IIm.d 

ONo 

o Ves - rr~~s~IIIY 
ONo 

o Ves - rr~~s~".y 
ONo 

Survey Instruments 

__ Elem. (01-08) 
__ H.S. (09-12) 
__ .";~lIege (21-26+) 

26d. Have you been looking for Y/ork during the past 4 weeks? 
@ I 0 Yes No - When did you last work? 

2 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 
3 0 5 or more years ago 
40 Never worked 

@ IONo 

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

c. you -
lOAn emplor'''' of a PRIVATE company, business or 

individua for wage", salary or commiulons? 
20 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county, 

or local)? 

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

WITHOUT PAY In fami 

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

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

you to report 
something to you ch you ought was a 
crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police 
concerning the Incident< you have just told me about.) 
o No - SKIP to 48 
DYes - What happened?, ____________ _ 

Old to you 
you thought was a crime, but did report to the police? 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) 
o No - SKIP to Ch~ck It.!!m E 
DYes - What happoned?··, ___________ _ 

o Ves - How mlny 
tlmll' 

ONo 

Do any screen contain any entries 

t for "How many times 
CHEC.K 0 No - InterView next .HH member. End interview 
ITEM E if last respondent, and fill item 13 on cover. 

DYes - Fill Crime InCident Reparts. 
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70 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

First 

250. 

@) 

State, etc. Cou:,iy 

c. Did YOIl ih'e inside the limits of a city, town, villag., .tc.? 
t 0 No 20 Yes - Name of city, town, village, ete'Jl 

Forces on April 1, 1970? 

b. What ki~d of bus in ... or industry is this? (For example: TV 
and rad,o mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm) 

260. What wer. you ing most of LAST @ 
keeping hous., going to school} or something el •• ? c. 'u:;--'--y-o ... u----1-------------------l 

to Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP t026d @ to An •• mplore. of a PRIVATE company, bus In ... or 
20 With a ,job but not at work 70 Retired Ind,vldua for wages, .alary or commi .. ions? 
30 Looking for work eO Other - Specify.,. 20 A GOVERNMENT employ •• (Fed,ral, State, county, 
40 Keeping house r or local)? 
sO Going to school 0 SEL -3 F-EMPLOYED in OWN bu.in ... , profe .. \.1nal 

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work 
around the hou •• ? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH, 
ask about unpaid work.) 
00 No Yes - How many haur.? ___ - SKIP to 280 

c. you ve Q you were 
t.mporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? 

t 0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 
30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

36. The following qu.stions ref.r only to things that 
hopp.n.d to you during the last 12 month. -
b.tw.,"-l, 197_ and __ , 197 __ , Did 
you have your (packet picked/purse snatch,d)? 

37. Did anyone 
from you by using forc., 
mugging or thr.at? 

38. 0 anyone to rob you by using 
or thr.atening to harm you? (other than any 
incidents already mentioned) 

39. Did anyone b.at you up, attack you or hit you 
with som.thing, such as a rock or bottl.? 

than incidents mentioned) 

DYes - How I1IIny 
tlmos' 

DNa 

DYes - How I1IInr 
, tI .... ? 
:ONa 

DYes - How m~'y 
tlm.n 

DNa 

DYes - How I1IIny 
tI ... n 

ONo 

DYes - How man, 
DNa tlmos' 

- How I1IIn, 
tim •• ? 

Yes - How mon, 
tI .... , 

Yes - How I1IIny 
tlmos' 

practice or farm? 
4 WITHOUT PAY in busine .. or farm? 

d. Who! kind of work w.re you doing? (For example: electrical 
engIneer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) 

~ ~I~~----~----~---~~-----~ 
If, were your most important activlti.s or (For 

example: typing, keepIng acco'unt books, seiling cars, etc.) 

you ast to, r.port 
som.thlng that happ.ned to you which you thought was a 
crim.? (Do not count any call. mad. to the police 
conc.rning the incidents you have ju.t told me about.) 
o No - SKIP to 48 
Q ,,(,,;: - What happened? ____________ _ 

CHECK t attacked or threatened, or was 
ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made 

steal something that belonged to 

DYe. - How I1IIn, 
IImld 

ONo 

Do any of the screen questi ons contal n any entd es 
CHECK' for "HoW many times?" 
ITEM E 0 No - Interview next HH member. End interview 

if last respondent, and f/ll Item 13 on cover. 
o Yes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. 
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\j 

First 

State, etc. County 

c. ~id you liv. inside the limits of a city, town, villag., etc.? 
o No 20 Yes - Name of city, town, ViI/age, etc'Jl 

b. Did you do any "'ork at all LAST WEEK, not counting work 
arounbd the hou~.? (Note: If form or business operator in HH 
ask a out unpa,d work.) , 
00 No Yes - How many hours? ___ - SKIP to 280 

oC. you. YO D you were 
t.mpororlly absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? 

t 0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 
Yes -. Layoff - SKIP to 27 

36. Th. following questions r.f.r anly to .things that 0 V 
happened to you during the last 12 month. _ I es - rr~:s7"ny 
betw •• "-l, 197_ and __ , 197 __ • Did 10 No 
you have your (pocket pick.d/purse snatch.d)? I 

FORM NCS·' te.U-73J 

DYes - How many 
tlmos' 

DNa 

DYes - How mlny 
tim .. ' ,ONO __ 

o Ves - How mlny 
tlmos' 

DNa 

,DYes - How min, 
tim .. ' ONo __ 

I 0 Yes - How many 
:ONa tlmos' , , 
DYes - How mony 

O tim .. ' No 

[J Yes - How I1IIny 

DNa timos' 

o Y .. - How mlny 
, tlmos' 
ONo 

DYes - How mony 
DNa tlmosl 

@ 

Survey Instruments 

the past 4 we.k.? 
did you last work? . 

2 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 
3 0 5 or more years ago 
4 0 Never worked SKIP to 36 

s there any r.ason you not 

, 0 NG Yes - 2 0 Already has a job 
30 Temporary illness 
40 Going to school 
sOOther - SpecifYjl 

b. Whd't kJ~d of busine~. or industry is thi.? (For example' TV 
an ra 10 mfg., retaIl shoe store, State Lobor Dept., far~) 

c.~~~y~O;U~-~------------------------------------~ 
1 0 ~n •• ~plor •• of a PRIVATE company, busin ... or 

Ind,v,dua for wag.s, salary or commissions? 

2 0 A G
I 

OVIE)?RNMENT employ •• (Fed.ral, Stat., county 
or Oca . I 

30 SELFi-EMPLfOYED in OWN busin ... , professional 
pract Ctt or arm? 

4 WITHOUT PAY in fami business or farm? 

46. Did you, any evid.nce that som.One 
ATTEMPTED to st.al something that 
belonged to you? (other than any 
incid.nts alr.ady m.ntien.d) 

47. 0 you co ,the last months to r. ort 
so.m.~ing thet to you which you thought wat a 
crlm.. (Do not count any calls mad. to the policr 
concerning the incident. you have just told me about.) 
o No - SKIP to 48 
o Yes - What happen.d? ----------------

H CJ( attacked or threatened or was C E t member 

ITEM 0 thing stolen or an atte~Pt made 
steal something that belonged 

DYeS-How mollY 
tlm.s? 

DNa 

f
Do ~.n)"of the screen questions contain.any entries 

CHECK', or How many times?" 
ITEME 0 No - interview next HH member. End interview 

If lost respondent, and fill item 13 on cover 
o Yes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. • 
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

First 

State, etc. County 

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, villago, "tc.? 
I 0 No 2 0 Yes - Name of city, town, village, etc.~ 

ed Forces on April 1, 1970? 

Is this person 16 years old or older? 

ONo-SKIPt036 DYes 

II th. hl", .. t "Id. 
(ew yoar) of ",ullr Ichool 
you hlyt oytr IHtI1dtdr 
(ASK -lor persons 12-24 yr •• 
Transcribe for 2S+yrs.)(cc 19) 

00 0 Never auanded 
or kindergarten 

__ Elem. (01-08) 
__ H.S. (09-12) 
__ College (21-26+) 

tho past <4 we.ks? 
No - When did you last work? 

2 0 Up to 5 years ago - SKIP to 280 
3 0 5 or more years ago 
4 0 Never worked 

any reason why you not 
I 0 No Yes - z 0 Already has a job 

3D Temporary illness 
40 Going to schOClI 
sOOther - SpeclfY7 

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

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - ng, @9 
keeping house, going to school) or something else? c. you _ 
10 Working - SKIP to 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP t026<1 @ lOAn emploliiiit of a PRIVATE company, bus in ... ar 
20 With a job but not at work 70 Retired individual lor wag.s, salary or commissions? 
3D Looking for work eO Other - Specify, 20 A GOVERNMENT .mploy.e (Fedoral, State, county, 
40 Keeping house or local)? 
sO Going to school 3D SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, profe .. ional 

practice or farm? 
b. Did you do ony work at 011 LAST WEEK, not. counting work 

around the hous,,? (Note: If form or business'operator in HH, 
ask about unpoid work.) 
a 0 No Yes - How many hours? ___ - SKIP to 280 

you ness you were 
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? 

I 0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 

4 Working WITHOUT PAY in buslne .. Or farm? 

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

e. 

3D Yes - Layoff - SK/~Prnt~0!\;l2_7w-;::-;;-;;;:;~'j""";:;:;~~;mru;:;;:;~""~ 

o Ves - How many 
IImllr 

ONo 

o Ves - How many 
limon 

ONo 

: 0 Ves - How mlllY 
: ONo IIm .. r 

I 
I 

o Ves - HOW many 
IIlIlIr 

ONo 

o Ves - How mlny 
ONo 1I ... r 

Ves - How .... y 
lI .. n 

Ves - How 11101 
u •• n 

CHECK t attacked or threatened, or was 
ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made 

steal something that belonged 

any Screen questions any entries 

'

for "How many times?" 

:=:E~C~ 0 No- Interview next HH member, End intervIew 
If last respondent, and fl/I item 13 on caver, 

DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. 

a.M.B. No. ~i-R2661: Approval Expires June 30 19H 

KEYER - Notes 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 

Line number 

@) 
Screen question number 

@) 
Incident number 

@) 
10. :10u said that during the last 12 months - (Refer to 

"t':>roprlate screen question for descrIption of crime). 
In wh,It month (did this/did the first) Incident happen? 
(ShaW flashcard if necessary. Encourage respondent to 
give exact month.) 

@) Month (01 12) 

Survey Instruments 

NOTICE - Vour report to the Census Bureau is co~fidentlal by law 
(Title 13. U.S. code). It may be seen only by sworn Census employees 
and may be used only for statIstical purposes. 

FORM NCS·4 
(8~23-nu 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND 'acONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

Sau Were you a customer, employee, or owner? 

@) 10 Customer 

20 Employee 
3D Owner 

40 Other Specifv 
b. Did the person(s) steal or TRY to .teal anything from 

I 
N 
C 

t 
Is this incident report for a series of crimes? 

@) 
the .tore, restaurant, office, factory, etc.? 

I DYes } 

D 
E 
N 
T 

@) CHECK I 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 what month(.) did these I~cldents take place? 

* (Mark 0/1 that apply) 
@) I 0 Spring (March, April, May) 

20 Summer (June, July, August) 
3D Fall (September, October, November) 
40 Winter (December, January, February) 

c. How n,ony incidents were In.,olved In this serl .. ? 
@) I 0 Three or four 

20 Five to ten 
3D Eleven or more 
4 0 Don't know 

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

2. About what time did (this/the most recent) 

@) 
Incident happen? 
I 0 Don't know 
2 0 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 

At nl ght (6 p.m. to 6 a,m.) 
306 p.m. to midnight 
4 0 Midnight to 6 a.m. 
5 0 Don't know 

30. Old this incident ta&. place Inside the limit. of this 

@) 
city or somewhe" else? 
I 0 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 
20 Somewhere else in the United States 
3D Outside the United States -END INCIDENT REPORT 

b. In what State and county did this incident occur? 

State 

County -
@c. Old It happen Inllde the lim III of a city, town, village, .tc. 

10No 
20 Yes - Enter nome of city, town, etc.-, 

@) I I T I I I ... Whore did tlds Incident take place? 

@ I 0 At or In own dWelling, In garage or 

}'KIP"'" other buildlr.g on property (Includes 
break-in or attempted break-In) 

z 0 At or In vacation home, hotel/motel 

3D Inside commercial bulld!n, such as '" store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK 
public conveyance or station )- So 

40 Inside office, factory, or warehouse 

50 Near own home; yard, Sidewalk, 
drl veway, cafllort, apartment hall 
(Does not Include break-In or 
attempted break-In) SKIP 

6 0 On the street, in a park, field, play- to Check 
,round, school grounds or parkin, lot Item B 

70 Inside school 

80 Other - SpeCify..., 

20 NO. SKIP to Check Item B 
3D Don't !</iow 

6a. Did the offend.,·,.) live there or have a right to be 
there, such as a guest or a workman? 

@) I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 

20No 

3 0 Don't know 

b. Did the offend~r(s) actually gel in or just TRY to get 

(ill) 
In the building? 
I 0 Actually got in 

20 Just tried to get in 
3D Don't know 

c. Was there any evidence, such as a broken lock or broken 
window, that the offender(s) (forced his way InlrRIED 

* to force his way in) the building? 
@ 10No 

Yes - What was the evidence? Anything else? 
(Mark all that apply) 
20 Broken lock or window 
3D Forced door or window 

(or tried) } 'KIP 40 Slashed screen to Check 
sOOther - SpecifY~ Item B 

d. How did the off.nder(s) (get In/try to get in)? 

@ I 0 Through unlocked door or window 
20 Had key 

3 0 Don't know 

4 0 Other - SpecIfy 

Was any member of this household, 

<§ CHECK t including respondent, present when this 
Incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK) 

ITEM B 
10 No - SKIP to 130 
20Yes 

70. Old the pellone.) have a weapon such 01 a gun or knife, 
or lomethlng he was ullng as a weapon, such as a 

,., battl., or wrench? 

@ lONe 

20 Don't know 

Yes - What was the weapon? (Mark all that apply) 
30Gun 

40 Knife 

sOOther - Specify 
b- Old the peuon(s) hit ~ou, knock ),ou down, or actually 

attack you In so..,e ot er way? 

@ I 0 Yes - SKIP to 7f 

zONo 

c. Old the penon(s} thr.at~n you with har.., In any way? 

@ I 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

zOYes 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 
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74 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

';i.1~q/~1;!~\rl~:;\~;;D:~'t4j~~;1W~~:t{3tjf!~~1\~i~)~\'S[:j\;~~ CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued !"" "ii"\' ;;\; "i\IiF' 
7d. How were you threatened? Any other way? 9b. i)id you file a claim with any 01 these insurance companies or programs 

* (Mark all that apply) @ in order to g"t part or all 01 your medical expenses paid? 
@ I 0 Verbal threat of rape 132 I 0 No - SKIP to IDa 

20 Verbal threat of attack other 20Yes 
than rape c. Did insurance or any health benefits program pay lor all or part of 

3 0 Weapon present or threatened 
SKIP @) 

the total medical expenses? 
with weapon 

1 0 Not yet settled} 40 Attempted attack with weapon to 
IDa 20 None ••••••• SKIP to IDa (for example, shot at) 

30AII •••••••• sO Object thrown at person 
40 Part 60 Followed, surrounded 

d, How much did insurance or a health benelits program pay? 
70 Other - Specify @ $ • [)\oo!i1 (Obtain an estimate, if necessary) 

e. What actually happened? Anything else? 100. Did you do anything tA protect yourself or your property during the Incident? 

