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PREFACE

This report focuses on change in the impact of
selected crimes of violence and theft, as determined by
victiinization surveys conducted 2 years apart under
the National Crime Survey program among residents
and businesses of Chicago, Detroit, Los Angeles, New
York, and Philadelphia. Findings about changing
patterns in the use of weapons in the commission of
certain violent personal crimes and in the reporting of
the measured offenses to the police also are included.
The study contains a separate section for each city,
together with introductory, summary, and technical
information. Included for each city are 20 tables
providing selected data derived from the surveys. All
analysis in the report is based on information in these
tables.

Victimization surveys conducted in the major cities
have measured the extent to which residents age 12
and over, households, and places of business were
victimized by selected crimes, whether completed or
attempted, that are of major concern to the general
public. For crimes committed against persons, the
offenses were rape, robbery, assault, and personal
larceny; for households, they were burglary, larceny,
and motor vehicle theft; and for commerciai estab-
lishments, they were robbery and burglary. A
description of the crimes and of classification
procedures, as well as a discussion of reasons why
other types of criminal acts were not counted by the
surveys, is given in the chapter entitled “The City
Surveys.”

Carried out during the first quarter of 1973, the
initial surveys in the five cities covered crimes that
took place during the [2-month period preceding the
month of interview, a time frame roughly comparable
with calendar year 1972. The second round of surveys
was conducted 2 years later, during the first quarter of
1975, using basically the same sample design,
interview procedures, and questionnaires; it also

covered crimes that occurred in a 12-month time
frame, nearly comparable with calendar year 1974.
Thus, the discussion in this report compares data
relating to two separate reference periods—1972 and
1974, :

In both the initial and the subsequent surveys,
individuals in a representative sample averaging
about 10,000 housing units per city (some 22,000
residents) and the operators of an average of about
3,200 firms per city were asked to relate their
experiences, if any, as victims of the relevant crimes.
The surveys were designed and carried out for the
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration by the
U.S. Bureau of the Census.

All data derived from the surveys are estimates
subject to sampling variability, as well as to errors of
response and of processing. As part of the discussion
on the reliability of estimates, sources of error for the
household surveys are noted in Appendix 1I.
Appendix 1II contains a similar discussion for the
commercial surveys.

The reliability of an estimate is assessed in terms of
standard errors, which are primarily measures of
sampling variability. In this report, each unqualified
statement of change denotes that the difference
between values for 1972 and 1974 met the statistical
test that the difference was equivalent to or greater
than 2.0 standard errors or, in other words, that the
chances were at least 95 out of 100 that the difference
did not result solely from sampling variability.
Qualified statements, manifest by such terms as “some
indication,” “less certain,” “less conclusively,” and
“marginally significant” refer to a difference between
values having a level of significance between 1.6 and
2.0 standard errors, or that there was a likelihood
equal to at least 90 (but less than 95) chances out of
100 that the difference did not result solely from
sampling variability. Such terms as “no significant
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change,” “about the same,” “similar,” “stable,”
“constant,” and “unchanged” were used to indicate
that not only were the differences, if any, minor but
also that they were not statistically significant, i.e.,
that they failed to pass at the 90 percent minimum
confidence level. As they appear on the data tables,
estimates based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
sample cases were considered unreliable and were not
used in the analysis. '

Certain 1972 data appearing in this report are
inconsistent with those published in an earlier study,
Criminal Victimization Surveys in the Nation’s Five
Largest Cities (April 1975). These inconsistencies
relate to the number of personal victimizations
(Tables 1 and 2 for each city); the number of personal
incidents (Table 9); the control figures (bases) used for
computing personal victimization rates (Tables 3
through 8); and the number of series victimizations
against persons (Table 11, Appendix II). The changes
in 1972 data reflected in this publication were brought
about by a modification in the estimation
procedure—the application of a population ratio
adjustment factor that brought the data into accord
with independent, post-Census estimates of the
population of each city.

Attempts to compare information in this report
with 1972 and 1974 data collected from police
departments by the Federal Bureau of Investigation
and published in its annual report, Crime in the
United States, Uniform Crime Reporis, are inappro-
priate because of substantial differences in coverage
between the surveys and police statistics. A major
difference arises from the fact that police statistics on
the incidence of crime derive principally from reports
that persons make to the police, whereas survey data

include crimes not reported to the police, as well as
those that are brought to official attention. Survey
data for each city reflect only those measured crimes
experienced by residents or commercial firms of that
city, even though some of these acts took place
outside the city; they exclude criminal acts committed
within each city against nonresidents, such as visitors
and suburban commuters, Police statistics, on the
other hand, include all reported crimes within the city
limits, irrespective of the victim’s place of residence,
and exclude crimes experienced by city residents in
other jurisdictions. Personal crimes tallied in the
surveys relate only to persons age 12 and over,
whereas police statistics count crimes against persons
of any age. The surveys do 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
correspondence between reference periods for results
of the city surveys and published police statistics is
not exact,

Unlike rates developed from police statistics, the
rates for personal crimes cited in this report are based
on victimizations rather than incidents and calcula-~
ted on the basis of the resident population age 12 and
over rather than all residents. For reasons outlined in
the discussion of estimation procedures, Appendix II,
as well as in the Glossary of Terms, personal
victimizations outnumber personal incidents. The
survey-generated rates of victimization for crimes
against households and commercial establishments
are based, respectively, on the number of households
and businesses, whereas rates derived from police
statistics are based on the total population.
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THE CITY SURVEYS

The National Crime Survey program is 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 informa-
tion 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 concerning criminal events, the
surveys generate a variety of data, including informa-
tion on the circumstances under which such acts
occurred and on their effect.

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet
undertaken for filling some of the gaps in crime data,
victimization surveys are expected to supply the

¢ criminal justice community with new insights into

crime and its victims, complementing data resources
already on hand for purposes of planning, evaluation,
and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes that, for
a variety of reasons, are never brought to police
aitention. They also furnish a means for developing
victim profiles and, for identifiable sectors of society,
yield information necessary to compute the relative
risk of being victimized. Victimization surveys also
have the capability of distinguishing between
stranger-to-straniger and domestic violence and be-
tween armed and strong-arm assaults and robberies.
They can tally some of the costs of crime in terms of
injury or economic loss sustained, and they can
provide greater understanding as to why certain
criminal acts are not reported to police authorities.
Conducted periodically in the same area, victimiza-
tion 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 provide
information on crimes that are of major interest to the
general public, they cannot measure all criminal
activity, because a number of crimes are not amenable
to examination through the survey technique, Surveys
have proved most successful in estimating 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 applicable to rape, robbery,
assault, burgldry, motor vehicle theft, and both
personal and household larceny. Accordingly, the
survey program was designed to focus on these
crimes. Murder and kidnaping 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 comprehen-
sive data records, as in offenses against government
entities.! Examples 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 effectively by the survey technique. Buying
stolen property may fall into this category, as may
some instances of fraud and embezzlement. Attempt-
ed crimes of most types probably are underrecorded
for this reason, Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee
theft and shoplifting) have to date not proved
susceptible to measurement or study by means of the
movemment-operamd liquor stores and transporta-
tion systems, which fall within the purview of the program’s

commercial sector, government institutions and offices are outside
the scope of the program. Pretests have indicated that government

_organization records on crime generally are inadequate for survey

purposes.
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2 THE CITY SURVEYS

survey approach because of the limited documenta-
tion maintained by most commercial establishments
on losses from these crimes, Finally, events in which
the victim has shown a willingness to participate in
iliegal activity also are excluded. Examples of the
latter, which are unlikely to be reported to interview-
ers, include gambling, con games, and blackmail.

The success of any victimization survey is highly
contingent on the degree of cooperation that
interviewers receive from respondents. In the second
round of victimization surveys conducted in the five
cities, interviews were obtained in an average of 96.1
percent of the housing units occupied by persons
eligible for interview. In the commercial sector, the
average response rate was 97.1 percent of eligible
business establishments, For the first and second
surveys in each city, details concerning the size of the
sample and the response rates can be found in
Appendixes I1 and 1IT of this report.

Data from victimization surveys also are subject
to limitations imposed by victim recall, i.e., the ability
of respondents to remember incidents befalling them
or their households, and by the phenomenon of
telescoping, that is, the tendency of some respondents
to recount incidents occurring outside (usually before)
the referenced time frame. In continuous 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 experiences. Such a technique
is used in the National Crime Survey program’s
nationwide sample. Because the city surveys have not
been continuous, however, the data are subject to
telescoping, and no assessment 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 against persons and households. Each series
consists of three or more criminal events similar, if
not identical, in nature and incurred by persons
unable to identify separately the details of each act,
or, in some cases, to recount accurately the total
number of such acts, Information concerning series
victimizations was processed separately from that for
other (i.e., nonseries) victimizations. Had it been
feasible to make a precise tally of the personal and
household victimizations that occurred in series,
inclusion of this information in the processing of the

main body of survey results would have caused
certain alterations in the portrayal of criminal
victimization. Perhaps most importantly, rates of
victimization would have been higher. Because of the
inability of victims to furnish details concerning their
experiences, however, it would have been impossible
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. A table of these series
victimizations, distributed by specific type of crime,
appears in Appendix 1I of this report.

Although the survey-measured crimes and other
terms used in this report are defined in the Glossary 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, compati-
ble with conventional usage and with the definitions
used by the Federal Bureau of Investigation in its
annual publication, Crime in the United States,
Uniform Crime Reports.

Crimes against persons

In this study, a basic distinction is made between
two types of offenses against persons: crimes of
violence and crimes of theft. Personal crimes of
violence (rape, personal robbery, and assault) all
bring the victim into direct contact with the offender.
Personal crimes of theft may or may not involve
contact between the victim and offender.

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

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object is
to relieve a person of property by force or the threat
of force. The force employed may be a weapon

[N

(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 rests
solely on whether the victim sustained any injury, 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 operating against
lone pedestrians on a city street at night. Robbery
can, of course, occur anywhere, on the street or in the
home, and at any time. It may be an encounter as
dramatic as the one described, or it may simply
involve a child pinned briefly to a schoolyard fence
while classmates make off with the victim's lunch
morey.

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 physically
attacked and may incur bodily injury. An attempted
assault could be the result of bad aim with a gun or it
could be a nonspecific verbal threat to harm the
victim. It is difficult to categorize attempted assault as
either aggravated or simple because it is conjectural
how much injury, if any, the victim would have
sustained had the assault been carried out. In some
instances, there may have been no intent to carry out
the crime. Not ajl threats of harm are issued in
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earnest; a verbal threat or a menacing gesture may
have been all the offender intended. The intent of the
offender obviously cannot be measured in a victimiza-
tion 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 victimization surveys
because some victims do not consider such events
crimes or are reluctant to implicate relatives or friends
(see “Reliability of estimates,” Appendix II).

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

In any criminal incident against a person, more
than a single offense can take place. A rape may be
associated with a robbery, for example, In classifying
the survey-measured crimes, each criminal event has
been counted only once, by the most serious act that
took place during the incident and in accordance with
the seriousness ranking system used by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation. The order of seriousness for
crimes against persons is: rape, robbery, assault, and
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larceny. Consequently, if a person were both robbed
and assaulted during the same incident, the event
would be classified as robbery; but if the victim were
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
households—burglary, household larceny, and motor
vehicle 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 households
is burglary. Burglary is the illegal entry or attempted
entry of a structure, The assumption is that the
purpose of the entry was to commit a crime, usually
theft, but no additional offense need take place for the
act to be classified as burglary. The entry may be by
force, such as picking a lock, breaking a window, or
slashing a screen, or it may be through an unlocked
door or an open window. As long as the person
entering had no legal right to be present in the
structure, a burglary has occurred. Furthermore, the
structure need not be the house itself for a household
burglary to take place. Illegal entry of a garage, shed,
or any other structure on the premises also constitutes
household burglary. In fact, burglary does not
necessarily have to occur on the premises. If the
breaking and entering occurred 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 involved.

As mentioned earlier, household larceny occurs
when cash or property is removed from the home or
its immediate vicinily 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. Household larceny
can consist of the theft of jewelry, clothes, lawn
furniture, garden hoses, silverware, etc.

The theft or unauthorized use of motor vehicles is
the third category of household crime measured by
the National Crime Survey program. Completed as
weil as attempted acts involving automobiles, trucks,
motoreycles, and other vehicles legally entitled to use
public streets are included.

Crimes against
commercial
establishments

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

Only two types of commercial crimes are meas-
ured by the National Crime Survey program: rob-
bery and burglary. These crimes are comparable
to robbery of persons and burglary of households
except that they are carried out against places of
business rather than individuals or households.
Unlike household burglary, however, commercial
burglaries can take place only on the premises of
business firms. In a robbery of a commercial
establishment, 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.

SUMMARY FINDINGS

For each of the five cities, this summary is based
on percent changes in the rates of criminal victimiza-
tion from the first and second surveys, All of the
statements are based on information drawn from
Table A, at the end of this section. The percents of
change displayed in that table were calculated from
victimization rate tables found in the “General
Findings,” under each city section.! For crimes
against persons, the rates used in calculating the
degree of change are found in Table 3 for each city;
for household crimes, the appropriate rates are
displayed in Table 11; and for commercial crimes, the
relevant figures appear in Table 18.

Chicago

Although the 1974 victimization rates for most
crimes measured in the Chicago household and
commercial surveys remained essentially unchanged
from those registered 2 years earlier, each of the
significant variations that did occur were increases.
The strongest increases centered on the rates for
commercial robbery (up 77 percent) and aggravated
assault (up 28 percent). The latter rise triggered a 9
percent increase in the overall rate for personal crimes
of violence, although the relative changes in the rates
1ot each of the violent offenses considered separately
were statistically insignificant. The percent increases
in the rates for household and commercial burglary,

1With respect to victimization rates for personal and household
crimes, the formula for calculating the standard error associated
with each relative difference was not the same as the formula used
in calculating the standard error of the absolute difference between
the rates themselves. Thus, in some instances, the results of the
significance tests used in the preparation of this summary differed
slightly from the results obtained in preparing the “General
Findings,” where the discussion of changes in victimization rates is
based mainly on absolute differences. Both standard error
calculations are described in Appendix 11.

as well as for motor vehicle theft, also were
statistically unfounded. Rates for two of the three
forms of larceny—personal larceny with contact and
household larceny—were higher in 1974, although in
neither case was the percent change large enough to
be conclusive,

Detroit

With one notable exception, the rates for crimes
entailing the use or threatened use of force were
higher in 1974 than in 1972, by anywhere from 15
percent for personal robbery to 24 percent for
commercial robbery. Higher rates applied to each of
the two forms of assault and personal robbery against
Detroit residents, although not conclusively in each
instance. The exception to this pattern involved rape,
a crime for which the rate declined by one-third. In
contrast, the rates for most of the nonviolent crimes
remained basically unchanged, and in the case of
one—household burglary—there was a decline
amounting to some 12 percent. Among nonviolent
crimes, only motor vehicle theft had a significant rate
increase (43 percent). The stability in the rates for
nonviolent crimes applied uniformly for larceny; none
of the rates for the three forms of this crime
underwent percentage changes that could be regarded
as statistically significant.

Los Angeles

When compared to those for 1972, the 1974
victimization rates for Los Angeles residents and
businesses increased for a number of the measured
offenses and remained unchanged for others. There
were, however, no statistically significant declines. An
11 percent rise in the overall rate for personal crimes
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of violence was chiefly attributable to marginally
significant percentage increases in the rates for assault
and for robbery without injury. In turn, the 12 percent
increase in the 1974 assault rate mainly came about as
the result of a less than conclusive percent increase in
the rate for simple assault; the percent change in the
rate for aggravated assault lacked statistical signifi-
cance. The statistical basis for the 18 percent rise in
the rate for robbery without injury was not strong
enough to cause a significant percent change in the
overall rate for personal robbery. However, the
commercial robbery rate underwent a substantial
increase (36 percent). Induced by a relative increase in
the rate for personal larceny without contact, the
overall 1974 rate for personal crimes of theft also rose,
by about 13 percent. Besides that for personal
robbery, other rates that remained relatively un-
changed included those for rape, personal larceny
with contact, household burglary, commercial bur-
glary, and motor vehicle theft. The household larceny
rate increased by about 10 percent,

New York

Except with respect to two crimes, all statistically
significant percentage changes between the victimiza-
tion rates developed from the first and second surveys
in New York were increases. Assault, for which the
rate rose by some 72 percent, registered the most
dramatic of the increases; this change resulted from a
near doubling of the rate for aggravated assault and a
52 percent rise in that for simple assault. In turn, the
changes for assault resulted in a 19 percent rise in the
overall rate for personal crimes of violence; the
apparent percent change in the rate for personal
robbery failed to attain statistical significance.

Personal larceny without contact and household
larceny, offenses distinguished from one another
solely on the basis of place of occurrence, each had
increases of 38 percent. Rape was the only personal
crime associated with a significantly lower rate in
1974, although the statistical basis for the 36 percent
decline was less than firm. The 1974 rate for
household burglary was some 14 percent higher than
that for 1972, whereas the rate for commercial
burglary declined by some 11 percent; however, the
statistical basis for the latter change was marginal.
The rate for the third survey-measured crime against
households, motor vehicle theft, remained un-
changed, as did the commercial robbery rate,

Philadelphia

For a majority of the crimes addressed by the
Philadelphia surveys, the rates for 1974 were lower
than those for 1972, Among personal crimes of
violence, this was true both for robbery (down 26
percent) and for assault {down 20 percent), as well as
for the two forins of each offense. For the third
violent crime-—rape—no measurable rate change took
place. Led by an 11 percent drop in the rate for
personal larceny without contact, the incidence of
personal crimes of theft also was lower in 1974;
however, statistical significance could not be attached
to the apparent percentage reduction in the rate for
personal larceny with contact. With respect to
household crimes, rates generally were lower in 1974
than 2 years earlier, although the change for
household larceny was not statistically significant.
There was some indication of a percent decline in the
commercial robbery rate, but that for commercial
burglary remained essentially unchanged.

Table A. Personal, household, and commercial crimes

Percent of change
tion rates for 1972 and 1974,
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by sector, type of crime, and ci

between vict
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+5.8
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*-11.7
+0.1
*+43.0

+3.1
*4+10.5
+5.3

Household larceny
Motor vehicle theft
Commercial sector
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Household sector

.

+7.5
**-11.9

-2.5

*%-11,2
One asterisk (*) next to entries denotes that the percent change between rates for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent

-1.6

*4+36,2

+4.0
*+23.7

+6.0
*+77.4

Burglary

Robbery

NOTE ¢

SUMMARY FINDINGS

The formula for

change significant at the 90 percent confidence level; and the absence of asterisks reflects
calculating the standard error associated with each relative difference required the use of an estimator that differed from the one used in

two asterisks (¥*) denote percent
either no percent change between rates for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent percent change.

caleulating the standard error of the absolute difference between the victimization rates themselves; thus, the results of the tests of signif-

icance differed slightly in some instances.

confidence level;

7




@)
)
<
=
L
@)




10

CHICAGO

.
12,

13.

TABLES

Page

Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Number and percent
distribution of victimizations, by sector and type of crime, 1972 and

1974....... rreebesrene s sesabes SRR POV U ST RUURPURRUPRPORR: wreerereenens

Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations and victi.ml.za-
tion rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and victim-
offender relationship, 1972 and 1974 c..cvinnininnniinne ISRUTRPRP

Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by
type of crime, 1972 and 1974..c.ciiimmimiisisss e
Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by
type of crime and sex of victims, 1972 and 1974 covvecirinsrennns oo
Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by
type of crime and race of victims, 1972 and 1974.....cccoees rereereeeanreenes
Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by
type of crime and age of victims, 1972 and 1974 ceiviirrcimsinernessisees
Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by
type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974...covnenes
Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by
type of crime and annual family income, 1972 and 1974......c.ovvirnnee -
Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those in
which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974.......
Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974
Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974
Houschold crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and race of
head of household, 1972 and 1974........... eeerrereneeresrrasarane TR
Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and age of
head of household, 1972 and 1974.......... veereeres rerreesateseranresansnayereaasent
Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual

family income, 1972 and 1974....cccvmivnnnins T s .
Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of
persons in household, 1972 and 1974 ..o

Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and form of
tenure, 1972 and 1974 ........ ST U PP PP PP PSPPI PP
Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of
units in structure, 1972 and 1974,

Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime, 1972 and
1974 curiireccerrererc et oot eeans v erasen et in

Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics of victimized
establishments and type of crime, 1972 and 1974.....cooviiininniiinnss
Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations
reported to the police, by . ector and type of crime, 1972 and 1974...

13

14

17

17

18

18
19

20
20
21
21
22
22
23
23

24

CHICAGO

Victimization rates for most of the personal,
household, and commercial crimes measured by the
National Crime Survey program in Chicago were
about the same in 1974 as in 1972. Chicago’s
commercial establishments, however, were more
likely to have been robbed in 1974 than 2 years
earlier; less clear cut were the indicated increases in
rates for assault, personal larceny with contact (i.e.,
purse snatching and pocket picking), and household
larceny. For the other measured crimes—rape,
personal robbery, personal larceny without contact,
burglary (both household and commercial), and
motor vehicle theft, the rates were not significantly
changed.

For several of the crimes, including some of those
for which the overall rates were relatively stable, the
data showed an increase in the more serious forms of
these offenses. Thus, Chicagoans were more likely in
1974 than in 1972 to have incurred aggravated assault,
to have been seriously injured during the course of a
robbery, and, less certainly, to have been the victims
of completed rape. With respect to household
burglary, there was an increase in forcible entries; a
higher rate in 1974 than in 1972 was noted in
household larcenies involving losses of $50 or more.

A total of 654,700 victimizations was recorded in
1972; the corresponding figure in 1974 was 689,900.
However, except for commercial robbery and, less
conclusively, personal larceny with contact, none of

* the measured crimes was significantly more comrrion

in 1974 than 2 years earlier.

Chicagoans notified the police of their experience
with most of the measured crimes in roughly the same
proportion in 1974 as they had in 1972, The

‘proportion of personal victimizations brought to

official attention rose, however, from 37 percent in
1972 to 40 percent in 1974, There was some indication
that rape, household burglary, and commercial

burglary were more likely to have peen reported in
1974 than 2 years earlier, Other apparent changes in
reporting were not statistically significant.

Personal crimes

The rate for violent personal crime, i.e., the sum of
rape, robbery, and assault, was about 9 percent higher
in 1974 than in 1972, but the rate for personal crimes
of theft, the total of personal larceny with and without
contact, did not change significantly. Violent victimi-
zations of males rose by 15 percent, with assault in
large measure accounting for the increase, Females,
by contrast, were no more likely in 1974 to have fallen
prey to violent personal crime than they were 2 years
earlier. White residents of Chicago had a higher
victimization rate for violent crime and for personal
larceny, but for blacks the victimization rate for
violent crime remained relatively stable and the rate
for personal larceny showed a marginally significant
decline.

The proportion of incidents of violent personal
crime in which weapons were used rose from 46
percent in 1972 to 54 percent in 1974. Robbery was
characterized by a 21 percent increase in weapons use;
apparent increases for rape and assault were not
statistically significant. The relative distribution of
types of weapons used, as defined for the surveys, was
roughly the same in each of the 2 years. A 12 percent
increase in the use of firearms was only marginally
significant.

As indicated, the overall rate for rape was not
significantly changed. Nonetheless, there was some
indication that the rate for completed rape rose and
that for attempted rape declined. Clearly there was an
increase in the rate for those completed rapes in which
the victim and offender were strangers to one another,

11
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Residents of Chicago age 12 and over were no
more likely to have been robbed in 1974 than in 1972,
If robbed, however, they had a greater likelihood of
incurring a serious robbery-related injury in 1974 than
2 years earlier.

Reflecting an increase in the rate for aggravated
assault and an apparent, although statistically
insignificant, decrease in that for simple assault, the
overall assault rate for 1974 was characterized by a
marginally significant rise. The overall rate, as well as
that for aggravated assault, clearly was higherin 1974
than in 1972 for whites and for males, but it was not
significantly changed among blacks and among
females. Assaults committed by persons known to the
victim increased by about one-third; no similar trend
was evident for assaults carried out by strangers.

The 1974 victimization rate for personal larceny,
synonymous with personal crimes of theft, was not
significantly different from that for 1972, For the
city’s white population, however, it rose by about 12
percent, from 86 per 1,000 whites age 12 and over in
1972 to 96 in 1974. Furthermore, the increase in rates
among whites was noted both for personal larceny
with contact and, less certainly, for that without
contact. Within the black community, there was some
indication of a slight decline in the overall rate for
personal crimes of theft, as well as a decrease in the
rate for personal larceny without contact. Persons age
65 and over clearly had higher rates in 1974 than in
1972 for both forms of personal larceny.

Household crimes

Although the overall rate for household burglary
was about the same in 1974 as in 1972, the rate for
forcible entry was some 14 percent higher in the
former year than in the latter, having risen from 52
per 1,000 households to 59. The survey data showed
that the burglary rate rose in households headed by
whites and declined in those headed by blacks. In
neither case, however, were the differences between
rates for 1972 and 1974 statistically significant,

The household larceny rate rose from 78 per 1,000
households in 1972 to 86 in 1974, a marginally
significant increase. Clearly higher in 1974 than in
1972 was the rate for those larcenies involving losses
valued at $50 or more. Few changes in victimization
rates for. motor vehicle theft were of sufficient
dimension to be judged significant.

Commercial crimes

The victimization rate for commercial robbery
was 77 percent higher in 1974 than in 1972, having
risen from 77 per 1,000 establishments to 137. The
increase was Jargely attributable to an 88 percent
jump in the rate for completed crimes. Within the
business community, retail and wholesale establish-
ments, firms with 20 or more paid employees, and
those with annual receipts of $1 million or more had
substantially higher robbery rates in 1974. No
consistent pattern of change emerged with respect to
commercial burglary.

Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial
crimes: Number and percent distribution
of victimizations, by sector and type
of crime, 1972 and 1974

Number
Sector and type of crime 1972 1974
All crimes 654,700 689,900 vey vee
Personal sectar 359,800 375,900 100,0 100.0 Sk
Crimes of vidlence 140,200 150,600 39.0 40.1 2.4 21.8
Rape 6,700 5,900 1.8 1.6 1.0 0.9
Completed rape 1,500 2,600 0.4 0.7 0,2 0.4
Attempted rape 5,100  *%3,300 1.4 0.9 0.8 0.4
Robbery 66,100 71,400 18.4 19.C 10,1 10.4
Robbery with injury 16,600 17,800 L6 4.7 2.5 2.6
Fron serious assault 8,200 %11,700 2,3 3.1 1.2 1.7
From minor assault 8,400 *¥6,100 2.3 1.6 1.3 0.9
Robbery without injury 49,500 53,700 13.8 14.3 7.6 7.8
Assault 67,400 73,200 18.7 19.4 10.3 10.6
Aggravated assault 31,000 *¥38,900 8.6 10.4 L7 5.6
With injury 10,800 13,500 3.0 3.6 1.6 2.0
Attempted assault with .
wWeapon 20,200 *25,400 5.6 6.8 3.1 3.9
Simple assault 36,400 34,300 10.1 9.1 5.6 5.0
With injury 9,700 9,300 2.7 2.4 1ud 1.3
Attempted assault without
weapon 26,800 25,100 Toh 6.7 bl 3.6
Crimes of theft 219,700 225,300 61.0 59.9 33.6 32.7
Personal larceny with contact 36,000 *¥,1,400 10.0 11.0 5.4 6.0
Purse snatching 17,800 20,000 4.9 5.3 2.7 2.9
Pocket picking 18,200 21,400 5.1 5.7 2.8 3.1
Personal larceny without contact 183,700 183,900 51.0 48.9 28.1 26.7
Total population age 12 and over 2,523,000 2,480,200 . .
Househald sector 248,800 260,400 100.0 100.0 38.0 37.7
Burglary 126,800 129,300  51.0 49.6 19.4 18,7
Forcible entry 55,500 **62,700 22.3 2.1 8.4 9.1
Unlawful entry without force 32,300 29,600 13.0 11.4 4.9 L3
Attempted forcible entry 39,100 36,900 15.7 14.2 6.0 5.4
Househaold larceny 83,300 90, 900 33.4 34.9 12.7 13,2
Less than $50 45,100 47,100 18.1 18.1 6.9 6.8
$50 or mare 27,200 %3}, 800 10.9 13.3 4.2 5.0
Amount. not aveilable 3,400 2,600 1.3 1.0 0.5 0.4
Attempted larceny 7,600 6,400 3.1 2,4 1.2 0.9
Motor vehicle theft 38,700 40,300  15.6 15.4 5.9 5.8
Completed theft 28,500 25,300 11.4 9.7 bed 3.7
Attempted theft 10,200  %*14,900 41 5.7 1.6 2,2
Total number of househalds 1,074,900 1,062,100 . .
Commercial sector 46,100 53,600  100.0 100.0 7.8
Burglary 37,000 38,000  £0.3 71,0 5.5
Campleted burglary 27,100 27,900 58,8 52,1 4.0
Attempted burglary 9,900 10,100  21.6 18.9 1.4
Robbery 9,100 *15,600  19.7 29.0 2.3
Completed robbery 6,200 *11,300 13.4 21.0 1.6
Attempted robbery 2,900  *#4,300 6.2 8.0 0.6
Tobal number of commercial
establishments 117,500 113,800

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding,
numbers for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (%)
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for
each yéar or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

+e¢ Represents not applicable.

One asterisk (*) next to

The absence of
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iEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.




Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and race of victims, 1972 and 1974

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

thite Hack - = Cther o

Type of crime (1,2?1(7)?700) (1,%32’:900) (ngoc) (aég;i‘oo) (35?:%00) {41,000)
Crimes of viclence &?-8 *5?.0 75-2 7,3’; ‘35;3 51;2';
Pebpery 1979 zzf 15: 32:1; zfg:; 2209 s
o R 43 b3 £ s om E
“hggravated assault 11.2 L2 iz:g ig:g . u:g 111213
Cries of there 52 x55.7 90.5 #82.0 & 9.8
Fersonal larceny with conbact 12.3 *16.1 18.1 17.9 12.5 15.6
Personal larceny without contact 73.2 79,6 72.5 #4440 £3.7 The2

NOTE: il m to total shoun because of raunding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates thal f:he change tetween values foz_- the
e ge;:isn:?;sngtatﬁtic‘gHy significant ab the 95 pgféim confidence level; iwo asterisks (¥%) dentle change significant at the 90 percer:gccnfzdence
level. The absence of asterisks cn 1974 data reflects either ne diiferencz? be’gween yvalues reccrded for each year or the lack of statistical

significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to pfapulatz.cn m‘the group.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and age of victims, 1972 and 1974

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

12-1 16-19 20-21, 25-34 35-49 O—£L 45 and over

1972 J7974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 Q1972 1974

Type of crire (266,800) (252,200) (228,200) (236,000) (266,700) (270,900) (429,000) (A3%4,200) (506,700) (480,700) (507,800) (490,700} (318,000} (315,500)
Crim i . 86. 101.2 100.9 95.3 108.6 €47 7.9 IV-N 48.3 27.0 314 25.9 23.2
Raéi of vicience 7;; . 11.3 7.9 5.0 6.0 5.4 4.1 3.9 10.7 1.5 0.5 0.6 ‘o 10.3
Robbery 32.4 40.0 26.8 33.6 37.9 16.2 31.5 30.1 2.1 25.4 16.7 20.8 22.1 1'6?-3
Robbery with injury 6.2 9.2 8.0 9.3 Sy T-L 7.1 £.3 7.3 5.7 bk 7.3 5.3 . 0.9
Robbery without injury 26.2 30.8 18.8 2L.2 32.5 38.8 2.3 23.8 16.9 19.7 10.3 13.5 16.7 10.4
Assault 40.0 45.2 66.5 62.3 52.% £5.9 29,2 34.0 17.5 21.4 9.§ 10.0 3.9 5.7
Aggravated ascault 19.7 23.1 28.8 35.8 26.1 29.0 13.2 17.8 7.5 ¥12.3 4 5.7 1.9 2.0
Simple assault 20.3 22.2 37.8 *25.5 23.3 27.9 15.8 16.2 10.0 9.2 5.9 5.3 1.9 N 3.7
Crimes of theft 9% 67.8 113.9 98.0 134.7 127.2 122,7 129.6 9.9 92.1 63.7 69.6 31.8 50,7
Pﬁ?iﬁ”iﬁ:ﬁ‘éw 6.2 6.3 12.6 4.7 16.2 18.8 12,5 **17.2 15.9 15.9 18.6 17.8 13.4 #23.6
Pﬁi}ﬁ ]éix!;g:g 57.9 61.6 101.3 **83.3 118.5 108. 4 110.2 112.4 74.0 76.2 K5.1 51.8 18.4 ¥27.1

OTE: 3 ot h be of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically

HOTE: I;;;?ilﬁxé‘;wntngt :gg ;g ;erints; ggﬁid:‘:g:elwei; two asterisks (¥¥) denaze change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects

either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent chenge. Figures in parentheses refer to poptlaticn in the group.
ipstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreligble.

Table 7. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974

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

Never married Married Widowed Divorced and separated
X 1972 1974 1972 197, 1972 1974 1972 1974

Type of crime (832,300) (855,600) (1,245,700} (1,169,900) (223,300) (220,700) (211,100) (225,400)
Crimes of violence 82.4 *%*90.8 38.3 37.9 32.4 28.1 6.0 .0
Rape L.1 3.7 1.2 1.2 1.6 10.5 75.g *9’57.6
Robbery . 33.0 *%38,8 20.0 18.8 24.0 19.2 38.4 *%51.7
Robbery with injury 6.6 #%9,1 5.0 Le5 10.4 *%5,2 11.1 15.0
Robbery without injury 26.5 29.7 15.0 1.1 13.5 14.0 27.4, 36.7
Assault 45.2 18.3 17.1 17.9 8 B.5 32.2 39.7
Aggravated assault 21.0 #%25.2 8.1 10.2 12.9 13,8 13.1 #%20.5
Simple assault 2h.2 23.1 9.0 7.8 13,9 4.7 19.1 19.2
Crimes of theft 98.3 4.8 81,2 **87.7 61.9 65.9 107.5 115.7
Personal larceny with contact 12.5 1.7 11.2 12.9 28.8 33.7 25.1 28.2
Personal larceny without contact 85.8 80.1 70.Q 74.8 33.1 32.2 B2.4 87.5

NOTE: Detail may not a\?d ’E.o total_sh?wz} because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next tc entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (*¥) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence
lgvgl. The absence of asterisks on 197[;_data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each vear or the lack of statistical sig-
nﬁrtcgncg for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose marital status was not as—
certained.

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

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and annual family income, 1972 and 1974

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

Tess than $3,000 $3,000~$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-31%,999 $15,000-32%4,999 $25,000 or more
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Iype of crime . (240,700)  (189,400)  (571,100) (533,700)  (287,400) (23k,700)  (615,900) (551,000)  (422,700) (493,800)  (103,000) (158,700)
Crimes of violence 77.1 81.9 57,5 *69.9 50.7 *£7.1, 56.5 59.5 53.4 *%¥51,6 7.8 50.4
Rape L7 15,0 3.5 2.4 12,2 *AGL L 2.2 2.1 11.5 10.9 0 0.7
Robbery 38.0 37.6 29,5 *##36.6 21.3 28.3 23.9 26.8 21.3 21.8 18.9 21.4
Robbery with injury 10.2 11,6 g4 10.4 3.1 *8.1 5.0 5.7 5.0 L.7 1.2 iz
Robbery without injury 27.9 26,1 21,1 26.2 18,2 20.2 18.8 21.1 16.3 17.2 12.8 16.0
Assanlt 3.4 39.3 A #*#30,9 27.3 33.7 30.4 30.6 20.6 #28,9 29.0 28.4
Aggravated assault 15.7 20.5 11,7 *18.1 13.6 18.0 14.5 16.5L 8.1 *12.9 12.8 13.3
Simple ussault 18.7 18.8 12.7 12.8 13.6 15.7 15.9 14.2 12.5 16,0 16.2 15.1
Crines of theft 76.9 8.2 3.4 72.6 91.9 95.0 97.5 103.0 109.8 103.7 95.5 115.7
Personal larceny with
contact 25.1 28.4 19.3 21.9 15.9 18.4 10.7 13.4 9.5 10.4 16.9 10.0
Personal larceny without
contact 51.8 55,8 54.0 50.8 75.9 76.7 26.8 89.6 91.3 93.3 88.6 105.7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change Between values for the 2 years was statis-
tically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks {**) denote change significant at the %0 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on
1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer
to population in the group; exeludes date on persons whose income level was mot ascertained.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those g

in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 8

()

A1l incidents With weapon o

Number Percent
Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 9
Crimes of violence 121,600 124,300 55,400 *66,800 15,6 #53.8
Rape 6,300 5,700 2,400 2,900 37.9 51.8
Robbery 57,200 60,000 28,800 *36, 1,00 50.2 *60.7
Robbery with injury 15,000 15,500 6,700 8,700 L4.9 *##56.1
Robbery without injury 42,300 14,500 22,000 *27,700 52.1 #62.2
Assault? 58,100 58,700 24,300 27,500 11.9 16.9
Aggravated assault 25,400 29,200 24,300 27,500 95.9 94.3
With injury 9,000 11,100 7,900 9,400 88.4, 85.1
Attempted assault with

weapon 16,400 18,100 16,400 18,100 100.0 100.0
Simple assault 32,700 29,500 0 0

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown becsuse of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percenmt confidence
level. The ghsence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signif~

icance for apparent change.
1Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon.

... Represents not applicable.

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974

Firearm Knife Other e unknown

Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Crimes of viclence 52,3 *HRLTL L 26.4, 2.4 26.3 23.9 4.9 4.3
Rape 52.4 127.3 7.6 60.5 ¢} 112.2 10 10
Robbery 46.8 51.4 28.8 26.7 18.4 17-4 5.8 Lok
Robbery with injury 31.8 31.9 25.9 214 38.7 37.6 13,8 9.0
Robbery without injury 51.3 57.6 29.7 28.4 12,4 10.9 6.4 13,1
Aggravated assault 35.8 L 21.6 17.4 38.3 33.8 L.k L.k
With injury 15.0 *%26.8 20.9 16.6 59.6 L9.7 4.5 156.8
Attempted assault with weapon 456.0 53.6 21.9 17.8 27.9 25.4 1.2 13,0

One asterisk (%) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant ab the S5 percent
confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197k data reflects
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

1Estimate, based on zero or on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically umreliatle.
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Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and race of head of household, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 households) ;
White Black Other .
) 1572 197k 972 1974 1572 197k |
Type of crime (735,000) (699,500) (323,800) (344,,400) (16,100) (18,200)
Burglary 100.2 106.3 161.7 153.0 151.1 120.8
Household larceny 76.9 8.6 79.5 87.6 6.8 87.5
Motor vehicle theft 25.2 30.0 59.5 54.6 156.5 126.7
NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197k indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent
confidence level; two asterisks (¥¥) denote change sig-ificant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197k data reflects
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for appsrent change. Figures in parentheses
refer to mumber of households in the group.
3Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and age of head of household, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 households)
12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 197% 1972 1974 1972 197
Type of crime (9,100} (8,800) (293, 000) {299,900) (277,500) (266,700) (291,800) {283,200) (203,500) (203, 400)
Burglary 153.9 1102.0 168.9 172.5 140.4 138.1 92.4 **3109.2 49.3 43.7
Household larceny i1g8.7 100.2 103.9 110.3 97.3 110.2 66.3 72.5 28.0 34.7
Motor vehicle theft 125.0 22,4 7.7 49.5 L3.7 47.0 31.8 34.8 15.2 13.8
NOTE: One asterisk (¥) next to emtries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (%*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and annual family income, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 househdlds)
Less than 33,000 33, 000-$7, 49 37, s 000 _$15,000-324,999
Type of crim (148,600 3o 1772 1974 L Tor T T 157 —op T
e 148,600)  (123,900)  (261,800)  (251,900)  (126,200)  (104,300) (230,500)  (15,900)  (142,000)  (173,500)  (34,000) (53,600)
Burglary 119.4 110.2 08. . #
EEdawey CEDOBD O CES W3 O Wr mr wy vmy me  mr oma ome
Motor vehicle theft . ° ‘ . . . . . 103.1 124.5
vehicle the: 11.6 8.8 30.1 22.9 32.8 *#%48,9 46.9 39.9 48.5 56.4 51.4 78.5
NOTE: One asterisk () next to entries for 1974 indicates that the ch : isti ignifi s
two asterisks (%*) dencte change significant at the 90aperc:n§ ﬁig::lzze;ez:iuesi‘igr agggnieyzzr :s‘{zf-i:;:ttit;;%gazgiﬁ::ﬁ: :;tggs Zg ];;igent conglgence 13‘31;
recorded fo h 3 abd PR : 5 B erence between values
Tete 0: hou:eﬁzid sy:gzsgr izgsmﬁaigvg. 52:{;:131::]66:%5%2;?&06 for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes
Table 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and number of persons in household, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 househalds)
One Two-Three Four-Fi- i .
o of ori . 2972 1974 1972 1974 1972 - 1974 1972 SLor nore 1974
Type of crime (264, 500) (284, 200) (489,800) {182, 800) (221,400) (202,200) (99,200) {92,800)
Burglary 9.8 93.7 07. .
Household larceny 3.8 oy s s T Fre s 150
Motor vehicle theft 16.9 15.2 38.4 37.3 464 56.1 52.0 71.3
HOTE: One asterisk (¥) next to entries for 197k indicates that the change between val for the 2 tatisti ignifi 3 .
:‘ZS oic?gsrjfii‘{s g*:) dencte gganfe ;ignii‘icant at the 90 percent ?(Eﬁdence le:el‘.leS'Ihgrabs:nceyzgrzs::f'i:k:t;;t;;?ilgaizg?:ﬁ:gz :;t;:: 1912 g;?;g:?éngzng;gsggi \];zlvi:éé :
each ye isti ignifi s - 4 . :
recorde households}wﬁzs:rnumzeragf ;ﬁ;-:ﬁ:?;;;c;ﬁt s;igzlfé:;ngsl for apparent change. Tigures in parantheses refer to mmber of heusehclds in the group; excludes A
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o8| ven |54 ; ble 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates,
oS | St f o 8 ' i
iy | Bin | FE | by type of crime, 1972 and 1974
-~ o8 i
& ERS .
z . g,‘;}g : (Rate per 1,000 establishments) I
) 7} : '
& N§ o | g e 3 i 1972 :
o~ . o O ¥ 197 ;
T | ROR EEE | e o7 e (127, 500) (113,600)
) o0 ¢
DA 8 : Burglary :
259 Completed burglary e 3342 R
599 i Attempted burglary 34'7 45.3 :
v ) g %o : Robbery = 88,9
E g no | ags ; Completed robbery 52.4 *136.8
- PN BTt ol A ) Attempted robbery . ¥99.0
B C1Es It d o e
O B o 2o ! NOTE: Detail may not add to total j
: shown b i .
— .g = sus ; entries.for 1974 indicates that theegﬁzzzeogex‘;ﬁl ﬁiuegnzoiszﬁzigkyégsn‘z: *
@) a a8 | do-r| vE o ! statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level: two asberdsks (*%)
y § & iy Kh|so| 588 denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level, The absence of
[75] 48| wonl|™ |5, o< Agloer| g o i asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded
g §§ Rj""."‘ Yoo b? ol ~ kst Hee i g’r EECh_year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.
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—_ N @ D H
. —~ fe) b
c g ¥ 1510, 2o | [8lna| A
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported
to the police, by sector and type
of crime, 1972 and 1974

Sector and type of crime 1972 1974
Personal sector, all crimes 37.1 39,7
Crimes of violence 48.2 50.4
Rape 52.9 *X71.1
Completed rape 83.6 88.3
Attempted rape 43.6 58,6
Robbery 52.1 53.4
Robbery with injury 68.5 65.8
From gerious assault 70.3 66.7 |
From minor assault 66.8 6.1 P
Robbery without injury 46,7 549.2 . 2
Assault 43.9 . 45.7 s Y ;
Aggravated assault 51.6 541 : R
With injury 71.6 70.4
Attempted assault with weapon 41.0 LS
Simple assault 37.3 36.1
With injury 54.2 *%],1,0
Attempted assault without weapon 31.2 34.3
Crimes of theft 30.1 32.5 )
Personal larceny with contact lligh 1'1:3.9 ' :
Purse snatching o .7 #
Pocket picking 3.6 5.5 ., DETROIT
Personal larceny without contact 28.1 30.2
Household sector, all crimes 48.1 50.1 ;
Burglary 53.4 *%57,3
Forcible entry 73.8 76.1
Unlawful entry without force 40.1 L. 6
Attempted forcible entry 35.4 35.6 i
Household larceny 26.2 28.9 ! S
Less than $50 16.6 15,0 : !
$50 or more L6.4 46.9
Amount not available 6.6 33).2
Attempted larceny 19.7 32.1
Motor vehicle theft 77:9 .6
Completed theft 93.3 95.6
Attempted theft 34.8 38.8
Commercial sector, all crimes 7.8 81.8
Burglary 70.9 *#80,2
Robbery 90.5 85.6

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197, indicates that the change between values
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks {**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. :

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable. ‘ :
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No consistent pattern of change emerged when
1974 victimization rates for Detroit’s residents,
households, and business firms were compared with
those for 1972. Rates for some crimes rose, including
most of those involving confrontation between victim
and offender;! they declined for some and did not
change significantly for still others.

Among violent personal crimes, rates for personal
robbery and assault were higher in 1974 than in 1972,
but the rate for rape was characterized by a
marginally significant decrease. As there was no
significant change in the rates for those robberies and
assaults committed by persons known to their victims,
the increases in the overall robbery and assault rates
were largely the result of an upswing in the rates for
those victimizations in which the parties were
strangers to one another. For personal crimes of theft,
either with or without contact, no significant change
in rates was indicated.

Changes between 1972 and 1974 in the rates for
the three measured household crimes also were
mixed. The rate for household burglary was lower in
1974 than in 1972, but the reverse was true for motor
vehicle theft; for household larceny, the rate was
relatively stable. Detroit’s businesses experienced a
higher robbery rate in 1974 than 2 years earlier, but
the apparent rise in the rate for commercial burglary
was not statistically significant.

Detroit’s black population recorded rates in 1974
that were roughly the same or lower than in 1972 for
all of the measured personal and household crimes,
except motor vehicle theft. For the city’s white
population, the 1974 rates were either without

t Measured crimes involving confrontation between victim and
offender are rape, personal robbery, and assault (collectively
termed personal crimes of violence), as well as personal larceny
with contact (purse snatching and pocket picking) and commercial
robbery.

significant change or higher than in 1972 for all these
crimes, except rape.

The varied pattern in rate changes over the 2-year
period, a time when the number of the city’s residents;
households, and commercial establishments declined,
was reflected in changes in the estimated number of
victimizations. The total number of household
victimizations seemingly declined, from 151,500 in
1972 to 147,000 in 1974. Commercial victimizations
also appeared to decrease, from 38,400 to 37,000.
Neither decrease was statistically significant, however,
By contrast, the number of personal victimizations
remained relatively constant, with an indication thata
marginally significant increase in the number of
personal crimes of violence was offset by a compara-
ble decrease in the number of personal crimes of theft,
All together, 369,600 victimizations were recorded for
1972 by the surveys; the corresponding figure for 1974
was 362,900.

Personal, household, and commercial victimiza-
tions were reported to the police in about the same
proportions in 1974 as in 1972. For personal crimes of
violence, the percent of victimizations brought to
official attention showed a marginally significant
increase, with assault clearly more likely to have been
reported in 1974 than in 1972, On the other hand, the
proportion of motor vehicle thefts reported to the
police declined, by some 9 percentage points.

Personal crimes

The overall rate for violent personal crime, i.e., the
sum of rape, personal robbery, and assault, rose from
68 per 1,000 residents age 12 and over in 1972 to 78 in
1974, Males, but not females, were shown to have
been more vulnerable in the latter year than in the
former to personal crimes of violence. Persons age 65

27
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and over, as well as those in the 25-34 and 35-49 age
groups, also had higher victimization rates in 1974
from violent crimes, There was no significant change
in the use of weapons in the commission of personal
crimes of violence or in the type of weapon used in
armed rapes, robberies, and assaults, As indicated,
the 1974 victimization rate for personal crimes of theft
was not significantly different from that for 1972,

Triggered by a downturn in the number of
attempted rapes, the overall rape victimization rate
dropped from 3 per 1,000 residents age 12 and over in
1972 to 2 in 1974, a marginally significant decrease.
There also was a comparable decrease in the rate for
females only, from 5 to 3. Among white residents of
the city, the 1974 rate was clearly lower than that for
1972, but among blacks the rate did not change
significantly.

The robbery rate rose 5 points, from 32 per 1,000
residents age 12 and over in 1972 to 37 in 1974. An
increase also was noted for robbery without injury,
but the upturn was less certain for robbery with
injury. The overall robbery rate was higher in 1974
than in 1972 among whites and among males; it was
basically the same in each of the 2 years among blacks
and among females. Persons age 65 and over and,
with less certainty, those in the 35-49 age group were
more likely to have been robbed in 1974 than in 1972.
Less conclusive was the indicated rate increase among
the divorced and separated and among the widowed.
No group under study within Detroit’s population
had a significantly lower victimization rate from
robbery in 1974 than in 1972,

City residents were more likely to have been
assaulted in 1974 than in 1972. The overall rate was
higher in 1974, as were the rates for the aggravated
and simple forms of the crime. Rates for both
aggravated and simple assault that resulted in injury
also were up, but there was no significant change in
the rates for either aggravated or simple assault
without injury. The overall assault rate for white
residents rose about 13 points, from about 30 per
1,000 white residents age 12 and over in 1972 to 43 in
1974. Among the city’s blacks, however, the rate
remained relatively stable, Both males and females
were more likely to have been assaulted in 1974 than 2
years earlier. Higher assault rates in 1974 than in 1972
also were evident for persons age 25-34, 65 and over,
and, with less certainty, 35-49, but those of other ages
were no more likely to have been assaulted in 1974

than in 1972. No significant difference between 1972
and 1974 rates was noted for persons who had never
been married, for those who were divorced or
separated, or for those who were widowed. Married
persons, on the other hand, had a higher rate in 1974
than in 1972, With respect to annual family income,
significant changes in the assault rate were confined to
middle-income groups, persons from families with
incomes between $10,000 and $25,000 having been
more likely assault victims in [974 than 2 years
earlier.

For all residents of Detroit, as well as for the city’s
white population, the 1974 victimization rate for
personal larceny, synonymous with personal crimes of
theft, was not significantly different from that for
1972. For the black population, however, the rate fell,
from approximately 93 per 1,000 blacks age 12 and
over in 1972 to 84 in 1974, The rate also declined
among females and among married persons in
general, No significant increase in rates was registered
for any group under study.

+

Household crimes

Primarily reflecting a 17 percent decrease in the
rate for forcible entry, the overall burglary rate fell
some 20 points, from 174 per 1,000 households in
1972 to 154 in 1974, Decreases were recorded for
households headed by blacks and for those in which
the head of household was age 50 and over. White
households and those headed by younger persons
registered no significant change. Lower Tates in 1974
than in 1972 also were determined for households in
which annual family income was less than $7,500,
between $10,000 and $15,000, and $25,000 or more;
for households in other income brackets, the apparent
decline in rates was not statistically significant.

Although the overall rate for household larceny
remained relatively constant, there was a marginally
significant decrease in the rate for black households
and a comparable increase in the rate for those
headed by whites.

The motor vehicle theft rate rose 21 points, from
49 per 1,000 households in 1972 to 70 in 1974, An
increase in rates was noted for both black and white
households and for those headed by persons in the age
groups spanning 20- to 64-year-olds. Both home-
owners and renters experienced higher rates in 1974,

Except for households with four or five members, the
increase was reflected in households of all sizes. No
group under study registered a significantly lower rate
for motor vehicle theft in 1974 than in 1972.

Commercial crimes

Although the overall commercial burglary rate for

1974 was not significantly different from that for 1972, °
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Detroit’s retail stores registered a higher rate in the
former year than in the latter, whereas the opposite
was true for the city’s wholesale establishments,

The commercial robbery rate rose some 42 points,
from 179 per 1,000 businesses in 1972 to 221 in 1974.
Firms other than retail or wholesale establishments
had a much higher rate in 1974 than 2 years earlier.
The increase also was felt among businesses with eight
or more employees.
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial

crimes: Number and percent distribution

of victimizations, by sector and type

of crime, 1972 and 1974

Percent
of crimes Percent of
. Number within sector all crimes
Sector ard type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
ALl crimes 369,600 362,900 100.0  100.0
Personal sector 179,800 179,000 100.0 100.0 48,6 49.3
Crimes of vidlence Thy900  *%82, 00 41.7 46,0 20,3 22.7
Rape ' *%2, 000 1.6 1.1 0.8 0.5
Completed rape 800 800 Oy 0.4 0.2 0.2
Attempted rape 2,100 *1,200 1.2 0.7 0.6 0.3
Robbery 35,700 39,300 19.8 22,0 9.6 10.8
Robbery with injury 8,600 10,000 b8 5.6 2.3 2.7
From serious assault 5,000 6,200 2.8 3.4 1.4 1.7
From minor assault 3,600 3,800 2.0 2.1 1.0 1.0
Robbery without injury 27,100 29,400 15.1 16.4 7.3 8.1
Assault 36,300 *%,1,200 20,2 23.0 9.8 11.3
Aggravated assault 19,600 #¥22, 4,00 10.9 12,4 5.3 6.2
With injury 6,200  *8,300 3.4 L6 1.7 2.3
Attempted assault with weapon 13,400 14,100 Tedy 7.8 3.6 3.9
Simple assault 16,700 18, 800 9.3 10.5 4.5 5.2
With injury 3,600  *¥5,000 2.0 2,8 1.0 1.4
Attempted assault without
weapon 13,100 13,800 7.3 7.7 3.6 3.8
Crimes of theft 104,900 *¥96,600 58.3 54.0 28,4 26,6
Personal larceny with contact 10,400 8,700 5.8 4.8 2.8 2.4
Purse snatching 5,600 5,100 3.1 2.8 1.5 1.4
Pocket picking 4,800  *%3,600 2.7 2.0 1.3 1.0
Personal larceny without contact 94,500 87,900 52,6 49.1 25,6 24,2
Total pepulation age 12 and over 1,109,000 1,064,100 vee ‘oo vee ‘ee
Household sector 151,500 147,000  100.0  100.0 41.0 404,
Burglary 80,100  *68,400 52,9 16.5 21,9 18.8
Forcible enbry 40,900  *¥32,800 27.0 22.3 11.1 9.0
Unlawful entry without force 19,800 ¥¥17,300 13.1 11.8 5.3 .8
Attempted forcible entry 19,400 18,300 12.8 12.4 5.2 5.0
Household larceny 48,900 47,500 32.3 32.4 13.2 13.1
Less than $50 25,800 23,700 17.0 16.1 7.0 6.5
$50 ar more 15,900 17,800  10.4 12,1 4.3 4.9
Amount not available 2,200 2,200 1.4 1.4 0.6 0.6
Attempted larceny 5,100 #x3,800 3.4 2.6 1.4 1.1
Motor vehicle theft 22,400  %31,100 14.8 21.1 6.1 8.6
Campleted theft 16,700 18,500 11,0 12,6 L5 5.1
Attempted theft 5,800  *12,600 3.8 8.6 1.6 3.4
Total number of households 460,200 445,100 reo Ve eve vee
Commercial sector 38,400 37,000 100.0 100.0 10.4 10.2
Burglary 29,700 27,500 7.5 Thoby 8.0 7.6
Completed burglary 19,900 18,300 51.9 4L9.4 5.4 5.0
Attempted burglary 9,800 9,200 25.6 24.9 2.7 2.5
Hobbery 8,600 9,500  22.4 25,7 2.3 2.6
Gempleted robbery 6,600 7,200 17.2 19.4 1.8 2.0
Attempted robbery 2,000 2,300 5.3 6.2 0.5 0.6

Total number of coumercial

establishments

48,300 42,900

see

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

One asterisk (*) next to

numbers for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was

statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks

denote change significant at the 90 percent canfidence level.

asteriske on 1974 data reflects either no

each year or the lack of statistical signi
«e« Represents not applicable.

(%)
The absence of
difference between values recorded for
ficance for apparent change. ’
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two asterisks (#**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence

The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical

significance for apparent change.