* (,\1ark all that apply) @ I 0 No - SKIP to II 

@) I 0 Something taken without 20Yes 
permission • ,b. What did you do? Anything "Ise? (Mark all that apply) 

2 0 Attempted or threatened to @ I 0 Usedlbrandi shed gun or knife 4 o Threatened, argued, reasoned, 
take something 20 Used/tried physical force (hit, etc. with offender 

3 0 Harassed, argument, abusive chased, threw object, used other sO Resisted without force, used 
langu3;:e weapon, etc.) evasive action (ran/drove away, 

40 Forcible entry or attempted SKIP 3D Tried to get help, attract attention, hid, held property, locked door, 
forel bl e entry of house to scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.) 

50 Fo.! ~ible entry or attempted IDa ~elled, called for help, turned,on 60°ther-
en1./ of car ights, etc.) Specify 

6 0 Damaged or destroyed property 11. Was the crime committed by only one or more than ene person? 
70 Attempted or threatened to (ill) 10 Only one; 20 Don't know - 3 0 More than one ~ 

damage or des troy property SKIP to 120 
8 0 Other - Specify, a. Was this person male I. How many persons? 

or lemale? (@) 
@ 10Maie 

g. Were they mal .. or lemale? 
f. How did the person(s) ottack you? Any 20 Female @ I o All male 

* 
other way? (Mark 0/1 that apply) 

3D Don't know 20 All female 
<ill) 10 Raped 3D Male and female 

20 Tried to rape b. How old would you say 4 0 Don't know 
3D Hit with ohject held In nand,shot, knifed the person was? 

h. How old would you say the 40 Hit by thrown object @ 10 Under 12 
@) 

youngest was? sO Hit, slapped, knocked down 
2012-14 10 Under 12 sO 21 or over-

60 Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, 2012-14 SKIP to j , 
pushed, etc. 3015-17 3015-17 6 0 Don't know 

7 0 Other - Specify 
4018-20 4018-20 

80. What were the injuries you suffered, if any? s 021 or over i. How old would you say the 

* Anything else? (Mark all that apply) 
60 Don't know 

oldest was? 
@ 10 None - SKIP to I(){J @) 10 Under 12 40 18-20 

»20 Raped c. Was the person someone you 2012-14 5021 or over 
3 0 Attempted rape knew or was he a stranger? 3015-17 60 Don't know 
40 Knife or gunshot wounds @) 10 Stranger j. Were any of the persons known s 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
60 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious • 0 0,,', "ow } or related to you or were they 

SKIP all stransers? 

} 70 Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling 30 Known by 
to e @ I 0 All strangers SKIP 80 Other - Specify sight only 20 Don't know to m 

b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed 40 Casual 30 All relatives } SKIP medical attentiol1 after Ihe attack? aCQuai ntance 40 Some relatives to I @ 10 No - SKIP to IDa sOWell known s o All known 
20Yes 

d. Was the person a relative 
6 0 Some known 

c. Did you receive any treatment at a hospital? 
k. How well were they known? @ IONo 01 yours? 

(Mark all that apply) .., 20 Emergency room treatment only @) 10No * 
3D Stayed overnight or longer - @) I 0 By sight only 

.Yes - What relationship? 20 Casual SKIP How many days?, 
2 0 Spouse or ex-spouse aCQuaintance(s) to m 

@) 3D Parent 
3D Well known 

I. How were they related to you? 
d. What was the total amount 01 your medical 40 Own child 

* (Mark all that apply) 
expense. r .. sulting lrom this incident, IHCLUD. 

s 0 Brother or sister @) 10 Spouse or 4 0 Brothers/ IHG anything !"lid by insurance? Include hospital 
and dactor bill., medicine, the;apy, brac •• , and 6 0 Other relative -

ex-spouse sisters 

any other injury related medical expense •• Specify, 20 Parents 50 Other-
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 300wn Specify, 
eJ(act amount, encourage him to give on estimate. children 

@) 00 No cost - SKIP to IDa 

S •. ~ m. Were all 01 the .. -
X 0 Don't know e. Was >he/she - @) 10 White? 

90. At the time of the Incident, were you covered @) I o White? 20 Negro? 
!ly any medical In.urance, or were, ~ou eligible 2 o Negro? 3 0 Other? - SpeCify, 
'for benefill Iram any other type .. 1 ealth 

3 0 Other? -Specify, SKIP 
benelit. program, such. CIS Medicaid, Veterans' to 40 Combination - Spec;fY~ 

@ Administration,' or Public Welfare? 120 
10 No ••••• } SKIP to IDa 
20 Don't know 

4 0 Don't know 50 Don't know 30Yes 

'. 

Pace 10 

Survey Instruments 

120. Were you the only person there besides the ollender(s) 
@ 10 Yes - SKIP to 130 

20No 
CHECK .. 
ITEM 0 .,. 

Was a car or other motor vehi cI e taken? 
(Box 3 or 4 marked In 13{) 

b. How many 01 these persons were robbed, harmed, or 
threatened? Do nol Incluee persons under 12 yeors 
01 age. 

00 None - SKIP to 130 

c. Were any 01 these persons members 01 your household? 
Do not include household members under 12 years 01 age. 
oONo 

Yes - How many, not counting yourself? 

(Also mark "Yes" in Check Item I on 

130. Was something stolen or taken without permission that 
belonged to you or others In thl! household? 
INTERVIEWER - Include anything stolen from 
unrecognizable business in respondent's home. 
Do not include anything stolen from a recognizable 
busine:;s in respondent'S home or another business, such 

o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

DYes 

14., Had permission to use the vehicle) eVer been 
given to the person who too 

10NO •••••• } 
20 Don't know SKIP to Check Item E 

30Yes 

b. Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)? 

I DYes 

20No 

CHECK .. 
Irt:M E .,. 

Is Box I or 2 marked in 13f? 

o No - SKIP to ISo 

DYes 

as merchandise or cosh from a register. c. Was the (purs 
I 0 Yes - SKIP to 13f in a pocket or 

let/money) on your person, lor instance, 
ng held by you when it was taken? 

20No r;;-:;... 
-==-------------------I~ 10 Yes 

b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take .omething that 
belonged to you or others in the household? 20 No 
10 No - SKIP to 13e 
20Yes 

c. What did they try to take? e? 

Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in 13fJ 

DYes - SKIP to 160 

* (Mark all that apply) 
10 Purse 

CHECK .. 
ITEM F ., 

ONo 

150. Altogether, what was the value 01 the PROPERTY 
thot was taken? 

* @ 

* @ 

20 Wallet or money 

30Car 
40 Other motor vehicle 
s 0 Part of car (hubcap, tape·deck, etc.) 
6 0 Don't know 
7 0 Other - Specify 

CHECK ., 
ITEM C ., 

Did they try to take a purse, wallet, 
or money? (Box I or 2 inarked In 13c) 

o No - SKIP to 180 
DYes 

d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, lor 
instance in a pocket or being held? 

10 Yes} SKU' to 180 
2 No 

e. What did hoppen? {Mark all that apply) 

10 Attacked 
20 Threatened with harm 
3 0 Attempted to break into house or garage 
4 0 Attempted to break into car 
sO Harassed, argument, abusive language 
6 0 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to damage or 

destroy property 
80 Other - SpeCify ________ _ 

SKIP 
to 
180 

INTERVIEWER - Exclude stolen cosh, and enter SO for 
stolen checks and credit cards, even if they were used. 

~
">" 
-' .;" • ",:,QQ", $ 

b. How did you decide the value 01 the property that was 
* stolen? (Mark all that apply) 

@ I 0 Original cost 
20 Replacement cost 
3D personal estimate of current value 
40 Insurance report estimate 
sO Police estimate 
6 0 Don't know 
70 Other - Specf(y _____________ _ 

160. Was "II or part 01 the stolen money or property recovered, 
except lor anything received Irom insurance? 

@ 10None} 
20 All SKIP to 170 

3D part 

b. What wos recovered? 

Cash: $ ____ • ~W1] 
and/or 

* Property: (Mark all that app'/y) __ ===============~~ __ -I@ 00 Cash only recovered -SKIP to 170 
I. What was taken? What elseZ 

Cash: $ • [,;®:l 
and/or 
Property: (Mark all that apply) 

o 0 Only cash taken - SKIP to 14c 
10 Purse 
2 o Wallet 
30Car 
40 Other motor vehlGle 
50 part of car (hubcap, tape·deck, etc.) 

6 0 Other - SpeCify 

PaEC II 

10 Purse 
2 o Wallet 
30Car 
40 Other motor vehicle 
sO part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) 

60 Other - Specify _____________ _ 

c. was the value 01 the property recovered (excluding 
recovered cash)? 

$ 
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1'(\\Th~'~~:;"~~ .. ""'" 
>;';?il~;'t~~,i~ CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued h\t(:;',\ '~~;51,1~;;XFi~~ ;:~;,d 

170. Was there any Insurance against theft? 200. Were the police Informed of this Incident In any way? 

@) 10No 
@ 10No •...• 

} SKIP to IBa 
20 Don't know - SKIP to Check Item G 

20 Don't know Yes - Who told them? 
3D Household member} 

3D Yes 40 Someone else SKIP to Check Item G 

b. Was this 1055 reported to an insurance company? 
50 Police on scene 

@) 
b. What was the reason this incident was not reported to 

10No •.... 

} * the police? (Mark all that apply) 
SKIP to IBa @) 1 0 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 

20 Don't know 20 Did not think it important enough 

30Yes 3D Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
40 Old not want to take time - too Inconvenient 

c. Was any of this loss recovered through insurance? 50 Private or personal matter, did not want to report it 

@ 1 0 Not yet settled 
} SKIP to IBa 

$.0 Did not want to get involved 
70 Afraid of reprisal 

20No ...•... a 0 Reported to someone else 
9 0 Other - Specify 

30Yes 
Is this person 16 years or older? 

d. How much was recovered? CHECKt o No - ~KIP to Check Item H 
ITEM G 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by insurance 
DYes - ASK 210 

company instead of cosh settlement, ask for estimate 210. Did you have a lob at the time this incident happened? 
of va lue of the property replaced. @ I 0 No - SKIP to Check Item H 

20Yes 

@ ~ 
b. What was the job? 

$ . , .. :, .. , @ I 0 Same as described in NCS-3 !ferns 2Ba-e .- SKIP to 
Check Item H 

180. Did any household member lose any time from work 
20 Different than described in NCS-3 Items 2Ba-e because of this incident? 

@ o 0 No - SKIP to 190 c. For whom did you work? (Nome of company, bUSiness, 
organization or other employer) 

Yes - How many members?., 

d. What kind of business or industry Is this? (For example: TV 
and radio mfg., retail snoe store, State Labor Dept., form) 

b. How much time was lost altogether? @ I I I I 
@) I 0 Less than I day e. Were you -

@) lOAn employee of a PRIVATE company, business or 
201-5 days individual for wages, salary or commissions? 

306-10 days 2 0 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county C1 local)? 
3D SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional 

40 Over 10 days practice or farm? 

5 0 Don't know 40 Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm? 

190. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident? f. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clerk, typist, former) 
damaged, ar damage done to a car, etc.? @ I I I I 

(@ I 0 No - SKIP to 20a g. What were your most important activities or duties? (For example: 
20Yes typing, keeping account books, seiling cars, finishing concrete, etc.) 

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

@) 
BRIEFLY summarize this incident or series 

10 Yes - SKIP to 19d 
CHECK t of incidents. 

20No ITEM H 

c. How much would it cost to repair or repl.ace the 
damaged item(s)? \ 

@) ~} $ " . ,,; SKIP to 200 
Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an 

x 0 Don't know CHECK 

t 

entry for "How many?" 

d. How much was the repair or replacement cost? ITEM I ONo 
DYes - Be sure you have an Incident Report 

@ x 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 for each HH member 12 years of ace 
or over who was robbed, harmed, or 

\ 

threatend in this incident. 
'~ $ 
1"( : 

Is this the last Incident Report to be • ". ""'yo 

e. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? CHECK 

t 

filled for this person? 
ONo- Go to next Incident Report. (Mark 01/ that apply) ITEM J 
DYes - Is this the last HH member * @ 1 0 Household member to be Intef'liewed? 

o No - Interview next HH member, 
20 Landlord DYes - END ENTERVIEW. Enter 

3D Insurance 
total number of Crime 
Illcident Reports filled for 

40 Other Specify this household In Item 13 
Oil the cover of 'NCS-3. 

Page 12 

OM B No ~1-R2661' Approval Expires June 30 J9H , .. , , 

KEYER - Notes 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 

LIne number 

@) 
Screen question number 

@) 
Incident number 

@> 
la, You sold that during the lalt 12 months - (Refer to 

apprt'prlate screen' quest/on for description of crime). 
In Whllt month (did this/did the first) Incident happe"? 
(Showjl,ashcard If necessary. Encourage respondent to 
give exc/Ct month.) 

@) Month (01 12) 

Is this Incident report for a series of crimes? 

@ CHECK t I 0 No - SKIP to 2 

ITEM A 20 Yes - (Note: series must have 3 or 
more similar incidents which 
respondent can't recall separotely) 

h. In what month(s) did these Incidents take place? 

* (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@ 1 0 Spring (March, April, May) 
20 SUmmer (June, July, August) 
3D Fall (September, October, November) 
40 Winter (December, January, February) 

How many incid"nts were involved In this series? c, 
@) I C Three or four 

20 Five to ten 
3D Eleven or more 
4 0 Don't know 

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

2. About what time did (this/the most recent) 
incident happen? 

@) 1 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.) 
306 p.m. to midnight 
4 0 Midnight to 6 a.m. 
50 Don't know 

30. Old this incident tok .. place Inslel,. the IImltl of this 

@) 
cit)· or somewher" elle? 

, '0 Inside limits of tMs city - SKl'.P to 4 
20 Somewhere else In the United St,ates 
3D Outside the United States -END INCIDENT REPORT 

b. In what State and county did this inclde.,t occur? 

State 

County 

(@ c. Old it happen Insldeth" limits of a city, tOWft;, village, etc. 
10No 
20 Yes - Enter nam.:.of city, town, etc" 

@ I I I I I I 
... Where did this incident take place? 

@ , 0 A, M ,,,"' ,.,111" •• '" .M .... ' } 
other building on property (InCludes SKIP t(\ 60 
break-in or attempted break-In) 

20 At or in vacation home, hotel/motel 

3D Inside commercial 'building such as " store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK 
public conveyance or station ~5a 

40 Inside office. factory, or warehouse 
~ sO Near own home: yard, sidewalk. 

driveway, carport, apartment hall 
(Does not include break-in or 
attempted br~ak-in) SKIP 

60 On the street, In a park, field, play- to Check 
ground. school grounds or parking lot /tern 6 

7 0 Inside school 

B 0 Other - SpeCifY, 

Survey Instruments 

NOTICE _ Your r.port to the Census Bureau.!= confidential by law 
(Title 13, U.S. code). It may be see" only by sworn Census employees 
and may be used only for statistical purposes. 

FORM NCH 
(1·23·73' 

u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE 

50. Were you a customer, employee, or owner? 

@ 10 Customer 

20 Employee 

3D Owner 
40 Other - Specify 

b. Old the person(s) steal or TRY to steal anything from 
the star", r"staurant, office, factory, etc.? 

@ I DYes } 
20 No SKIP to Check Item B 
3D Don't know 

60. Did th" offender(s) live there or have a right to be 
th"re, such as a guost or a workman? 

@ I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check /tem B 

20No 

3 0 Don't know 

b. Old the offend"r(s) actually get In or just TRY to get 

@ 
in Ihe building? 
I 0 Actually got In 

20 Just tried to get In 

3D Don't know 

c. Was there any evidence, such as a broken lock or broken 
window, that the offende,(s) (forced his way In!fRIED 

* to farce his way in) th" building? 

@ 10No 
Yes - What we s the "vidence? Anything "Ise? 

(Mark 0/1 that apply) 
2 0 Broken lock or window 
3D Forced door or window 

(or tried) 
} SKIP 40 Slashed screen to Check 

sOOther - Specify., Item B 

d, H"c,w did the oflender(s) (get in/try to g"t in)? 

@ I 0 Through unlocked door or window 

20 Had key 

3D Don't know 

4 0 Other - Specify 

Was any member of t.'1ls household, 

(@) including respondent, present when this 
CHECK t incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK) 
ITEM B 1 01'1.0 - SKIP to 130 

20Ye~ 

70. Old the person(s) have a weapon such as a gun or knife, 
or something he was using 01 a weapon, such as a 

* bottle, or wrench? 

@ 10No 

20 Don't know 

Yes - What was the weapon? (Mark all that apply) 
sOGlIn 

40 Knife 

sOOther - SP'Oclfy 

b. Did the person(s) hit ~ou, :,(~ock you down, or actually 
attack you In same at er w.y? 

@) I 0 Yes - SKIP to 7f 
20No 

c. Old the person(l) threaten you with harm in any way? 

@ I 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

20Yes 

I 
N 
C , 
D 
E 
N 
T 
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1%.:.:;3~<,;E'·;,;~,:.~: .. ·tc;,::;{:;'S~~£i,{>S:';;Df~{';:It;j CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued rl;.i,·~,;.u~',· ii;;~'K .. ,::.;H~i~:{4\!:{'·~Y 

7d. How were you threatened? Any other way? 9b. Did you file a claim with any of these insurance companies or programs 
'" (Mark all that apply) @ in order ta .get part or all of your medical expenses paid? 

@ I [] Verbai threat of rape 132 I 0 No - SKIP to 100 
2 0 Verbal threat of attack ather 20Yes 

than rape c. Did insurance or any health benefits program pay for all or part of 
3 0 Weapon present or threatened 

SKIP @ 
the total medical expenses? 

with weapon 
I 0 Not yet settled} 4 0 Attempted attack with weapon to 

100 20 N!lne. • • • • • • SKIP to lOa (for exampi e. shot at) 
30Ali ........ 

5 r:J Obj~et thrown at person 
40Part 6 Q Followed. surrounded 

d. How much did insurance or a health benetits program Pdy? 
7 0 Other - SpecifY @) $ • \,;0:00:01 (Obtain an estimate. If necessary) 

e. What actually happened? Anything else? 100. Did you do anything to protect yourself or your property during the incident? 

* (Mark all that apply) @ I 0 No - SKIP to II 

@) , 0 Something taken without 20Yes 
permiSSion • b. What did you ·do? Anything else? (Mark all that apply) 

2 0 Attempted or threatened to @) I 0 Usedlbrandished gun or knife 40 Threatened. argued, reMoned, 
take something 20 Used/tried physical force (hit, etc. with offender 

3D Harassed, argument, abusive chased, threw object, used other 50 Resisted without force, used 
ianguage weapon, etc.) evasiva action (ran/drove away, 

40 Forcible entry or attempted .sKIP 3 OTried to get heip, attract attention, hid, held property, locked door, 
forcible entry of house to scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.) 

5 0 Forcibl e entry or attempted 100 ~eiled, called for help, turned on sOOther-
entry of car i ghts, etc.) Specify 

6 C Damaged or destroyed property 11. Was the crime committed by only one or more than one person? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to @) I 0 Oniy one 71 2 0 Don't know - 3 0 More than one ~ 

damage or destroy property SKIP to 120 
8 CJ Other - Specify'j! a. Was this person male f. How many persons? 

or female? @) 
(ill) 10Maie 

g. Were they male or female? 
f. How did the person(s) attack you? Any 20 Female (@) I 0 Ail male 

* 
other way? (Mark aJl that apply) 

3 0 Don't know 20 Ail female 
@) 10 Raped 3D Male and female 

20 Tried to rape b. Howald would you say 4 0 Don't know 
3D Hit with object heid in hand, shot, knifed the person was? 

h. Howald would you say the 40 Hit by thrown object (ill) 10 Under 12 
@) 

youngest wa.? 5 0 Hit, slapped, knocked down I 0 Under 12 50210rover-
60 Grabbed, held, tripped. jumped, 2012-14 

20 12-14 SKIP to j 
pushed, etc. 3D 15~17 30 15-17 6 0 Don't know 

70 Other - Specify 
4018-20 4018-20 

80. What were the injuries you suffered, if any? 5021 or over i. Howald would you say the * Anything else? (Mark 0/1 that apply) oldest was? 
(ill) 10 None - SKIP to 100 6 0 Don't know (@) 10 Under 12 4018-20 

20 Raped c. Was the person someone you 20 12-14 5021 or over 
3 0 Attempted rape knew or was he a stronger? 30 15-17 s 0 Don't know 
40 Knife or gunshot wounds @ 10 Stranger j. Were any of the persoris known 5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 

, 0 0"'' '",w } or related to you or were they 60 Internal Injuries, knocked unconscious all strangers? 
7 0 BruIses, black ey", cuts, scratches, swelling 3 0 Known by SKIP 

@ I 0 All strangers } SKIP to e 8 0 Other - SpecifY sight only 20 Don't know to m 
b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed 40 Casual 3D All relatives } SKIP 

~ '. medical attention after the attack? acquaintance 40 Some relatives to I @) 10 No - SKIP to 100' 
5 DWell known 50AII known 

20Yes 
d. Was the'person a relative 6 0 Some known ,/ 

c. Did you receive any treatment at a hospital? 
k. How well were they known? @ 'ONo of yours? 

(Mark 01/ that apply) '" 2 0 Emergency roam treatment only @ I DNa * @ I 0 By sight only 30 Stayed overnight or longer -
Yes - What relationship? 20 Casual >- SKIP How many days? 1 
2 0 Spouse or ex-spouse acquaintance(s) to m 

@) 3D parent 
3 DWell known 

I. How were they rei ated to you? 
d. What was the tatal amount of your medical 40 Own child 

* (Mark 0/1 that apply) 
expenses resulting from this incident. INCLUD· 

50 Brother or sister @) I o Spouse or 4 0 Brothersl ING anything paid by insurance? Include hospital 
ex-spouse sisters and doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and 60 Other relative -

20 Parents sOOther -any other injury related medical expenses. Specify'! 
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does nat know sOOwn SpecifY~ 
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimate. children 

@) 00 No cOSt - SKIP to 100 

$ • [W;J m. Were all of them -
e. Was he/she - @) 10 White? X 0 Don't know 

90. At the time of the incident, were you COY/Ired @ I o White? 20 Negro? 

by any medical insurance, or were ~ou elt-aible 20 Negro? 3 0 Other? - SpeclfYjl 
(, .! for benefits from any otlJer type of ealth 

3 0 Other? -Specify, 
SKIP 

benefits program, such as Medicaid, Veterans' >- to 40 Combination - SpeclfY~ 
@) 

Administration, or Public Welfare? 120 
IlONa •••••• } SKIP to 100 
2 0 Don't know 

40 Don't know 50 Don't know 30Yes 

Page I~ 
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1:\\.> "\f~i~~\:iE~·f:~:;;.~;;\?5:;i,1;:;;\;~C( ;i: .· .. \~.~~.~»,':il CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued 1,:·<;::<>;):tii;</;>~·:'n.";::;;i'i:i8~ 
120. Were you the only person there besides the offender(s) Was a car or other motor vehicle taken? 

@) 10 Yes - SKIP to 130 CHECK t (Box 3 or 4 marked In 13fJ 

2oNo ITEM 0 o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

b. How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or DYes 
threatened? Do not include persons under 12 years 
of age. 140. Had permission to use the (car/motor vehicle) ever been 

@) 00 None - SKIP to 130 given to the p~rson who took it? 

<ill) 10NO •••••• } 
SKIP to Check Item E Number of persons 2 0 Don't know 

c. Were any of thes" persons members of your household? 30Yes Do not include household members under 12 years of age. 
@ oONo b. Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)? 

Yes - How ntany, not counting yourself? 
(@ 1 DYes 

(Also mark "Yes" in Check Item I on page 16) 2oNo 
130. Was something stolen or taken without permission that 

Is Box I or 2 marked in 13f? belonged to you or others in the household? 

t INTERVIEWER - InClude anything stolen from CHECK o No - SKIP to ISo 
unrecognizable busIness in respondent's home. ITEM E 
Do not include anything stolen from a r~cognlzable DYes 
0usiness in respondent's home or another bUSiness, such 

@) 
as merchandise or cash from a register. 

c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for instance, 
, DYes - SKIP to 13f in a pocket or being held by you when it was taken? 
:!ONo @) IOYes 

b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take something that 
belonged to you or others in the household? 20No 

@ 10 No - SKIP to /3e 

t 
Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in /3() 

20Yes CHECK DYes - SKIP to 160 
c. What did they try to take? Anything else? ITEM F 

ONo 
* (Mark 0/1 that apply) 

@) 10 Purse 
150. AIt09"th"r, what was the value of the PROPERTY 2 0 Wallet or money that was tQken? 

30Car INTERVIEWER - Exc/ude stolen cash. and enter SO for 
40 Other motor vehicle stolen checks and credit cards. even if they were used. 
5 0 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck. etc.) @) .~ 6 0 Don't know $ 

70 Other - Spec/f)' b. How did you decide the value of tho property that was 

* stolon? (Mark off that apply) 

t 
Did they try to take a purse, wallet, @) I 0 Original cost CHECK or money? (Box I or 2 marked In 13c) 

ITEMC o No - SKIP to 180 20 Replacement cost 

DYes sO Personal estimate of current value 

d. Was the (purse/walle·t/money) on your person, for 
40 Insurance report estimate 
50 Police estimate instance in a pocket' or bolng held? 
6 0 bon't know 

@) I DYes} 70 Other - Specify SKIP to 180 
2oNo 

10 
* 

e. What did happen? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

'-

@ 10 Attacked 
, 

160. Was 01/ or part of the stolen money or property recovered, 
except ~or anything received from Insurance? 20 Threatened with harm 

@ 'ONone} 
I 

3 0 Attempted to break into house or garage 
20 All SKIP to 170 

40 Attempted to break Into car 

50 Harassed, argument, abusive language SKIP 3D Part 
to 

s 0 Damaged or destroyed property 180 b. What wao recovered? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to damage or @) FE destroy property 

Cash: $ ... 
80 Other - Specify andlor 

* Property: (Mark off that apply) 
@ 00 Cash ollly recovered - SKIP to 170 

f. What was taken? What else? I Cl Purse 

@) .~ 2 o Wallet 
Cash: $ 

lOCar 
and/or 

40 Other motor vehicle 
* Property; (Mark alf that apply) 

50 p,art of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) @) o 0 Only cash taken - SKIP to 14c 

10 Purse 
6 0 Other - Specify 

2 o Wallet 

soCor 
40 Other motor vehicle c. Wllat was the value of the property recovere~ (excluding 
50 Part of car (AI/bcap, tape-deck, etc.) recovered nih)? 

6 0 Other - Speclfv @!) $ •• 'f~ 
Paae 15 
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170. Was there any insurance against theft? 

,ONo ••••• } 
SKIP to 180 

20 Don't know 

aOYes 

b. Was this loss reported to an Insurance company? 

'ONo ••••. } 
SKIP to 180 

20 Don't kno~ 

aOYes 

c. Was any of this loss recovered through insurance? 

I 0 Not y~t settled } 
SKIP to 180 

20No ••••••• 

aOYes 

d. How was 

INTERVIEWER - If property replaced by insurance 
company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate 
of value of the property replaced. 

lOa. Were the police Informed of this Incident In any way? 
@ IONo 

20 Don't know - SKIP to Check Item G 
Yes - Who told them? 

* @) 

a 0 Household member 
,.0 Someone else SKIP to Check Item G 
sO Police on scene 

b. What was the reason this incident was not reported to 
the police? (Mark all that apply) 
, 0 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
20 Did not think it Important "nough 
a 0 Police wouldn't Want to be bothered 
~ 0 Did not want to take time - too inconvenient 
sO Private or personal matter, did not want to report it 
60 Old not want to get Involved 
7 0 Afraid of reprisal 
B 0 Reported to someone else 
9 0 Other - Specify 