Cne asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;

Detail may not add to tobal shown because of rounding,
level.
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Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 3
AN A R T ATATS A v, I 1) W S N oM
for persons age 12 and over, by type | CERFEFERXR R S L
. [)' ~ 3 -]
of crime, 1972 and 1974 | g = 437
: w 8 BYE
Rate per ; ) : 49 | woovtwwonno | o VN | WO LBOO0 M O Bt
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) gg\ <n o'\d:::\\c;\é .‘.‘«;“” ﬁ’g o | o org‘mmq'yrc'\za 8 g|hgs
1972 1971, L T PP & = @5&
Type of crime (1,108,000) (1,064, 100) ; o :g’g o § gg # s
N b w w a T
Crimes of vidlence 67.6 *77,5 Q>) §° %%ﬁ 2 §:l ?5:%333333 ﬁ ?& gg % !
Rape 2. *%1, Soh B bt et 3 0 | oer e
Completed rape Q."; ég (o] ga3 o Eg g * 98k
Attempted ~ © S by
Hobbef‘l}nlp ed rape 3:123 ae*}.1 e} NglnoveRtenaen | 9y o N5 g8 8
Robbery with injury 7:7 *3;2 c ?"“:u)’ .‘? - 'E\?.'?‘Z?a Q| 28Y = NE | AN LLAO N0, b §.5 4
From serious assault &5 ¥45. 8 (U - $= S CU oo |dodugindgd & fdlesT :
From minor assault 3.2 26 : ~ T8y ~ & 34 é,
Robbery without injury 24,4 *27.6 ; < G ™ 2
Assault 32,7 ¥ ' f I~ o8 ) o) a5
Aggravated assault 17.7 *gf.g I g)DO\ sg 5 g)olo\\ rigt yognogowns o ol 8
With injury 5.6 *7.8 P - — u g g ol SE RN FAEAE & Fl 84
Attempted assault with weapon 12,0 13.2 § iy o F ot ¥ g F(°8 %]
Simple assault 15.1 W7.7 n o 28| dnessengyaa | ig n o 3 P i
With injury . 3.3 0,7 c % AR | EYIYRARAFER 3 c c N 3g é’g,g 4
- Attempted assault without weapon 11.9 13.0 (@) ~ 5_: ] O © gu\ N FyNQOpEe: 16 E g !
imes of theft 6 0 S n Fldnodaod & S| g ;
Personal larceny with contact 93,4 932 S Q & dgg o N G omNaTg R ‘ i
Purse snatching 5.0 L7 : QD)-m & g'g-g 8_& 3 305 4
Pocket picking 4.3 ! — agd - Sad
Personal larceny without contact 85,2 332 - -~ «g é'fg . A 8 g% NenQuwant: o | B § o
— . -~ - PR B R DR d i)
NOTE: Detad — , o w fl]3 “igs S » ¥ [5g|gidsAgdgs < |555
: Detail may not add to tobal shown because of rounding, Cne asterisk (¥) next bo v £ ARl ygnnontngon | o 3 st ol TR LA RNl
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was i = N8 | ENIOHRI ARG 'ﬂﬁ? b N £ = A E’mg
statistif:elly significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (%) b Q "6 o« N 455 5}’3% L+ %’ “g LA
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of ! - . ot g”;ﬂ - O Né coanonnon o o ST
asterisks on 197 data reflects either no difference between values recorde i (3 9 EE R s B S| drgonddds & S| A%
ecorded for > > 5 S 3 AN o
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures = 8 2® 55 b K G R = BEES
in parentheses refer to population. i c "‘5 ] ‘és gy, c b= g = S 5*3 |
o g ~g i c° 8l |s g4 1
= 8 4| |8 SE8ES SO 4| kR[peaazoaet o o|HEE 4
: O B tR oMo HOoNIng | ¥ A AR & o8 13 Al d g A S p
: ] FRianagaoan g ] E o o oD 3 an80F mmmﬁﬁ S OR[88y W
: et At i N & 2 agléfdodddgncd|igdsy N & Flg &= “lged
Table 4. Personal crimes: Victimization rates o i [® FrRFEES 8583 Eo B4 She g
T T T @ ol b o) s
for persons age 12 and over, by type 5 = c Bl giiia = 5 8] g8|gnveennes v o it 3
: L O m© By °gd8d [$] A1 (B EDRCRRNRY 2 B (F8”
of crime and sex of victims, ' i < o 8 : YL S o gl 27 R Dt LN 4
e - 0oB o aQ, (] 0 ;
1972 and 1974 £ <l |3 CEEER T E <13 R :
e 2 NR | Hodn 00N o tin N EE e 4R | oronowonn & o | ST 8 i
IS . e - ) g =~ . b . . . 1R~ B
DO o [Bdlgigedgnggsg|inssg OO | [BF|gddigeds ¥ &|8af | i
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) o 5 "’5 noan aad yoaa E — ?..‘HC Qnon DRt =] gﬁ g A
' LN, Pound [T ]
Male Female I 'g o 7 gﬁﬁ%é = © "é = .%3 %
. 1972 1974 1972 1971 1 (@] QL guagg [ @] Q N§ N HOWN NN O g:g o
Type of crime (499, 00) (481,300) (609, 200) (582, 800) o 2ag™g —_ O a5 |goAddeddg ¢ §|88Y g
I _— g ) - | - - - | E o
Cr%gxes of viclence 90.8 *107.6 48.5 52.4 g _a\ EE,Q: %18) g z‘ = 2.';]“2 § ;
pe 10,2 10,1 4.7 *%3,3 @ St g 3 > 988 g
Gompleted rape 0.2 10 1.2 1.3 o > RN s UO" 3 ~7§ SN FOROnH O N mH% § ' x
Attempted rape 10 10,1 3. #1.9 i v .o 2| 8558a6 - Er ] ad A gds W 2] 289 & ‘
Robbery 13,9 #53.0 2.5 23.6 7‘ 3 §5(=948y o RO A RAIOARE T Bl EEL o 4
Robbery with injury 9.3 ¥13.8 6.5 5.7 \ o. £ 83°%8 o = e ° :
Robbery without injury 34,6 #%39,2 16.0 18.0 g S ‘é 3 g8 %g &~ g‘g 2 8 ;
Assault L6.7 ¥5l,,5 21.3 %25,7 v . 5B 54| 888yn : 8 O w|B848 3 :
Aggravated assault 27, * i | To) = prihe 383y O NY oo Hdol o @ f.g T 8 :
7.3 3.1 9.7 12.7 | o dH i BBwTS or QUM IOWIH W 1A To &
Simple assault 19.4 *%23, ), 1 s = & g © a3 38 N @laggg @
Crimes of Lhef W5 12.9 o Q o ﬁ"é Ba B no9y (D] a 83 o
es of theft i 104.3 108.8 86.6 *75.9 i —_— g g2 &9 §5|REEF: ~= 88k &
Persongl larceny with i e) 3 - g%: 5 :5 E, 88 L0 Pl-X B
Poveons darceny vishowt e 1.6 0.9 i g_“ AR LRI P . 38d
erson arceny withou I k we D4 2 55 geg &
contact 97.7 1C4.0 4.9 *65,0 j >1® g%%‘j’ ég%gg B % g E% - k- S
- ; Ol w0003 Magnan . + B+ o gy
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rourding. One asterisk (*) next to §: & EEGNE‘. ‘55@ @ .-‘:3 [ -5§ B » ha g:‘g 5"&'
entries for 1974 indicates that the change between velues for the 2 years was ; & S8 = g o2 84 .5 §3|188° Ba
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; vyn asterisks (%) . %‘ §‘é o B8 (53 §‘é Sa8 0
dencte change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of B g o . S8EAZA0 HE 8:% g
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded g (IS E ui:u % o, ga‘é B 'ﬁ)% Py
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures o HoDd E‘rag sBbiR@AS
in parentheses refer to population in the group. ; ¥l BaE & ggiﬂ gEa88 | . b}
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Table 7. Perscnal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974 o
i m
: (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) ;
» Kever married Married Widowed Diverced and separated 9
. 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 -
| Type of crime (348, 000) (340, 700) (545, 500) (503, 500) (106,200) (99, 90¢) {108, 500) {115, 700)
Crimes of viclence 113.2 114.7 h1.1 %52.3 28.0 *1.0 9.3 *#%110.0
Rape . 5.3 #2.32 c.8 1.2 11.0 1.0 L. 4.0
Rcbbery 49.5 50.6 0.7 2.1 18.3 *%27.3 48.6 **51,9
Rcbbery with injx:u'y 2.9 11.2 5.2 7.0 8.2 10.9 13.7 13.1
Rebbery without injury 39.6 39.4 15.5 17.1 10.2 *%16.4 34.9 ¥,8.8
Assault 58.5 £1.9 19.6 *27.0 8.7 12.8 40.8 45.C
Aggravated assault 30.6 33.4 11.2 *14.8 2.9 **6.6 23.3 24.8
. Simple assault 27.9 28.5 8.3 #312,2 5.8 6.1 7.6 20.2
Crimes of theft 108.6 110.5 9C.6 *81.8 51.5 47.5 113.4 108.6
Perscnal larceny with centact 8.0 7.9 6.8 5. 15.3 16.5 20.7 *¥13,5
Personal larceny without contact 100.6 102.6 g3.& 76,4, 34.2 31.0 92.7 95.2
KNCTE: Detail may not add to tctal shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change betwesn values for
the 2 years was statistically sigmificant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (¥x) dencte change significant at the 90 percent
canfidence level, The absence of asterisks on 197, data refiects either no difference between valtes recorded for each year or the lack of
statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to pcpulation in the group; excludes data on persons whose marital
status was not ascertained.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age12 and over,
by type of crime and annual family income, 1972 and 1974
‘ (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
§ Less_than $3,000 $3,000-37,493 37,500-$9,999 $10,000-314,999 $15,000-324,999 $25,000_or more
i 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Type of crime (230,200)  (101,000)  (247,600) (242,500)  (124,300) (103,100)  (266,800) (248,400)  (190,200) (215,200)  (46,200) (63,900)
i Crimes of violence . 85.0 92.3 83.0 **93.5 62.3 *¥76.0 55.0 *67.9 58.1 *75.1 62.5 6L.1
! Rape 5.1 5.0 L.5 *#*2,1 10.8 12.0 2.5 11.0 11,1 11,0 13,2 10.8
: Robbery 46.9 52.1 38.6 7.4 32.5 37.8 23.9 #¥30.2 24.1 *%30.5 18.8 29.7
Robbery with injury 15.3 13.8 2.9 *#*14.3 5.3 9.2 5.3 6.3 4.9 6.5 13.3 1.8
Robbery without injury 31.6 38.2 28.7 33.1 27.1 28.6 18.5 *%2!..0 19.2 24.0 15.5 24.8
Assault 32.9 35.2 39.9 4.0 29.0 36.2 28.6 #36.7 32.9 *,3.7 40.5 33.7
Aggravated assault 21.9 22.3 21.3 25. 15.1 18.5 14.6 18.7 18.4 21.4 19.8 19.1
Simple assault 11.0 12.9 18.6 18.4 14.0 17.8 14. 18.0 14.5 *22.3 20.8 14.6
Crimes of theft 6L.4 61.5 78.3 *#69.5 84.1 98.6 109.6 100.0 122.7 113.7 138.1 *%112.6
Personal larceny with
contact 21.8 12.5 13.7 *9.0 6.5 9.5 5.3 6.4 5.3 4.3 12.2 4.0
Personal larceny without
contact 42.6 42.0 64.6 60.5 77-6 85.1 104.3 **93.5 117.5 109.4 135.8 *%108.5
NOIE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197k indicatos that the change between values for the 2 years was statis-
tically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on
197k data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer
to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose income level was not ascertsined.
1Estimate, based on zero or on zbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974
A1l incidents With weapon
Number Percent
Type of crime i 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Crimes of violence 62,700 67,600 32,700 36,100 52,2 53.4
Rape 2,700 **1,900 1,000 900 36.5 48.9
Robbery 29,500 - 32,600 16,500 **19, 400 56.0 594
Robbery with injury 7,600 8,700 4,000 4,400 52.5 narg
Robbery without injury 22,000 23,900 12,600 *%15,000 57.2 2.
Assaultl 30,400 33,100 15,200 15,800 49.9 47.7
Aggravated assault 15,800 16,600 15,200 15,800 96.1 94.9 ,
With injury 5,300 **6,700 4,700 **5,900 88.4 87.2
Attempted assault with
weapon 10,500 9,900 10,500 9,900 100.0 100.0
Simple assault 14,600 16,500 [¢] 0 ees ves

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197k indicates that the change between values for the 2

years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percen{.: ccgni’ldefxce. ;

level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signif- i

icance for apparent change. :

1mcludes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon.
... Represenls not applicable.

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 ,

Firearm Knife Other Type unkmown

Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Crimes of violence 42.1 43.0 31.4 29.7 23.0 23.8 3,2 3.4 :
Rape - 144.2 139.8 30.8 50.4 25.0 9.7 0 0 |
Robbery Ll dy 47.6 34.8 32.3 16.1 17.2 1&.6 13.0 :
Robbery with injury 25.4 22.0 35.2 35.1 31.9 40.5 7.4 2.4 i
Robbery without injury 50.6 55.2 34,7 31.4 10.9 10.2 3.7 3.2 :

Aggravated assault 39.6 37.6 28.0 25.2 30.4 33.0 :1.9 14.2

With injury 23.3 19.1 23.3 19.1 52.4 58.9 1.1 2.8

Attempted assault with 1
wWeapon 47.7 48.7 30.2 28.9 19.7 17.4 2.4 5.0

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant a’f. the 95 pt_errient confidence level;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

1gstimate, based on zero or on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically urreliable.
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, =)
. o
by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 z
(Rate per 1,000 househalds) =l
. 1972 1974
Type of crime (460,200) (445,100)
Burglary 174.0 *153.6
Farcible entry 88.9 *73.6
Unlawful entry without force 43.0 39.0
Attempted forcible entry 42.1 41.0
Househeold larceny 106.4 105.8
Less than $50 56.0 53.3
$50 or more 3h.5 0.1
Amount not available 4.8 4.9
Attempted larceny 11.1 8.6
Motor vehicle theft 48.8 *59,8
Completed theft 36.2 **1,5
Attempted theft 12.6 *28.3
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to
entries far 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 Years was
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks(**)
denotie change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures
in parentheses refer to number of households.
Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and race of head of household, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 household=)
White Black Other
i 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Type of crime (254,500) (231,100) (202,100} (210,600) (3,7%0) (3,400}
Burglary 146.8 136.9 209.3 *172.4 1117.2 1121.3
Household larceny 99.6 *%112.1 115.4 **101.6 i75.1 167.2
Motor vehicle theft 37.6 *60.9 63.7 **80,1 30 127.6
NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197, indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent
confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses
ref2» to number of households in the group.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and age of head of household, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 households)
12-19 20-3L 35-49 5064 45 and over
197 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Type of crime (4,700) (4,200) (121,400) (125,300} (106,700} (98,500) (129, 500) {121, 500) (98,100) (95,700)
Burglary 248.9 281.3 2244 211.4 193.1 173.9 159.7 *#128.4 106.2 *83,5
Household larceny 161.0 166.4 128.0 137.5 143.0 14h.9 100.2 Oh.7 49.9 L5
Motor vehicle theft 371.0 121.9 63.1 *86.8 6Lk *88.7 L5.4 #75,.0 17.5 24,7
NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to refer to number of households in the group.
1Estimate, tased on zero or on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
3 - - - - . ’
Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and annual family income, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 househdlds)
Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7, 500-$9, 999 $10, 000-%14, 999 $15, 000-$24, 999 ___$25,000_or mare
1972 1974 . 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Type of crime (79,900)  (64,100)  (112,200)  (112,200)  (50,900)  (43,100)  (99,200)  (95,000)  (61,700)  (72,700)  (12,900)  (18,800)
Burglary 152.1 *121.3 185.1 *155.6 181.9 166.7 173.2 *146.3 192.2 181.4 189.4 *124.7
Househdld larceny 66.8 54.8 %6.8 86.1 115.4 135.6 132.2 135.9 122.2 133.4 195.9 *#132,2
Motor vehicle theft 17.5 23.8 35.0 **#,5.0 65.6 77.9 62.4 *93,4 67.2 *115.4 89.8 92.9
NOTE: One asterisk (¥) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of househclds in the group; excludes data
on househalds whose income level was not ascertained. .
Table 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and number of persons in household, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 househdlds)
One Two-Three Four-Five Six or more lw)
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 m
Type of crime (114,800) (119, 400) (208, 100) (201, 000) (91,900) (84,900) (45,500) (39,700) ;
Burglary 5.1 *127.4 156.0 16,1 220.1 ¥180.3 . 235.9 212.3 o
Household larceny 51.3 57.7 93.1 91.4 1449 *172.3 228.0 221.9 —]
Motor vehicle theft 27.4 #2.1, 46,3 *75.2 76.9 83.6 57.3 #95.3
NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent
confidence level; two asterisks (**) dencte change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks cn 1974 data reflects
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses w
refer to number of househdlds in the group; excludes data on households whose number of persons was not ascertained. ~
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial !
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported |
to the police, by sector and type
of crime, 1972 and 1974
Sector and type of crime 1972 1974
Personal sector, all crimes 39.1 _ 40.8 :
Crimes of violence 50.6 **54,,2 <
Rape 54.9 47.2 :
Campleted rape 75.3 61.0
Attempted rape 474 37.8 :
Robhery 59.4 60,1
Robbery with injury 75.0 70.2 f
From serious assault 7.4 7i.1 \{
From minor assault 78.9 68.8 i .
Robbery without injury 5he5 56,7 : '
Assault 41.6 *8,9
Aggravated assault 52.9 - ¥%59,5
With injury 68,2 63.8
Attempted assault with weapon 45.8 *57,0
Simple agsault 28,4 #36.1
With injury 40.8 **¥54.3
Attempted assault without weapon 24.9 29.5
Crimes of theft 30.8 20,4
Personal larceny with contact 48.0 22.3 :
Purse snatching 59.1 1.2 2
Pocket picking 35.1 50.1 -
Personal garceny without contact 28,9 27,1 LOS A N G E L ES
Household sector, all crimes 50,0 48,1 .
Burglary 57.4 54.9
Forcible entry 74.8 Thely :
Unlawful entry without force L3.6 42,2 :
Attempted forcible entry 34.8 31.8 : Y
Househeold larceny 25.0 24.8 : £
Less than $50 1.6 12.3 ;

$50 or more [72e] 43.0
Amount not available 25,6 117.1
Attempted larceny 18.2 22,2
Motor vehicle theft 7.9 *$8.9
95.8
26,3

Completed theft kT

Attempted thefSt . 31.%

Commercial sector, all crimes 77.3 9.4 ;

Burglary 757 7.4 ‘
Robbery 83.0 85.3

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197} indicates that the change between values for ;
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 9" percent confidence level; two ke
asteriske (#*) dencte change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The W
absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sampls cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Findings for 1972 and 1974 from victimization
surveys provide a varied picture of the direction of
crime among residents, households, and businesses in
Los Angeles. Rates for a number of the measured
crimes were higher in 1974 than in 1972, but there was
no statistically significant change for other crimes.
Increases in rates were registered for assault, personal
larceny without contact, household larceny, and
commercial robbery. On the other hand, victimization
rates did not change significantly for rape, personal
robbery, personal larceny with contact, household or
comimercial burglary, and motor vehicle theft,

Although victimization rates rose for a number of
crimes, the increases were attributable most often to
the less serious forms of these offenses. For example,
residents of Los Angeles were more apt to have
suffered from simple assault in 1974 than 2 years
earlier, but they were no more likely to have been
victims of aggravated assault. A similar pattern was
obtained for household larceny, which was character-
ized by an increase in the victimization rate for those
offenses involving losses of less than 350, and for
commercial robbery, where only the rate for attemp-
ted acts rose significantly.

Over a period when the number of city residents
grew by about 1 percent, the number of personal
victimizations committed against them rose by about
13 percent, with personal larcenies alone accounting
for some seven-tenths of the increase. The number of
household victimizations was approximately 5 per-
cent higher in 1974 than in 1972, a marginally
significant increase. Change in the overall level of
commercial victimizations was not statistically signifi-
cant, although there was a 32 percent increase in the
number of commercial robberies,

Overall reporting of crimes to the police declined
by 8 percent in the personal sector and 7 percent in the
household sector, but went unchanged in the
commercial sector. Personal larceny and, with less
assurance, household larceny were less likely to have
been reported in 1974 than in 1972, Other major

crimes showed no significant changes in reporting
patterns,

Personal crimes

The victimization rate for violent personal
crime—the sum of rape, robbery, and assault—was
up by 11 percent in 1974, and that for personal crimes
of theft—personal larceny with and without
contact—rose by 13 percent. When the victim and
offender were strangers, the rate for violent crime
went up by 15 percent, but when relatives, friends, or
acquaintances were involved the rate remained
essentially unchanged. Among both sexes there were
higher rates in 1974 for crimes of theft and, less
conclusively, crimes of violence. Whites had a higher
rate of victimization for violent crime in 1974, but
among blacks there was no significant change. This
disparity was largely the result of different trends for
assault. Both whites and blacks were more likely to
have suffered from personal larceny in 1974 than in
1972,

There were no significant variations in the
proportion of incidents of violent crime accompanied
by weapons use. This was true for all violent crimes
and for rape, robbery, and assault considered
separately. Apparent change in the proportions of
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crimes involving firearms were not statistically
significant, with the exception of a 33 percent decrease
in the proportion of incidents of robbery without
injury accomplished with a firearm, In 1974, knives
were less likely to have been used in aggravated
assault resulting in injury than 2 years earlier, but
‘weapons other than guns or knives were used with
greater frequency. ‘

Significant changes in victimization rates for rape
and robbery were not evident for the population as a
whole or for selected subgroups. There was, however,
an increase in the rate of assault, which rose from 35
per 1,000 persons age 12 and over in 1972 to 39 in
1974, The simple assault rate was 16 percent higher in
1974 than in 1972, but the aggravated assault rate did
not change significantly, Rates for offenses involving
strangers and, with less certainty, females rose, where-
as the rates for crimes involving offenders known
to the victim and that for crimes against males did not
go up. White residents were more likely to have fallen
prey to aggravated assault in 1974 than 2 years earlier;
black residents were less likely to have suffered the
same fate. Partly as a consequence of these conflicting
trends the victimization rate for all assaults increased
for whites, but showed no significant change for
blacks.

The victimization rate for all personal crimes of
theft rose by 13 percent, from 105 per 1,000 in 1972 to
120 in 1974. A similar increase was obtained for
personal larceny without contact, the major compo-
nent of crimes of theft; there was no significant rise in
the rate for personal larceny with contact. No
meaningful variations from the above pattern were
apparent when race and sex were examined,

Household crimes

As noted, the increase in the household larceny
rate was largely attributable to a jump in the rate for
offenses of less than $50. The victimization rate for
this form of larceny went up by 15 percent, whereas
the rate for other forms showed no significant change.
Overall, the rate for household larceny rose from 131
per 1,000 households in 1972 to 145 in 1974,
Households headed by whites were more apt to have
been victimized in the latter year than in the former.
By contrast, the data showed that households headed
by blacks were less likely to have been victims of this
crime in {974 than in 1972, although the difference
between the rates was not statistically significant.
There were few significant changes in victimization
rates for household burglary or motor vehicle theft.

Commercial crimes

Commercial establishments in Los Angeles expe-
rienced an 86 percent increase in the rate for at-
tempted robbery. As a consequence, the overall com-
mercial robbery rate rose from 47 per 1,000
establishments in 1972 to 64 in 1974. Retailers were
the only group of businessmen to have suffered a
clearly higher robbery rate in 1974, although statisti-
cally insignificant increases were recorded for others.
The burglary rate for all commercial enterprises did
not change significantly, but it was lower in 1974 for
retail establishments, for businesses with gross annual
receipts of between $50,000 and $1 million, and for
those with no paid employees.
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial

crimes: Number and percent distribution

of victimizations, by sector and type
of crime, 1972 and 1974

Percent
of crimes Percent of
.. Number within sector all crimes
Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
A1l crimes 727,200 790,100 100,0 100.0
Personal sector 348,400 %394,200 100.0 100.0 47.9 49.9
Crimes of violence 116,300 *129,800 33.4 32.9 16. 16.4
Rape 4,900 4,900 1.4 1.2 0.7 0.6
Conpleted rape 1,800 1,500 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2
Attenpted rape 3,200 3,400 0.9 0.9 0.4 0.4
Robbery 35,300 39,200 10.1 9.9 4.9 5.0
Robbery with injury 11,300 10,600 3.2 2.7 1.6 1.3
From serious assault 6,300 5,300 1.8 1.3 8.6 0.7
From minor assault 5,100 5,300 1.4 1.3 0.7 0.7
Robbery without injury 24,000 *¥28,600 6.9 7.3 3.3 3.6
Assault 76,100  *85,800 21.8 21,8 10.% 10.9
Aggravated assault 34,000 36,500 9.8 9.3 b7 heb
With injury 11,400 11,800 3.3 3.0 1.6 1.4
Attempted assault with
weapon 22,600 24,700 6.4 6.3 3.1 3.1
Simple assault 42,100  *49,200 12.1 12,4 5.8 6.2
With injury 10,000 11,400 2,9 2.9 1.4 1.4
Attempted assault without
weapon 32,100 37,900 9.2 9.6 kol 4.8
Crimes of theft 232,100 #26k,400 66.6 67.1 31.9 33.4
Personal larceny with contact 14,600 17,600 42 Lok 2.0 2.2
Purse snatching 6,700 7,400 1.9 1.9 0.9 0.9
Pocket picking 7,900 10,200 2.3 2.6 1.1 1.3
Pergonal larceny without
contact 217,400 %24,6,800 62.1, 62.6 29.9 31.2
Total population age 12 and over 2,202,100 2,213,100 ver vee ve vee
Household gector 323,700 *%340,700 100.0 100.0 Lh.5 43.1
Burglary 148,800 152,900 16,0 1.9 20.], 19.3
Forcible entry . 61,600 59,300 19.0 17.4 8.4 7.5
Unlawful entry without force 48,100 53,800 14.9 15.8 6.6 6.8
Attempted foreible entry 39,200 39,700 12.1 11.7 5.4 5.0
Household larceny 132,000 *148,200 40.8 43.5 18.2 18.8
Less than $50 73,100  *85,500 22.6 25.1 10.0 10.8
$50 or more 44,200 46,200 13.7 13.6 6.1 5.8
Amount not available 3,700 4,000 1.1 1.2 0.5 0.5
Attempted larceny 11,000 12,600 3.4 3.7 1.5 1.6
Motor vehicle theft 42,800 39,600 13,2 11.6 5.9 5.0
Completed theft 27,900 26,600 8.6 7.8 3.8 ENA
Attempted theft 14,500 13,000 k.6 3.8 2.1 1.6
Total number of households 1,008,200 1,025,200 ‘es vee . iee
Commercial sector 55,100 55,200 100.0 100.0 7.6 7.0
Burglary 47,900 45,700 87.0 82.8 6.6 5.8
Completed burglary 34,300 33, 62.3 60.9 b 43
Attempted burglary 13,600 12,100 20,7 21.9 1.9 1.5
Robbery 7,200 *9,500 13.0 17.2 1.0 1.2
Complated robbery 5,500 6,4,00 9.9 11.6 0.8 0.8
Attempted robbery 1,700 *3,100 3.1 5.6 0.2 0.4
Total number of commercial
establishments 154,100 149,400 vee Ve e ven

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
for 1974 indicates that the change betwesn values for the 2 years was statistically sig-
nificant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant

at the 90 percent confidence level, The absence of asterigks on 1974 data reflects

One asterisk (*) next to numbers

elther no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical
gignificance for apparent change.

Represents not applicable.
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The absence of asterisks on

One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates thab the change between values for the 2 years was statis—

1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

tically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; itwo asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

NOTE:

LOS ANGELES

Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over, by type
of crime, 1972 and 1974

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

e i g a4 i

Type of crime

1972
(2,202,100)

1974
(2,213,100)

Crimes of violence
Rape
Completed rape
Attempted rape
Robbery
Robbery with injury

From serious asgault

From minor assault

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
Pocket picking

Pergonal larceny without contact

52.8
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NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding,

One asterisk (*) next to entries

for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically sig-
nificant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (*¥) denote change significant

at the 90 percent confidence level.

The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects

either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical
Figures in parentheses refer to population,

significance for apparent change.

Table 4. Personal crimes: Victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over, by type
of crime and sex of victims,

1972 and 1974

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

Male

Female

1972
(1,024,200)

1974
(1,029, 600)

1572
(1,177,900)

197k
(1,183, 500)

Type of crime
Crimes of violence 71.5
Rape i0.2
Complated rape 30
Attempted rape 0.2
Robbery 23.9
Robbery with injury 7.2
Robbery without injury 16.9
Assault 474
Aggravated assault 22,
Simple assault 24.8
Crimes of theft 115.0
Personal larceny with
contact 54
Personal larceny without
contact . 109.5

*124.1

36.5
4.0

Ao N
IFoBunwopp
oW B s

3
Y

89.4

£

oW B R
Janhomnr®

*100.6

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2
nificant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks
cant at the 90 percent confiderice level.

One asterisk (*) next to entries
years was stabistically sig-
(**) denote change signifi~

The absence of asterisks on 1974 dats reflects

either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical

significance for apparent change.

group.

Figures in parentheses refer to population in the

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

47




3
¥
¥
i
i

Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and race of victims, 1972 and 1974

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

White Black Other
1972 1974 1972 197 1972 1974
Type of crime (1,733,700) (1,735,600) (373,000) (364,100) (95,500) (113,400)
Crimes of violence 49.1 *58.1 78.7 743 19.5 17.4
Rape 1.8 2.4 5.0 12,0 10 10
Robbery 13.7 14.9 28.9 32.5 1g.8 10.1
Robbery with injury 4.3 4.0 9.8 8.6 11,2 1.6
Robbery without injury 9.3 10.9 19.1 24.9 17.6 5.6
Assault 33.7 *,0.8 L4.9 38.8 10.7 17.3
Aggravated assault 13.2 *17.0 29.0 *18.9 13,2 10.9
Simple assault 20.4 *##23.8 15.8 19.9 7.5 14.4
H Crimes of theft 110.6 %123.7 87.2 *111.0 81.9 81.1
i Personal larceny with contact 6.9 7. 6.1 9.1 4.5 7.4
Personal larceny without contact 103.7 *116.0 81.2 *101.9 77.5 73.7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for ‘he
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confiden.=
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statisticsl sig-
nificance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group.

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

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and age of victims, 1972 and 1974

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

12-15 16-19 20~24 25~34 35-49 506k 65 _and over
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
TIype of crime (196,300) (186,800) (189,100) (193,400) (221,500) (246,200) (%416,400) (416,000}  (484,900) (467,900) (422,000} (427,900) (271,800} (274,900)
Crimes of violence 105.2 112.3 106.6 103.6 85.5 95.8 53.8 58.4 34.5 *45.6 28.0 31.6 20.8 22.0
Rape 1.2 1.7 15.4 7.1 4.6 5.9 12.0 2. 10,9 13.1 11.0 10.5 11.6 10
Robbery 37.5 540.9 20.7 28.7 19.4 19.9 13.6 14.0 12.7 12.6 10.8 14.0 12.5 12.3
Robbery with injury 8.4 74 8.7 13.8 i2.8 4.2 3.4 5.5 5.1 3.3 4.9 L6 5.3 5.9
Robbery without .
injury 29.1 33.5 12.0 *2,.,9 16.6 15.6 10.1 8.5 7.6 9.4 5.8 *%9. L, 7.2 6.3
Assault 63.5 69.7 8 67.8 61.5 70.0 38.3 41.9 20.9 *31.9 16.3 17.2 6.8 9.8
Aggravated assault 27.1 25.2 38.9 **26.5 28.3 *%39.1 18.8 17.5 9.3 13.0 5.4 6.8 11.9 13.0
Simple assault 36.4 L4.5 41.5 41.3 33.3 31.0 19.5 2.5 11.6 *18.9 10.9 10.4 4.9 6.8
Crimes of theft 115.9 134.2 167.9 175.2 161.8 17%4.7 121.5 *1hdyo1 104.2 *120.6 73.8 79.2 34.8 L1
Personal larceny
with contact 8.4 6.2 7.7 14.9 10.6 10.2 L7 6.8 3.8 6.2 5.8 6.5 10.6 *#16.2
Pergonal lsrceny
without contact 107.5  **128.0 160.2 170.3 151.1 164.5 116.7 *137.4 100.4 *114.4 68.0 72.6 2,.2 27.9

MOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197, indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects
either no difference between values reccrded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group.

3Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 7. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974

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

N married Married Widowed i Divorced and separated
1972 — 1974 1972 1974 1972 1924, 1972 197400)
Type of crime (669,700) (694 ,900) (1,144,300) (1,109,100) (260,700) (160,900) (216,300) (23,5
; i . 6. 27.9 27.6 68.0 79.5
i o viornes w7 % x7 @ &z &2 B
Rogbery 25.3 29.2 9.5 9.1 17.8 }3.14 28.14. 2';3
Robbery with injury 6.5 6.6 3.0 2.4 g.o 5.7 lo.g **17.5
Robbery without injury é?g 2.(2).5 zg.lg 2?.2 7.2 l’i:’; 1‘5:7 h8:5
t . . . . . .
Aszg’gavated assault 26.5 25.6 9.9 11.3 ;I;.5 :5.8 ;Z.O gé.g
Simple assault 29.4 3h.h 13.8 16.0 3.2 5.8 -7 . .1
Crimes of theft 144.3 151.0 87.5 *99.5 51.0 **%67.5 lig.g ig."
Personal larceny witl: contact 9.1 7.8 4.0 **%6, 10.9 17.3 . .
ithout
Pzgiggi% lerceny wiEhox 135.3 143.2 83.5 ¥93.4 40.2 50.2 109.4 *1044 .4

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 J'.ndicates. that the change between values ii’gr the 2
years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (#%) denote change significant at the ZO gerie;x{; sggx;gl e;g:ﬁ _
Jevel. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the. lack o ?s ati: @ s gt
jcance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose marital statas was not asc

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

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and annual family income, 1972 and 1974

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

Less than 33,000 $3,000-37, 499 $Z,§00—$2,292 $10,000—$1h,399 13%2'000-3243_3732 13525.000 or Tg;‘z
T 1972 197 1972 1975 972 157,
Type of crime (233)?530) (186?%0) (559.200) (534.400)  (236,900) (223,400)  (466,500)  (456,900) (379.400)  (436,100)  (181,800)  (250,100)
; . .6 *63. 45.3 *57.5 34.7 38.7
Orines of viclence w3 s T4 % e 50 ot 53 i 4 ol
giggery 30.8 31.2 21.5 23.3 13.4 18.1 12.4 16.1; 13'3 lg:?—] 11:7 12:1
Robbery with injury 11.6 12.6 8.1 5.8 5.1 6-2 2.7 12.5 7:3 o iy P
Robbery without nJury as 1131 113?) %3’3* 23% **;é:S 2 ) 5.2 42.6 25.6 27.3
CRmwewes 5 B ¢ B3 B35 hp o omromn o m a4
i . 19. . . - . . . g
Crim:’:mg%et;:;iult ]éB?-g *11;.3 91.6 99.9 115.1 108.7 102.5 *134.4 12}.- 129.3 144.6 148.9
e ; 1., 6.
Pzzxslz:ﬁ Aarceny v 14.1 15.5 6.5 9.3 7.4 8.4 L6 6.2 5.7 5.0 3 7
P:gls';:i% lereeny without 69.2 Q7.5 85.2 90.7 107.7 100.3 97.9 %128.3 . 115.7 124.2 142.3 142.2

e a5 £39—
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries fgr :}9’_][; indicates that the ghanxgl?_getheiezziues Tﬁgrazggnieyz?:s::i:;: o:
3 tically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change s:.gmflcant‘at the 99 percen fgg al Z::nb chanée. S rasontheses refer
1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lac;k of statistical significance PP
to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose.income_lev{el was not a_scerta:med.
1Estimate, based on zerc or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 9. Peisonal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those o)
. . . R b3
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 >
Z
]
A1l incidents With weavon m
Number. Percent ;
Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 ] 1974 v
Crimes of violence 99,100 *¥108,500 52,800 44,600 43.2 51.1
Rape 4,700 ' 1,300 1,400 28.0 30.2
Hobbery 30,600 33,300 16,000 15,900 52.2 517.8
Robbery with injury 10,300 9,300 4,500 3,300 43.7 35.0
Robbery without injury 20,300 #*%23,900 11,500 12,600 56.6 52.8
Assault? 63,800 *%70, L,0O 25,500 27,300 39.9 38.7
Aggravated assault 27,100 29,000 25,500 27,300 9.2 93.8
With injury 9,900 9,500 8,300 7,700 84.1 81.1
Attempted assault with
weapon 17,200 19,600 17,200 19,600 100.0 100.0
Simple assault 36,800 11,500 o o} e ves
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2
years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either mo difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signi-
ficance for apparent change.
1Includes data on simple assaulb, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon.
... Represents not applicable.
Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974
Firearm Knife Other Type unknown
Type of crime . 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Crimes of violence 33.6 29.6 31.4 31.7 29.6 33.5 5.4 5.1
Rape 139.2 130.0 150.3 231.3 110.4 131.3 10 17.3
Robbery 33.0 26.8 41.0 45.6 21.4 20.4 1.6 7.2
Robbery with injury 110.0 220.8 540.8 29.4 45.3 42.2 13.9 7.5
Robbery without injury 42.4 *28.14 £1.1 49.9 11.7 14.7 4.8 27.0
Aggravated assault 33.8 31.3 24,1 23.4 - 35.9 41.4 6.2 3.8
With injury 15.8 13.2 27.1 *13.8 48.2 *67.1 18.9 15.9
Attempted assault with
weapon 42.3 38.4 22.7 27.2 30.1 314 14.9 13.0
NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (%*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 ar fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, b i 8
: ion rates, by type of crime m
m
and race of head of househoid, 1972 and 1974 @
: (Rate per 1,000 househdlds)
White
Hack
1972 1574 1973 Other
Type of crime 8, 4,00 1974 1972 157
(798, 400) (808, 200) (171, 700) (172,600) (38,100) (44 100)
Burglary 135.9 1
Househard larceny b *128223 ﬂzzg 216.4 102.4 114.0
HMotor vehicle theft 36.3 33.4 by 129.8 58.7 88.4
. .3 65.2 125,5 30.8
NOTE: One asterisk (%) next to entries for 1974 indicates that th isti
confidence level; two asterisks (#*) denote change sig:ific:n:,h::gshze;geegrzglgezoﬁg?dthe 21yegs was sbatisticelly significant ab the 95 percent
either no difference between values recorded for each year ar the lack o.f.‘pstatist' all S an Foamoe The dbsence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects
1 _refer to number of househdlds in the group. ical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses
Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and age of head of household, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 househalds)
12-19 20-34 35-49 50.4
-5k 65 and over
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 19 .
of erd 72 1974 1972 1974
Type of crime (12,000)  (13,100)  (290,800)  (307,700)  {(274,900)  (265,900)  (252,400)  (258,400)  (178,000)  (180,100)
Burglary 301.5 **190.3 177.1 . 7
gozsehol}dulélarceny 135.1 197.7 1231 i'?g.g igg.g *ig;"g ﬁ?-lg *ﬂg-é ?g.g *’?3581
. b . . . . .
otor vehicle theft 56.4 434 64.3 . 55.7 46.9 45.1 33.8 31.3 11.5 10.3
NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197} indicates that the ch i sti ignifi
confidence level; two asterisks (%¥) denl(;te chazgzssigxa)ific:n: ::g:hge;gegerigeio‘gg;‘dtgzezlzszs w;l*sxeszgztiz:c%Z;;iﬁ:czﬁtlgghtgetgs pgcegt
i.th diff PR o M . ata reflects
::fe:rtgonumb e:rzgcl?xogzt;zi;gsv;}lu:;erggg?d for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses
iEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample ca%es, is statistically unreliable.
Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and annual family income, 1972 and 1974~
(Rate per 1,000 households)
Less_than £3,000 $3,000-$7,497 87, 500-$9, 999 $10, 000814, 999 $15,000-824, 993 $25,000 or mere
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 +
Type of crime (158,900)  {127,900)  (278,900) (279,200}  (105,800) (103,100)  {19%,400)  (199,100)  (13%,200)  (162,200) {66,700) {90,700}
Burglary 154.2 139.8 142.7 143.8 17744 #*148,6 135.9 *165.5 148.8 162.3 177.2 153.6
Household larceny 87.1 97.5 124.2 121.5 136.4 150.3 145.2 ##168.7 176.7 190.0 158.5 1674
Moter vehicle theft 38.5 *%25.1 39.6 37.3 52.4 52.9 4L5.4 L2.1 44.0 L2 40.7 31.3
NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at thne $5 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (**) dencte change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks cn 1974 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year ar the lack of statistical significance for apparcnt change. Figures in parentheses refer to mmber of households in the group; excludes
data on honseholds whose income level was not ascertained.
iable 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and number of persons in household, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 househclds)
Cne Two-Three Four-Tive Six_or more
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Type of crime (302,000) (316,100) (458, 500) (474,,000) (183,600) (179, 200) (64,100) (55,900)
Burglary 145.6 *123.9 140.3 *#153,8 156.7 168.0 183.4 192.1
Household larceny 70.8 *86.4 134.2 142.9 174.3 #205.6 265.8 292.3
Motor vehicle theft 27.9 24.3 4.8 38.8 45.9 8.5 84.8 87.C
NGTE: One asterisk (*) next £6 entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent -~
| confidence level; two asterisks %) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197k data reflects O
| either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses wy
refer to number of househoids in the group; excludes data on househalds whose number of persens was nct ascertained. >
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o) P - t Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates,
O = FNO L~ l .
ol Q m&i -8 H
IEERIEE | by type of crime, 1972 and 1974
=1
8 _ g §% : (Rate per 1,000 establishments)
5 & D E X {
£§§ 9us| 889 .% ) 1972 1974
k) sedEoE b Type of crime (154, 100) (149, 400)
-~ 0Yo P
2k | Burglary 311.0 306.0
) g8 i Completed burglary 222.7 225.0
E & E.p . Attempted burglary B8.3 81.0
3 e g v Robbery . 46,7 *63.6
e gl ing Campleted robbery 35.5 42,8 i
O . g‘ssg %491 o8 Attempted robbery 11.2 %20, 8
g £ a9 :
—— E * :‘ § —§’ NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (%) next to ;
o) F . 59 3 entr.’g.es for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was i
~ -~ 4 2 B8l mten | B AT statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence levelj two asterisks (%) i
[75] qg\ naol S 'g Q < N I g b denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level., The absence of i
g R -‘RRS 2.8 a . ~ - R g, asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for ' &
o "’§$ AP A 3§ e é: (@) ~ H o4 each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures
i - Ev. g b - % o E in parentheses refer to number of business establishments.
o g .3 — 0 B
S o £ §50%, B2 28l coq | AT8 |
sl pei 33 :rg o] T3R8 8K 8
.-0-:' =3 2808 -~ R Bail aad . . . . . . .
5 o Sl oo | 8820 S| AR Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates,
N N ) AodB B~ o 270 . s s e e .
£ g e gﬁggg = K o8 won| 281 by characteristics of victimized establishments
n 08 g g _ N B Al .
S5 3 22585 N S EECIREE and type of crime, 1972 and 1974
&) =] soB0ER Q 08y
o m— L Ot O A .
> E < ﬁ: g gg% @ & '-4'.-0.4 S '%\, g,g.ﬁ (Rate per 1,000 establishments)
g ©
.. Og E - ﬁa\&ﬁ@%’ cf?l 'tj § g% \neo ~Nos Number of
B § ~*§ Ay $&estin el & o &'%:“Z.‘ §§ 50 . establishments Burglary Robbery
O P el IR I e e E ot 2 o) o Characteristic 1972 197, 1972 1974 1972 1974
& < G 080 — W . 3 Kind of establishment
‘- © % 8] 5 5§§gﬁ U ~ § & o 8 % 4 Retail 42,000 40,400 509.2  *432.1 94.5  *122.4
5 s ¥ SEEEE = J| 88| aan|gd g9 Wholesale 2,300 9,900 236.2  *x368.2 1164 3113.6
Vey 513 HEERE > sl Boldge| B85 B Service 67K00 61,300  250.0 29k 35.7 L5
- EN © ; :m%“%’:% n & R R P Other 36,400 37,800 212.5 26,7 18,6 52.9
*! + . e M i
"'O' = =) i .E “-:,;g*,f, . wn - 2 .| 28¢% a : Gross anmial receipts
oY 5 3 HPe s O c 8 B8 8..5 g o Less than $10,000 24,100 21,300 362.5 401.7 18.8 59,2
< Enf| 5o 55 ERTE > 3 S98s o | $10,000-521,,999 231300 22,900 342 290.8 52.5 55.0
Q) = g;c'? }%;3;:; o g8ruE E — §u8\ oW & . E’; pe ¢ $25,000-349,999 21,400 17,600 260.6 260.9 33.8 53.7 :
v O - 2HOES3 = 0 oo | Bad 5"8& 8 % P $50,000-$99,999 20,900 23,800 365.8  *270.8 71:2 X454 !
3 o 3800y O SR Sg90 & ; $100,000-84599,999 27,100 26,600 360.2 317 66.6 %981 !
@) g3 %-‘.ﬁ;‘i K — o o8 g £ o P $500,000-$999, 999 5,700 6,900 22,7 287.6 10 145.8
T Q. ~28a 0 - Q & B8~ ! $1,000,000 or more 11,200 13,500 286.3 297.7 48.2 100.3 :
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercia!
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported
to the police, by sector and type
of crime, 1972 and 1974

Sector and type of crime 1972 197
Personal sector, all erimes 33.0 *30.3
Crimes of violence 43.9 42.9
Rape 5.7 36.1
Campleted rape 0.1 142.9
Attempted rape 31.6 33.2
Robbery £7.9 50.6
Robbery with injury 63.6 65.7
From serious assault 68.6 Ths5
From minor assault 57.1 56,9
Robbery without injury 40,2 45,0
Assault L2.1 39.8
Aggravated assault 52.1 47.6
With injury 55.7 55.3
Attempted assault with weapon 49.9 43.9
Simple assault 33.9 33.9
With injury 46.2 41.2
Attempted assault without weapon 30.1 31.7
Crimes of theft 27.5 *24,1
Pergonal larceny with contact 36,6 32.5
Purse snatching 49,2 43.6
Pocket picking 26,0 2L.L
Persongl larceny without contact 26,9 *23.5
Hougehold sector, all crimes 4£3.8 *40.,9
Burglary 53.2 51.4
Forcible entry The9 75.1
Unlawful entry without force 44.8 L2.9
Attempted forcible entry 29.5 27.8
Household lareeny 25,1 *%22,0
Less than $50 13.1 13.8
$50 or more L b *36.9
Amount not available 115.9 112.0
Attempted larceny 30.7 25,7
Motor vehicle theft 68.8 70.8
Completed theft 92.0 90.7
Attempted theft 25.5 30
Gommercial sector, all crimes 72.5 72.5
Burglary 70.8 69.7
Robbery 84,3 86.3

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197) indicates that the change between values for
the 2 years was statistically significant ab the 95 percent confidence level; two aster-
isks (%*) denote change gignificant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each
year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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A dramatic increase in the assault rate, amounting
to some 72 percent, highlighted the findings when
1974 victimization rates for New York’s residents,
households, and business firms were compared with
those for 1972. The rate for household larceny also
was up, by 38 percent; that for personal larceny
without contact rose also about 38 percent; and the
rate for household burglary was 14 percent higher in
1974 than in 1972. By contrast, the rate for
commercial burglary dropped some [l percent, a
marginally significant decrease, The rate for commer-
cial robbery also appeared to decline, but the
difference in rates for the 2 years was not statistically
significant. No significant change was recorded in the
rates for rape, personal robbery, personal larceny
with contact, or motor vehicle theft.

The total number of victimizations from the
crimes measured by the National Crime Survey
program was 1,173,500 in 1972 and 1,311,200 in 1974,
Victimizations stemming from assault, personal
larceny without contact, household larceny, and less
conclusively, household burglary all were more
numerous in 1974 than in 1972, whereas there was
some indication that the opposite was true for those
from commercial burglary. The number of incidents
in which weapons were used was not significantly
changed for rape or robbery, but there was a doubling
in the number of armed assault incidents, which
yielded a marginal increase in the total number of
violent personal crimes committed with weapons.

New Yorkers were more likely to have reported
violent personal crime to the police in 1974 than in
1972, notifying the authorities of 53 percent of all
such victimizations in the former year, as compared
with 45 percent in the latter. The upturn in reporting
violent personal crime was attributable in large part
to an increased tendency to report robberies,
especially those involving injury. Rape, assault, and
personal larceny were no more or less likely to‘have

been brought to the attention of law enforcement
officials in 1974 than in 1972. Neither were the
household or the commercial crimes, considered
collectively or separately.

Personal crimes

Victimization rates for 1974 were not significantly
different from those for 1972 for rape or robbery.
Because of the large increase in the assault rate,
however, the overall rate for violent personal crime
rose by 7 points, from 36 per 1,000 residents age 12
and over in 1972 to 43 per 1,000 in 1974. An increase
in the overall rate was noted both for violent crimes in
which the victim knew the offender and for those in
which the parties were strangers. Whites and blacks
both had a higher rate for violent personal crime in
1974 than in 1972. The 1974 rate also was higher for
men, but the indicated higher rate for women was not
statistically significant.

The rate for rape appeared to decline, but the
difference between the rates for the 2 years was not
statistically significant. Nonetheless, there was some
indication of a downturn in the rate for attempted
rape.

New Yorkers were no more or less likely to have
been robbed in 1974 than in 1972, Black residents of
the city, however, registered a higher rate for robbery
with injury in 1974,

The assault rate was up almost across the board. It
rose from 11 per 1,000 residents age 12 and over in
1972 to 18 per 1,000 in 1974, For aggravated assault,
the 1974 rate was about double that for 1972; for
simple assault it was about 52 percent higher. Men
and women, whites and blacks, and persons in most
age, marital status, and income groups had a higher
overall assault rate in 1974 than 2 years earlier.
Moreover, the increase in rates was reflected both in
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those assaults committed by persons who were k
sat nown Household larceny was more & i ‘ .
to the victims and in those in which they were not. York in 1974 than iﬁ 1972: the vi(c):?ilnn:i(;:tig:l Netw Table 1. Personal' hOUSEhOld, and CommerCIal
: . ; : rate . . . L .
]97§e?ﬁna119<;2mes of theft were up in 1974 over Increased by some 38 percent. The rate was up in crimes: Number and percent distribution
. The i . e e . .
wommen. whites arzzt;sl Wlfre hldgher among men and  households headed by whites, as well as those headed of victimizations, by sector and type
nomic ’ p acxs, and most other socioeco- by blacks, and it was higher among both homeowners of crime, 1972 and 1974
; groups under §tudy. As the ratc?s for personal  and renters. Households of all sizes recorded higher !
Z{r(l:(e:ny with contact (i.e., purse snatching and pocket 1974 rates; only in households of six or more Percent
1omi ercen
pic }ng) were, by and large, not significantly changed,  members was the rate not significantly higher of crimes Percent of
a higher 1974 rate for blacks being a notable Th : ) ; Nurber within sector all crimes
exception, the upswing in the rate f. : _ The motor vehicle theft rate for 1974 was not Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 1972 197k 1972 1975
) PSWIng in the rate for personal crimes  significantly changed from that for 1972, although ;
of theft stemmed mainly from an increase in tho T . ) oug A1l crimes 1,173,500 1,311,200 100.0  100.0
forms of personal theft involyi s¢ there was some indication of a higher 1974 rate for Personal sector 543,900 *665,400  100.0  100.0  hb.4 50,9
— p 11t Involving no contact between  households headed by blacks. Crimes of violence 22,300 *263,200  41.2 39.5 191 20,1
victim and offender. Rates for these forms of personal R"gsmpleted repe ,g:%gg ,‘1*:283 133 ,g:g 18:? 193 X
theft—personal larceny without contact—were Attenptod Tape 5,700 %3,100 L1 b g.g .2 ‘
i i : R 151, 1 27. .1 12. 11.
higher in 1974 than in 1972 for most of those segments °m,§§‘;ry with injury 23,300 ‘3‘5;500 Z,g 5.3 2.9 2.7
of New York’s population under study C . From serious assazl‘b 1§,ggg 2}&@ gg 3.2 ig ii
' M From minor assaul 1 14, . .1 . .
ommercial crimes oppom, Ty sesmtt Rt - R S R S
Assault 65,9% *112,188 12.% 16.9 3.6 z.g
: A ted assault 25,900 %527 L. 7.9 .2 .
328The ;a(;gofor colmmerc:al burglary dropped from BEth injury 11,200  ¥19,800 2.1 3.0 1.0 1.5
. er est i i Attempted assault with
Household crimes . ng ; ablishments in 1972 to 291 per 1,000 weapon 1,800 %32,900 2.7 b9 1.3 2.5
in 74, a marginally significant decrease. For Sl!;g%; assault z,g,ggg :59'[588 ZI'; g.g g.zg 113
4 . i 1 . . . .
The household burglary rate was up about 14 ?g;;plgted 12)Urglar1es, the rate was clearly lower in Attem;:ggrgssaﬂt without ,aoo & 66 ) )
H H . na i : weapon 30, * 4, 200 5.7 . 2. 3,
percent, having risen from 68 per 1,000 households in burglar ?ate ac;arz carlier. Overall, the commerglal Crines of thett, . 319,700 *02,300  58.8 60‘2 7.2 31
1972 to 7, per 1,000 in 1974, According to the data,  prio s down among wholesale and service T huras smarening et I30 o me  ds k3
higher rates in 1974 than 2 years earlier were indicated ' Pocket, picking . 1k, 900 8.2 6.7 3.8 3.k
for almost all roups d Personal larceny without contact 227,400 ¥311,400 41.8 46.8 19.4 23.8
increas tg' 'p un. er. study, but not all New York’s business establishments were no more Total population age 12 and over 4,211,400 6,151,400 e . .
es were statistically significant. Renters clearly  likely to have been robbed j i Household sector 34,600 %395,700  100.0  100,0 29,4 30.2
y obbed in 1974 than in 1972. There
were more apt to have been burglarized in 1974 than indicati o Burglary 184,100 *x202,700 3.4 5.2 137 1.4
in 1972. and YUrglari \ was some indication, however, that the city’s retail Forcible entry 76,800 77,200 22.3 19.5 6.5 5.9
n » and there was some indication that this also busine 1 : ‘ Unlawful entry without force 49,400 53,400 14,3 13.5 4.2 Ll
was true for households headed by whites id ssei generi Z ;md all firms with four to seven ivbomptel Torcible entry A s 12'8 18'2 a 3%
. ala employees ha 1 Household larceny 90,300 *¥120,900 26.2 30, 7.7 9.2
p ploy ower robbery rates in 1974, Less than $50 2,700 48600 124 12.3 2.8 3.7
$50 or more 33,200 %57,600 9.6 14.6 2.8 [
Amount not available 3,700 6,200 1.1 1.6 0.3 0./,
Attempted larceny 10,800 8,500 3.1 2.1 0.9 C.6
Motor vehicle theft 70,100 72,100 2.4 18.2 6.0 Eol
Completed theft 50,400 46,600 14.6 11.8 b3 3.6
Attempted theft 19,800 25,500 5.7 6.4 1.7 1.9
Total number of households 2,702,300 2,618,200 vas Ges “er e
Commercial sector 285,000 250,100 100.0 100.0 24.3 19.1
" Burglary 216,700 *x185,800 76.0 4.3 18.4 14.2
Completed burglary 159,100 *129,200 55,8 51.7 13.6 9.9
Attempted burglary 57,600 56,600 20.2 22.6 L9 L3
Robbery 68,300 44,300  24,.0 25.7 5.8 49
Completed robbery 51,800 47,600  18.2 19.0 Lok 3.6
Attempted robbery 16,600 16,700 5.8 6.7 1ehy 1.3
Total number of commercial
establishments 661,000 638,500 ves vee ves vee {‘

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisks(*) next to numbers
for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically

gignificant at the 95 percent confidence
jcant at the 90 percent confidence level,

level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif-
The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects

either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical

significance for apparent change.

1gstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliabls.
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e Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates
[
! 24
¢lommenstuaear ann ol 48 . for persons age 12 and over, by type
OeiOO0 oM o ) - M
A FCASEIIRERR T Re ik X of crime, 1972 and 1974
88 '
g5
® n e 1 : (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
2 Ho !
& g0 ! 1972 197
~ “é ! Type of crime (6,211,400) (6,151,400)
~ =N o N wmon(N L\. Q Q - -
i 5| c88555a5088 S35 5|48 , Crines ot vislance 3.1 2.8
i = M MM o . .
8 ) 8o i Completed rape 10.2 0.2
N *.E wgﬁ . | Attempted rape 0.9 #50, 4,
£ .2 Robbery 2h.4 23.9
c © g %q} g » Robbery with injury 5.l 5.8
Q o. P v From serious assault 3.0 3.5
) <t E gt I From minor assault 2.4 2.3 .
oys L Robbery without injur; 18.9 18,1 i
525 |4 858088288238 888 8| iit e oy e R : ]
= O~ E § o:f:‘g‘ﬁ anannaas NN 1858 ; Aggravated asseult 4.2 8,6 ® N
£ 0 Tl PRIIPRET g7 Tl guE L With injury 1.8 *3,2 (
= \.U * el 5 84 4 Attenpted assault with weapon 2.1;, *33 |
[ = i Simple assault A %9,
O8 & 5 SEg i With injury . 1.5 2,5
P K5 S8 I Attempted assault without weapon 5.0 #7.2 k
IN 3 ree s Crimes of thelt 51,5 65,4, !
“*"'O E; gcfa 1 Personal larceny with contact 4.9 4.8 g
£ oy ! Purse snatching 7.7 7.5
- T~ N ¢ 8388883888 %% §_L8:§1 % wod . Pocket picking 7.2 7.3
@ (c,:,, ~ “g’ ko :-;" A gann :\i‘o:-F:« LR I R i Personal larceny without contact 36.6 *50.6
v " 42 d i
Ne] o~ -9' 'g g 4:“ E ji NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to
E — L AE i entries for 197, indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was
[7 B 2o S statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (#%)
= a2 i denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level, The absence of
® TadR i gn.
=z [o]sN'») £ & Bhey i asterisks on 197, data reflects either no difference between values recorded for
(0 vvmm o SHo £ each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures
. et g FlOeFdnFor oy Moo Q e R in parentheses refer to population.
8 2 ._..cg 5 N P g g Aeded 2 o *«-rga -t f 3 %p 8, H 1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
[OR e ¥ B2y 4 j
£ O = §& 595 1§
L <£ e 48; o .3% B .% ‘
e~ =3 43 ¥ . . . . s .
o oL 28y & ; Table 4. Personal crimes: Victimization rates
= ‘o BB & ;
> = S i iy : for persons age 12 and over, by type
o g * 0 R .
WO @HRENOMINO NG aing N |~ g © H
©. 2% 8| j8|22035u%95208 22 4| Set £ of crime and sex of victims,
R R A 198 g B
g0 il 138 ¢ 1972 and 1974 |
£ wE 3 a5 ©
= S '_'8 E 2 g §§ ri (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
~— [}
S S g S Male Female
] [ ] 1972 1974 1972 1974
[= 53 ° s
o 25 | 888863388888 888 8 'gf.;é s Typs of crine (2,838, 200) (2, 754,300) (3,373, 200) (3,397,100)
< o A T S Adait ot g 94 =[dg; B et ¢ viol 45 : 56,7 8.0
o N © § NN O ;—»ﬁ ;\3* [\ RES 8 r}azx:;z of wviolence 10.';{ 1.0 2.0 3},2
g') = [«0} ‘ngﬁ & Completed rape 10 10 10.3 10.3 |
QD E " 288 Z Attempted rape 10.1 10 1.6 0.9 ;
o5 E 3 838y & Rovbery 3202 3.3 17.8 15,4 i
) o= E gRE ¥ Robbery with injury 7.3 7.5 3.9 Ly !
. ; b 988 o Robbery without 0
o~ o He injury 24.9 26.8 13.9 *¥11,
B N §§§§§\§§§§9§§ §§ S| E5Y & Assault 134 #22.4, 8.3 #14,.9
QT o Tl R6”? AT IR AS Sd6 G| B 8 Aggravated agsault 5.9 . *12,7 2.7 *5,7
—— Eal OO N . . . .
ol 2 A= AR Simple assault 7.5 #10.2 5.6 %9.2
o 28y 5 Crimes of theft 46,8 #69.0 5.4 2,5
- 4 PLES Personal larceny
o 2 | g®HES with contact 5.8 7.2 22.5 20.9
» *g’ E ) b3 Personal larceny
El 5 g : | g828¢ without contact 4.0 1.9 32,9 *41.5 4
2 '
w o oo LU
E @ g-ﬁ | % 'é *é_’éagé? 5 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.  One asterisk (*) next to 1
o oo A g ag 8§ @8 . 8 brog entries for 197 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was
g8 B% <38 g.g a E"“ e g‘_: Ew 850 statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (*¥)
g RHE "é% ] oaB 858 “ Buso denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level., The absence of
% .E 2T 0 E L "é.g EE:] *é‘ o 'aa Tnd asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference bewween values recorded for A4
’ Bh, Ppel Baffocia| 88202 sach year or the lack of statistical significance for ar.parent change. Figures B
B B - D Bd D =EN gl gu. ;
°lg ”%' g B8 g Eg = aﬁ BE g.-ri B &3 m‘3,§ in parentheses refer to population in the group. B
H a9 E%g § a 3:03 = -w:‘ W B *Estimate, based on zerc or on about 10 or fewep sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