Is this person 16 years or older? 
o No - SKIP to Check H:!m H 
DYes - ASK 2/0 

you have a job at the time this incident happened? 
I 0 No - SKIP to Check Item H 
20Yes 

~~~s~~==~.~lll=>·.~~~ __ ~~~ __ ~~ 
180. Did any household member 10 .. any time from work 

cecause of this Incidont? 

b. was 
I 0 Same as described In NCS·3 Items 2Ba-e - SKIP to 

Check Item H 

@ 0 0 No - SKIP to 190 

Yes - How many members?)1 

b. How much time was lost altogether? 

@ I 0 Less than I day 

201-5 days 

a 06-10 days 

40 Over 10 dcys 

90. Was damaged but not tak .. n in this incident? 
For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing 
damaged, or damaglt done to a car, ote.? 

@ I 0 No - SKIP to 200 

20Yes 

b. (Was/were) the damaged item(s) r.paired or rep 

@ 1 0 Yes - SKIP to 19d 

20No 

c. How much would It cost to r.pair or replace the 
damaged Item(s)? 

@ $ •• } SKIP to 200 
X 0 Don't kr.ow 

d. How much was the r.pair or replacement co 

@ x 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 

.. 

s •• e. Who paid or will pay fc;7 tii. repairs '" replacement? 
(Mark all that apply) 

, 0 Household member 

20 Landlord 

a 0 Insurance 

4 0 Other - Specify 

Pa(B .6 

20 Different than describad in NCS-3 Ite_m_s_2_8_a_-_e ____ -t 

c. For whom did you work? (Nome of company, busIness, 
organization or other employer) 

d. kind of bus in ... or industry is this? ~f"?r examPle: TV 
and radio mfg., retail sht;Je store, State Labor Dept., farm) 

[J,~~ ____ ~ ______________ _ 
e. Were you _ 

f. 

lOAn employee of a PRIVATE company, busine .. or 
individual for wages, salary or commissions? 

2 0 A GOVERNMENT employe. (Federal, State, c:aunty or local)? 
aD SELF·EMPLOYI:O in OWN busine .. , profe .. la~al 

practice or farm? 
40 Working WITHOUT PAY in family busln ... or farm? 

.'<'I:r. you doing? (For example: electrical 
clerk, tYilist, fatmer) 

g. What were your most important actlviti.s or duti.s? (For example: 
typIng, keepIng account beaks, seiling cars, finIShing concrete, etc.) 

CHECK 
IrEM H 

CHECK 
ITEM I 

CHECK 
ITEM J 

or serIes 
of Incidents. 

Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an 
entry for "How r:any?" 
DNa 
DYes - Be sure you have an Incident Repart 

for each HH member 12 years of age 
or over Who was robbed, harmed, or 
threatened in this IncIdent • 

filled for thIs. person? 
o No - Go to next Incident Report. 
DYes - Is thIs the last HH member 

to be rntervlewed? 
o No - Interview next HH member. 
DYes - END ENTER VIEW, Enter 

total number of Crime 
IncIdent Reports fIlled for 
this household in Item 13 
on the cover 

------~ ----

o M 8 No. 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 31, 1977 . , 

rORM CV5.101 u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau IS confidential b)' ,,·11·73) SOCjAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTiCS ADMIN. 
law (Title 13. U.S. Code). It may be seen only by sworn Census BUREAU OF THE r ~Nsus 
employees and mny be used only for statistical purposes. 

1. IDENTIFICATION CODES 
a. PSU I b. Segment I c. L,ne N°'ld. Panel Ie. DeC 

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 
I. IntervIewer L ---'i' Total number cln SAMPLE code ,(I) Incorlents ,(2) Incident sheets 

INTRODUCTION 
Good morning (allernooll). I'm Mt(s.) __ (your name) __ from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, 
We are conducting a survey in this area to measure the extent to Which businesses are victims of 
burglaries and/or robberies. The Government needs 10 know how much crime there Is and where it Is 
to plan and administer programs which will have an impact on the crime problem. You can help by 
answering some quasllons lor me. 

~ Part I - BUk!ESS CHARACTERISTICS 

2a, Is Ihis establishment owned or operated as an Incorporated 7. Old anyonp. else operate any departments or 
business? concessions or some other business activity 

in this establishment during the 12 month 
1 [J Yes - SKIP 103 perIod ending ? 
2[lNo 

1 0 Yes - List each department, concessIon, or olher 
business acllvity on B separate line of 

b. How is this business owned or operated? Section V 01 Ihe segment folder, If not 
already listed. Complete a separate 

1 0 IntHvidual proprietorship questlonna/re for each one that falls on 

20 Partnership 
a sample /lne. 

l 0 Government - 'iTgZ~;~;o~I~~V~~~ g~; Y It 
20NO 

01 transportation DO NOT ASK ITEM B UNTIL PART II AND ANY 
_ 0 Other - Specify)! INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED 

8. What were your approximate sales of merchandise 
and/or receipts from servIces at this establishment 

3, Do you (the owner) operate more than one establishment? 
for the previous 12 months ending ? 
(Estimate annuat sales and/or receipts if not in 

I DYes business lor entire 12 months.) 
20No 10 None 

4. DId you (the owner) operate this establishment at 2;::J Under 510.000 
this location during the entire 12 month period lO SIO.OOO to 524.999 
ending ? _ 0 525.000 to $49.999 

o nYes 5 CJ$SO,OOO ta 599.999 

2 [J Na - HoW many months during " Months 60 SIOO.OOO to 5499.999 

Ihe designated period? 705500.000 to 5999,999 

6051,000.000 and aver 
5. Excluding you (the owner)(the partners) how 

many paid emptoyees did this establishment aver~ge 
• 0 Other - Speclly 

during the 12 month period ending ? INTERVIEWER USE ONLY 
o [] None _0 8-19 9a. Record of interview 
20 1- 3 5020 or more (1) Date 

J ['4-7 
(2) Name ,:of respondent 

6a. What do you consider your kInd 01 business 
(3) Title or re$pond~nt 10 be at this location? I OFFICE USE ONLY 
(4) ~ JArea codel Number I Extension 

b. Mark IX) one box b. Reason for non'lntervlew 
RETAIL MANUFACTURING ,. TYPE A 

10 Faod EO Durable I 0 Present occupant in business at end of 

2 0 E~tlng and drinking F 0 Nondurable survey period but unable to cQntact .. 

20 Refusal and in blJslness at end of survey period 
3 [] General merchandise 

REAL ESTATE J 0 Other Type A - SpeclfYj! 
4 o Apparel 
50 Furniture and GO Apartments 

BPpliance 11 0 Other real es tate TYPE B 
60 Lumber. hardware t 

40 Present occupant not In business at end .. mobile home dealers 
I OSERVICE of survey pUrfod. 

7 0 Automotive 
J 0 BANKS 

5 0 Vacant or closed 
B 0 Oru! and proprietary 60 Other Type B' (Seasonal, etc.) - SpeCifY'll 
• [l Liquor K 0 TRANSPORTATION 
A 0 Gasoline service 

~ 0 ALL OTHERS - SpeclfY'jZ TYPE e stations 

9 0 Other retail 70 Occupied by non listable actIvity 

60 pemollshed . WHOLESALE • 0 Other Type e - SpeclfY'jZ 
cODurablo 
00 Nondurable l 



\ 
82 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Washington 

.- Port II - SCREENING QUESTIONS 

Now I'd like to ask some questions about particular kinds of theft or attempted theft, 
These questions refer only to this establishment for the 12 month period beginning and ending 

10, During this period did anyone break into or some- 18, Why hasn't this establishment ever been insured against 
how illegally get Into this plac~ of business? burglary and/or robbery? 

... 1 Number 
' 0 Couldn't afford It 

1 !-~ Yes _ How many times?-- 20 Couldn't get anyone to insure Y'?u 

(Fill an rncldent Report lor each) 
30 Didn't need It 

.rl No 
4 0 Self- insured 

5 0 Premium too expensive 

II. (Otlier than the incident(sl Just mentioned,) during this 60 Other - SpecllY~ 

period did anyone find a door jimmied, a lock forced, 
or any other signs of an ATTEMPTED break,in? ~. 

19a. What security measures, b. When ware these 
,I Number if any, are present at security measures 

, r: 1 Yes - How many times? - this location noW, to first Installed 
(Fill an Incident Report lor each) protect it against or otherwise 

2 r~ No 
burglary and/or robbery? undertaken? 

Enter the , 
'. 12. Outing Ihis period were you, the owner, or any 

appropriate code 
Irom the list 

employee held up by anyone using a wea~on, given below. 
force or thteat of force on these premises? a. Mark (X) all that apply 

_I Number 
b. codes 

1 0 Alarm system - outside 
I rl Yes - How many times? ---r ringing ................. 

(Fill an Incident Reporl lor each) 

2 f-~ No 
' Cl Central alarm ••••• , ••••. 

13. (other than the Incident(s) already mentioned,) 
30 Reinforcing devices, such 

as bars on windows, grates, 
did anyone ATTEMPT to hold up you, theovmer, or gales, etc ••• A' •••••••• 4 .. 

any employee by using force or threatening to 
harm you while on these premises? 40 Guard, watchman ••••••••• 

_'I Number 
I !:' Yes - How many limes? ~ 50 Watch dog •••••••• , •••• 

(Fi /I an Inoidenl Report lor each) 
60 Firearms .. , ...... < •••••• 

2 (.' No 

14. (Olher than the incidenl(s) just mentioned,) during 
7 o Cameras ••• , ••••••••••• 

this period were you, the owner, or any employee held up 8 [lMHrors, , .............. , 

While delivering merchandise or carrying business mori~y 
9 Cl Locks •••••••••••••••• outside the business? 
A r., Comply with National 

.( Number .. B.<'Inklng Act (For 

I; Yes - How many times? --->- Banks only) •• , • , ~ •••••• 

(Fill an Incldenl Report lor each) • C Other - Specily 7 
2, . No 

IS. (other than the incident(s) just mentioned,) did 
anyone ATTH1PT to hold up you, the owner, or any c f ~"' None 

employee while delivering merchandise or carrying 
Codes for use In item 19b business money outside the business? 

I Number 
LESS THAN 1 YEAR AGO MORE THAN 1 YEAR 

I Y' .. - HoW many times? - 1 - Januart 7 - j~ly o _ 1-2 years ago 

(Fill an Incident Reporl lor each) 2 - February e - August 

• No 3 - March 9 - September 
E - 2-5 years ago 

f 

16a Is this establishment insured againsl burgulary an~ or • _ Ap'ill A - October F - More than 5 

robbery by mi);ms other than self·insurance? 5 - May B - November 
years ago 

-;;:=-:-·-ir~ 

1;+ Yes (I -- June C - O~cember II 
2~'i No J SKIP to 17a 

20. INTERVIEWER ~ Were there "Q" incidents .3;~ . Doo't know 

b. Does Ihe insurance also cover other Iyp~s of crime losses, CHEGKITEM reported in 10-15? 

such as vandalism or shoplifting and 'employee theft? DYes -Delach Incident Reporls, 

I Yes} 
enter"C" in Items 19(1) 

:.. SKIP 10 19a (i 
and !2) on page I, and 

2 ~ . No conI nue with Item B, 

17a. Has this establishmenl ever been insured against 
o No - Enler number 01 Incldenls 

In lIem 1 g(1 J on pege 1, and 
burglary and or robbery by means other than conlinue with IIrst Incident 
,self-insurance? Reporl. 

t ~-~ Yes NOTES 
2:-; No - SKIP 10 18 
1 ~'Oon't know -SKIP 10 19. 

b. Did the insurance also cover other types of crime losses, 
such as vandalism or shoplifting and employ .. e theft? 
loYes "i) '/ 
'DNa -

" 

c. Old you drop the insurance or did the company cancel . your policy? 
I 0 Bustnessman dropped It .' •••• :. } SKIP 10 19. 
20 Insurance company canceHed pollc)' 

FO cv RM $ t ot n.l • 

i==:;:;::c~ 

TRANSCRIBE THE !DENT/FICA TION CODES FROM ITEM 1 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPDRT FOR EACH INCIDENT. . 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
o. PSU I b. Segmenl JC' Line No. I d, Panel -,e. DCC 

You said that during the 12 months beginning 
and ending (re/er 10 screening questions 
10-15 lor description 01 crime), 

1. In whal month did Ihis (did the first) Incident happen? 
I Cl Jan. 40 April 70 july A Cl OCt. 
• 0 Feb. 5 [J May • 0 Aug. " n Nov. 
30 Mar. 6 Cl june • 0 Sept. C t.J Dec. 

2. About what time did it happen? 
I 0 During the day (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 

At nighl (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 
• ~ 6 p.m, - Midnight 
3 Cl Midnight - 6 a.m· 
4 r..-: Don't know what time at night 

50 Don't know 

3. Where did Ihls incident Jake place? 
t 0 At thIS place of bUSIness 
2 C1 On delIvery 
J 0 Enro-"Ite to bank 
4 Cl Other - Speclly 

4. Were you, the owner, or any employee present while this 
incident was occurlng? 
1 [l Yes \ 

2 C No - SKIP 10 10 
... J [1 Oonit know 

Sa. Did the pels on holding you up have a weapon or something 
that was used as a weapon, such as a bollie or wrench? 
I rYes 
'ClNo J 
3 Q Don't know SKIP 10 63 

b. What was the weapon? 
, [, Gun 
2 r-.l Knife 
3 r: Other - Specify 

6a. HoW many persons wefe involved in committing the crime? 
I rl One - Conlinue IVllh 6b belolY 
zr-1Two } 
1 r-; Three SKIP 10 6. 
4 ["' Four or more 
5 n Don't know - SKIP 10 7a 

b. How did would you say the pelson was? 
, r-: Under 12 4 G IB-20 
2 [-112-1. ~ Cl21 or over 
,{-IIS-17 6 rl Don't know 

c, Was the pelson male or female? 
I r1Maie 
2 Li Female 
3 r~1 Don', know , 

d. Was he (she) -
I nWhite? } '''''". 
2[1 Black? 
3 r Other? - Specfly 
4 r: 1 Don't know 

e. How old would you say the youngesl person was? 
I Ll Under 12 _rlI8-:IO 
·r1 12- H 5 e121 or over - SKIP 10 6g 
,rl 1S- 17 !,i r:~ Don't know 

,. HoW old would you say the oldest person was? 
I [1 Under 12 4018-20 
'0 12- 1• 5 ["J 21 or over 
3 DIS-17 6 C1 Don't know 

I, Were they male or female? 
I o All male 3D Male and remale 
2 DAIl remale 40 Don't know 

h. Were they - . 
10 Only white? 
• 0 Only black? 
10 Only oth~r? - Speclly 

• 0 Some comblnallon? - Specify 
50 Don', know 

Survey IAlk~ments 

o .M.B. No . 41 ·R2662j Approval Expires "M~rth 31 j 1977 
FORM CVS·l01 U.S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
\7·11·131 SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN". 

BUREAU Of'" THl! CENSUS 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

I. ~;.'dent ! • fNCIDENT NUMBER 
Recorrl which incirlent (1, 2, etc.) 
is covererl by this page 

7a. Were you, the owner, or any employee injured In Ihis 
Incident, seriously enough to require medical allention? 

I r.1 Yes - How many? . Number 

, [1 No - SKIP to 9a 

b. How many of them slayed In a Number 

hospital overnight or longer? 

8. Of. those receiving treatment In or out of a hospital, did 
thiS business pay for any of the medical expenses not 
covered by a regular health benefits program? 
I r:l Yes - How much . rID was paid? $ 

2l.l No 
3 [1 Don't know 

9a. Old any deaths occur as a result of this incident? 
I [1 Yes 
• Cl No - SKIP 10 15a 

b. Who was killed? c. How many? 

I 
(M~rk (X) atl Ihat apply) 

I I D Ownerls) ••••.•••••• , • , . 

2 i:-t Employees , •••.•••••• , •• 

3 r.l CU$ tomers ••••••••••.••• 

4 r: ~ Innocent bystander(s) •••••• , 

5 !- Offender(s) •••• , •• , ....... 

6 r: 1 Pol ice .••••• , ••• ' , •• ~ •• 

7 r-; Other - SpeCl/y , 

SKIP to 15a 

10. Did the ollender enter, attempt to enter, or remain in Ihis 
establishment i1lega lIy? 

1;:: Yes 

2rl No p 
OiscontilWc use of Incident Report. Ellter at tho to/J of 
this sheet "Out 01 Scope-Larceny:' eflfse mcldent 
number, change Ih~ answors to screening questions 1O-1fJ 
change (Jumber 01 mcident!. In it.em Ig(l J, page 1 and go I 

on to the next reported incident. /I no other'meldents 
~:ea~1f~r~~~ ~~:r~~:~~,fl:~:;~w~nd complete items '9(2) 

II. Did Ih'! ollender(s) aclually get in or just Iry to get in? 
I' ~ :. Actually got In 

2 r-' JUSt tfled to gel In 

12. Was there a broken windolY, broken lock, alarm, or any 
other evidence thai the ollender(s) forced itrled to force) 
his (their) way in? 
I" l, Yes 
• r:' No - SKIP 10 14 

13. What was the evidence? (Mark ~I/ Ihnt applyl 

I [~ Brok.en Ic;)ck or Window 

}"",,,~ 2 f:--! Forced door 

3 ["'!Ala'rm 

- 4C!Other Speclly 

14. How did the ollender(s) get In (try to gel in)? 
t C~ Through u'1iocked door ur wlndow 

20 Had a ~ey 
3 0 Other - Specify 

40 Don't know 

N 
C 

D 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

Pale 3 
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" , ' INCIDENT REPORT - Continued , 

15a. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident,? For 18a. Old you, the owner, or any ~mployee here lose any lime 
example, a lock or winliow broken, damaged merchandise, etc. from'work because of this incident? . r Number 
I DYes 

I 0 Yes - How many people?_ 
20 No - SKIP 10 16a 

2 0 No - SKIP 10 19a 
b. Was (were) the damaged Item(s} repaired or replaced? 

I 0 Yes - SKIP 10 15d b. How many work days were lost al:,'gether? 
20No 

I Q Less than I day 
c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the damages? 201-5 days 

(Estimate) 

• ~}SKIP 10 15e 

30 6- 10 days .1 Days 
$ 40 Over 10 days - How many? _ 
x 0 Don', know 5 Cl Don't know 

d. HoW much did it cost to repair or replace the damages? 
19a. Were any security measures taken after this incident to 

$ .00 protect the establishment fro III future incidents? 

v 0 No cost - SKIP 10 16a I DYes 
X 0 Don't know 20 No -SKIP to 20a 

e. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? 
b. What measure~.'~~re taken? " (Mark (X) a/l Ihal apply) 

(Mark (X) all (nal apply) 1 [1 This business " 
2 0 Insurance , 0 Alarm system - outside ringing 
3 0 Owner or Building (landlord) 

2 0 Central alarm 40 Other -Speclly 
:3 0 Reinforcing deVices, &rates. gates, sO Don't know 

bars on window, etc. 

16a. Did the offender(s) take any money? (Exclude money 4 0 Guard, watchman 
belonging to customers or stote personnel) 50 Watcl> dog 
I 0 Yes - What was the .00 60 Firearms total value?-- $ 
20No 70 Cameras 

b. Did the offender(s) take any merchandise, equipment or a o Mirrors 

supplies? (Exclude personal property belonging to • 0 Lock. 
customers or store personnel.) 

A 0 Other - Specify "7 
I eYes - What was the $ . Ii] - total value?_ 
2 [-) No -SKIP 10 .17a II answer to r6a 

. is yes; otherwise SKIP to l8a 

20a. Was this incidenl reported tD the police? 
c. How was the value determined? 

1 Cl Yes - SKIP to 21 1 i~: Original CCist 

2 r1 Replacement COSt 2r' No 
3QOther Specily 

b. What was Ihe reason this incident was not reported 
17a. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property to the police? 

was recovered by insurance? (Mar/( (X) all thar apply) 

$ .~ I r' Police already knew of the inCident 

V 0 None - Why not?7 2 ~ .... NOlhing could be done - lack of proor 

3 . Old not think It irr.portant enough I 0 Didn't report it 
2. 0 Does not have insurance 4 ... , Old not wan~ to bother Police ,. 
3 0 Not settled yCt 

.5 ['~ Old not want to lakt> the lime 
4 C1 Poltcy has a deductible 

S 0 Money and/or merchandise was recovered 6 C Old nor want 10 get Involved 

·x 0 Oon-t know 7 C ~ Afraid of reposat 

b. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property .8 i'J Reported In someone el se 
was recovered by means other than insurance? 

• C' Other - Specify, 
$ .00 
V 0 Non. } SKIP 10 ~Ba 

21. INTERVIEWER. Is this the last InCident x Cl DonOt know . 

CHECK ITEM Report to be comp I eted? c. By what means was the stolen money 1pd:or 
~~ Yes - ~~~~ie,'g r,:~~ I,;!~t property recovered? 

I C1 Pol,ce n 8, 9, aad end interviewo 

20 Other - Speclly r" No - Fill rhe n •• , tncidenl 
• J Report. 

NOTES 

'~ 

Pale .. 
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TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDENTIFICATION CODE 
a. PSU I b. Segment I c. Line No. I d. Panel l DCC 

You said that during the 12 months beglnnlnl ___ 
and ending (reler to screening questions 
10-15 lor description 01 crime) • 

1. In What month did this (did the first) incident happen? 
I o Jan. 4DApril 70 July AOOct. 
20 Feb. SOMay BOAug. a 0 Nov. 
3 o Mar. 60 June • 0 Sep,. cO Dec. 

2. About what time did it happen? 
1 0 During the day (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 

At night (6 r.m. - 6 a.m.) 
206 p.m. - Midnight 
3D Midnlgh, - 6 a.m. 
40 DonOt know what time at nIght 

sO Don.'t know 

3. Where did this Incident take place? 
1 0 At this place of business 
2 0 On delivery 
3 0 Enroute to bank 
• 0 O,her - Specify 

4. Were you, the owner, or any employee present While this 
Incident was occurinc? 
I DYes 
20 No -SKIP 10 10 
30 Don't know 

Sa. Did the person holdlnr you up have a weapon or something 
that was used as a weapon, such as a boUle or wrench? 
1 DYes 
20No J 3D Don" know SKIP to 6a 

b. What was the weapon? 
10Gun 
20 Knife 
3 0 Other - Specify 

6a. How many persons were Involved In commlUln,the crime? 
I [] On; - Continue with 6b below 
20Two } 
3 0 Three SKIP 10 6e 
4 0 Four or more 

Survey Instruments 

OM B No 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 31 1977 .. 
FORM CVS.l01 U,S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 17.,1·73) 

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

INCfDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

f. Incident /. INCIDENT NUMBER 
No. Recorcl which inciclenl (1,2, elc.) 

is cover.cI by fhis page 

7a. Were you,the owner, or any employee Injured in this 
Incident, seriously enough to require medical aUention? 

I 0 Yes - How many? • Number 

2 0 No - SKIP 10 9a 

Number b. How many of them stayed In a 
hospital overnight or longer? 

8. Of those receiving treatment in or out of a hospital, did 
this business payJol any of the medical expenses not 
covmd by a regular health benefits program? 
I 0 Yes - How much 

.~ was paid? $ 

ZONo 
3 0 Don't know 

9a'. Old any deaths occur as a result of tJtis IncIdent? 
1 DYes 
20 No -SKIP 10 15a 

b. Who was killed? c. How many? 
(Mark (X) alllhat apply) 

I OOwner(s) ••••••..•.••.•. 

2. 0 Employees, •••• 0 •••• , •• 0 

l 0 Customers •• 0 •••• 0 • , , , • , 

40 'nnocent bystander(s) • , 0 ••• '. 

5 0 Orfender(s) •••••••••••••• 

60 Pollee •.••••••.••.••••• 

7 0 OL~e, - SpecIlY71 

-
SKIP 10150 

N 
C 

o 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
a 
R 
T 

50 Don', know - SKIP to 7a 10, Old the offender enter, aUemptto enter, or remain in this 
establishment iIIellUy? 

b. How old WOUld you say the person was? 
I Dyes 10 Un de, 12 40 18-20 
20 NO, 20 12~;1 5021 or over 

3D 15-17 sO Don"t know 
Discontinue use ollneldent Report. Enter al the lop 01 

c. Was the person male, or female? this sheet "Out:ol Scope-Larceny/' erase Incident 
10Mnie ~~~':;~' n"J':ti," 0~hin~7J:"~~s 1~0/f;~e~~!7r. ~~~~tl7,n:n',f;~5, 
20 Femal. on 10 the ne'l reporled incident. /I no other incldenls 

are reP2rled, return to page I end complele Items Ig(2} 10 Oon'[ know 
8, arlO 9 and end Ihe Interview. 

d. Was he (she) -
11. Old the offender(s) actually,etln 01 just try to ,etln? '0 White? 

}"","h 2 Cl Black? 1 0 Actually gOt In 
3 0 Other? - Specl/y 20 JUSt tried '0 ,e, In 40 Don't know 

12. W,S there a broken window, broken lock, aillm, or any e. How old would you say the youn,est pelson WIS? 
other evidence that the offender,(s) fOlced (tried to force) '0 Unde, 12 _0 18-20 his (their) wly In? 20 12-1~ 50 21 ~r over - SKIP to 6g 
1 DYes 30 15- 17 60 Don't know 

f. How old would you say the otdest ~erson wzs? 20 "10 - SKIP 10 14 
10 Under 12 _0 18-20 13. Whit was the evidence? Wark alllhal apply) 2 0 12-1~ sD21 or over 

1 0 Broken lock or window 

}""o'" 
lO 15-17 60 Don't know 

,. Were they male or femlle? 2 0 Forced do~r 
1 o All male l 0 Male and remale 3D AI.,m 
2 o All fema'. 4 0 Oon·t know • 0 O'her - Specify 

h., Were they -
14. How did Ihe O".nl~I(S} ,et In (try to ,et In)? I 0 Onfy white? 

z 0 Onlybllck? t 0 Throulh u"'llocked door or window 
3 0 Only ot~~r? - Specify 20 Had a key .' 
• 0 Some combination? - Specify 

l 0 Other - Specify 50 Don', know 
• 0 Don', know 

Pa.e 5 
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86 Criminal Victimization Surveys In Washington 

ISa. Was anythinl dama.ed but not taken In this Incident? For 
example, a lock or window broken, damalld merchandise, etc. 
I DYes • 
z 0 No - SKIP to 16a 

b. Was (were) the damaeed item(s) repaired or replaced? 
I 0 Yes - SKIP to r5d 
ZoNo 

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the damages? 
(Estimate) 
s ______ ~ 

SKIP to 15e 

d. How cost to rep'air or replace the damales? 

$_------ ~ 
v 0 No cost -SKIP to 16a 
x 0 Don't know 

e. Who paid or will pay lor the repairs or replacement? 
(!Jark (X) all that apply; 
, 0 This business 
2 0 Insurance 
3 0 Owner of Building (landlord) 
40 Other - Speclfy ____________ _ 

5 0 Don't know 

16a. Did the offender(s) take any money? (Exclude money 
belonline to customers or store personnel) 
I 0 Yes - What was the r:::l 

tot.1 value?_ S • ~ 
zoNo 

____ .fiil 
• 0 No -SKIP to 17a II answer to 16a 

Is yes; otherwise SKIP to lBa 

z 0 No - SKIP .to 19a 

b. How many work days were lost altogether? 
I 0 Less than I day 

201-5 days 
306-10 days 

4 0 Ovor 10 days - How many? 

sO Don't know 

19a. Were any security measures taken alter this incident to 
protect the establishment Irom luture incidents? 

1.0Yes 

• 0 No - SKIP to 20a 

b. What measures wele taken? 
(Mark (X) a/l that apply) 

1 0 Alarm system - outside ringing 

20 Central alarm 

3D Reinforcing devices. grates, gates, 
bars on window, etc. 

40 Guard. watchman 

sO Watch dog 
60 Firearms 

70 ~ameras 
sDMlrror.s 

• 0 L6cks 
A 0 Other - Specify )t 

------------------~20a. Was this incident reported to the police? 
c. How was the value determined? 

I 0 Original cost I 0 Yes - SKIP to 21 

2 0 Replacemen~ COSt 2- 0 No 
Other - Specify 

l7a. How much, II any. 01 the stolrn money and/or property 
was recovered by Insurance? '.1 

S .~ 
v 0 None - Why not? J!' 

1 0 Didn't report it 

2 0 Does not have insurance 
3 0 Not settled yet 

40 Policy has a deductlblo 
sO Money and/or merchandise was recovered 

X 0 Don't know 

b. How much, II any, 01 the stolen money and/or property 
was recovered by means other than insurance? 

s . [I'J 
v oNono 
x 0 Don'( know 

SKIP to lBa 

c. By what means was the stolen money and/or 
property recovered? 
10 Police 
z 0 Other - Specify _________ ---

b. What was the reason this Incident was not reported 
to the police? 
(Mark (X) alf thai apply) 

1 0 Police already knew of the jncident 

2 D Nothlng could be done -lack of proof 

3D Old not think it important enough 

40 Did not .want to bother police 

50 Old not want to take the time 

60 Did not want to get involved 

70 Afraid of reprisal 

~ 0 Reported N;l someone el se 

• 0 Other - SpeCify, 

INTERVIEWER 
CHECK ITEM 

~ Is this the last Inci dent r Report to be completed? 
C1 Yes - Return to page 1 and 
• complete Items Ig(2}, 

8, "g, and end Intervlewt 

o No - FIIUhe .neXI Jncldent 
Report, 

Pale 6 

TRANSCRIBE THE /DENTIFICA TlON CODES-FROM ITEM 1 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT. 

IDENTI'FICATION CODE 
•• PSU , b. Segment , e. Line No. r' Panel '0. DCC 

You said that during the 12 months beglnnlng ___ 
and ending (r.fer to screening questions 
10-15 lor description 01 crime). 

1. In what month did this (did the Ilrst) incident happen'! 
,0Jan. 4 o April 70 July A-OOct. 
zo Feb. soMay aoAug. B 0 NoV. 

~. 3 o Mar. 60 June • 0 Sept. cO Dec. 
2. About what time did it happen? 

I 0 During the day '(6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 
At night (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 
z 0 6 p.m. - Midnight 
3 0 Midnight - 6 •• m. 
40 Don't know what time ,at night 

50 Don't know 

3. Where did this incident take place? 
I 0 At thiS place of buslness 
? 0 On delivery 
3 D Enroute to bank 
40 Other - Speclly 

4. Were you, the owner, or any employee present While this 
incident was occurlng? 
I DYes 
z 0 No -SKIP to 10 
30 Don't know 

Sa. Did the person holding you up have a weapon or something 
that was used as a weapon, such as a boUle or wrench? 
I DYes 
zo No J. 30 Don" know SKIP to 6a 

b. What was the weapon? 
I o Gun 
• 0 Knife 
3 0 Other - SpeclJy 

6a. Ho~ many persons were involved In committing ihe crime? 
1 0 One - Continue with 6b below 

20Two } 
3 0 Three SKIP to 6e 
4 0 Four or more 
50 Don', know -SKIP ro 7a 

-. 
b. How old would you say the person was? 

10 Unde, 12 40 18- 20 
'012-11 5021 or over 
3015-17 6oD",,'tknow 

c. iii3$ii;e person male or lemale? 
10Ma'e 
• 0 Female 
30 Oon't know 

d, Was, he (she) -
10 White? },,"" ,. Z 0 Black? 
3 0 Other? - Specify 
4 0 Oon', know 

e. ~ow old would y~u say the younlest person was? 
10 UndO{ 12 _0 18- 20 
• 012-11 5021 0.' ovor - SKIP to 6g 
30 15- 17 60 Don't know 

I. How old would you say the oldest person was? 
10 Uoder 12 _018-20 
zo 12-/4 • 0 21 or ovor 
30 15- 17 60 Don't know 

I. Were they lIIale or lema Ie? 
I o All male l 0 Male and fomale 
zo Ali remole ,. 0 Don't knqw 

h. Were they -
I 0 Only white? 
• 0 Only black? 

• 30 Only other? - Spoolly 
-.0 SOllie combination? - Speclly 
10 Oon', know 

Survey Instruments 

OM B No 41 R2662' A oval E Ir M h 31 1977 .. , ppr xp es arc 
FORM CVS.l01 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
11·11"13) SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

BU~EAU OF THE CENSUS 

INCIDENT REPORT 
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 

CITY SAMPLE 

f. ~oc.;dent ,. INCIDENT NUMBER 
Recorcl which inclclent (7, 2, etc.) 
;. coverecl by this page 

7a. Were you, the owner, or any employee Injured In this 
Incident, seriously enough to require medical aUention? 

I 0 Yes - How many? • Number 

• 0 No -SKIP to ga 

b. How many 01 them stayed In a 
hospital overnight or longer? 

Number 

8. 01 those receiving treatment In or out 01 a hospital, did 
this buslpess pay lor any 01 the medical expenses not 
covered by a regular health benefits program? 
I 0 Yes - How much .IIJ was paid? s 
zoNo 
30 Don't know 

9a. Old any deaths occur as a result 01 this Incident? 
I DYes 
Z 0 No -SKIP to 15a 

b. Who was killed? c. How many? 
(Mark (X) a/l that apply) 

1 0 O",ner(s) ••.•.••••••••.• 

2 0 Employees ••••• ~ •••• t ••• 

3 0 Customers ••••••• ~ •••••• 

,. 0 Innocent bystander(s) ........ 

5 0 Offender(s). , •••••••••••• 

60 Pollee ..... , ... , .......... 

70 Other - Speclly, 

SKIP to 150 

10. Old the offender enter, aUempt to enter, or remale in this 
establishment Illegally? 

I DYes 
ZoN0 7 
Plscontlnue use 01 Incident Report. Enter at the top of 
this sheet HOut 01 Scope-Larceny," erase Incident 
number. change the answers to scrB8nln~ questions 10-15, 
change number at Incidents In /lem Ig(l , page I, and go 
On fa the next reported incident. /I no of her Incidents 
are reported, return to page 1 and complete /lems Ig(2) 
B, and 9 and end the Interview. 

. 11. Old the offender(s) actually let In or Just try to let In? 
I 0 Acwally got In 

~-"'>" 

2 0 Just tried to get In 

12. Was there a broken Window, broken tock, alarm, or an), 
other evidence that the offender(s) lorced (tried to lorce) 
his (their) way In? 

I DYes 
Z 0 No - SKIP to 14 

13, What was the evidence? (Mark all th~t apply) 

1 0 Broken lock or Window 

},"",& z 0 Forced door 
3 o Alarm 
- 0 Other - Specify 

14. How i11d the offender(s) lei In (try to ,et In)? 
I DJltrou&l'l unlocked door or window 

z 0 Had a koy 
3 0 Other - Specify 

• 0 Don't know 

I 
N 
C 

o 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
p 

a 
R 
T 
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Si >' ;(,:b;;:~~':,(';":;"1 INCIDENT REPORT _ Continued' ,', " .. 

15a. Was anything damaged but not taken in Ihis Incident? For 18a. Did yo'u, the owner, or any employee here lose any lime 
example, a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc. from work because of this incident? ,I N b 
1 DYes - --" I 0 Yes - How many people?_ 
20 No -SKIP /0 16. 

b. Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced? 
20 No -SKIP /0 19. 

1 0 yes - SKIP /0 15d b. How many work days were lost altogether? 
'oNo 

I 0 Less "'an I day 

C. How much would it cost to repair or replace the damages? 201-5 days 
(Estimate) 

$ 
.liJ}SKIP to 159 

30 6- 10 days .l Days 

40 Over 10 days - How many?_ 
x 0 Don't know sO Don't know 

d. How much did It cost to rep.alr or replace the damages? 
19a. Were any security measures taken after this incident to 

$ .[iJ protect the establishment from future incidents? 

v 0 No cost - SKIP to 16a I DYes 
X 0 Don't know 

, 0 No - SKIP to 20a 
e. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? 

(Mark (X) a/l that apply) b. What measures were taken? 
I 0 This business (Mark (X) a/l that apply) 
2 0 Jnsurance 

1 0 Alarm system - outside ringing 
3 0 Owner of Building (landlord) 
4 0 Other - Specify 20 Central a',nm 

sO Don't know J 0 Reinforcing devices, grates, gates, 
bars on window,. etc. 

16a. !lid the ollender(s) take any money? (Exclude money 4 0 Guard. watchman 
belonging to customers or store personnel) sO Watch dOE 
I 0 Yes - What was the .E!J 60 Firearms total value?_ $ 
2oNo 70 Cameras 

b. Did the offender(s) take any merchandise, equipment or a o Mirrors 
supplies? (Exclude personal property be tonging to .0 Locks 
customers or store personnel.) 

A 0 Other - spec/ty.., 
I 0 Yes - What was the .5!J total value?_ $ 

2 0 No - SKIP to 17a If answer to 16a 
Is yesj otherwise SKtP to lSa 

C. How was the value determined? 
20a. Was this incident reported to the polite? 

1 0 Original cost 10 Yes -SKIP tq 21 

20 Replacement cost 2 rJ No 
l 0 Other - Specify 

b. What was the reason this incident was not reported 
17a. How much, if any, 01 the stolen money and/or property to the police? 

was recovered by insurance? (Mark (X) a/,~that apply) 

$ .liJ I 0 Police already knew of ,the Incident 

V 0 None - Why not? Jr 20 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 

I 0 Didn't repOH It 1 C) Old not think it important enough 

20 Does no~ have insurance 40 Old not want to bother police 
3 0 Not settled ret 

5 0 Did not want to take the time 40 PoliCy has a deductible 

50 Money and/or merchandise was recovered 60 Did not want to get involved 
X 0 Don't know 

70 Afraid of reprisal 

" 

b. How much, if any, 01 the slolen money and/or property 8 0 Reported to Someone el se 
was recovered by means other lhan insurance? 

90 Other - specl/Y7 
$ [i] 
voNone } 
X 0 Don't know SKtP to 18a 21. INTERVIEWER ~ Is this the last Incident 

c. By what means was the stolen money andlor CHECK ITEM R~port to be completed? 
property recovered? o Yes - Return to ff?e , and 
10 Police 

completo lems 19(2}. 
8. 9, and end Interview. 

2 0 Ot"er - Specify o No - Fill the nOK' Incidont 
Report. ' 

NOTES 
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APPENDIX II 
HOUSEHOLD SURVEY 
Technical information 

and standard error tables 

With respect to crimes against persons and 
households, survey results contained in this publica­
tion are based on data gathered during early 1974 
from persons residing within the city limits of 
Washington, 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 household during the initial visit~ 

interviews by telephone were permiSsible thereafter. 
The only exemptions to the requirement for personal 
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci­
tated persons, and individuals who were absent from 