by type of crime and race of victims, 1972 and 1974 ZE’
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and ¢ver) e
White Black Other 2
1572 1974 1972 IO 2 9% =
Type of crime {4,865,800) (4, 655,100) (1,179,000} {2,309,300) (166,500} {187,000)
Cr;x:es of violence 3’;2 *i«g’é ;;i‘; *fzi 381. (5) 322
} ) Roggery 22.7 21.0 30.1 _BA.L 33.2 50-5
! Robbery with injury 5.6 4.7 9.5 %10.3 117 51;5
f Robbery without injury 17.2 16.4 2.6 2.1 31.4 11,.9
i Assault 10.6 *18.8 11.4 *17.8 :5.3 13.0
Aggravated assault L2 *B.3 L6 *10.4 11.8 13.2
Simple assault 6.5 *#10.5 6.8 74 '3.5 Iz-é
Crimes of theft 548 *65.7 38.6 #£5.7 el 55.
Personzl larceny with contact 15.7 14.0 11.5 *#16.7 14.3 %7-§
Personal larceny without contact 39.1 *51.6 27.2 *,9.0 29.8 .
0TS tai .ot 2dd to total shown tecause of rounding., One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197, indicates that the change betueen values for the
e gey:alism:};sr:taiistigal;y significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (#¥) denote change significant at the 90 percgnt'conrlc_ienge
level. The sbsence of ssterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistinal signif-
icance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to popul.at::xon in the grougp.
1Estimate, based on zerc or on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
| Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
| by type of crime and age of victims, 1972 and 1974
Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
P
_ —1, 0-6L 65 and over
12-15 16-19 20-24 25-31 35-L9 5 9725 e
2 1972 197k 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1
Type of crime (a%g?éoo) (5(1)3?800) (480,200) (483,100 (641,800) (656,000) (1,177,600) {1,089,500) {1,3L2,400) (1,227,900 (1,223,100) (1,254,300) (866,600) (930,700)
. . 23.0 25.3
3 £ vi 2. 8.1 52.0 56.8 4.5 **55.7 41.1 *51.9 31.1 0.4 28.9 31.9
‘ Cr;ﬁ;z of violence 1522 ?1.8 13.2 311.3 12.3 12.3 11.3 10,3 0.6 10.5 10.3 *81(9) 1912 -;gz
‘ Robbery 33.0 36.5 27.0 249 28.4 22.4 26.9 27.6 22.3 23.9 21.2 i8. . .
i Rﬂ?ﬁg vk 6.8 6.5 6.2 k.6 5.5 5.2 5.7 7.2 5.5 5.3 6.2 6.9 41 3.8
‘ Robbery without 155 15.8
‘ i 2.2 0.0 20.7 20.4 23.0 17.2 22.2 20,4 16.8 18,6 15.0 11.9 . .
Ass:gg.‘éry 17.0 ?.9.8 21.9 30.6 13.8 *30.9 13.0 *24,.0 8.2 *15.9 7.5 #13.0 3.4 5.4
A ted 3 31,
55::3: 15.5 6.6 7.5 #17.8 6.9 *15.0 5.2 #12.5 4.5 *g-i g? ; *g:g 1;'2 :%Z?
Simple asseult  12.6 13.2 hedy 12.8 6.9 *16.0 7.8 1.3 31 #12.3 55,7 *466.1 38.7 50.7
Crimes of theft 26.1 *$9.3 39.2 0.7 56.4 *79.8 64,7 *87.7 55.3 72, . .
2
Pf:;:}(inint:::‘;ew 15.0 7.2 11.8 6.4 12.1 Uy 11.0 14.5 16.0 12.8 20.8 19.9 19.2 19.5
1 lar
Pﬁ:ggﬁt conﬁgg 21.1 *2.1 27.4 34.3 4.3 *65.4 53.7 *73.2 39.3 *59.5 35.0 *46.2 19.5 21.2
i i i indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically
NOTE: Dgtgnanljr'mytn:: 2;112 ;g tZ::inihzzr;fgszi‘ézelzieﬁuﬁﬁ;teg;:kzs%ii:isgex(z:t):enignzg :gzgi‘icﬁg g.’”'bphe 9éc:eiient coni‘idenceglevel. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data
::flEC:iL;:agithEr no dif?erence between values récorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population
1 in the group. . )
}\ 1Est,inn\;te, ngs’ed.‘ on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliasble.
e L e e o - - = ~ - - ~ - E————
| Table 75 Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
| y type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974
‘ (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
N i N R
! 1972ever marrle?g? 5 Married Widowed Divorced and separated
| Type of crime (1,84,.900) (1,920 %00) 197 197k 572 1975 1972 1974
1 8hides 1920,7 (3,372,500) (3,199,400) (548, 100) (568,100) (406, 700) (431.760)
Crimes of vi
Rap: violence Agg *—*5?2 12% 2 *;z,.? 28.4 #%20.0 57.0 *572.5
Robbery 30.9 28.7 18'3 28% 10 0 13.6 1.4
Robbery with injury 6.6 5.0, 3.8 5 2.3 15.9 L3.4 39.3
Robbery without injury 2.3 234 1[;9 15'0 5.3 4.4 13.7 i2.2
Assault 16.3 %35.9 85 *15- 17.0 n.5 29.6 27.1
Aggravated assault 5.7 #11.9 3.6 *lglé :6-1 14,2 10.0 *31.9
! Simple assault 10.7 13.9 b g 12-1 11.6 5.0 %15.9
Crimes OF theft h21 *57.5 5505 ehs k.0 2.5 5.0 16,0 ,
! I;ersonal larceny with contact 10.6 12.1 13.2 13.4 12‘22 **EZ% 728 33_5
ersonal larceny without contact 31.5 *45.3 12.3 %56.6 0 *26:9 13‘95 *621;{
NOTE: Detall may not add to total sh i 3 . .
years wasystati:ticaq-lyosignifgggn:egiuzgeoé‘;g::gg)gcoggidgi::rizsegf)tﬁzx;s:‘;r?s‘i:l?i*gog 193‘ 1:dlcat8§ gi?t o ciéange B e e e 2
level. The absence of asterisks on 197, data reflects either mo diffe x'-ence gs enote change significant at the 90 percent confidence
i A ? x tween values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signif-
;.:‘;.;L:cel.for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose marital statssawzz :g: azﬁf
| 3Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and annual family income, 1972 and 1974
{Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) ’
Lessg i N )
e R0 9UeSNY S SOORNLE . gLX0SLY g0
Type of erime 51,8 ) 1974 1972 1974 1972 19
(461,600)  (398,800)  (1,575,700) (1,455,600) (794,900} (610,000)  (1,361,900) (1,339,300) (873,200) (1.045,000) (30%,400) (Ms'gém
I Crimes of violence 7. #%51.8 -
2ome ) 3 15 ;50‘? 33.(5) **i,i.g 35;3 38.3 33.7 *hd b 37.3 13.8 1.2 0.5
Robbery 2.3 2k 27'9 8.6 %.8 O'g 11.1 10.4 11.0 10.3 1.0 10.7
Robbery with injury 1.5 7.6 5:8 7:h o 2517.0 22.7 26.'1 20.8 23.1 19.5 25,2
Robbery without injury 19.8 16.8 2.1 211 18 " 5.4 5.4 3ek 5.1 16,7 15.0
Assault 13.4 %26.6 2.7 %15.9 >0 e 17.3 20.6 17.5 17.9 12.8 20.2
Aggravated assault 5.5 *17.5 3.2 *7'7 b 16.3 9.9 *17.9 15.5 20.4 10.7 *22,9
Staple assanlt L 73 32 a7 b5 oo 41 *8.1, 4.0 *3.8 15.9 10.8 Z
Crimes of theft 37.4, #55.3 32,3 *%,9.0 ) *é -3 5.9 *q.6 11, 11.7 1.8 12.2 m
‘ Personal larceny with : : b5 é2.4 6.9 76.0 #87.9 a8.7 96.5 s
| conbact 18. *¥29, .
} Personal larceny without 3 9.3 5.7 17-4 14.0 4.8 16.0 12.7 12.1 9.4 4.7 1.8 5
| contact . ,
| ai 19.1 26.1 20.8 #31.6 32.9 *,9.7 LG4 *x%5), 2 63.9 *78.4, 1 81,7 =
NOTE# tail may not add to total shown becau f i cteri i Sndl =
e o el o oo o 17T Sncaten Ut e ghones femen e S the 2 Vo yon S
i i . S ant a e percent confidence level. The absen f asteri
1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for appavent change. Figurescgnopag:ngfz:g: :-2—

fer to population in the group; 1 i 3 i
| . g e group; exciudes data on persons whose income level was not ascert.
1Estimate, basgd on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, isvstatisticallz{ unreliable. sined
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974

MYOA MIN

All incidents With weapon
Number Percént

1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974

Type of crime

Crimes of violence 200,700 *227,700 108,200 *#12),, 600 53.9 54.7
Rape 6,400 3,600 3,300 2,100 51.3 57.7
Robbery 134,900 127,000 83,000 78,300 61.5 1.7

Robbery with injury 31,300 30,800 15,700 17,700 50.3 57.4
Robbery without injury 103,600 96,200 67,300 40,700 6L.9 3.0
Assault? 59,500 *97,000 21,900 *),0,, 200 36.9 #4455
Aggravated assault 22,500 *41,,200 21,900 *4 0, 200 97.4 100.0
With injury 10,200 *17,500 9,600 *17,500 9.1 100.0

Attempted assault with
12,400 *26,700 12,400 %26, 700 100.0 100.0

weapon
Simple assault 37,000 #52,900 0 [ e see

NOTE: Detail may nob add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (¥) next tc entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the
2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values. recorded for each year or the lack of statistical sig-
nificance for apparent change.

1Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapen.
... Represents not applicable.

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974

Knife Other Type unknown

Firearm
1974 1972 1974

Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972

19.0 21.0 57.8 #*51.7 20.2 21.2 3.0 *6,1
0 166.9 1100.0 116.5 i0 ] 10
Robbery 18.0 *%20,,2 62.9 58.8 16.3 12.7 2.8 4.2
Robbery with injury 110.4 15.4 58.2 56.4 25.8 20.4 15,9 17.8
Robbery without injury 20.0 *%26.8 6.1 59.6 13.8 10.4 12.1 13.1
Aggravated assault 23.4 15.8 36.0 36.1 36.3 38.2 3.2 9.9
With injury 116.7 19.7 27.5 23.8 49.8 53.9 16.0 112.6
Attempted assault with
weapon T28.7 20.0 42.6 Ll by 25.9 27.6 i12.8 18.0

Crimes of violence
Rape 116.5

NOTE: Onevasterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 iadicates that the change between values for the 2 years was stabtistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 pervent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values

recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.
iEgtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

T T T T R I I

$HION
SI0W 0 (OGS
0S¢ ueyq ssag
Ausoael proyssnof
A1qus eTqrodoy paqdwsqgy
80407 quoYaTM LIqUs TNJMETUN
KaeT8ang

awtao Jo odAy

TITud TS

UELD 8YY qBYY SO3WOTPUT HL4T 10F
£aqus -87qTox04

35349 peqdwagqy
339Yg pegetduog
3J8Y% OTOTUSA JO0H

AugoasT poqdualqy

9TGETTRAR q0u junouy

‘afueyo quagedde uoF sousoTrTUSTS
NTBA U8BMI8Q S0USISITTP OU J8Y3Ta
UMOYES TB30% 04 PpB jou Asw Tre4e(

Juoo quasaad G4 sys 48 Jued

T.

*TRAST 90USPTJUOD quadled g6 SY3 98 JUEOT
8ousp

=y =
S Re = PEURERE
WOOOTWREFWE -

SBWILID P|OYasnoH "L s|qe]

(473
(sptoussnoy ppo‘T aad 89ey)

(oog‘zol'z)
v/61 PUR 7/6L ‘@wid jo adA) Aq

3 I0J SonTeA ussMjeq of
*Jurpunox Jo ssneoaq

IA

(%) isTIOYER oMy f1aneT
Heziwo

7061

TIROT8T1e9E 68M 8IBaf 7 ay
{00z ‘g19'2)

£
SATIUB 04 IXOU (x) YSTIFE' BUQ

‘sajel uo

*SpTOYSsNOY Jo Jequnu 04 Iaysa sessyjuased ut SsanStg
TBOTISTIBYS JO XOBT oY J0 JBAL YO®S J0J pPOpIodal So

6308TJ9 BYUP /4T UO €)STISYER JO 8OUSSAE BYJ
-JTudts sfueyo ajousp

MYOA MIN

L9




formssohon

89

NUOA MIN

Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and race of head of household, 1972 and 1974

(Rate per 1,000 households)

White Black Other
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Type of crime {2,10%,300) (1,989,600) (520,700) (55k,500) (72,300) (74,200)
Burglary 62.8 #*70.4 92.4 105.8 57.5 53.7
Houihold larceny 32.4 *45.7 36.2 #50.3 4.3 127.9
Motor wvehicle theft 28.1 27.5 19.7 *¥29.5 7.0 14.0

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between valwes for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent
confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significence for spparent change. Figures in parentheses re-
fer t0 number of households in the group.

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

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and age of head of household, 1972 and 1974

{Rate per 1,000 households)

12-19 20-3L 35~49 50-64 65 and over
1972 197 1972 197 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 \
Type of crime (14,400) {13,800) (755,100) (692,700) (707, 500) (649,100) (676,800) (678,200) (548, 500) (584, 600)
3} 174.2 3109.8 76.5 *94.3 B2.9 89.7 68.1 80.2 37.3 39.7
g;l;ge}azgd larceny 118.4 117.9 32.8 *53.8 h2.6 *65.9 36.8 L1 18.7 18.3
Motor vehicle theft 118.4 . 10 33.9 37.7 31.7 30,0 24.9 32.1 9.2 8.1

NOTE: One asterisk (¥) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically signi.i‘icar}t at the ?5 percent conficence level; two
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level., The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects elthe_ar no difference between values recorded
for sach year or the lack of statistical significance for appsrent change. Figures in parentheses refer to nuniber of households in the group.

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

Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and annual family income, 1972 and 1974

(Rate per 1,000 households) .
Less than $3,000 $3,000-87,499 $7,500-39,999 $10,000-$14,999 815,000~32%, 999 $25,000 or more
. 1972 1974 1572 197, 1972 197 1972 197, 1972 197k 1972 197
Type of crime (286,000) (257,800)  (755,300) (682,700)  (346,000) (259,600)  (537,200) {(513,300) (313,200) (379,200) (109,500) (151,300}
Burglary 52.2 ¥31.9 69.1 71.1 79.5 67.7 63.6 #HY7.9 B81.3 88.4 Bh.l, 91.7
Houseghold larceny 19.6 28.5 17.9 #30.0 35.7 48.1 47.3 59.1 55.7 *¥92,7 52.6 L4.9
Motor vehicle theft 4.7 15,1 12.9 17.2 29.8 27.0 37.8 3%.4 51.1 18.3 39.2 37.6

NOTE: One asterisk (¥) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197L data reflects either no difference between values recorded
for each year or the lack of statistical signii‘icance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on house~
holds whose income level was not ascertained.

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

Table 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and number of persons in household, 1972 and 1974

(Rate per 1,000 households)

One Twoe-three Four-five Six or more
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Type of crime (74, 800) (753,100) (1,290,800) (1,210,900) (532, 500) (521,300) (134,200) (131,900)
Burglary 56.2 68.5 67.5 72,5 75.3 *%90.8 111.9 121.2
Household larceny ; 15.0 #*23.5 32.0 *,0.6 53.3 *79.3 70.5 94.5
Motor vehicle theft 9.9 10.9 28.9 29.8 540.5 39.4 29.2 *H55, 5

MOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between walues for the 2 years was statisticelly significant at the 95 percent
confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses re-
fer to mumber of households in the group; excludes data on households whose number of persons was not ascertained.
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported

to the police, by sector and type
of crime, 1972 and 1974

Sector and type of crime 1972 1974
Personal sector, all crimes 37.8 39.9
Crimes of violence L5.4 *52.7
Rape 61.0 64.8
Completed rape 175,0 7.6
Attempted rape 57.9 161.0
Robbery 46.5 *56.0
Robbery with injury 50.4 *70. 4
From serious assault 57.7 **71,8

From minor assault 41.0 *68.3
Robbery without injury LS4 #%51,9
Assault 41.2 L7.4
Aggravated agssault 56.6 56,4
With injury T34 71.4
Attempted assault with weapon 43.8 Loh
Simple assault 31.2 39.5
With injury L5.4 53.3
Attempted agsault without weapon 27.0 54.8
Crimes of theft 32.5 31.4
Pergonal larceny with contact 36.6 36.2
Purse snatching 43.5 L2.h
Pocket picking 29.1 29.8
Personal larceny without contact 30.8 30.1
Household sector, all crimes 48.8 L7.5
Burglary 51.5 51.2
Forcible entry 70.8 73.3
Unlawful entry without force 52,3 49.6
Attempted foreible entry 25,4 28.8
Household larceny 24.2 27.0
Less than $50 15.4 9.7
$50 or more 38,2 L2.4
Amount not available 7.1 116.8
Attempted larceny 121.6 128.8
Motor vehicle theft 73.2 71.7
Completed theft 91.4 95.4
Attempted theft 26.4 28.2
Commercial. sector, all crimes 79.8 70.2
Burglary 78.8 68,6
Robbery 83.1 4.7

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for

the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two aster—
isks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.

The absence of

asterisks on 197, data reflects elther no difference between values recorded for each

year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Philadelphia residents experienced substantially
fower victimization rates in 1974 than in 1972 for
violent personal crimes, for personal crimes of theft,
and for such household offenses as burglary and
motor vehicle theft. Less conclusive was the indicated
decrease in the rate at which the city’s businesses were
robbed. Only commercial burglary, of the specific
crimes measured by the National Crime Survey
program, appeared to have a higher victimization rate
in 1974 than 2 years earlier, but the increase was not
statistically significant,

Associated with the decline in victimization rates
for most of the measured crimes was a decrease in the
number of victimizations incurred by Philadelphia’s
residents, households, and business establishments,
from 426,300 in 1972 to 367,100 in 1974, A major
reduction of about 24 percent was recorded in the
number of violent personal victimizations (i.e., rape,
personal robbery, and assault). Personal crimes of
theft were down about 12 percent, and household
offenses also declined by some 12 percent.

Philadelphians notified the police of their expe-
riences with the measured crimes in about the same
proportion in 1974 as in 1972, In 1972, the police were
informed about 36 percent of the personal crimes, 46
percent of the household crimes, and 78 percent of the
commercial crimes. The corresponding proportions in
1974 were 35 percent, 46 percent, and 72 percent.

Personal crimes

The overall rate for violent personal crime was
down 23 percent in 1974, compared with 1972, with
reductions in rates both for those offenses in which
the victim and offender were strangers to one another
and for those in which they were not. Philadelphians
were no more or less likely in 1974 than in 1972 to

have been the victims of rape, but they were less apt to
have been robbed or assaulted. The rate for robbery
was lower by 26 percent and that for assault was down
20 percent. Males and females, as well as whites and
blacks, all experienced a declining rate for violent
personal crime. Lower rates in 1974 also were noted
for persons under age 25 and, less certainly, for those
in the 25-34 and 50-64 age groups. In addition, they
were common to married persons, to those who had
never been married, and, less conclusively, to those
who were divorced or separated.

In conjunction with the downturn in the number
of violent victimizations, there was a decrease in the
number of violent crimes in which weapons were
used, from 36,800 in 1972 to 28,300 in 1974, a decline
of 23 percent. However, there was no significant
change in”the proportion of all violent crimes
involving the use of a weapon or in the type of
weapon used in the commission of armed offenses.

The decline in the robbery rate reflected decreases
in the rates for those robberies with and without
injury. Whites and blacks both had a lower overall
robbery rate in 1974 than in 1972, and the same was
true for males; the apparent decrease in the rate for
women was statistically insignificant. Each age group
also experienced an apparent reduction in rates,
although the differences between the 1972 and 1974
rates were not always significant. Clearly, however,
those persons under age 20 and those 65 or older had
lower rates in 1974 than 2 years earlier, For the latter,
the decrease amounted to about 35 percent.

Lower rates in 1974 than in 1972 for both the
aggravated and simple forms of assault provided the
base for the decline in the overall assault rate. Blacks
clearly were less likely to have been assaulted in 1974,
but the evidence was less conclusive with respect to
whites. Males and females both shared in the decline
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in the overall rate. Ostensible decreases in rates were
registered by persons of all ages except those 65 or
over, but only those for persons under age 25 were
statistically significant. Possibly related to age was the
decline noted in the assault rate for those individuals
who had never been married.

As the victimization rate for personal larceny with
contact (i.e., purse snatching and pocket picking) was
not significantly changed, the 11 percent decrease in
the rate for personal crimes of theft resulted mainly
from a lower rate in 1974 for personal larceny without
contact. The downward turn in the overall personal
larceny rate was not as widely shared among the
groups under study as was that for violent personal
crime. Rates that were clearly lower in 1974 than in
1972 were indicated for whites, women, persons age
50-64, those who were married, and those in the less
than $3,000 and in the $10,000-$15,000 annual income
brackets. Less certain were the reductions noted for
men, persons age 20-24 and 35-49, the widowed, and
those with annual family incomes of between $3,000
and $7,500.

Household crimes

Primarily as a result of decreases in rates for
forcible entry and attempted forcible entry, the
overall household burglary rate declined by some 16
percent, from 109 per 1,000 households in 1972 to 91
in 1974. 1t was down in hcuseholds headed by whites,
as well as those headed by blacks, and among both
homeowners and renters.

The 1974 victimization rate for household larceny
was not significantly changed from that for 1972,
Nonetheless, there was some indication that the rate
for larcenies involving losses valued at less than $50
was lower in 1974 than in 1972, Black households
clearly had a lower overall household larceny rate in
1974 than in 1972; on the other hand, white

households were no less likely to have been victimized
in 1974 than 2 years earlier. A marginally significant
decrease was noted for renters, but the rate among
homeowners remained about the same,

For motor vehicle theft, the rate fell from 42 per
1,000 households in 1972 to 36 per 1,000 in 1974, a 16
percent decline. Households headed by blacks
registered a 26 percent reduction, but the apparent
decline in the rate for households headed by whites
was not statistically significant. Although there was
some indication of a decrease in the rate among
renters, no significant change in the rate among
homeowners was indicated.

Commercial crimes

The apparent increase in the commercial burglary
rate for 1974 over 1972 was not statistically signifi-
cant, although the rate for attempted burglary rose

from 124 per 1,000 business establishments in 1972 to

162 per 1,000 in 1974, a marginally significant
increase, Higher rates in 1974 than in 1972 were
definitely, indicated for firms with gross annual
receipts of less than $10,000 and for those with no
paid employees. Wholesale firms had a lower burglary
rate in 1974 than 2 years earlier.

The marginally significant decrease in the com-
mercial robbery rate reflected a clear-cut drop in the
rate for atfempted robberies. Although the rate for
completed robberies also appeared to decline, the
decrease was not statistically significant. Firms with 4-
19 employees clearly had lower robbery rates in 1974
than in 1972, as did those with gross annual receipts
of between $100,000 and $500,000; less certain was
the indicated decline in the rate for those establish-
ments with receipts in the $50,000-$100,000 range.
Retail stores had a lower robbery rate in 1974 than 2
years earlier.
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial

of victimizations, by sector and type
of crime, 1972 and 1974

crimes: Number and percent distribution

Percent
of crimes Percent of
Namber within gector all crimes
Sector and type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
ALl crimes 426,300 367,100 cer e 100.0 100.0
!
Personal sector 234,700 *195,900 109.0 100.0 55.1 53.4
Crimes of violence 93,600  *71,600 3%.9 36.5 22, 19.4
Rape 1,900 1,900 0.8 1.0 Q.4 0.5
Completed rape 1300 600 0.1 0.3 0.1 8.2 )
Attempted rape 1,700 1,300 0.7 6.6 Q.4 .3
Robbery 41,800  %30,300 17.8 15.4 9.8 8.3
Robbery with injury 11,900 *8,100 '31 4l 2.8 2.2
From serious assault 6,200  *¥,,600 )6 2.4 1.4 é.ﬁ
From minor assault 5,70Q *3,500 :!.h 1.8 1.% 6'2
Robbery without injury 29,900  #22,200 12.8 11.3 7. 6
Assaulb 49,900  ¥39,400 21.3 20.1 11.7 10.7
Aggravated agssault 24,900  #19,800 10.6 10.1 5.8 5.4
With injury 10,500  *%8,300 Lok 4.3 2.4 2.3
ttempted assault with
Awe:r;gn 14,400 *11,400 &.1 5.8 3.4 3.1
Simple assault 25,000  *19,600 1C.6 10.0 5.9 5.3
With injury 6,200 %500 2.6 2.3 1.k 1.2
Attempted assault without .
weepgn 18,800 - #15,200 8.0 7.7 hily [}
Crimes of theft 141,000 %124,300 80.1 63.4 33.1 33.3
Personal larceny with contact 20,300 18,200 . 8.6 9.3 4.8 5.
Purse snatching 9,500 8,900 b1 L.5 2.2 2.4
Pocket picking 10,800 9,400 [ 4.8 2.5 2.5
P 1 larceny without
2:§ggit- ° v 120,800 *105,100 51.4 54.2 28.3 28.9
Total population age 12 and over 1,486,100 1,467,100 ves soe ves
hold tor 146,700 %128,900 100.0 100.0 3holy 35,1
Ho‘éts;g?.arysec 67,000 *56,100  45.7 43.5 15.7 15.3
Forcible entry 30,600  *25,200 20,9 19.6 - 7.2 6.9
Unlawful entry without force 15,000 13,500 10.2 10.4 3.5 3.';
Attempted forcible entry 21,500  *17,400 14.6 .13.5 5 2 lh.g
Household larceny 53,500 50,900 36.5 39.4 12.8 3.2
Less than $50 33,300 30,000 22.7 23.2 7. .
$50 or more 14,400 16,000 9.8 12.4 3. boby
Amount not available 1,300 1,600 0.9 1.2 0.3 8‘3
Attempted larceny 4,500 *%3,300 3.4 2.5 1.1 6'
Motor vehicle theft 26,100 %*21,900 17.8 17.0 6.1 0
Completed theft 16,200 14,600 11, " 11.4 3.8 l;.g
Attempted theft 9,500  *7,300 6. 5.7 2.3 2.
Total number of households 616,000 616,400 eee ves ves ver
Commercial sector 44,900 42,300 100.4 100,0 10.5 11.5
Burglary 2600 34,000 77.C 80.14, 8.1 9.3
Completed burglary 23,600 20,900 52.4 49.3 5.5 5.2
Attempted burglary 11,000 13,100 4.6 31.0 2.6 3.
Robbery 10,300  *8,300 23.0 19.6 2.4 2.3
Completed robbery 7,700 *6,600 17.2 15.6 1.2 é.
Attempted robbery 2,600 *1,700 5.8 4.0 0. o
Total number of commercial
establishments 88,700 81,100 e vas
TE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Ore asterisk (*) next to numbers
o for 1974 {ndicates that the change between values for the 2 years was stgtistically sig-
nificant ab the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisky (¥*) denote change significant
at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either
- no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of stablstical signifi-
cance for apparent lghan:gle.
... Represents not applicable.
1Estima€e, based on gzero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, s stabtistically unrsliable.
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14,100
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IOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (#) next to entries for 197k indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statis-

9.5

12,800

weapon

The absence of asterisks on

(#**) denote change significent at the 90 percent confidence level.

difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

tically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks

1974 data reflects either no

(Z) Less than 0.05 percent.

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over, by type

of crime, 1972 and 1974

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

Type of crime

1972
(1, 486,100)

1974
(1,467,100)

Crimes of violence
Rape
Completed rape
Attempted rape
Robbery
Robbery with injury

From serious assault

From minor assault

Robbery without injury

Assault
Aggravated agsault
* With injury

Attempted assault with'weapon

Simple assault
With injury

Attempted assault without weapon

Crimes of theft

Personal larceny with contact

Purse snatching
Pocket picking

Personal larceny without contact

"

bS]

=

ol

[ E

a0 2

ENOWEREOMONOWOWEoERROR
WHEONO-JNR-IP RO 0N O oW

63.0

0.4

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

icant at the 90 percent confidence level.

statistical significance for apparent change.

r One asterisk (*) next to entries
for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; tyo agterisks (**) denote change signif-
The absence of asterisks on 1974 data
reflects either no dirference between values recorded for each year or the lack of

Figures in parentheses refer to population,

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

Table 4. Personal crimes: Victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over, by type

of crime and sex of victims,
1972 and 1974

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

Male Female
1972 1974 1972 1974
Type of crime (672,500) (654,900) (813,700) (812,200)
Crimes of violence 9.4 *72.0 37.9 *30.1
Rape 10 i0 2.4 2.3
Completed rape 10 10 30.3 0.8
Attempted rape 10 0 2.1 1.6
Robbery 45.1 *31.8 1.1 11.7
Robbery with injury 11.7 *7.9 4.9 3,6
Robbery without injury 33.4 ¥23.9 9.2 8.1
Assault 48,2 *#,0.2 21.5 %*16,9
Aggravated assault 27.6 *%22,9 7.8 *%5,9
Simple assault 20.7 17.4 13.6 *10,2
Crimes of theft 100.9 *%¥92.0 90.0 *78.9
Personal larceny with
contact 9.0 **%6,8 17.5 17.0
Personal larceny without
contact 91.9 85.2 72.5 *62.0

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (¥) next to entries
for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was stabistically
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif-

The absence of asterisks on 1974 data

reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year:or the lack of statis-

Figures in parentheses refer to population in

ieant at the 90 percent confidence level.

tical significance for apparent change.

the group.