the household during the entire field interview 
period; for these persops, interviewers were required 
to obtain proxy responses from a knowledgeable 
adult member of the household. Survey records were 
processed and weighted, yielding results representa­
tive both of the city's population as a whole and 
of sectors within society. Because they are based on 
a sample survey rather than a complete enumeration, 
the results are estimates. 

Sample design and size 
The basic frame from which the sample was 

drawn for the National Crime Survey household 
survey in Washington was the complete housing 
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970 

Census of Population and Housing. For the purpose 
of sample selection, the city's housing units were 
distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various 
characteristics. Occupied units, which comprised 
the majority, were grouped into 100 strata defined 
by a combination of the following characteristics: 
type of tenure (owned or rented); number of 
household members (five categories); household in­
come (five categories); and race of head of 
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 Duilt after 1970. 

A total of 11,694 housing units in Washing­
ton was designated for the sample. Of these, 
1,414 were visited by interviewers during the 
survey period but were found to be vacant, demol­
ished, converted to nonresidential use, temporarily 
occupied by nonresidents, or otherwiselneligible 
for the survey. At an additional 739 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 o~cupants of 
9,541 housing qnits, and the rate of participation 
among units qualified for interviewing was 92.8 
percent. Participating units were occupied by a 
total of 18,516 persons age 12 and over, or an 
average of 1.94 residents of the relevant ages per 
unit. Interviews were conducted with 18,353 of 
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 99.1 
percent among eligible residents. 

-..",.~ 
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90 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Washington 

Estimation procedure 

Data records generated by survey interviews 
were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights­
one for crimes against persons and another for 
crimes against households. For interviews conducted 
at housing units selected from the Census housing 
inventory, the following elements determined the 
final weights: (l) a basic weight, reflecting the 
selected unit's probability of being included in the 
sample; (2) a factor to compensate for the sub­
sampling of units, a situation which arose in instances 
where the interviewer discovered many more units 
at the sample address than had been listed in the 
decennial Census; (3) a within-household noninter­
view adjustment, applied solely in tabulating crimes 
against persons, to account for situations where at 
least one but not all eligible persons in a household 
were interviewed; (4) a household noninterview 
adjustment to account for households qualified to 
participate in the survey but from which an inter­
view was not obtained; and (5) a household ratio 
estimate factor for bringing estimates developed 
from the sample of 1970 housing units into 
adjustment with the complete Census count of 
such units. 

The household ratio estimation procedure was 
a key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent 
of sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin 
of error in the tabulated survey results. It also com­
pensated for the exclusion from each stratum of any 
households that already were included in samples 
br certain other Census Bureau programs. The 
procedure was not applied to interview records 
gathered from residents of group quarters or of units 
constructed after the Census. 

In producing estimates of personal incidents 
(as opposed to those of personal victimizations), 
a further weighting adjustment was required in those 
cases where the basic unit of tabulation was an 
incident involving more than one person, thereby 
allowing for the probability that such incidents had 
more than one chance of coming into the sample. 
Thus, if two persons were victimized during the 
same incident, the weight assigned to the record for 
that incident (and associated characteristics) was 
reduced by one-half in order not to introduce 
double counts in the tabulated data. When a 

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

personal crime was reported in the household survey 
as having occurred simultaneously with a com­
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that 
the incident was represented in the commercial 
survey, and, therefore, it was not counted as an 
incident of personal crime. However, the details of 
the outcome of the event as they related to the 
victimized individual would be reflected in the house­
hold survey results. 

For household crimes, the final weight con­
sisted of all steps described above except the third. 
Tn the household sector, victimizations and incidents 
are synonymous, since each distinctly separate 
criminal act was defined as having been experienced 
by a single household. Thus, the concept of multi­
household incidents was inapplicable, and an ad­
justment comparable to that made in the personal 
sector to account for multiperson incidents was 
unnecessary. 

Tn performing the estimation procedure that 
yielded the results appearing in this pUblication, 
there was no adjustment for bringing the survey­
derived estimates into accord with any independent, 
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse­
quent to the initial processing of survey results, 
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the 
relevant popUlation. These estimates indicate that 
an undercoverage amounting to about 13.0 percent 
of the relevant population occurred in the 1974 
survey of Washington households. As a result, 
population figures that serve as bases for rates of 
victimization for crimes against persons understated 
the size of the population, and victimization and 
incident counts for crimes against persons also were 
too low. In order to bring estimates in this report 
into accord with this post-Census estimate, popula­
tion control figures and levels of victimizations and 
incidents for crimes against persons should be in­
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of 
1.130235. However, all relative figures-namely 
personal victimization rates and other data on per­
sonal crimes expressed in percentages-appearing 
on the data tables remain unaffected by the applica­
tion of an independent population estimate, as the 
adjustment factor is applicable to both the numera­
tors and denominators used in computing such 
figures. Furthermore, the adjustment is not appli­
cable to data on household crimes. 

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, [1~l?refore, a gauge of the 
precision with which the estimate from a particular 
sample approximates the average result of all pos­
sible samples. The estimate and its associated 
standard error may be used to construct a confidence 
interval, that is, an interval having a prescribed 
probability that it would include the average result 
of all possible samples. The average value of all 
possible samples mayor may not be contained in any 
particular computed interval. The chances are about 
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ 
from the average result of all possible samples by 
less than one standard error. Similarly, the chances 
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference woul~ be 
less than 1.6 ,times the standard error; about 95 out 
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times the 
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it 
would be less than 2.5 times the standard error. The 
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range 
of values given by the estimate minus the standard 
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the 
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete 
census would fall within that range. Likewise, the 
95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti­
mate plus or minus two standard errors. Standard 
errors applicable to data on crimes against persons 
and households are presented at the end of this 
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use. 

In addition to sampling error, the estimates 
presented in this report are subject to so-called non­
sampling e,rror. Major sources of such error are 
related tc the ability of respondents to recall victimi-

Household Survey 91 

zation experiences and associated details that oc­
curred during the 12 months prior to the time of 
interview. Research on the capacity of victims to 
recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing 
persons who were victims of offenses drawn from 
police files, indicates that assault is the least well 
recalled of the crimes measured by the National 
Crime Survey program. This may stem in part from 
the observed tendency of victims not to report 
crimes committed by offenders known to them, 
especially if they are relatives. In addition, it is 
suspected that, among certain societal groups, crimes 
that contain the elements of assault are a part of 
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or 
are not considered worth mentioning to a survey 
interviewer. Taken together, these recall problems 
may result in a substantial understatement of the 
"true" rate of victimization from assault. 

Another source of nonsampling error related to 
the recall capacity of respondents involves telescop­
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-month 
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier 
-or, in a few instances, those that happened after 
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample 
of the National Crime Survey program, the city 
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure 
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and 
the magnitUde of telescoping has not been de­
termined. 

Methodological research undertaken in prepara­
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi­
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are 
reported when one household member reports for 
aU persons residing in the household than when 
each household member is interviewed individually. 
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted 
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response 
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only 
exceptions to the rule. 

Additional nonsampling errors can result from 
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis­
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper 
coding and processing of data. Many of these 
errors would 'also occur in a complete census. 
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser .. 
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro­
priate, as well as edit procedures in the field and at 
the clerical and computer processing stages, were 
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utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low 
leve1. As calculated for this survey, the standard 
errors partially measure only those nonsampling 
errors arising from random response and inter­
viewer errors; they do not, however, take into ac­
count any systematic biases in the data. 

Concernin,g the reliability of data from the ho~se­
hold survey, it should be noted that estimates based 
on about 10 or fewer sample cases have been 
considered unreliable. Such estimates are qualified in 
footnotes to the data tables and were not used for 
purposes of analysis in the report's selected findings. 
The minimum estimate considered sufficiently re­
liable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the 
personal and household sectors was 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 hundredth. Relative figures 
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu­
lated from unrounded figures. 

Standard error tables 
and calculations 

For survey estimates relevant to the personal 
and household sectors, the standard errors displayed 
on tables at the end of this appendix can be used 
for gauging sampling variability. These errors are 
approximations and suggest an order of magnitude 
of the standard error rather than the precise error 
associated with any given estimate. Table I con­
tains the standard error approximations applicable 
to the estimated levels, or numbers, of personal 
incidents, personal victimizations, and household 
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal 
victimization rates are given in Table II, whereas 
Table III displays the standard error approxima­
tions for household victimization rates. For levels 
and rates not specifically listed on the tables, linear 
interpolation must be used to approximate the 
error. 

To illustrate the application of standard errors 
in measuring sampling variability, assume that a 
data table in this report shows there were 7,800 
personal robbery incidents in Washington. Linear 
interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix 
yields a standard error of about 533 for the esti­
mated 7,800 incidents. The chances are 68 out 
of 100 that the estimate would have been a figure 
differing from a complete census figure by less than 
533, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ­
ated with that level of incidents would be from 
7,267 to 8,333. 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 (1,066); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval 
then would be from 6,734 to 8,866. 

Assume further that, for a Washington popula­
tion subgroup numbering 220,000, the recorded 
personal victimization rate was 41 per 1,000 
persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear interpola­
tion of data l!sted in Table II would yield a standard 
error of about 2.5. Consequently, chances are 68 
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 41 would be 
within 2.5 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68 
percent confidence interval associated with the 
estimate would be from 38.05 to 43.5. And, the 
chances are 95 out of 10fJ that the estimated rate 
would be within roughly 5:0 of a complete enumera­
tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would 
be about 36 to 46. 

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 accurately for the differ­
ence between un correlated sample estimates. If, 
however, there is a high positive correlation, the 
formula will overestimate the true standard error of 
the difference; and if there is a large negative corre­
lation, the formula will underestimate the true 
standard error of the difference. 

Household Survev 

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 

40 
56 
89 

126 
180 
289 
419 
622 

1,111 
1,8)2 
),206 

Personal 
Victimizations 

41 
57 
91 

129 
18) 
294 
425 
627 

1,104 
1,797 
),102 

Household 
victimizations 

)8 
54 
85 

121 
171 
272 
387 
55h 
911 

1,)65 
2,132 
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Table II. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates 
(68 chances out of 100) 

Estimated rate Base of rate 
per 1,000 persons 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 1.00,000 250,000 500,000 

.5 or 999.5 12.8 8.1 5.7 4.1 2.6 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 0.1+ 0.3 0.2 

.75 or 999.25 15.7 9.9 7.0 5.0 3.1 2.2 1.6 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 
1 or 999 18.1 11. 5 8.1 5.7 3.6 2.6 1.8 1.1 0.8 0.6 O.J... 0.3 
2.5 or 997.5 28.7 ),a8.1 12.8 9.1 5.7 4.1 2.9 1.8 1.3 0.9 0.6 0./", 
5 or 995 40.5 25.6 18.1 12.8 8.1 5.7 l!,.O 2.6 1.8 1.3 0.8 0.6 
7.5 or 992.5 49.5 31.3 22.1 15.7 9.9 7.0 5 •. 0 3.1 2.2 1.6 1.0 0.7 
10 or 990 57.1 36.1 25.5 18.1 11.4 8.1 5.7 3.6 2.6 1.8 1.1 0.8 
25 or 975 89.6 56.7 40.1 28.3 17.9 12.7 9.0 5.7 4. 0 2.8 1.8 1.3 
50 or 950 125.0 79.1 55.9 39.5 25.0 l7.7 12.5 7.9 5.6 4.0 2.5 1.8 
100 or 900 172.1 108.9 nO 54.4 34·4 24.3 17.2 10.9 7.7 5.4 3.4 2.4 
250 or 750 248.4 157.1 111.1 715.6 49.7 35.1 24.8 15.7 11.1 7.9 5.0 3.5 
500 286.9 181.4 128.3 90.7 57·4 40.6 28.7 18.1 12.15 9.1 5.7 4.1 -

Table III. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates 
(615 chances out of 100) 

Estimated rate per Base of rate 
1,000 households 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,oruD 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 .... ~ 
.5 or 999.5 12.1 7.6 5.4 3.8 2.4 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.2 
.75 or 999.25 14.8 9.3 6.6 4·7 3.0 2.1 1.5 0.9 0.7 0.5 0.3 
1 or 999 17.0 10.8 7.6 5·4 3.4 2.4 1.7 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.3 
2.5 or 997.5 26.9 17.0 12.0 15.5 5.4 3.8 2.7 1.7 1.2 0.9 0.5 
5 or 995 38.0 24.1 17.0 12.0 7.6 5.4 3.8 2·4 1.7 1.2 0.8 
7.5 or 992.5 46.5 29.4 20.8 14.7 9.3 6.6 If.7 2·9 2.1 1.5 0.9 
10 or 990 53.7 33.9 24. 0 17.0 10.7 7.6 5.4 3.4 2.4 1.7 1.1 
25 or 975 84.2 53.2 37.6 26.6 16.8 11.-9 8.lf 5.3 3.8 2.7 1.7 
50 or 950 117·5 74.3 52.6 37·2 23.5 16.6 11.8 7·4 5.3 3.7 2·4 
100 Co,l: 900 161.15 102.3 72.3 51.2 32.4 22.9 16.2 10.2 7.2 5.1 3.2 
250olin50 233.5 147.7 104.4 73·8 46.7 33.0 23.3 14.8 . 10.4 7.4 4.7 
500 269.6 170.5 120.6 85.3 53.9 38.1 27.0 17.1 12.1 8.5 5.4 
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1,000,000 

0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.4 
0.5 
0.6 
0.9 
1.3 
1.7 
2.5 
2.9 

500,000 

0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.4 
0.5 
0.7 
0.8 
1.2 
1.7 
2.3 
3.3 
3.8 

o 
:::!. 
3 
S· 
~ 
< 
[ 
3' 
N' 
!. o· 
::J 

en 
c 

~ 
'< 
(II 

i' 

t 
j 
f 

Q 

, 

.\ 



I 

\ 
I 

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 entities. Organ­
izations other than businesses have accounted for a 
relatively small part of each city sample. Survey data 
were personally gathered by interviewers from the 
operators (usually managers 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 purpo~&s of sample selection; Washing ... 

ton was segmented into geographical units 
known to have contained at least fout but not 
more than six commercial establishments, whether 
retail, 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 fie14 survey were eligible 
for inclusion in the sample. Segments already being 
sampled in connection with the nationwide com­
mercial victimization survey were excluded from 
the sample. 

A total of 1,812 commercial establishments (in­
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible 
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 283 were 
found to be out of business at the time of the field 

interviews, no longer operating at the designated 
address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At 
one other establishment it was impossible to conduct 
an interview because the operator could not tie 
reached, declined to participate in the survey, or was 
otherwise not available. Therefore, interviews were 
taken in 1,528 establishments, and the overall rate of 
response among those qualified to participate was 
99.9 percent. 

Estimation procedure 
Data records produced by the survey interviews 

were assigned 'final weights, applied to each usable 
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide 
estimates of victimization data. The final weight 
was the product of the following elements: (1) a 
basic weight, reflecting each selected establishment's 
probability of being in the sample; (2) an adjust­
ment for noninterviews; and (3') a factor to account 
for establishments which were in operation during 
only part of the survey reference period. 

The non interview adjustment was equal to the 
total number of data records required for each 
particular kind of business divided by the number 
of usable records actually collected. The factor to 
account for establishments that were not in operation 
during the entire 12-month time frame was applied 
only to the number of incidents involving such 
businesses and not the complete inventory of those 
establishments. This factor was obtairied by multi­
plying the basic weight of each part-year optJrator 
by 12 and qividing the resulting product by the 
number of months the establishment was active 
during the referenc~ period. Then, the result was 
multiplied by the ratio of required records divided 
by the number of usable records, the result being 
applied to the record of each part-year. operator. 
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Reliability of estimates 
As indicated, statistical data presented in this 

publication concerning the criminal victimization of 
commercial establishments are estimates that were 
derived through probability sampling methods rather 
than from complete enumeration. The sample used 
was only one of many of equal size that could have 
been selected within the city, utilizing the same 
sample design. Although the results obtained from 
any two samples. might differ markedly, the average 
of a number of different samples would be expected 
to be in near agreement with the results of a com­
plete enumeration using the same data collection 
procedures and processing methods. Similarly, the 
results obtained by averaging data ffom 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, was used for calculating 
the coefficients of variation, or relative errors, fm 
estimates generated by the survey. Because tfl~ 
relative errors are the products of calculations in­
volving estimates derived through sampling, each 
error in turn is subject to sampling variability. 

As in the household survey, estimates on crimes 
against businesses are subject to nonsampling er­
rors,e principal among these being the problem of 
recalling victimizations applicable to the 12 months 
prior to interview. Because of a number of factors, 
however, these errors probably were less prevalent 
in the commercial survey than they were in the 
household survey. These factors include the greater 
likelihood of recordkeeping and of reporting to the 
police by businesses, as well as the concentration of 
the survey on two of the more serious crimes, 
burglary and robbery. Unlike the national sample 
of the commercial victimization surveys, the city 
samples have not incorporated a bounding pro­
cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable 
to telescoping. 

In addition to those relating to victim recall 
ability, nonsampling errors may have arisen from 
deficient interviewing and from data processing 
mistakes. However, quality control measures com­
parable to those used in the household survey were 
adopted to minimize such errors. 

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10 
or fewer sample cases have been considered un-

reliabk. Such estimates are qualified in footnotes 
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered 
sufficiently reliable to serve as a base for statistics 
on commercial crimes was 150. 

The numbers of commercial victimizations and 
the control figures (bases) shown parenthetically in 
Data Table 85 have been rounded to the nearest 
hundredth. However, all relative figures (whether 
rates or percentages) were calculated from un­
rounded figures. 

Relative error tables 
and Calculations 

In order to measure sampling variability asso­
ciated with selected results of the commerc.':al survey, 
relative errors are presented on two tah:~" 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 the survey results. 
For estimated values not shown on Tables IV and 
V, rough approximations of relative errors r~ay be 
made by utilizing the relative errors for similar 
figures having bases of comparable size. 

When used in conjunction with the survey re­
sults, the relative error tables permit the construc­
tion of intervals containing the average results of 
all possible samples with a prescribed level of confi­
dence. Chances are about 68 out of 100 that any 
given survey result would differ from results that 
would be obtained from a complete enumeration 
using the same procedures by less than the relative 
error displayed in the tables. Doubling the interval 
increa:;:es 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 
8,600 commercial burglaries estimated to have 

occurred in Washington. Referring to Table IV, 
it is found that the relative error associated with the 
unrounded form of that figure (8,582) is 20.4 per­
cent. Multiplying 8,582 by .204 yields 1,751.1 

Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the 
estimated number of incidents would be 6,831 to 
10,333. If similar confidence intervals were con­
structed for all possible samples of the same size, 

The ea 1culated figure (1,751) is the standard error of the 
estimated 8,582 burglaries (shown as 8.600 on Data 
Table 85). 
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about two-thirds of these would contain the results 
of a complete enumeration using the same method­
ology. Alternatively, for a single s~mple, the confi­
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the 
calculated interval would contain the results that 
would have been generated by a complete enumera­
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the 
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that 
the resulting interval, in this case 5,080 to 12,084, 
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 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Estimated number of victimizations 

8,582 
5,895 
2,687 
2,291 
1,827 

464 

Relative error 

Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates, 
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime 

(68 chances out of 100) 

Bur!!il~ Robbe~ 
Estimated rate Estimated rate 
per 1,000 Relative per 1,000 Relative 

Characteristic establishments error establishments error 

Kind of establishment 
All establishments 330 15.0% 88 17.6% 
Retail 517 19.4% 176 10.4% 
lfuolesale 929 66.3% 124 94.5% 
Service 246' 13.l..% 55 32.4% 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 255 21.5% 173 23.0% 
$10,000-$24,999 322 13.6% 85 32.4% 
$25,000-$49,999 248 24.7% 98 39.9% 
$50,000-$99,999 324 31.3% 64 30.5% 
$100,000-$499,999 313 19.5% 74 38.2% 
$500,000-$999,999 683 43.3% 116 25.5% 
$1,000,000 or more 309 41.2% 85 28.0% 
No sales 228 32.0% 125 42S{o 
Not available 371 22.4% 102 27.6% 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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APPENDIX IV 
TECHNICAL NOTES 

Information provided in thjs appendix is de­
signed to aid in understanding the report's selected 
findings and, more broadly, to assist data users in 
interpreting statistics in the data tables. The notes 
address general concepts as well as potential problem 
areas, but do not purport to cover all data elements 
or problems. The Glossary of terms should be 
consulted for definitions of crime categories, vari­
ables, and other terms used in the data tables and 
selected findings. 

General 
Throughout this report, victimizations are the 

basic units of measure. A victimization is a specific 
criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a 
person, household, or place of business. For crimes 
against persons, however, some survey results are 
presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza­
tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving 
one or more victims and one or more offenders. 
For many specific categories of personal crime, vic­
timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that 
stems from two contingencies: (1) some crimes 
were simultaneously committed against more than 
one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may 
have occurred during the course of a commercial 
burglary' or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi­
mization reported to survey interviewers, it was 
determined whether others were victimized at the 
same time and place. and whether the offense hap­
pened during a commercial crime. A weighting ad­
justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix 
II) protected against the double counting of inci­
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted 
during the course of a store holdup, the event would 
have been classified as a single commercial rob­
bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With 
respect to crimes,. against households and businesses, 
there is no distinction between victimizations and 
incidents, as each criminal act against targets of 

either type were assumed to have involved a single 
victim, the affected household or business. In fact, 
the terms "victimization" and "incident" can be 
used interchangeably in analyzing data on household 
and commercial crimes. 

As indicated with respect to personal crimes, 
victimization data are more appropriate than inci­
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse­
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual 
victim. They also are better suited for assessing 
victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin­
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in 
addition to serving as a key element in computing 
victimization rates, victimization counts are used 
for developing information on victim injury and 
medical care, economic losses, time lost from work, 
victim self-protection, offender characteristics, and 
reporting to police. On the other hand, incident 
data are more adequate for the examination of the 
circumstances surrounding the occurrence of per­
sonal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time 
and place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as 
the use of weapons and number of victims and of­
fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical 
case given above, therefore, the rate data for 
personal assault would reflect the attack on each 
Ctlstomer, and other victimization tables would in­
corporate details concerning the outcome of the 
crime for each person, such as any injuries, damage 
to clothing, and loss of time from work. 

For data tables on crimes against persons, the 
table titles stipulate whether victimizations or inci­
dents are the relevant units ,of measure. 

Victim characteristics 
A variety of attributes of victimized persons, 

households, and commercial establishments appear 
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measureS of 
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing 
the number of victimizations associated with a speci-
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fic crime er greuping ef crimes, by the number ef , . . 
persens, heusehelds, er busmesses under censidera-
tien. Fer crimes against persens, the rates are based 
en the tetal number ef individuals age 12 and ever, 
er en a pertien ef that pepulatien sharing a particu­
lar characteristic er set ef traits. Heuseheld crimes 
are regarded as being directed against the heuseheld 
as a unit rather than against the individual members; 
in calculating a rate, therefere, the deneminater ef 
the fractien censists ef the number ef heusehelds in 
questien. Similarly, the rates fer each ef the two. 
crimes against cemmercial establishments are re­
lated to. the number ef businesses being examined. 

As indicated previeusly, victimizations ef heuse­
helds and businesses, unlike these ef persens, can­
net invelve mere than ene victim during a specific 
criminal act. Hewever, repeated victimizatiens ef 
individuals, heusehelds, and cemmercial establish­
ments can and de eccur. As general indicaters ef 
the danger ef having been victimized during the 
reference peried, the rates are net sufficiently refined 
to. represent true measures ef risk fer specific indi­
viduals, heusehelds, and business places. In ether 
werds, they de net reflect variatiens in the degree 
ef risk ef repeated, er multiple, victimizatiens; and, 
because ef the manner in which they are calculated, 
the rates in effect appertien multiple victimizatiens 
am eng the pepulatien at large, thereby disterting 
semewhat the risk that any single persen, heuseheld, 
er business had ef being victimized. 

Reporting to the police 
The pelice may have learned abeut criminal 

victimizatiens directly frem the victim er frem seme­
ene. else, such as anether heuseheld member er a 
bystander, er because they were en (er happened 
upen) the scene· at the time ef the crime. In the 
data tables, hewever, the means by which pelice 
learned ef the crime are net distinguished, the 
overall propertien made knewn to. them being ef 
primary cencern. 

Interviewers recerded all reasens cited by respen­
dents fer net reperting crimes to. the pelice. Data 
tables en this tepic distribute all reasens fer each 
nen-repert, and no. determinatien has been made ef 
the primary reasen, if any, fer net reperting the 
crime. 

Time and place of occurrence 
Fer each ef the measured crimes against 

persens, heusehelds, and businesses, datu en when 
the effenses eccurred were ebtained fer three bread 
time intervals: the daytime heurs (6 a.m. to. 6 p.m.); 
the first half ef nighttime (6 p.m. to. midnight); and 
the secend half ef nighttime (midnight to. 6 a.m.). 

Regarding data frem the heuseheld survey, 
tables en place ef eccurrence distinguish six kinds 
ef sites, two. ef which cever the res pendent's heme 
and its immediate vicinity. Fer certain effenses net 
invelving centact between victim and effender, the 
classificatien ef crimes is determined en the basis 
ef their place ef eccurrence. Thus, by definitien, 
mest heuseheld burglaries happen at principal resi­
dences, with a small percentage at secend hemes er 
at places eccupied temperarily, such as hetels and 
metels. Persenal larceny witheut centact and heuse­
held larceny are differentiated from ene anether 
selely en the basis ef where the crimes eccur. 
Whereas the latter transpire enly in the heme and 
its immediate envirens, the fermer can take place at 
any ether location. In order to have been classified 
as a heusehold 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 hQrglaries 
can take place only on the premises of business firms; 
however, commercial robberies can occur away from 
the premises, or even outside the city limits, such as 
during the holdup ef sales or delivery personnel 
away from the establishment. 

Fer personal and household crimes, and in addi­
tion to information on the3ii.es of occurrence, data 
are presented on the <'geographical area" of ec­
currence. The tables distinguish between effenses 