‘Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 5. Perscnal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

. - - 1
by type of crime and race of victims, 1972 and 1974 T
-
(Rate per 1,000 resident populstion age 12 and over) é
White
1972 197 Black COther m
Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 : T 5
(1,003,200) (971,600) (459,1,00) (181, 200) (13,400) (1,350) T
Crimes of wviolence 0. —
Rape ) ot s oy 1057 37,9 >
Robbery 20.4, *14,.8 2.0 2.7 10 19
Robbery with injury 6.1 3.8 43.8 *32.5 58.8 123.2
Robbery without injury UL x11.0 .8 9.0 119.9 1.5
Assanlt 29.3 **25:6 32.0 *23.4 138.9 1318.7
Aggravated assault 12.2 11.5 lcholg *29.7 15.9 113.8
Simple asssult 17.1 il 1 - *17.6 114.8 19.3
Crimes of theft 96.9 *80.9 15.7 12,2 130.1 1.5
gersonn:i. larceny with contact 11.6 9.9 gé‘é Zgg ;33 g 81.7
ersol larceny without ttact . : . . 118.
ny out contac 85.2 *70,9 73.1 755 726 63.;.[
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of ding. O i S
2 years was statistically signifit:antaaz the ;gugercent cgfxf?.gzg:-?,;e\(r:%-nzﬁ tatent:,rf:s i:r 1974 Indicstes that the change between values for the
level. The absence of asterisks on 197 data veflects either o differe;xce be:s :1‘18&1 {*#) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence
N icance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the ecx‘: we-ues recorded for each year or the lack of sttistical signif-
Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically unreﬁ‘ab{é.
Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and age of victims, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
12-15 16-19 20-21 25-3)
1972 1574 1972 1974 1972 157, 972 3349 50-64 65 and over
Type of crime It . 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1572
(142,600) (140,400) {130,600) (134,100) (151,500) (153,800) (235,900) (231,000) (290,100) (270.960) (318,700) (313,700) (216?57@0) (22;"?;30)
Crimes of violence 108.7 *71.9 131.2 .0
Rape 155 [ 133.6 ’?f.o ?g-;* *;732 ??-2 **57,6 4.2 35.5 38.0 31,1 28.7 2.3
Ropbery 473 4302 .2 x27.8 27.3 2.3 28 9 o e D6 e io D
ery with injury 9.0 *,, 3 . : . : . . . -1 21.3 *1%.0
FRobbery without b3 8.8 6.0 7.2 7k 7-1 5.8 7.9 5.1 7.7 6.3 9.0 #4418
injury 38.3 *25., . *%21,
Assault 59.1 *33,; 35_2 *gé'g 2(3)11; ﬂlg-z m.g #*15.9 13.7 11.1 17.0 12.8 12.4 9.2
Aggravated assault b EeA o e &k b I{g'(, 22.9 19.1 18.9 12.6 11.6. 7.k 8.3
Simple assault 31.3 *%19.1 26.9 23.2 2.5 **23-9 23- .1 9.0 7.3 4.1 5.5 3.0 3.9
Crimes OF thort %3 co.7 g 22 G239 A 17.8 10.1 11.6 8.4 6.1 43 L5
Personal larceny . . 139.7 128.8 106.4 *%93.5 81.2 #66.3 49.2 15.6
with contact 6.1 . . .
Personal larceny bl 5.6 74 8.3 12.6 11.6 11.9 1.8 8.5 15.5° 15.6 25.0 21.0
ithout
without contact 5.2 56.4 85.1 79.8 128.7 *104.5 128.1 116.9 91.6 85.0 65.8 *50.7 2.3 24.6
NOTE: Detail may not add to t-~tal shown bec f rounding. On i il i
sifgificant at the 95 pe.cent chr:ficeie:l::elgvei.? tw;ngsteri:kgs%gisgeézzencehx:n; zggﬁicﬁgi §z7€h§n gacgtfzeﬁgazogidgﬁggfesﬁwee?hzalﬁes o :'he 5 ygais ol ;tatistically
_either no difference between valu ded £ P spd - . absence of asterigks on 1974 data reflects
1Estinate. baged oo sane on o abou: lgso;eﬁg‘l;exe- Saglga(c::szz?r i;rszgziﬁglgagysﬁﬁggi'sigm.t‘:.cance for spparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group.
ROMEI - NGRS - - e - e
Table 7. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and marital status of victims, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
Never married Married Widowed Divorced and separated
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Type of crime (%79,100) (493,500} {741,500) (700,100) (147,600) (147,200) (112,900) (121,600)
Crimes of violence 103.5 *75.9 39.8 *31,3 30.8 26.2 84.0 **66.14,
Rape 2.5 2.1 0.4 10,5 10 10.5 13.5 3.9
Robbery 39.9 #30.1 19.0 *13.4 22.6 *13.5 43.9 **31.6
Robbery with injury 9.6 **6,6 5.k 3.9 8.7 4.9 17.3 10.9
Robbery without injury 30.3 *23.5 13.6 *3.5 14.0 8.5 26.6 20.7
Assanlt 61.2 #,3.7 20.3 17.4 8.2 12.3 36.6 30.8
Aggravated assault 33.7 *24.6 9.1 7.2 11.8 6.4 14.9 12.8
Simple assaulb 27.4 *19.1 1l.2 10.2 6.4 5.9 21.6 18.1
Crimes of theft 89.6 90.2 99.1 *83.0 67.4 *¥53.9 126.1 107.5 !
Personal larceny wilh contact 11.4 11.6 10.2 9.5 26.6 21.2 28.1 22.0
Personal larceny without contact 78.2 78.5 88.9 ®73.1 40.7 32.7 98.0 85.5
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197, indicates that the change between velues for the 2
years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (#*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence
level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for sach year or the lack of statistical signif-
icance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose marital status was not ascer-
tained.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and annual family income, 1972 and 1974
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) )
Less_than $3,000 $3,000-$7, 499 $7,500~-39,999 $10, 000-$14, 999 $15, 000-$24, 999 §25,000_or_more
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 197k
Type of crime (157,900)  (134,600)  (366,500) (355,200) (189,900) (161,500} (359,700) (352,300) (207,900) (251,300) (38,900) (59,200)
Crimes of viclence 72.6 6L 1 80.0 #60.6 64.6 ##51.5 53.3 *,2.0 L7.0 39.9 47.6 48.3
Rape 13,0 3.4 11.1 11.6 11.8 11.3 10.4 11.0 13.3 10.8 20 11.1
Robbery 38.2 *#%27.2 36.1 *28.14, 30.7 26.4 23.3 *16.3 15.0 13.7 27.6 #¥13.5
Robbery with injury 11.2 9ely 11.9 *7.3 9.9 8.2 5.4 #*3 .1 12,9 2.9 11.8 13.3
Robbery without injury 27.0 *#%17.8 2h.1 21.2 20.8 18.1 17.9 *¥13.0 12.1 10.9 25.8 **10.1 -
Assault 31.4 33.8 L2.8 *30.6 32.1 *%23.9 29.6 24.7 30.8 25.4 20.0 33.7 T
Aggravated assault 14.2 19.5 24.7 *14.9 12.1 ih.h 15.1 12.6 13.4 12.2 15.2 19,0 =
Simple assault 17.2 1L 18.1 15.6 20.0 *9.5 14.6 12.1 17.5 13.1 114.9 2.7 >
Crimes of theft 89.1 #$9,1 83.3 R, 100.1 92.7 101.7 *8h.1 102.5 102.0 127.8 104.7 (]
Personal larceny with ™
contact 25.4 23.1 18.2 15.6 14.0 15.2 7.7 8.4 6.7 8.2 18.5 16.8 ol
Personal larceny without E
contact 63.7 #,5.9 65.1 58.4 86.1 77.5 93.9 *75.7 95.8 93.8 119.%4 97.9 =
>
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was
statistically significant at the 95 percent cenfidence level; two asterisks (*¥) dencte change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of
asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between valnes recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for spparent change. Figures
in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose income level was not ascertained.
1Estimate, based on zero or cn about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. =~y
-




Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those

-
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974 =
»
o X o
A1l incidents With weapon m
Number Percent %
Type of crime 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 b of
Crimes of viclence 79,400 *50,000 36,800 *28,300 Lb.h 47.2 >
Rape 1,900 1,800 2500 2500 227.9 228,2
Robbery 36,200 #25,600 17, 500 *12, 700 48,4 49.7
Robbery with injury 11,000 *7,300 L,600 3,700 42.0 50.4
Roboery without injury 25,200 #18,300 12,900 *9,000 . 51.2 49.4
Assaultt 51,300 *32, 600 18,800 *15,100 45.5 546.3
Aggravated assault 19,700 *15,700 18,800 *15,100 95.7 96.3
With injury 9,000 *¥6, 900 8,200 *#6, 300 90.6 91.6
Attempted assault
with weapon 10,600 *+8, 800 10,600 *%8, 800 100.0 100.0
Simple assault 21,700 #17, 000 o 0

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90

percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year ar the
lack of statistical significance for zpparent change.

1Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not invdlve the use of a weapon.
2Fstimate, based on zero ¢~ on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
+.. Represents not applicable.

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of crime, 1972 and 1974

“irearm Knife Other Type unknown
Type of crime 1972 197 1972 1974 ‘ 1972 1974 1972 197
Crimes of vidlence 29.0 27.0 32.4 36.7 34.1 31.5 Lol 4.8
Rape 12,5 128.6 62.3 17.4 : 10 10 113.2 10
Robbery 31.8 30.6 35.0 **43.0 26.8 21.2 6.3 5.1
Robbery with injury bl 15.0 31.1 L3.4 544.8 - 34.0 19.7 17,5
Robbery without injury 37.9 37.7 36.4 42.8 20.5 15.4 5.1 .1
Aggravated assault 26.4 23.7 29.3 30.1 41.9 41.5 12,4 LT
With injury 14.3 13.7 28.3 30.4 54.3 53.9 13.1 13.1
Attempted assault without
weapon 35.9 31.6 30.0 29.9 32,2 32.6 11.9 15.8

NOTE: One asterisk (%) nexi to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (*%) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and race of head of household, 1972 and 1974

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Type of crime e e 197k 1972 Hlack 1974 Other
(417, 500) (409,600) (193,300) (201,100) (5,13935) (513515)
Burglary 83.2 *71.3 .
Househald larceny 87.5 87.8 12?:5 = 147.3 191
vehicle theft 36.6 32.9 5304, e :Zgi 195.7
. . 2 32_1

NOTE: One

refer to number of househalds in the group.

§ Taps
Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization
and age of head of household, 1

(Rate per 1,000 househclds)

rates, by type of crime
972 and 1975

12:19 20-34 35-49
B 1972 1974 1972 157 50-64 65 and_over
Type of crim 1972 1974 1972 T
2 (6,300) (6,100) (153,000) (153,500) (149,200) (142, 500) (176,400 (1727‘2*00) : (1;3:7500) (113%00)
Burglary 150.3 164.2 175.6 * !
. . 131.7 111.8 .
Sﬁ‘éiihé’iﬁi i.]a..:c:hnyft 185.9 166.7 128.9 119.6 175 igg'g g.g Zt..? 59.6 50.2
© 49.2 119.3 571 47.0 56.9 51.8 - 39.8 **3?'(83 ﬁ'g 3233-3
. . . 13.

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically signi

two asterisks (#*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.

recorded for each year ar the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

ficant at the 95 percent confidence level;

The g-xbsence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects
Figures in parentheses refer to number of h

either no difference between values

ousehalds in the group.

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

.

144

VIHd13AV1IHd

Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and annual family income, 1972 and 1974

(Rate per 1,000 households)

$25,000 or more

Iess than $3,000 $3,000-87,499 $7, 500-39,999 $10, 000-814,999 $15,000-524,999
"T1972 197% 1972 1574 1972 1974 1972 197k 1972 19724 1972 197
Type of crime {°9,900)  (87,700)  (163,500)  (162,200)  (76,300)  (65,300)  (128,500)  (131,100)  (66,400) (84,300}  (12,100)  (18,400)
Burgl 114.8 107.7 107.0 *88.4 131.3 *90.3 102.4 *81.1 100.5 92.2 87.2 128.5
Houie}aﬁd larceny 52.3 L2.6 81.9 #*67.8 101.2 86.6 104.4 102.5 94.1 %*128.8 107.3 *%161.3
Motor vehicle theft 14.2 4.7 37.2 *22.9 55.1 *%39.3 51.4 49.7 56.1 51.1 91.3 99.2

One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.
whose income was not ascertsaned.

NOTE:

values :f.‘or the 2 years was statisticélly siéx]ii‘iéént at the 95 percent confidence level; two
The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values recorded
Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on household:

Table 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and number of persons in household, 1972 and 1974

{Rate per 1,000 households)

Six or more

Cne Two-Three Four-Five
1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974 1972 1974
Type of crime (153,000) (160,300) (=84,700) (284,200) (125,600) (122,400) (52,700) (49,300)
Burglary 1315.1 *96.8 106.3 *80.1 109.1 98.5 103.7 117.3
Househcld larceny 38.4 30.9 75.1 71.8 140.4 134.3 164.1 183.8
Motor vehicle theft 21.7 19.0 43.6 *%35,3 59.9 49.? 54,1 57.2

Cne asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicates that the change between velues for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent
confidence level; two asterisks (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects
either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses
refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on households whose number of persons was not ascertained.

NOTE:

VIHdT3dV1IHd
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88 PHILADELPHIA

Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported
to the police, by sector and type
of crime, 1972 and 1974

Sector and type of erime 1972 1974
Fersenal secteor, all crimes 35.7 35.1
Crimes of vitlence 6.9 L8.8
Rape 8Ly b 72.0
Completed rape 48,0 167.7
Attempted rape 55.7 Uy Q
Robbery 50.2 51.8
Rebbery with injury 63.6 LA
From serious assault 9.7 58,4

Frem minor assault 56.9 53.9
Robbery without injury 4.9 50.2
Atsault 43.8 L5.4
Apgravated assault 51.2 55,0
yith injury 58.5 *71.1
Atvempted assault with weapon L5.8 3.3
Simple aszault, 2.3 35,8
With injury 53.7 47.8
Attempted assault without weapon 30.7 32.3
Crimes of theft 28.3 27.1
Persenal. larceny with contact 39.0 32.2
Purse snatching 43.7 348
Pocket | ‘ing 34,8 29.6
Perconal le. ceny without contact 26,5 26.3
Household sector, all crimes L5.7 L5.9
Burglary 55.4 57.7
Forcible entry 78.0 73.2
Unlawful entry without force 43.9 416
Attempted foreibvle entry 31.0 *3,3.2
Household larceny 22.1 23.8
Leos than $50 11.4 13.6
$50 or movre k5.6 45.8
Amount not available 1274 119.4
Attempted larceny 2.7 111.0
Motor vehicle thelt 69.4 &7.3
Conpleted theft 92.2 89.6
Attempted theft 32,0 *%22,6
Commercial sector, all crimes 77.8 72.0
Burglary The7 68.4
Rebbery 88.3 86.4

NOTE:  (ne asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974 indicabes that the change between values for
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two
asterisks (**) dencte change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The
absence of asterisks on 1974 data reflects either no difference between values
recarded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

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

APPENDIX |
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

For each of the two rounds of household surveys,
a basic screen questionnaire (Form NCS-3) and a
crime incident report (Form NCS-4) were used to
elicit information on the relevant crimes committed
against the household as a whole and against any of
its members age 12 and over. Form NCS-3 was
designed to screen for all instances of victimization
before details of any specific incident were collected.
The screening form also was used for obtaining
information on the characteristics of each household
and of ity members. Household screening questions
were asked only once for each household; individual
screening questions were asked of all members 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 individ-
uals absent during the interviewing period.

Once the screening process was completed, the
interviewer obtained details of each revealed incident.
Form NCS-4 included questions concerning the

extent of economic loss or injury, characteristics of
offenders, whether or not the police were notified, and
other pertinent details. ,

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

With certain minor exceptions that did not affect
the comparability of results covered in this report, the
questionnaires used in the first and second rounds of
the household and commercial surveys were identical.
Facsimiles of the forms used in the first round of
surveys appeared in Criminal Victimization Surveys
in the Nation’s Five Largest Cities, April 1975. The
questionnaires used in the 1975 surveys are repro-
duced on the following pages. ‘
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Form Approved: O.M.B. No. 41-R266¢

rorm NCS-3 and KC3-4
+3274)

(L]

NOTICE — Your tepost o the Census Bureay ts confidential by law {Public
Law 93-83). All identifiable information will be used only by persons engaged in
and for the purposes of the suivey, and may not be disclosed or released to others
{or any purpose.

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

REAU OF THE CENSUS

ACTING AS COLLECTING AGENT FOR THE

LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION
U.5, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION Control number
By

Cade ! ilame

+

¢

PSU | Serial ‘Panel iHH | Segment
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE ! ; . .
H i 1 1
FORM NCS$-3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE i ! ' ;
FORM NCS-4 — CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
1. Tnterviaw o wdentification 6. Tenure {cc 7)

1+ {Z} Owned or heing bought
2 {7] Rented for cash .
3 ["] No cash rent

2. Record of interview
Line number of househald

:Dale completed
respondant (ccd) H
¥
i

3. Reason for noninterview (cc 26d)
TYPE A {Enter roason and race)
> Reason
1 {71 No one home
2 [} Temporérily absent ~ Return date
3 {77 Refused
4 [} Other Occ, — Specify,

B> Race of head

1 [ White
2 {73 Negro
2[ ] Other

TYPE B NN\

1 [C] Vacant — Re k
2 [ Vacant - Sug ot HH furnfturss \
i URE

3 Temporarily

6 {1 Converted to tempdTdry business or storage
7 [T Unoccupied tent site or trailer site

8 [} Permiv granted, construction nut started

9 [ Other — Specify v

7.

Type of living quarters (cc 11)
Housing Unit
1 {"] House, apartment, flat
2] HU in nontransient hotel, motel, etc,
3 [T} HU — Permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc.
4 {71 HU in rooming house

B [ Unit permanent in teansient hetel, motel, etc.
\9 [_] Vacant tent site or trailer site
9 {71 Not specified above — Describe 5

. Number of housing units in structure (cc 23)

VT3 s[5~-9

2{"}2 & [7110 or more

313 7 [J Mobile home or trailer
alT14 8 "] Only OTHER units

TYPE C

+ [J Unused line of listing sheet

2 ] Demolished

3 {J House or traller moved

4[] Outside segment

s [ Converted 0 permanent business or storage
6 "] Merged

7 ] Condemned

o [ Built after April 1, 1970

9 (7] Other Specily7

ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOL.D:
(Other than the . . . business) does anyone in this household
operate o business fram this address?

1{TINe
271 Yes — What kind of business is that? -

Family income {cc 24)

1 ] Under 34,000

2{7]%1,000 to 1,999
33 2,000 to 2,999
s[3 3,000 to 3,999
s 4,000 to 4,999
&[] 5,000 to 5,999
7{7] 6,000 to 7,499

8 157,500 to 9,999
9 [310,000 to 11,999
10 (] 12,000 to 14,999
113 15,000 to 19,999
12 [ 20,000 to 24,999
13 [C3 25,000 and over

TYPE 2
Interview not obtained for 7
Line number

b
S

NOTE: Complete
1421 for each line
number listed

l

06

Housohold members 12 yeors

of age and OVER -

Total number

Houschold members UNDER

12 years of age 7

Total number

o [J None

4. Household stotus
1 (] Same household as last enumeration
2 [ Replacement household since last enugieration
3 [[] Previous noninterview or not in sample before

()
-3

Crime Incident Reports filled 3

o {7 None

Total number

CENSUS USE ONLY

5. Speciol place type code (cc 6¢)

®

2 DD W N2
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92 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS ;

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,
U.5, possession, etc.)

State, etc, County

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

1[I No Yes

4. NAME 15, 6. 7. 18, 19. 200, 120b. 121, [22, 23, What s the highest 24,
(of household | TYPE OF LINE |RELATIONSHIP | AGE | MARITAL]RACE !ORIGIN| SEX JARMED |&rade {or yoar) of reguiar | pid you
respondent) | INTERVIEW KO, {TO HOUSEHOLD |LAST [STATUS ! FORCES | school you have ever complete
HEAD BIRTH- \ MEMBER| altended? that year?
KEYER — BEGIN DAY I
NEW RECORD {ce 8) J{cec 9 {cc 13) |{cc 14) {cc 158} I{cc 16) |{cc17} [{cc 18) {cc19) {cc 20)
b @3 !
117 Per, - Self-resp, 1{"THead [T, : t171MY 0] Yes oo[:}Nexg‘:danend‘ed 1 [i‘,Yes
2! i Tel.~Seieresp. | wem {27, Wife of head | cmemm 2{7}Neg ——— [2{7IF{2[IiNo or kinde:gar g'l‘ o 2| JNo
Fust 3771 Per. - Proxy 3{ i Own child 3f]tot. !} _:I:m;gm?zg -08)
41 Tel.—=Proxy 4 Other relative ! —C‘l;( _21 .
5 NI=Fili 16-21 s { 7" Non-relative ! ollege (
Look at item 4 on cover page. |s this the same 26d. Hove you been looking for wo‘vk during the past 4 weeks?
lCTHEEi"CK household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) V{21 Yes No — w,hf" did you last work?
A "I Yes — SKIP to Check Item B TNo 2| _]Less than 5 years ago~ SKIPto 28a
_ 3715 or more years ago
25c. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 u % Never worked }SKIP to 29
$ .- Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B AL 7. Is there any reason why you could not take o job LAST WEEK?

{Z] Already has a job
3 {7 Temporary iliness
"} Gaing to school
[ ] Other — S[:oet:i{y7

1" INo 2 {77 Yes — Name of city, town, village, ete.
A\
d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
1T Yes  2[71Ne \ \
CHECK Is this person 16 years old qr'®
ITEM B $ ““1No - SKIP to 29 %
A A\

048

26a. What were you doing most p

ing,

er?
A\ Dwe

keeping house, going to s¢hd
" Working — SKIP to 28%
" With a job but not at work
Looking for work
Keeping house

] Other - Speci{y7

1y work — SKIP to 26d

1
2
3
4
5

7 Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

o

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

~ SKIP to 28a

1 whom, d u {fast] work? (Name of company,

2
%b smesg\@uuon or other employer}
/
é{j Never worked — SKIP to 29

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

1]

c. Were you ~

1{7] An emploree of a PRIVATE company, business or

individual for wages, salory or commissions?

2[7] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

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

practice or farm?

4 [7] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

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

No  Yes — How many houss?
c. Did you have o job or business from which you were
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?
177 No 2 ] Yes —~ Absent — SKIP to 280
3] Yes ~ Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ 1T 11

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

Notes

FORM NCS$:3 (8:3.741

Page 2

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS

29, Now I'd like fo ask some questions obout :
crime. They refer only to the last 12 months — | t

between .

e W, 197 __and

During the lost 12 months, did anyone break
inte or somehow illegally get into your

s 197

777 Yes ~ How many
mes?

'No

32. Did onyone take something belonging
to you or 10.any member of this household,
from o place where you or they were C Ne
temporarily staying, such as o friend's or '
relative's home, o hotel or motel, or
@ vacotion home?

" Yes - How many
times?

(apartment home), gorage, or another building === | 33, What was the totol number of motor ’,
on your property? vehicles (cars, trucks, etc.} awned by
you or any other member of this household (0 " None -

30. (Other than the incident{s) just mentioned) "' Yes - How many during the last 12 months? : SKIP 1o 36
Did you find a door jimmied, o fock forced, times? Ty
ot any other signs of on ATTEMPTED CiNe 270
break in? X IR

(3003
[ ‘4! 4or more
34. Did anyone steal, TRY to steal, or use +{" Yes -~ How many

31. Was onything of oll stelen that is kept 7 Yes - How many (it/ony of them) without permission? o times?
outside your home, or happened to be left times2 : No
out, such os a bicycle, a gorden hose, or i _iNo manm—
lawn furniture? {other thon any incidents ! 35. Did onyone stecl or TRY to steal part 7 Yes — How many
altready mentioned) of (it/ony of them), such as o battery, ) times?

T hubcops, tape-deck, etc.? [ Ne
; INDIVIDUAL SCREEM QUESTIONS | -\

36, The following questions refer anly to things I™1Yes ~ How many| 46+ Did you find any eXidknge that someone L Yes - How many

that hoppened to you during the last 12 months — times? ATTEMBTED to stégl‘Something that | \imes?
- ? inci P
between. 1,197 __and 197 __. "ine tf,l:: y.ou.d(ot ¢r¢han any incidents D Ne
v y Yoehtioned) |
Did you have your (pocket picked purse
snatched)? (\ i [

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly ~Did you col\thaPolice duting the last 12 .
fram you by using force, such as by a . onths to report samething that happened ;
stickup, mugging or threat? : to\you which you thought was o crime? '

not count ony calls made to the H
police concerning the Incidents you i
have just told me sbout.) :

3. I 1No - SKIP to 48 ’

[71Yes ~ What hoppened? |
i
i

39, Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit [ ] Yes - How many ~\0358 I_L_J
you with something, such as a rock or hottle? times? :

(other than ony incidents already mentioned) | -y ! [:D
i i

| Pl
- : .

40, Were you knifed, shot aot, or attacked with 177 Yes — How many Look at 47, Was HH member {77 Yes - How many
some other weapen by anyone ot oll? (other ¢ times? 12 ked ot th d A times
than any incidents already mentioned} - +atiac €c¢ ot threatened, o :

AL CHECK was something stolen or an i
! ITEM C attempt made to steal something '\ N®
; that belonged to him? |

41. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or 'v “1Yes ~ How many ;
Tl:REATEN you with a knife, gun, or some ! times? t
ather weapon, NOT including telephone Loy 48. Did : :

A TINo . Did anything happen to you during the last

'h:""i':? Sﬁ'h" than any incidents olready ; 12 months which you thought was o crime, |
meatione: ! but did NOT report to the police? (other ;
i than any incidents already mentioned) |

42. Did anyene TRY to ottack you in some i{7T¥es — How many i

other woy? (other than any incidents already ( times? "I No — SKIP to Check ltem E X

. = '
mentioned) iNo [} Yes — What hoppened? !
\ )

i '

i PR J

|

43. During the lost 12 months, did anyone steal [} Yes ~ How many ‘l_l"‘J
things thot belonged to you from inside any car) times? | [ l l
ot truck, such as packages or clothing? TN ;

: i |
| - |

44. Wos anything stolen from you while you 1] Yes — How many Look at 48. Was HH member 13 Yes~How many
were awoy from home, for instance of work, in timas? 12 + attacked or threatened, or i times?

a theater or restaurant, or while traveling? : CHECK was something stolen or an J
{TINo ITEMD attempt made to steal something ‘[:]No
! that belonged to him? H
| :
45. (Other than any incidents you've already Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

mentioned) was anything (else) ot all

{7 Tves  How many
f Uimes?

for ‘'Haw many times?”*

stolen from you during the lost 12 months? ' CHECK {71 No — Interview next HH member,
e ITEM E End interview if lost respondent,
: and [ill item 13 on cover,
! [T Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports.
FORM NCS3 l6-3-74} Page 3
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94 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS ) SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 95

| PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS ; L : _| PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS s o
. , . . . . . t2oe. |21 22, 23, What is the highest |24
. s, 1. 7. 8, W, 0a, 1206, |20, |22 23, What 1s the highest 124 ’ M 15 . 7 18, 19, f20e. : 3.4 g .
: {or year) of tegulyr Did you
TYPE OF LINE | RELATIONSHIP {AGE  |MARITAL| RACE  10RIGIN| SEX |aRmED | erade (or yean) of regolar | pig you NAME JYFE OF LIRE | RELATIONSHIP 1AGE [ MARITAL| RACE | ORIGIN| SEX JARMED | & y
HAME INTERVIEW No, | T0 HOUSEHOLD |LAST | STATUS : FORCES | school yau have evar ::mg..u INTERVIEN NOw | RRap VSEHOLE e, | STATUS i FORCES | Hohndeny. " o st
D . BER atyear? KEYER ~ BEGIN DAY !
KEYER ~ BEGIN DAY ! 1 W |
NEW RECORD tcc 9b) e 13) Jiee 14| tec 151 tee 36 (ec 1) Jece 18) fce19) (ec 20 - ':E AECORD ’ b’ 3’ (4’ 5’ idee 16) 7’ 5' fec19) °)
a5
Lest ©® @ [ | @ | [@ @ @ @ (@ | @)
= e b ! LMD [ 1 Yes| 001 | Never attended V1] Yes 1 [} Per.~Seli-resp. t{7) Head fOM fr{Tw ! 1{TIM1 7] Yes| oo (7] Never attended 1{ves
. ‘A:J Wi |1 eg.! 21 1o o of kindergarten 2o ] 2 [ Tel,—Selt-resp. 2 {1 Wife of head 2{7Iwd, {2{7) Neg.i 2[M1FR[TINe or kindergarten 2{_INo
Fust Own child 3D, s Ei‘ o ! ) B Elementary (01-08) ) j First 3["] Per.— Proxy 3[Jownchilg {30, {3 o i -—-:1:'“:0“;3_?'2:01"08’
{71 Tel, — Praxy 411 Other refative o }sep, ' ~——H.5.109-12) - 4] Tel.— Proxy 4[] Other relative 7] sep. i —“—C‘ l; 2126t
S0 INU=F il 1621 517! Nonwelative 51 "N 1 College {21-26+) 1 s [TINI~Fill 16-21 5[] Non-relative s[CINM ! ollege (21-261)
263, 1 b Tookino § N durt " Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for wo‘rk during the post 4 weeks?
cHECK g Lk L ce e e e e e | | Rk ) B o el [ e R TR S e e
M p— bk . o % —
ITEM A T1Yes — SKIP to Check Jtem B [TiNo 2 [ 7] Less than 5 years ago~ SKIPto 280 [ Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B CINe :% ';“-:rsr:‘h;"'e-:/:':t‘;s::: SKiP o 28a
250. Did you Tive in this house on April 1, 19707 S Revarrerten'® 80 L k1P t0 36 Z5e. Did you iive In this house on April 1, 19707 4 ] Never worked }SK’P o 36

@ 17, Yes ~ SKIP to Check Item B 2{1No - vl 1 (7] Yes = SKIP to Check ftem B - 200No 27. s there any reason why you could not take a job LAST WEEK?
. n - - " 27. 13 there any reasan why you could not toke o job LAST WEEK? b, Where did you live on April 1, 19707 {State, foreign country, 4 vy e
b, Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country, 1 {7 No Yes — 2 [} Already has a job i 1[I No Yes — 2 [} Already has a job .

U.5, possessiop, etc.) U.S. possession, etc.)