that happened within the city ef residence; inside 
another central city; and elsewhere (suburbs and 
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two 
categories reflect two circumstances,: (1) crimes that 
teok place when the victims were temporarily away 
frem their residence, such as vacationing, visiting or 
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business; 

t 
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and (2) crimes that took place within the reference 
period but at a time when the victim lived at a 
place other than the city being surveyed. 

Number of victims and offenders 
As neted 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 ~at~ ~able 
specifically conceming the number of mdividual 
victims per crime is based on incidents. 

Two tables, also based on incidents, display 
data on the number ef offenders involved in per­
sonal crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey 
questions on characteristics of o~enders, the lead 
question concerned the number of offenders. If the 
victim did not know how many offenders teok part 
in the incident, no further questions were asked 
about offender characteristics, and the crime was 
classified as having involved strangers. The terms 
"stranger" and "nonstranger" are defined in the 
Glossary. 

Perceived characteristics 
of offenders 

Some of the tables on this subject display data en 
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 eften were stressful ex­
periences, resulting in confusion or physical ha.rm 
to the victim, it was likely that data concernmg 
offender characteristics were more subject than other 
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous 
responses. Many of the crimes probably occu~red 
under somewhat vague circumstances, especlally 
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that vict!m 
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may ~a:e m­
fluenced the attributien of effender charactenstIcs. If 
victims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or 
a set of them) more than others, bias weuld have 
been introduced into the findings, and no method 
has been developed for determining the existence 
and effect of such bias. 
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In the relevant data tables, a distmction is made 
between "single-offender" and "multiple-offender" 
crimes, with the latter classification applying to 
those committed by two or more persons. As ap­
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the cate~ory 

"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 effenders 
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 weapens concerned. 
For purposes of tabulation and analysis, the mere 
presence of a weapon constituted "use." In ether 
words, the term "weapons use" applies both to 
situations in which weapons served for purposes of 
intimidation, or threat, and to those in which t~ey 
actually were employed as instruments of phYSIcal 
attack. 

In addition to firearms and knives, the data 
tables dis tinguish "other" weapons and those of un­
known types. The category "ether" refers to such 
objects as clubs, stones, bricks, and b~ttIes .. A 
difference exists, however, in the manner III whlch 
the types of weapons were classified in the p~rsonal. 
and commercial sectors. For each personal cnme of 
violence by an armed offender, the type, or types, 
of weapons present were recorded, not t~e number 
of weapons. For instance, if offenders WIelded two 
firearms and a knife during a persenal 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 ef 
more than one type were observed, only the most 
lethal. type was recorded. Thus, for. ex~mple, ~f of­
fenders used two firearms and a kmfe m robbmg a 
store, the crime would have been classified as one 
in which firearms were used; a single entry would 

"fi " have been made under the category rearms. 

Victim self-protection 
With reference to personal crimes of violence, 

information was obtained on whether or not victims 
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the meas­
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging 
from nonviolent to forcible, were considered self­
protection measures: reasoning with the offender; 
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for 
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender; 
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent 
tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by 
victims in each crime, no determination having been 
made of the single most important measure. 

Victim injury and economic loss 

Information was gathered concerning the in­
juries sustained by the victims of each of the three 
personal crimes of violence. However, during the 
preparation of this report, the requisite data were 
not available for calculating the proportion of rape 
victimizations in which victims were injured. There­
fore, information on the percent of crimes in which 
victims were harmed is confined to personal robbery 
and assault. For each of these crimes, the types of 
injuries concerned are described in the Glossary, 
under "Physical injury." 

Victims who had been injured furnished data on 
hospitalization and on medical expenses. With re­
gard to medical expenses, the data tables are based 
solely on information from victims who knew with 
certainty that such expenses were incurred and also 
knew, or were able to estimate, their amount. By 
excluding victims unaware of such outlays, and of 
their amount, the utility of the data is somewhat 
restricted. Although data were unavailable on th(:, 
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 e'conomic 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 lo~ses "re­
covered" apply to compensation received by victims 
for theft losses, as well as to restoration of stolen 
property or cash, although no distinction is made 
as to the manner of recovery. For assault, informa­
tion on economic losses relates solely to property 
damage, because assaults attended by theft are clas­
sified as robbery. Similarly, there was no attempt to 
measure attempted pocket picking; by definition, 
therefore, all pocket pickings had the outcome of 
theft loss, and there may have been some cases with 
property damage. 

For all crimes reported to interviewers, the sur­
veys determined whether persons lost time from work 
after the experience, and, if so, the length of time 
involved. With respect to crimes against persons and 
households, the survey did not record the identity of 
the household member (or members) who lost work 
time, although it may be assumed that, for most 
personal offenses, it probably was the victim who 
sustained the loss. For commercial burglary and rob­
bery, data on loss of time from work was applicable 
to owners, operators, and employees of the entities 
concerned. 

GLOSSARY 

Age-The appropriate age category is determined 
by each respondent's age as of the last day of 
the month preceding the interview. 

Aggravated assault-Attack with a weapon result­
ing :in any injury and attack without a weapon 
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken 
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of 
consciousness) or in undetermined injury requir­
ing 2 or more days of hospitalization. Also in­
cludeB attempted assault with a weapon. 

Annual family income-Includes the income of the 
household head and all other related persons 
residing in the same housing unit. Covers the 12 
months preceding the interview and includes 
wages, salaries, net income from business or 
farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent~ and any 
other form of monetary income. The income of 
persons unrelated to the head of household is 
excluded. 

AssauU-An unlawful physical attack, whether ag­
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes 
attempted assaults with or without a weapon. 
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as 
attacks involving theft or attempted theft, which 
are classified as robbery. 

Attempted forcible entry-A form of burglary in 
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry. 

Burglary-Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence 
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended 
by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry. 

Central city-The largest city (or "twin cities") of a 
standard metropolitan statistical area (&~4~.JA), 
defined below. 

Commercial crimes-Burglary or robbery of busi­
ness establishments and certain other organiza­
tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi­
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed 
and attempted acts. Additional details concern­
ing entities covered by the commercial survey 
appear in the introduction to Appendix III. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in which force 
is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window 
or slashing a screen). 

Head of household-For classification purposes, 
only one individual per household can .be the 
head person. In husband-wife households, the 
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head. 
In other households, the head person is the indi­
vidual so regarded by its members; generally, 
that person is the chief breadwinner. 

Household-Consists of the occupants of separate 
living quarters meeting either of the following 
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem­
porarily absent, whose usual place of residence is 
the housing unit in question, or (2) Persons 
staying in the housing unit who have no usual 
place of residence elsewhere. 

Household crimes-Burglary or larceny of a resi­
dence, or motor vehicle theft. Includes both com­
pleted and attempted acts. 

Household larceny-Theft or attempted theft of 
property or cash from a residence or its imme­
diate vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted forcible 
entry, or unlawful entry is not involved. 

Incident-A specific criminal act involving one or 
more victims and offenders. In situations where 
a personal crime occurred during the course of a 
commercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed 
that the commercial victimization survey ac­
counted for the incident and, therefore, it was not 
counted as an incident of personal crime. How­
ever, details of the outcome of the event as they 
related to the victimized individual would be re­
flected in data on personal victimizations. 

Kind of establishment-Determined by the sole or 
principal activity at each place of business. 

Larceny-Theft or attempted theft of property or 
cash without force. A basic distinction is made 
between personal larceny and household larceny. 

Marital status-Each household member is assigned 
to one of the following categories: (1) Married, 
which includes persons joined in common-law 
unions and those parted temporarily for reasons 
other than marital discord (employment, military 
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced. 
Separated includes married persons who have a 
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legal separation or have parted because of mari­
tal discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never married, 
which includes those whose only marriage has 
been annulled and those living together (exclud­
ing common-law unions). 

Motor vehicle-Includes automobiles, trucks, motor­
cycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally 
allowed on public roads and highways. 

Motor vehicle theft-Stealing or unauthorized tak­
ing of a motor vehicle, including attempts at such 
acts. 

N onstranger-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
contact between victim and offender, victimiza­
tions (or incidents) are classified as having in­
volved nonstrangers if victim and offender are 
related, well known to, or' casually acquainted 
with one another. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events 
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not 
made for personal larceny without contact, an 
offense in which victims rarely see the offender. 

Offender-The perpetrator of a crime; the term 
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail­
ing contact between victim and offender. 

Offense-A crime; with respect to personal crimes, 
the two terms can be used interchangeably irre­
spective of whether the applicable unit of meas­
ure is a victimization or an incident. 

Personal crimes-Rape, robbery of persons, assault, 
personal larceny with contact, or personal larceny 
without contact. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Personal crimes of theft-Theft or attempted theft 
of property or cash, either with contact (but 
without force or threat of force) or without direct 
contact between victim and offender. Equivalent 
to personal larceny. 

Personal crimes of violence-Rape, robbery of 
persons, or assault. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Personal larceny-Equivalent to personal crimes of 
theft. A distinction is made between personal 
larceny with contact and personal larceny with­
out contact. 

Personal larceny with contact-Theft of purse, 
wallet, or cash, by stealth directly from the person 
of the victim, but without force or the threat of 
force. Also includes attempted purse snatching. 

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

Personal larceny without contact-Theft or at­
tempted theft, without direct contact between 
victim and offender, of property or cash from any 
place other than the victim's home or its imme­
diate vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the 
offender during the commission of the act. 

Physical injury-The term is applicable to each of 
the three personal crimes of violence, although 
data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic­
tim injury were not available during the prepara­
tion of this report. For personal robbery and 
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is 
made between injuries from "serious assault" 
and "minor assault." Examples of injuries from 
serious assault indude 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 iIiclude bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches, 
and sweUing, or undetermined injuries requiring 
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults 
resulting in victim injury, the degree of harm 
governs classification of the event. The same ele­
ments of injury applicable to robbery with injury 
from serious asr:~Jt also pertain to aggravated 
assault with injuty; 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 resulH~g 
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,/~ountjes, contain­
ing such a city or cities, contiguous counties are 
included in an SMSA if, according to certain 
criteria, they are socially and economically in­
tegrated with the central city. In the New Eng­
land States, SMSA's consist of towns and cities 
instead of counties. Each SMSA must include 
at least one central city, and the COIrtplete title of 
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities. 
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Stranger-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
contact between victim and offender, victimiza­
tions (or incidents) are classified as involving 
strangers if the victim so stated, or did not see 
or recognize the offender, or knew the offender 
only by sight. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events 
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not 
made for personal larceny without contact, an 
offense in which victiml> rarely see the offender. 

Tenure-Two forms Df 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 households and commercial estab­
lishments. 

Victim self-protection measures-For each victimi­
zation involving a personal crime of' violence, 
victim reactions of the following types are con­
strued to be self-protection measures: hitting, 
kicking, or scratching the offender; reasoning 
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help; 
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fleeing from the offender; and lor using or 
brandishing a weapon. 

Victimization-A specific criminal act as it affects 
a single victim, whether a person, household, or 
commercial establishment. r n criminal acts 
against persons, the n umber of victimizations is 
determined by the number of victims of such 
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimizations is 
somewhat higher than the number of incidents 
because more than one individual is victimized 
during certain incidents, as well as be~ause 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 afi'ected household or establishment. 

Victimization rate-For crimes against persons, the 
victimization rate, a measure of occurrence 
among population groups at risk, is computed on 
the basis of the number of victimizations per 
1,000 resident popUlation age 12 and over. For 
crimes against households, victimization rates 
are calculated on the basis of the number of 
inddents 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, 
hOllsehold, or commercial establishment. 
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