3 [T} Temporary illness g ilj E:TAPOZZ\T)S'C::;&‘SS
State, etc. County 4[] Going to school Suate, etc. County s[J Otherg Specify
Other — i e tnal i . -
c. Did you live inside the limits of o city, town, village, etc.? = (] Other Spec:[y7 ! ¢, Did you live inside the limits of o city, town, village, etc.? 7

-y i - : ) 3 t+{Z1No 2 [] Yes — Nome of city, town, village, etc.
1i7INe 2] Yes ~ Nome of city, town, village, ete. Ty e y\w/En) T N e : ¥ 28a. E whom did youq(last) work? (Name of company,
r—r—]_l'_r_l business, organi S' or other employer) ! : I ] [ ] l %s' organiRgNAnpr other employer)

4. Vore you in e Avmed Forees on Aoril 1.19707 (\ \ . d, Were :’ou in the Alm;d Forces on April 1, 1970? <
VTiYes  207INo . D\P{e\ef worked M -~ : 13 Yes  2{7No @ X D\{e\@«orked — SKIP to 36

4 CHECK is this person |6 years old or older? £, What k'\(f busi ind is this? (F :
CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older? hat kind S-Exsiness or industry is this? N X . What kind of business or industry s this? (For exomple: TV
y is this? (For example; TV i i

\TEM B % " No - SKIP to 36 yes (\ nd radio\ples: retail shoe store, State Labor Dept.. fari) E ITEM B ] No — SKIP to 36 JYes A\ \ and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept,, farm}

260, What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (wo 26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (woxking,\ \s @ l

. ! ; 5
keeping house, going to school) or something olse keeping house, going to school) or somsthing els c. Were you —

0 ere you — . .
048 1 Working — SKIP to 28a 5 1 [7] An emplorue of a PRIVATE company, business or : 1 []Working — SKIP t0 280 & nable 1o work 177} An umploru of a PRIVATE company, business or

2. With a job but not at work 7 7 individual for woges, salory or commissions? :gvlﬁl:kiani;?o:n:ota‘ at work :% it :1:2::.: f;rEwogas, salary or cdcmmissiuns?
37 :Eookmg, 'f‘or work al ! 2T A ?OVF)?NMENT employee (Federal, Stato, county, + (5] Keeping house @« y; 2] o lncal)gN NT employee (Federal, State, county,
4, eeping house or loca y
PEN _ i h X ;
. e : practice or form? b. Did you do ony work ot all L EK, not counting work y .
- Did you do ,:’:L:;’{;,g};j'},‘@ﬁfs“l; 1ot counting wark., 4 [7] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm? around the house? (Note: If fari of business operatar in HH, 4 :"”:‘"9 MITHOUT PAY In fomily business ot form?
osk about unpaid wark.) d. What kind of wark were you doing? (For example: electrical gsk agoul u‘:}pa:d h;iork.) " ) SKIP t0 2 B ‘:n;i'ne‘e? :[fo:l:rck’ev::rbz yo‘_\;tdofl‘;\rg.eg:or example: electricol
0{ZINo  Yes — How many hours? ~ SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk, typist, former) E3No  Yes — How many hours? - to 28a pald » typist, farm
<. Did you have o job or business from which you were I_ 1 11 . < Did you !mve a job or business from which y:u were L_ [_[_1 . —
emporarily absent or on layo > - - temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? ¢. Whot were your most important activities or duties? (For
temporarily nt or on layoff LAST WEEK? e What were your most important octivities or duties? (For Ab SKIP to 2 example; typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)
1 INo 2! 1Yes —~ Absent — SKIP to 280 example: typing, keeping account books, selling cors, etc.) ) +[ONe 2[7] Yes — Absent — to 28a ! ! ' & e
37] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27 3[T] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27
. [ INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS | S _ | INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS | R
. A : M . N N -
36. The following questions refer only to things that i [=] ves — How ma 46. Did you find any evidence that T Yes - 1 36, The following questions refer only to things that | ] Yes ~ How many 46. Did you find eny evidence that someone  { 7] Yes ~ How many
happened to you dusine S.4n lasy 12 months — ED Nmn';‘ " ATTYEMPTED !Z steal some'hin’;;‘;::ne ;L} ° 1:;‘"7“"’ happened to you during the Jast 12 months - Cine tines? c.ﬁTEMSTED 'o’i s(":;,l so’rethmg thet :DNO et
Lo oy 1 7]Ne belonged to you? (other than o LU between____1, 197___ ond ,197__, Did ! slonged to you? {other than any !
between, 1,197 . T Did delong 14 ¥ than any ' kot picked/; Ted)? | incidents already mentioned) [
you have your (pock : inatched)? | incidents olready mentioned) w! — you have your {pocket picked/purse snotched)? i =5 T T = i — -
e . L - - - = " .
37. Did anyone take someining {e.... & stly * (™} Yes ~ How many 47. Did you call the police during the [us! 12 months to report 37, Did anyone fﬂk_' something (.i“)bd"“”'yk 1] Yes - {(o\v many ,;,"Zm;n;cﬂhn' ;\::P:\:d ‘:;";?’l: :hiuc?\' youni‘z::»gzn ‘;u':?:r
from you by using force, such+ ;. stickup, 1 times? something that hoppened o you which you thought was o . from you by using force, such as by o stickup, :DNO Imas? crime? (Do not count ony calls made 1o the police
mugging or threat? ‘lffj No :'oi":::?r i(D"'R“'.“}’;' :ny Cﬂ'k "‘ﬂf‘e ta ':\d' P°“'Le mugging or threat? ! —_— conce.rning the tncidents you have just told me about.}
38, Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force i [ Yes ~ How man nN ':_nSgK": incidents you hove just told me about.) 38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force { (] Yes ~ How many [ No — SKIP to 48
A Y CINe to 48 or threatening to harm you? (other than any 1 times? ”
or threatening to harm you? (cther than any i times? : ory Y 1IN [T] Yes ~ What happened?
incidents olready mentioned) Fa {71 Yes — Whot hoppened?, incidents alrendy mentioned) 1Ne
55 Bidsyere bstyou vy sec Yoo 7w v~ e . Ddayyon o you v afock oo i you [~ oo
1 some ng, sv as a tock or boftle . v ]
(other than uny'incidnnu already mentioned) ;[ijo Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + 1:}“5 _ How man : (other than any incidents already mentioned) 10380 == | ¢HECK :&:‘ékaetd‘?r:hxa;e};:‘dm:rm’::; 'sir;e_:[:]Yes - :}o\:‘r;nny
40. Wete you kniled, shot ot of ttacked with 177 Yes ~ How many CHECK auacked or threatened, or was some- 1 et 40. Were you knifed, "‘;’ at, or °"°°“,‘;;’ z":'t' jOves~ :',:".',';“"’ ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to 71N "
some other weapon by anyone at ol1? (other i times? ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to  ![TJNo some other weapon by anyone at o 4 other Tl steal something thatbelonged to him2
than opy incidents already mentioned) 1 "1No steal something thatbelonged to him?: than ony incidents olready mentioned) ! ' 1,
. . — 5 n n
41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or 1 {21 Yes — How many 48. Did anything hagpen to you during the last 12 months which 4 g‘:RuEnK?l‘nE'NT’:EEvtAiI\E:{k':ﬂzm'uynwori:v;a ] ves g:,n\:s’;my 48 ?t;g :}:‘JJZLPWTSP:‘:yi::o:uf‘gilgg)ig'; r:;:nz'::l:‘:h;ontl:?h
:ttl‘ufrEiLEN Y:“‘O‘Yr"‘h °l::.""’9r"'h°' so'?e 157 1IN0 Himes? (Y°";| !ho':gh? was a cd'i""' b;" d:’d NOT "P"J' to the police? other wtuponr NOT in:ludinglﬂglnﬁhont threats? 1|30 ' @ (other thon ony incidents olready mentioned)
on, ncluding telephone threots other than ony incident: ti . .
(other than m:y incidents already mentioned) ! CINo - ;K,;Yl:clh::ksl;:; y mentioned) ‘ (other then any incidents already mentioned) ] No = SKIP ,: ChedeI?tem E
42, Did anyone TRY fo attack you In same T ves = fiow many [} Yes — What happened? 3 42, Di’:i anyone TR: to honnck you :3 some [yes ~ :il::l?any ] Yes — What happened?
other way? (other than any incidents - times? °: or woy? [of °J‘ en any incidents ) z
already mentioned) :C]N" already mentioned) S Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + :DYes — How many
43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal '[]Yes - Howmany | cHECK Lookkaxd48 —hWas HH member 12 + %DW! ~ How many 4. Dh‘f'l“g "t'" I‘:“l' 12 ";"'h" d'id "".Y‘"!; steal {[JYes ~ Hawmany | cHECK attacked or threatened, of was some-! times?
things that belonged to you from inside any ¢ar times? auacked or threatened, or was some- tmes? : things that belonged to you fram Insi < any cer :CINO Umes? ITEMD thing stolen or an attempt made 10 {{INo
or truck, such as packages or clothing? 12N T ITEMD .:.}:.er;% :;ﬁ:?h?r: a?hg:tﬁmlpt maffo‘& s ENe . or truck, such as packages or clothing? : — steal something that belonged to him? -
elonge !
44, Wos anything stolen from you while you were | [ Yes — How many kd g m — 44, Was any'hi;:o "°|f'" f"’"" you "‘:‘“'rl‘": were (7] Ves - H:‘.'l'}“"’ Do any of the screen questions contain any entries
awoy from home, for instonce ot work, in o H ttmes? Do any of the screer questions contain any entries : away from home, for ins ar;‘c"o at wo s ne — for “*How many times?"'
theater of restaurant, or while traveling? ;DNO CHECK for **How many times?" theater or unnumn.v, or wl l' traveling? . | CHECK [ No — Interview n;xt HH member. End interview
45. (Other thon any Incidents you'va already V1] Yes < Howmany | ITEM E {73 No ~ Interview next HH member, End interview 45. (OOho.v vh:n;ﬂy in"‘:"i“" Y;’U ve °"I"°dY‘ Ovyes~ ﬂ:'l."p""’ ITEM E if lost respondent, and fill item 13 on cover.
mentioned) Was onything (else) ot oll stolen | times? if last respondent, and ill item 13 on cover. T Do oy Tar 13 mantg i [ Yes ~ Fill Crime Incident Reports.
from you during the last 12 months? 1o [™1Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports, . rom you during the st 12 months? e -
FORM NCSed (6+3-74) . Pa‘e 4 - 2 TARM NGS-3 {8-3.74} Pule 5
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

_ _ | PERSO4AL CHARACTERISTICS | oo "0l n oy Sp o v
4, 15, 16. |7, )3, 19. 20a.  120b. {21, [22. 23, What Is the highest | 24,
NAME TYPE OF LINE | RELATIONSHIP |AGE |MARITAL! RACE  (ORIGIN| SEX |ARMED | grade {or year) of ragular | pid you
INTERVIEW NO, | TO HOUSEMOLD |LAST |STATUS ! FORCES | school you have ever complete
HEAD BIRTH- 1 MEMBER | altended? thatyear?
KEYER ~ BEGIN DAY !
NEW RECORD (cc 8)_| (cc 9b) tec 13} free 14y free 181 leec 161 | ec 17 frce 18) {ce19) {ec 20)
T
L &) ;
1 {7} Per.—Self-esp, 1 [} Head M v, : t[TIM]s [T Yes] oo [7] Never attended 1] Yes
2{7]Tel.-Sell-esp, 2["]Wife of head 2{wd. |2[7)Neg.1 2[C}F[2CINo or kindergarten 2{TJNo
Furst 3{7}Per.—Proxy 3{7}Own child 3o, {sC7on | - Elementary (01-08)
4[] Tel. - Proxy 471 Other refative a{sep. | . ' e HSL (09-12)
5 [ NI Fill 16~21 5 [T} Noa-relative s[TINM ! College {21-26+)
CHECK L.ook at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) (s1) [ Yes No — When did you lost work?
{1 Yes — SKIP to Check item B [TINo 2 [ Less than 5 years ago~ SK/Pto 280
T " 3] S or more years ago
250. lei onu ||veS|;I2us lg:u n,n Apgl 1, 1970? o [ Never worked SKIP to 36
- t t
1 (] Yes 0 Check Item 2L No 27. 13 there ony reason why you could not take a job LAST WEEK?

be Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,
U.S. possession, etc.)

State, etc. County

1{INe

Yes — 2 {"] Already has a job
3 [ Temporary illness.

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

1{T1No 271 Yes — Nome of city, town, village, etey
l [ ]

4[] Going to school
\ s [C] Other — Speci{y;,

A P

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707 </-x
17} Yes  2[7No ) x ] N\srrorked — SKIP to 36

28a. Fol whom did you({ work? (Name of company,
busixess, o:gamza io other employer)

/\
CHECK is this person |6 years old or older?
ITEM B {1 No ~ SKIP to 36 T Yes \ \

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

1] Working ~ SKIPto 282 & [} work — 626d
2 "7 With a job but not aCwork 7 (] Rkured
3 ] L.ooking for work 8 ] Other(— cily;,

4{_} Keeping house
5[] Going to school

IfJArmed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

260. What were you doing most of LAST W, - (workiyg) \> ‘
keeping hovuse, going to school) or so\nething else? c. Wore you ~

1 {J An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or

individual for wages, salary or commissions?

2 (7] A GOVERNMENT employee (Foderal, State, county, .

or local)?

3 [J SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

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

o[T]No  Yes ~ How many hours? ~ SKIP t0 28a

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

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

¢, Did you have a job or business from which you were
temporarily absent or on loyoft LAST WEEK?

1{T}No 2{7] Yes — Absent — SKIP 1o 280
3[7] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ 1

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

» . ¥l

"] INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS i

36. The following questions refer anly to ihir;gx that iDYes — How many
happened to you during the last 12 months ~ H times?

beotween, 1, 197___and L1997, Did Cto
you have your {pocket picked/purse snotchod)?

46. Did you find any evidence that someone ;DY:: ~ How many
ATTEMPTED to steal something thot ! times?
belonged to you? (other than any . i[:]N"
incidents already mentioned) !

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly
from you by using ferce, such a3 by a stickup,
mugging or threat?

] Yes — How many
times?

47. Did you call the police during the last 12 months to report
something that happened to you which you thought was o
crime? (Do not count any calls made 1o the police

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force

A {7 Yes — How many
or threatening to horm you? (other than any times?

concerning the incidents you have iuullold me about.)
=" [T No — SKIP to 48
] Yes — What hoppened?

incidents already mentioned) Ono

39, Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you i[:]Yes ~ How many
tl

with something, such as a rock or bottle? mes?

{other than any incidents already mentioned) ;[:]No

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

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + !
CHECK $ attacked or threatened, or was some- | Cves- n;‘:'ﬂ"lﬂ’

THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some ! N
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? 10N

Yes — How ma v .
some other weapon by anyone ot oli? (other i fimesr | ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made to  |[JMNo
then any incidents already mentioned) [CIhe steal something thatbelongedto M"‘?:
41, Did anyone THREATEN to baat you up or {7 Yes = How many 48, Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which

@ you thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?

(other than any incidents already mentioned)

—

(other than any incidents already mentioned)
[ No — SKIP to Check ftem E

42, Did anyone TRY to attack you in some

[0 Yes — How many
other way? (other than any incidents times?

3 Yes — What happaned?

already mentioned) iDm‘

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steel 1 [0 Yes ~ How many

Look at 48 - Was HH member 12 + | [ Yes — How many
. N S some-l l
things thot belonged to you from Inslxdu any cor N times? FTHEEMC:; ?;;::k;i]fn‘z:e:;e:;:;ngc ;:des&:ne | Hmes?
or truck, such os packages or clothing? 1O No N steal something that bclongedmh';m'!: No

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were 73 Yes —~ How many R e - L
away from hame, for instance ot work, In o Vimes? ) o any of the screen 7q't{csuons contain any entries
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? [CiNe CHECK for **How many times?

45, (Other thon ony incidents you've alread Yes — How man; E [ No — Interview next HH ’"CI"b?f-’ End interview
mentioned) \Vuz anything (lln) at oll styohn d times? v ITEM if last respondent, and fi!l item 13 ‘on cover,
from you during the last 12 months? (B {0 Yes ~ Fill Crime Incident Reports.

FORM NCS-3 (8:3.74) Page 6

* SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

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

1 No 2 {7} Yes —~ Name of city, town, villoge, etc.;,

] _ : I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS . .
14, 15. 6., 17, 18. 19. 200, 20b. (21, |22 23.dw:|al is lr;a ?lghe:t 24,
TYPE OF LINE | RELATIONSHIP |AGE MARITALY RACE  tORIGIH| SEX |ARMED | &rade (or yean of regular Did you
HAME INTERVIEW NO. | TO HOUSEHOLD |[LAST |STATUS ! FORCES | 3chool you have ever complete
HEAD BIRTH- [ MEMBER| 2ltendea? thatyaar?
KEYER - BEGIN DAY i
NEW RECORD tcc 8) | {cc ob) (cc13) [(cc 14) | {cc15) tec 16y {(ce 173](cc 18) (ec19) {cc 20)
- i
Lt :
+[]Per. - Self-resp. {7 ] Head s{Time | Tgw ! 17 iMieE7] ves| oo [} Never attended 1{}Yes
2 "] Tel. - Self-resp. 2{T]Wifeof head | . |20 Jwd. [2! }Neg. 2{ 'Flz{ iNo or kindergarten 2{"INa
First 371 Per.~Proxy 3{_1own child aZ1o. {s[jot | ~—— Elementary {01-08)
4[] Tel.~ Proxy 4} Other relative 4! ] Sep, H ——H.S.(09-12)
s [INI=F 1l 16-21 57} Nonrelative s NM i College (21-26+)
CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Hgis you been focking for wo'rk during the past 4 weeks?
ITEM A household as last enumeration? {Box { marked) 11 Yes No ~ When did you last work?
[CiYes —~ SKIP to Check ltem B [INe 2 {7} Less than 5 years ago— SKIPto 280
. — - , 3[]5 or more years ago SKIP to 36
254, Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 & 7] Never worked o
+ £] Yes — SKIP ta Check Item 8 2{3No 27. Is there any reason why you could nottoke a job LAST WEEK?
b, \Jhscre did you live on)April 1, 19702 (State, foreign country, 111 No Yes — 2 [7] Already has a job
+3: possession, efe. 3{J] Temporary iliness
State, ete. County 4[] Going to school

\? s ] Other — Specify7

1

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

1[7] Yes 21 No (

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?

ITEM B [TINo — SKIP to0 34 Tl Yes /\ \
26a. Whot wers you doing most of LAST WEEK — (warking\

keeping house, going to school) or something ef
[} Working — SKIP to 280 &
2 T} With a job but not at work 7
3 [} Loaking for work s (] Speci{y;,
4[] Keeping house
s [T Geing to school

\
If Arm&PF orces, SKIP to 28a)
b. Did you do any work at al T/WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Wote: | or business operator in HH,
osk about unpaid work.)
o[7}No  Yes ~ How many hours? - SKIP to 28a

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

1[I No' 2{]Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a

280, Fgr whom did'you (Sast) work? (Name of company,
t%pess. orgaNzation or other employer)

x [O\Vagsaworked — SKIP to 36

b, What khes57 business or industry is this? (For example; TV
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

@ |

c. Were you ~
1[JAn emploree of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
271 A GOYERNMENT employee {Federal, State, county,
or local)?
3 [CJSELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or farm?

4 {] Working WITHQUT PAY in family business or form?

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

@ [ 111

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

3[7] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27
i ‘ | INDIVIDUAL SCREE

R QUESTIONS |

36. The follewing questions refer only to things that ;Dves ~ How many
happened to you during the Jast 12 months — ! times?

between, 1,197___and L 197 Did :DND

. ¥
46. Did you find any evidence thot someone :DYes— How many
ATTEMPTED to steal something that ! timas?
belonged to you? {other than any 103 Ne
incidents already mentioned) !

i

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

37. Did anyone toke something (else) directly ! {77 Yes ~ How many
from you by using force, such as by a stickup, | times?
mugging or threct? !

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force
or threatening to harm you? (other than any !
incidents already mentioned) ' 1N

1]
| Yes < How many
| - timos?

39, Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you ;[:]Yes ~ How many
with something, such as o rock or bottle? ! times?

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

concerning th ¥ incidients you have just told me about.)
[ No — SKIF to 48
[ Yes — What hoppened?

1
(other than eny incidents already mentioned) 1{ZJNo

40. Ware you knifed, shot at, or attacked with 117 Yes ~ How many
some other weapon by anyone at all? (other ! timas?

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + ! -
CHECK attacked or threatened, of was some-}— '°° n::,?'"y
ITEMC thing stolen or an attempt made ta  {{T}No

thon ony incidents already mentioned) EDN° steal something thatbelonged to hlm?:

4. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or (7] Yes ~ How many 48. Did anything hoppen to you duting the last 12 months which
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some ! N times? o) e thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
ether weapan, NOT including telephone threats? mpL (other than any incidents already mentioned)

(other than any incidents already mentioned) {3 No — SKIP to Check item E

42, Did anyone TRY to attack you in some [ Yes — How many 1 Yes — Whot happened?
other woy? (other than any incidents times?
already mentioned) (mLE e =

— Was + -

43. During the last 12 months, did anyono stea! .. 1 [ ves — How many | CHECK atol:ckae‘d or (hreatenedmg:nwea's some_:DY“ :::‘\:‘r;nny
things that beloriged fo you from inside any cor | times? ITEM D thing stelen or an atle:npt made o \r1n
or truck, such as pockages or clathing? 10ne » ,’D o

¥ trock, [ 9 steal something that belonged to him?!
thi tolen f hile you were Yes - How mai g - -
“ l'::,"?.fm haro, for instance at work, in a L Yes = Hom g™ Do'any of the screen questions contain any entries
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? (ML CHECK [’_‘_"] \ ’m “Yi mes! " ber. End interei
> g o — [nterview next HH member. End interview
45. (Other than any incidents you've already L3 Yes — How il ITEM E if last respondent, and fill item 13 on cover,
. mentioned) Was anything (else) ot all stolen i timas !
from you during the last 12 months? {DN" {7 Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports.
FORM NCS5.3 18+3:74) Page 7
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

N | PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS . )
14, 15. 6, |17, 18, 19. 200, j20b. [21. {22, 23, What Is the highest 24,
NAKE TYPE OF LINE | RELATIONSHIP [AGE | MARITAL| RACE  10RIGIN| SEX JARMED | Bfade (of year) of feguiar | pig you
INTERVIEW NO. | TCQ HOUSEHOLD |LAST 1S5TATYS i FORCES | sthool you have ever complate
HEAD BIRTH* i MEMBER| attended? that year?
KEYER ~ BEGIN DAY i
HEW RECORD (cc 8 |tecon) fec 13 |ec 1) {118 feec 18] (ec 173)(cc 18) (cc19) (cc 20}
Last T
@. : D)
1{_1Pet,~Selfresp. 1] Head $TIM. ! ${7IMir{7] Yes] oo{ ! Never attended 117 Yes
2{ i Tel, = Sell-resp, 2 \Wite of head | f2i wd. ) 217 iFj2tiNe at kindergarien 217} No
Furst 3{Z]Pet, = Proxy 317} Own child 37, |sTo ) — Elementary (01-08}
4[] Tel.~Proxy a[{ Other retative a{jsen. ! —_HS. (09-12)
§{TINU-Fill 1821 517 Non-relative s[TINM I ———Coliege (21-26%
CHECK l.ook at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 264, H?xg you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
TTEM A household as last enumeratian? (Box i marked) 171 Yes No ~ When did you lost work?
{2 Yes = SKIP to Check Jtem B TiNe 2 {1 Less than 5 years ago— SKIPto 280

3

250. Did you live in this house on April 1, 1970?

{1 Yes — SKIP to Check ftem B 2["TNo

3{_15 or more years ago

a {7} Never worked } SKIP to 36

b, Where did you live on April 1, 19707 {Stote, foreign country,
U.S, possession, etc.

State, etc.

County

27, 1s there ony reoson why you cauld nottake a job LAST WEEK?
1 {_!No Yes — 2 [} Already has a job
3 {7} Temporary illness

4[] Going to school

'

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

{INo 2 [} Yes — Name of city, town, villoge, etc,

5 {1 Other — Spt:ciiy7

(’9

3

s

4 {1 Keeping house

- N rd
71 Going to school { E )Y (lfAfm\d(’ka\A, SKIP to 28a)

7 28a. For whom diY yayA{last} work? {Nome of compony,
m byginess, orgdgizgdion or other emplayer)
d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1970? <\
111 Yes 2{ ] No P x g?X}vaer workMSKIP to 36
CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older? Q . Wh;mbusiness or industry is this? {For example; TV
ITEM B 1 No — SKIP to 36 7 Yes A\ and radip-ffg,, retail shoe store, State Labor Dept,, form)
260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (werki 4 | ] l
keeping house, gaing to school) or something else? Were you —
048 1 {71 Working — SKIP to 28a & [~ Unable to whik XSK/RA Yo 2d 1 {7 An emple f ¢ PRIVATE busi
27} With a job but not at work 7 ¢ { o d T" ° or commissions?

77 Looking far wark 83

individual for wages, salary or commissions?

27 A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,

or local)?

33 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

o

Did you do any work at
around the house? {Note: If
ask about unpaid work.)

oI No

LASRWEEK, \odt counting work
of business operator in HH,

7s?

Yes — How many -~ SKIP to 28a

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

d. What kind of work were you doing? {For exomple: electricol
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

|

¢. Did you have a'job or business from which you were

tempororily absent or on loyoff LAST WEEK?
[[INo 2["]Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a

a[7]Yes ~ Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ [T 11

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

| INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS |

34, The following questions refer only to things that :Dygs - How many
happened to you during the last 12 months ~ ! times?

between_____ 1, 197___ and
you kave your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? i

,197__. pid | ONe

.
46, Did you find ony evidence thot someone :[’j Yes — How many
ATTEMPTED to steal something that L. times?
belonged to you? (other than any g
incidents olready mentioned) :

[

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly
from you by using force, such os by a stickup, 1
mugging or threat? ‘,[:1N°

1171 Yes — How many
times?

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force
or threatening to harm you? {other thon any

T
1 Yes — How many
i a times?

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

concerning the incidents you have just told me about.)

{TINo — SKIP to 48
[C]1Yes — What happened?

incidents already mentioned) 1 {Ne

39, Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you 1771 Yes — How man;
with something, such u:’ a rock or bottle? :L:] times? Y
{other than ony incidents already mentioned) 1[TINo

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with 1T} Yes — How many
some other weapon by anyone at all? (other ! times?
then any incidents already mentioned) !DN"

Look at 47 ~ Was HH member 12 + | »
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some- {1 Yes~ :}m,ﬂ,""y
ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to  {7]No
steal something thatbelonged to him%
1

41. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or
THREATEN you with a kaife, gun, or same '
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? (Do
(other than any incidents ¢lready mentioned) |

1[7] Yes ~ How many
= tmes?

48, Did onything happen to you during the last 12 months which

@ ou thought was o crime, but did NOT report 1o the police?
(oiher thon any incidents already mentioned)

42, Did anyone TRY 1o ottack you in some
other way? (other than any incidents

1 No — SKIP to Check ltem E

1[7] Yes — How many
! timas?

) Yes — Whot happened?

already mentioned) LD No
Ll
43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal | []Yes ~ How many | cHECK e o e e} L Yes = How many
ings that belonged to you from inside any cor times? i N !
ot truck, such as packages or clothing? ENO ITEM D ::'e';% :::rl\:?h?t:ga?h::tgzzi\z:::u!:lm?{D No

44, Was anything stolen from you whilcrlou were 1 [ Yes — How many ) Y . =
awdy from home, for instance at work, ina i times? o any of the screen questions contain any entrles
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? | JNe CHECK for ““How many times?

45, {Other than cny incidents you've already 1T Yes — How ma 1 No — Interview next HH member, End Interview
mentioned) Was anything (else) at all stolen ID times? ITEM E if last respondent, dnd fill item {3 on cover.
from you during the lost 12 months? {DN" ] Yes — Fill Crime Iricident Reports,

FORM NCX-3 16-3-74)
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Form Approved: O,M.B. No, 41-R166}

BEGIN NEW RECORD

KEYER - Notes

Line number

NOTICE — Your repoft to the Census Bureau is cpnhdenual by law
{Public Law 93-83). All idemtifiable information wilt he used only by
persons engaged In and for the purposes of the survey, and may fct be
disclosed or released to others for any purpase.

®

Screen question number

Incident number

conm NCS-4

16274} 0,5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMJNISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
AGTING AS COLLEETING AGENT FOR THE
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION
U.5, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

NATIONAL CRIME SURYEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

1o, You soid thot during the last 12 months - {Refer to

appropriate screen question for description of crime}.

In whot month (did this/did the first) incident hoppen?
{Show flashcard if necessary. Encourage respondent to
give exact month.}

Month {01 ~12)
Is this incident report for a series of crimes?
1 {7TNo ~ SKIP to 2

2171 Yes — (Note: series must have 3 or
more similar incidents which

CHECK
ITEM A

5q. Wese you a custamer, employee, or ewner?
@ 1 {7 ] Customer

2} Employee

311 Owner

4[] Other — Specify.

N R &

-4

Did the person{s) steal or TRY to steal anything belonging
to the store, restourant, office, factory, ete?

1

KIP to Check Item B

respondent can't recall separately}

In what month(s) did these incidents take place?
{Mark ol thot opply}

117} Spring (March, Aprit, May)

2{ "] Summer (June, July, August}

317 Fall (September, October, November)

4! 1Winter (December, January, Februﬁry)

there or have a right to be
wotkman?

377 ] Don'tknow

id the offender(s) octually get in or just TRY to get

AN
How many incidents were involved i this series? \X\
1 7} Three or four k

2 ]Five to ten
37} Eteven or more
4171 Don't know

INTERVIEWER ~ If senesﬁ@[ flowing questions refer
only to the most recent inchdent

eron

in the building?
1 {1 Actually got in
2177 Just tried to get in
3771 Don't know

¢. Wos there any evidence, such as a broken lock or broken
window, that the offender(s} (forced his way in/TRIED
to force his way in) the building?

2,

About what time did (this/the most recent)
incident hoppen?
1 {71 Don’t know
21"} During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
7 At night (6 p.m. to 6 3.m.)
3{_16 p.m. to midnight
471 Midnight to 6 2,m.
5{_}Don't know

y I No
@ Yes - Whot wos the evidence? Anything else?
(Mark all that apply)
2 [] Broken lock or window
3 {7 Forced doer or window
(or tried) sKIP
4171 Slashed screen

5[} Other - S[:oe::iiy7 ftem B

Did this incident take place inside the limits of this

city or somewhere else?

1+ {7} Inside limits of this city — SKIP to 4

2 {7} Somewhere etse in the United States

317 Outside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT

to Check

-

. How did the offender(s) {get in/try to get in)?

1{7] Through unlocked door or window
2["]Had key

In whet State and county did this incident oceur?

3{] Don't know

4 {7} Other - Specify

State

County

Was respondent or any other member of

Did it happen Inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.?)

1 No

2] Yes — Enter name of city, town, etc._F

ITEM B 1 {7 No — SKIP to I3a
2[7] Yes

this household present when this
CHECK @ incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK}

7a. Did the gerson(s) have o weapon such as a gun or knife,

Where did this incident toke place?

{71 At or in own dwelling, In garage or
other building on property (Includes
break-in or attempted break-in)

21 Atar in vacation home, hotel/motel

3] Inside commercial buflding such as
store, restaurant, bank, gas station,
public conveyance or station

4[] inside office, factory, or warehouse

5[] Near own home; yard, sidewalk,
driveway, carport, agiriment hall
{Does not include break-in or
attempted break-in)

6 [T} On the street, in a park, field, play-
ground, school grounds or parking lot

7 ] Inside school

a [] Other — Specify7

SKIP to ba

ASK
Sa

.SKip
to Check
item 8

—

or something he was using as a weapon, such ¢s a
« bottle, or wrench?

LI Na
2{] Don't know
Yes ~ What wos the weapon? (Mark cl! thot apply)
3] Gun
4[] Knife
s [} Other — Specify

s

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

@ T[T Yes ~ SKIP to 7f
- 2JNo

Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in any way?

o

1@ N -SKIPtoTe

2[7]Yes

Pagu 9
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URVEY INSTRUMENTS

| CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued |

*

7d. How were you threatened? Any other way?

(Mark all that apply)
¥ {7} Verbal threat of rape

2[] Verbal threat of attack other than rape @

3{7] Weapon present or threatened
with weapon

a [} Attempted attack with weapon
(for example, shot at)

s {_] Object throws. at person

6 .} Followed, surrounded

7 [_] Other — Specify

SKip
to
10e

9c, Did insurance or any health benefits progrom pay for all ar part of

the totol medical expenses?
1 ] Not yet settled

2 I None....... » SKIP to 10a
sJAl L
4[] Part

d. How much did insurance or a health benefits pragrem poy?

$ . (Obtain an estimate, tf necessary)

&, Whot actuolly hoppened? Anything else?
{Mark all that apply)

@ £ ] Something taken without permission

2["] Attempted or threatened to
take something

3[7] Harassed, argument, abusive language

a["]Forcible entry or attempted
forcible entry of house

s [} Forcible entry or attempted
entry of car

6 [_] Damaged or destroyed property

7] Attempted or threatened to
damage or destroy property

8 {1} Other — Specify 5

10a. Did you da anything te pratect yourself or your prSperty

7/ during the incident?
1] No— SKIP to 11
@ 2} Yes
3 « b. Whot did you do? Aaything else? (Mark all that apply)

SKIP
(to
{0a

1 [} Used/brandished gun or knife

2 [T} Used/wried physical force (hit, chased, threw object, used
other weapon, etc.)

3 [ Tried to get help, attract attention, scare offender away
(screamed, yelled, called for help, turned on lights, etc.)

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

s [} Resisted without force, used evasive action {ran/drove away,
hid, held property, locked door, ducked, shielded self, etc,)

s {_] Other — Specify.~

.

-~

How did the person(s) attack you? Any
other way? (Mark all thot apply)

1[7] Raped

2["} Tried to rape

317} Hit with object held in hand, shot, knif @

4 {"] Hit by thrown object
s [} Hit, slapped, knocked down

7 [} Other — Specify W

&[] Grabbed, held, tripped, jur\éN:shed, &B
- —\| b. How old would you say

8a, What were the injuries—you suffer ,\%u ?
* Anything else? {ark gil¥hat appl

1] None ~ SKIP ko lg
2 {7} Raped

3] Attempted rape
4 {77 Knife o gunshot we
5{T] Broken bones or tzeth knocked out

6 {"} Internal injuries, knocked unconscious
7 [} Bruises, hlack eye, cuts, scratches, swelling

8 ]} Other — Specify.

o

medical ottention ofter the attock?
*[Z] No  SKIP to {Da
2[7) Yes

. Were you injurad to the extent that you needed

¢. Did you receive any treatment at o hospital?

1{7] No

2[7) Emergency room treatment only

3 [T} Stayed overnight or Jonger —
How many duys?7

d. What wos the total amount of your medical

expenses resulting from this incident, INCLUDING
onything paid by insurance? Include hospital

and dactor bills, medicine, theropy, broces, ond @

any other injury-reloted medicol expenses.

INTERVIEWER ~ If respondent does not know
exact omount, encourage him to give an estimate,

o 7] No cost — SKIP to 10a

s .
% [} Don't know

9

@

@

a, At the time of the Incident, were you covered
y any medical insuronce, or were you eligible

for benefits from any other fype of health

benefits program, such as Medicaid, Veterans'

Admlnistration, or Public Walfare?

tONo v veae
2[7] Don’t know SKIP to 100

3] Yes

T

of your medical expenses paid?

t[7 No ~ 5KIP to 10a
2[7] Yes

Did you file a claim with any of these insurance
companies or programs in arder to get part or all

¢, Wos the person someone you

d.

e. Was he/she ~
. 1] White?

Was the crime commigt only one or more than one person?
t (] Only~pne - T_] Don't know — 377} More than one
<\\ KIP t0 120 ¥

is piysop male N

f. How many persons?

g. Were they male or female?
Female t T All male

3[7 ] Don’t know 2 {:z All female

3 }Male and female
4[] Don't know

H
the person was? h. How ald would you say the

1+ [ ] Under 12 youngest was?

-y 17| Under 12 5 21 or over -
2l 271 214 L Skip 1o
3 }15-17 3 715~17 &[] Don't know
47118-20 4i_]18-20

is How old would yeu say the
oldest was?

177} Under 12 4[] 18~20

2("112-14  s5{"; 2l or over

3 j15~17 & (] Don't know

57121 ar over

6} Don’t know

knew or was he a stranger?

j Were any of the persons known
1 [Z] Stranger or related to Jou or were they
2[7] Don't know all strangers? *
— sKIP 11T Al strangers SKiP
all sl“?::%:ly toe L‘j Don’t know tom
g Y 7] Al relatives SKip
a{"} Casual 4] Some relatives to!

Aacquaintance 5{_] All knbwn

s 7] Well known &[] Some known

k. How well were they knowa?
«  {Mark all that apply} -
1 [} By sight only
1[1Ne 2{"] Casual Skip
Yes —~ What relationship? acquaintance(s) tom

¥as the person o relative
of yours?

2] Spouse or ex-sp 2 {1 Well known

{. How were they related to you?
3] Parent ) «  {Mark all zhatyapply) ve
4[] Own child y{]Spouse or - 4[] Brothers/

s {7} Brother or sister ex-spouse sisters

2[7) Parents o -
& ] Other refative ~ 30 s S;E:irfy
Specify ] Own 7
7 chitdren

m. Were ail of them ~
1] White?

2 [] Negro?

2 ] Negro? sKIP [} Other? - Specify-?

3] Other? - Specifyy ""20

4[] Combination — Specl(y-?

4] Don't know 5 ) Don't know

FORM NEB4 {8:3:74)
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued_| L A

120. Wete you the only person there besides the offender(s)?
@ 1{71Yes - SKIP to 13a
2] No

b. How many of these persons, not counting yourself, were
robbed, harmed, or threatened? Do not include persons

Was a car or other motor vehicte taken?
(Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f}
CHECK

ITEM D 71 No — SKIP to Check Item E
T 1Yes

undet 12 yoars of age.

@ o {_]None ~ SKIP to I3a

Number of persons

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

@ olliNe

Yeas — How many, not counting yourself?

(Also mark **Yes* in Check [tem | on page 12)

13a. Was something stolen or taken without permission that
belonged to you or others in the houschold?
INTERVIEWER — Include anything Stolen from
unrecognizable business in respondent’s home.
Do not include anything stofen from o recognizable
business in respondent’s home or another business, such
as merchondise or cash from o register.

1[7]Yes — SKIP to 13f

2["1No

fTINe e

14e. Had pesmission to use the (car/motos vehicle) ever heen
given to the person who took it?

= SKIP 1o Check ltem &
271 Don't know

31 Yes

b, Did the person retum the (cos/motor vehicle)?

1] Yes

2" 1No

|s Box | or 2 marked in [3f?

CHECK [INo — SKIP to I5a
ITEM E ves

<2\

b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take something that
belonged to you ot athers in the househald? I

. Was the (pursg/watlet/money) on yous persen, for instance,
in a pocket or\being held by you when it wos taken?
1 N\Ves
2

1{7TNo ~ SKIP 10 I3e
2{ 1Yes

CHEC [71Yes — SKIP to l6a

2 {] Wallet or mon
3} Car

4[] Other motor

5 {} Part of car {hubgap)tdpe-deck, eic.)
6 [ Don’t know
7{7] Other — Specify

/\C\
c. What did they try to tcke? Anything else? \\ 3
* {Mork all that apply)
1 [J Purse k

ITEM F

N .
g Was only cash taken? (Box O marked in 13f)

{Ne

150. Alogether, whot was the volue of the PROPERTY

that was token?

INTERVIEWER — Exclude stolen cash, and enter 50 for
stolen checks and credit cards, even if they were used.

S, Y

164

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

Did they try to take a purse, walle,
CHECK or money? {Box { or 2 marked in 13c}
ITEMC "3 No - SKIP to 180

{1Yes

* stolen? (Mark all that apply)

1 [} Original cost

2 {7} Replacement cost

a [T} Personal estimate of current value

d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your persan, for
instance in a pocket or being held?

@ ' Yes} SKIP t 126

2[7}No

4 [} Insurance report estimate
5[] Police estimate
&[] Don't know

7 {7 Other - Specify

+ ¢ What did happen? (Mark all that apply)

1 [Z] Artacked }
2 {73 Threatened with hamn

3 [7) Attempted to break into house or garage

47 Attempted to break into car SKIP

s {7} Harassed, argument, abusive language \ 10

6 (] Damaged or destroyed property 8a

7 [] Attempted or threatened to damage or
destroy property

8 [] Other — Specify

4

160, Was all or pait of the stolen money or property recovered,
except for anything received from insurance?

1 ] None
23 Al }SKIP to 170
3] Pant

b, What was recovered?

Cash: $ s

and/et
* Property: {Mark all that apply}

o[} Cash only recovered — SKIP to {70

f. What wos taker that belonged to you or others in
the household? What else?

Cash: §
and/or
* Property: (Mark all that apply)

o [} Only cash taken — SKIP to }4¢
+ 7] Purse
2 [] Wallet
3"} Car
4[] Other motor vehicle
s [T} Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

171 Purse

277 Wallet

3] Car

4 [T] Other motor vehicle

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

& [T} Other — Specify

c. Whot was the value of the property recoverad (excluding

recovered cash)?
.

6 ] Other — Specify

$

FORM NCS4 {8+3:74]

Page |}
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

| CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued |

‘.

-

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Form Approved: O.M.B. No. 41-R266!

17a. Was there any insurance against theft?

SiTINe L. L
. SKIP to 180
2{ " Don't know J

3l " Yes

20a. Were the police informed of this incident in ony way?
181 1 I No
271 Don't know ~ SKIP to Check Item G
Yes — Who tald them?
3 [] Household member

4[] Someone else SKIP to Check item G

b, Wos this loss reported to an insuronce company?

S
2{ "' Don't know } KIP ta 180

3{ % Yes

@

5[] Police on scene

BEGIN HEW RECORD

KEYER - Notes

Line number

NOTICE — Your

persons engaged

report to the Census Bureau 1s confidential by jaw

(Public Law 93-83). All identifiable information will be used only by

in and for the purposes of the survey, and may not be

disclosed or released to others for any purpose.

Screen question number

b, What was the reason this incident wos not reported to
* the police? (Mark all that apply)
1 7Y Nothing could be done - lack of proof
2{ ] Did not think it important enough
3{ 1 Police wouldn't want to be bothered

B

<. Wos any of this loss recovered through insurance?

@

Not yet seutled

@) S.W. T

4{_]Did not want to take time ~ too inconvenient
{_.] Private or personal matter, did not want to report it
L) Did not want to get involved

®_®

Incident number

ronm NCS-4
(0:374)

SOCIAL
A

U.5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
N,

UREAU OF TME CENSU!
CTING A3 COLLECTING AGENT FOR THE
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMI(NISTRATION

U.5, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURYEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

SKIP to 180 7 {1 Afraid of reprisal
20 NG ..., . 8 [_] Reported to someope else
1 Other — )
317 Yes 9 {_] Other Slpect:[y =
S this person 16 years or older?
d. How much was recovered? fTHEEhfé & [_] No — SKIP to Check ftem H
INTERVIEWER ~ If property replaced by insurance 2\ (] Yes - ASK 210
company wnstead of cash settlement, ask for estimate 21a. Did yo huﬁo job at the time this incident ha ?
ppPened?
of value of the property replaced, 1 Nlc& to Check Item H
v\2 D Yes

hot was th, j¥6?
§_ Same as\dtScribed in NCS-3 items 28a—e — SKIP to

180 Did any household member lose any time from work
becouse of this incident?

97" No —~ SKIP to 19a k
4
Yes - How many men)

Check Item H
ifferent than described in NCS-3 items 28a-e

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

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

b. How much tige'wgs lost altogeifer?
@ t[ " *Less than |

2171 1.5 days

3{716-10 days

417" Qver 10 days

s’ 1 Don't know

@ [ 1]

¥0. You said thot during the lost 12 months — (Refer to

appropriate screen question for description of crime),

In what month {did this/did the first) incidenf happen?
(Show flashcard if necessary, Encourage respondent to
give exact month,)

Month {01-12)

Is this incident report for a series of crimes?

CHECK 1{TINo ~ SKIP to 2
2{7] Yes — (Note: series must have 3 or
ITEM A £ more similar incidents which

50. Were you

@ 1] Cus

o customer, omployee, or owner?
tomer

2["] Employee
3 [} Owner
4 [~} Other — Specify.

b. Did the p

Yes
e

= SKIP to Check Item B
3 [T} Don't kpo

erson(s) steal or TRY to steal anything belonging

to the store, restourant, office, factory, etc?

1

respondent can’t recall separately)

e, Were you —
() 17} An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, solary or commissions?
211 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or local}?
3{_}SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professionol

practice or farm?

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

190. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident?
For exomple, was o lock or window beoken, clothing
damoged, or damoge done fo a cor, ete.?

177 No ~ SKIP to 200

2 1Yes

-

What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrica;
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

g. What were your most important activities or duties? {For example:
typlng, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.)

b. (Was /were) the domaged item(s) repoired or replaced?
@ 17 1Yes — SKIP to 19d
2 | No

Summarize this incident or series of incidents.

<« How much wauld it cost to repair or replace the

domaged item{s)?
' - } SKIP 1o 200

CHECK
ITEMH

s
x {71 Don't know

d. How much was the repoir o replacement cost?

X [} No cost or don't know — SKIP to 200

$

b. In what month{s) did these incidents toke place?
* (Mark oll that apply)
v { 7] Spring {March, April, May)
2 [} Summer (june, fuly, August)
3 [T} Falt (September, October, November)
4[] Winter (Oecember, january, February) \\
c. How many incidents were involved ipthis seridg? N
1 {7} Three or four
2{ ]Five to ten k
3{ ] Eleven or more
4 {77 Don't know @
INTERVIEWER ~ If s\x% follow\pd questions refer
only to the most recent inclien
2. About what time did (ﬂni!yd:y(oﬂ tecent)
incident happen?
1{] Don't know
2"} During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
At night (6 p.m, t0 6 a.m.)
3716 p.m. to midnight
4[] Midnight to 6 a.m.
5 {"] Don't know
3a. Did this incident take place insido tho limits of this

city ar somewhero else?

t [} Inside limits of this city — SKIP ta 4

2{ ] Somewhere else in the United States

3 ("] Outside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT

in what State and county did this incident occur?

6a. Qith offen

®

there, such as ar a workman?
¥ 1 s — SKIP heck jtem B
Q 2{71No
3{7] Dof™t know
. Did the offender(s) actually get in or just TRY to get
in the building?

+ {Z) Actally got in
2 [T] Just tried to get in
3 {7] Don't know

@ 1 [T} No

‘¢. Was there any evidence, such as o broken lock or broken
window, thot the offender(s) (forced his way in/TRIED
1o force his way in) the building?

Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?

{Mork all that apply)
2] Broken lock or window
3{] Forced door ar window

(or tried) sKiIp
4{] Slashed screen to Check
5[] Other — Specify7 Item B

o

How did

the offander(s) {get in/try to get in)?

1 [1 Through unlocked door or window
2{"} Had key
3 {7 Don't know
4]} Other — Specify

State

County

Did it happen inside the limits of o city, town, village, otc.?]
$[7}Ne
2{"] Yes — Enter name of city, town, ezc.7

CHECK

ITEM B

Was respondent or any other member of
this household present when this
incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK)
1{INo~SKIP to 13a

2[ 7 Yes

Look at 2c on Incident Report. s there an entry
for “"How many?'*

CHECK [TINo
ITEM I {7] Yes — Be sure you have an Incident Report for each

. Who paid or will poy for the repairs or replacement?
(Mark all that apply)

*
t [T Household member

2] Landlord

1] Insurance

4[] Other — Specify

H member |2 years of age or over who was
robbed, Kiarmed, or threatened in this incident.

CHECK
ITEMJ

[ZINo ~ Go to next Incident Report,
[Z] Yes ~ Is this the last HH member to be interviewed?
[ No ~ Interview next HH member.

[C] Yes — END INTERVIEW, Enter total
number of Crime Incident Reports
fitled for this household in
item I3 on the'cover of NCS-3.

I Is this the last Incident Report to be filledfor this person?

FORM NCS.4 (8:3-74)

Page 12

Yhere did this incident take place?
1 { 7] At or in own dwelling, in garage or }

other buiiding on preperty (Includes
break-in or attempted break-in)

2 [] At or in vacation home, hotel/motel

SKIP to 6o

3 {77 inside commercial building such as
store, restaurant, bank, gas station,
public conveyance or station

4 {7 Inside office, factory, or warehouse

s [] Near own home; yard, sidewalk, J

ASK
50

driveway, carpart, apartment hall
{Does not include break-in or
attempted break-in)
6 [] On the stree, in a park, field, play-
ground, school grounds or parking lot
7 {7} Inside school

8 [7] Other — Specl!y7

SKIP
to Check
Item B

1 [T No
2} Don
Yes

7a. Did the person(s) have a weapan such as a gun or knife,
or something he was using as a weopon, such os o
. bottle, or wrench?

't know
~ What was the weapon? (Mark all that apply)
3 [7] Gun
4 "] Knife
5 {7} Qther — Specify

b. Did the p

121y, v[IYes
z2{7INo

erson(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually

atack you in some other way?

- SKIP to 7f

c. Did the p

2{7] Yes

erson(s} threaten you with harm in any way?

1@ 1[INo - SKIP 10 7e

£ N2

- J O UWMmD - Emg-—0==2 -

Page 13
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104 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

| CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continved | .

7
*

*

@

d. How were you threatened? Any other woy?
{Mark all that apply) N
1 ["] Verbal threat of rape
2 {7} Verbal threat of attack other than rape

37 ] Weapon present or threatened
" with weapon SKip
r to

4 ; Attempted attack with weapon M 10a

(for exampte, shot at)
5 ] Object thrown at person

@

9c. Did insurance or any health benefits progrom pay for ol or part of
the total medical expenses?
1 {73 Not yet settled
20 I None. . ...t
3T TAN o
4] Part

SKIP to 100

a

How much did insurance or a health benefits program poy?

S . (Obtain an estimate, if necessary)

6|} Followed, surrounded
7 {_; Other - Specify

. What actually hoppened? Anything else?
{Mark all that apply) w
1{7} Something taken without permission
2 '} Attempted or threatened to

take something

2;" ] Harassed, argument, abusive language
a{ | Forcible entry or attempted
forcible entry of house QK[P
5[ ] Forcible entry or attempted to
entry of car 10a

& [ Damaged or destroyed property
7| | Attempted or threatened to

1

& ©

Oa. Did you do anything to protect yourself or your praperty
during the incident?

1T 1No ~ SKIP w0 11

z':j Yes

L

What did you do? Anything else? (Mark all that opply)
1 { I Used-brandished gun or knife
2 7 Used-tried physical force (hit, chased, threw object, used
other weapon, etc.)
3: " Tried te get help, attract attention, scare offender away
" (screamed, yelled, called for help, turned on lights, etc.)

4. Threatened, argued, reazoned, etc., with offender
5. Resisted without force, used evasive action {ran/drove away,

ducked, shielded self, etc.)

" hud, held property, focked door,
6, Other — Spegif
% ;\

damage or destroy property
8 [} Other — Specn{y7

f. How did the person(s) attack you? Any
other woy? (Mark oll that apply)
t{_} Raped
2["] Tried to rape
3{" j Hit with object held 10 hppd, shot,
4{ | Hit by thrown object

& | ] Grabbed, sETaNtripped,

7] Other — $p4C

)

@

1{7 | None — SKI
2{"} Raped
a[”jAuempted rape

41" ] Knife or gunshot wounds

s} Broken bones or teeth knocked out

6 [_] Internal injuries, knocked unconscious

7 {7 ] Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling
8 [ ] Other — Specify.

b, Were you injured 1o the extent that you needed
medicol attention ofter the attack?

1{7] No ~ SKIP to 00

2{_]Yes
¢, Did you receive any treatment at a hospital?
1{"}No

2" ] Emergency room treatment only
3 (7] Stayed overnight or longer —
How many dnys?-;

d. What wos the total amount of your medical
expenses resulting fram this incidens, INCLUDING
onything paid by insurance? Include hospital
ond doctar bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and
ony other injury-related medical expenses.
INTERVIEWER — If respondent does not know
exact amount, encourage kim to give on estimate,
9 [} No cost — SKIP to 10a

s . ’
% {7} Don't know

@

9a. At the time of the incident, were you covered

by any medical insurance, or were you eligible
for benefits from any other type of health
benefits program, such os Medicald, Veterans'
Administration, or Public Welfare?

ONo vy

1,
@
175 Under 12
V{7 ] Stranger

@ 1IN

one
4 SKIP 1

A~} Don't know -

3 7 More than one 7
o {20

3.1 Don't know

b, How old would you say
the person was?

3711547
4. ;1820
s ;21 or over

6 {_} Don't know

g

Was the person someone you
knew or was he a stranger?

27} Don't know

3. 7] Known by

sight only toe

4 {7} Casual
acquaintance

5] Well known

[- %

Wos the person a relative
of yours?

*
Yes — What relationship?
2{"] Spouse or ex-spouse
3] Parent

47} Own child

s [} Brother or sister

*

s [} Other relative —
Specify»

W :thir w\n

emoie?
7" iMale
2 Female

1 [~ Spouse or

>
Was t é\:rime commjtted Yy anly one or mere than one persen?
1 Opt

le

f. How many persons?

~; All male

i All female

{7} Male and female
"} Don't know

g. Were they male or female?
1
2
3
4

h. How old would you say the
youngest was?

"] Under 12 5[] 2! or over —

2~14 = SKIP 10§

15-{7 6} Don't know

a ]18-20

it

i« How old would you say the
oldest was?

+ Z]Under 12 4177 1820

2( 112~14
37°115-17

s 121 or over
6 ., Don't know

J- Were any of the persons known
or related to {ou or were they
all strangers

SKIP 1 7] All strangers SKIP

2] Don't know tom
3[ ] Alf relatives SKIP
477] Some relatives to !
5[] All known

61} Some known

k. How well were they known?
(Mark all that apply)

1+ 7] By sight only
2 [} Casual \, SKIP
acquaintance(s) [ tom
377] Well known

I How were they related to you?
{Mark all that apply)

4] Brothers/

ex-spouse sisters
2] Parents s{_} Other —
3{7} Own Spe:i{y-?
children

m. Were all of them —

SK 2 to 100 e. Was he/she ~ Whi
Don't k ; 1[7] White?
e @ 1O Whine? 25 Negro?
- ther? ~ Specl
b. Did you file a claim with ¢ ny of these insurance 2] Negro? SKip 3 (] Other bec ’y7

companies or programs fn 1 rder to get part or all 3{7] Other? - Specif)'? to

of your medical expenses g =id? 120 4[] Combination —Speci!y—;
@D 1IN ~SKIP to 100

2{7) Yes a{"] Don't know 5[] Don't know
FORM NC344 (6:3¢74) Page 14

Bl

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continved l

12a. Were you the only person there besides the offender{s)?

@ 1[JYes — SKIP to 13a
2{7}Ne

b. How many of these persons, not counting yourself, were
robbed, harmed, or threatened? Do not include persons

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken?
(Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f)

[T No — SKIP to Check Item E
[3Yes

CHECK
ITEM D

under 12 years of oge.

@ o {7} None — SKIP to 13a

Number of persons

c. Are any of these porsons members of your household now?
Do not include household members under 12 years of age.

@ o{"]No

Yes ~ How many, not counting yourself?

(Also mark *'Yes" in Check ltem 1 on page 16}

13a. Was something stolen or taken without permission that
belonged to you or others in the household?
INTERVIEWER ~ Include anything stolen from
unrecognizable business in respondent’s home.
Do not include anything stolen from a recognizable
business in respondent's home or another business, such
as merchandise or cash [rom a register,

V{7 Yes — SKIP to 13f
2[ INo

b, Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take something that
belonged to you or others in the household?

14a. Hod permission to use the (car/motor vehicle) ever been
given to the person who took 17

t[TINow.uus

277] Dan't know } SKIP to Check Item E

3[ ) Yes
b, Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)?
17} Yes
2[7]No
Is Box | or 2 marked in 132
|CTHEE}.1C§ {INo — SKIP to 150

[T} Yes ~

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

"Cives . g

1 [T} No — SKIP to 13e )
2[7]Yes ‘

D

\ cHBCK
Q ITEM\F
{INo

alide 7D
a

\?Iy cash taken? (Box 0 marked in 13[)
[ZTYes ~ SKIP to l6a

c. Whot did they try to take? Anything else? A
* {Mark all that apply) Y
1{} Purse x
2 [} Wallet or money
. 3 1Car @

4 [} Other mot le

5 [} Part of carXhub tape-dkck, eve?
6] Don't know

7 {7} Other — Speci

ITEMC [Z]No ~ SKIP to 18a

Did they try to take a purse, wallet,
CHECK $ or money? {Box ! or 2 marked in 13¢)
TIYes

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

Y
@ R es} SKIP to 18a

2{T]No

« @ What did hoppen? (Mark all that apply)

*

\A50. Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY

that was taken?

INTERVIEWER — Exclude stolen cash, and enter $0 for
stolen checks and credit cards, even if they were ysed.,

s .[%0]

b, How did you decide the value of the property that was
stolen? (Mork all that apply)

1 [7] Original cost

2] Replacement cost

3 [ Personal estimate of current value
4 [ 7 Insurance report estimate

s [} Police estimate
6 [_] Don't know

7 {] Other — Specify

1 [ Attacked 3

2 [7] Threatened with harm
3 [7] Attempted to break into house or garage
4[] Atempted to break into car

s [T} Harassed, argument, abusive language \ fé(’P
6 [C] Damaged or destroyed property 180

7 [] Attempted or threatened to damage or
destroy praperty

a [} Other — Specify

7/

{. Whot was token that belonged to you of others in
the houschold? What else?
Cash: 8§
and/or
* Property: (Mark all that apply)
0 [C] Only cash taken — SKIP to /4c
1 [] Purse
2 [T Wallet
a[JcCar
4 7] Other motor vehicle
s [ Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

6 [[] Other — Specify

*

16a. Was all or part of the stolen money or property recovered,
except for anything received from insurance?

1 {7} None
2] Al } SKIP to I17a
3] Part

b. What was recovered?

Cash: $

:
and/or

Property: (Mark all that apply)

o [ ] Cash enly recovered — SKIP to 170
1 {7 Purse

2 [ Wallet

3T} Car

4[] Other motor vehicle

s{ZJ Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

& [] Other — Speclfy

cs Whot was the value of the property recovered (excluding
recovered cash)?

$

————

FORM NCS-4-{6-3-74)

Page IS
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

.5 ] CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Conriucd

17a. Was there any insutance agoinst theft?

1 [INo . w .

2{7] Don't know

3[ 1 Yes

} SKIP to 18a

b, Was this loss reported 10 an insuronce company?

@ 1{CINo .oy *
2["1Don"t imow } SKIP 10 18a
3[71Yes

. Wos ony of this loss recovered through insurance?

@ v [T1Not yert sertled

2[7INo .y ..,

SKIP to 18a

371 Yes

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Form Approved: Q.M.B, No, 41-R2662

200, VIEIc] zn police informed of this incident in any way?
[ o
2 {7} Don’t know ~ SKIP to Check ltem G
Yes — Who told them?
3] Household member
4{ ] Someone else SKIP to Check Item G
s {"] Police on scene

NOTICE —Your report to the Census Buteay is confidential by taw (Public
Law 93~83). All identifiable information will be used only by persons
engaged in and for the purposes of the survey, and may not be disclosed
ot released to others for any purpose,

Form CYS-101
(622174}
U.5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

SUCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

1. IDENTIFICATION CODES

ACTING AS COLLEGTING AGENT FOR

a, PSU b. Segment <. Line No. d. Panel

LAY ENFORCEMENT A3SSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION
U,5. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

b. Whot wos the re is inci
the potice? (ork sl thot ppryy " "o PO 1o
1 [ 1 Nothing could be done — lack of proof
2] Did not think it important enough
3{7] Police wouldn't want to be bothered
4[] Did nat want to take time — too inconvenient
s [ 7] Private or personal matter, did not want to report it
6 [_]0id not want to get involved
7 [Z} Afraid of reprisat
8 ] Reported to someone else
9] Other — Specify

e. RO f. Interviewer code g, Total number
of incidents

COMMERCIAL CRIME YICTIMIZATION SURYEY
CITY SAMPLE

Good morning (afternoon), 1'm Me(s.)

fo plan and administer programs which will have
answering some questions for me,

INTRODUCTION
(your name)
We are conducting a sutvey in this area fo measure the extent to which businesses are victims of
burglaries and/or robberies, The Government needs to know how much crime there Is and where it Is

from ihe U.S. Bureau of the Census.

an impact on the crime problem. You can help by

Part | ~ BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS

d. How much was recovered?

INTERVIEWER ~ If property replaced by insuronce

Is this person 16 yea Ider?
CHECK p years or older?
ITEM G {Z1No — SKIP to Check ltem H
[Z1Yes - ASK 210

of value of the property replaced.

) s . [oo] @

18a. Did any househo!d member lose any time from Work
because of this incident?

{70 o[ INo~ SKIP 10 19a
Yes ~ How many member ?k

Y

b. How much rime wastos) toge'h:ﬁ
@ 1 {71 Less than | day
2[11-5 days
3{7716~10 days

4[ 1 Over 10 days

5 {77 Don't know

company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate 2la. Did you have T

gb)a' the time this incident happéned?

1
2§ NYes

[; No — K, Qﬁheck Item H

» Check ltem H
2 [ D\ifer€nt than described 10 NCS-3 items 28a-e

<« For whom did you work? (Name of com any, busi
organization or other employer} ! pany. Business,

d. What kind of business or industry is thi »
" y is this? (For example; TV
ond radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept,, ]%rm)

e, Were you ~
1{7] An ‘erf\ployee of 6 PRIYATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2 [] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or local)?
3 [)SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or form?

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

19a. Wos anything domaged but not taken in this incident?
For example, was @ lock or window broken, clothing
damoged, or damage done fo o cor, etc.?

{71 No — SKIP to 200
27} Yes
b. (Was/were) the damaged item(s} repaired or replaced?

™

What kind of work were doing? i
you doing? (For example: elect H
engineer, stack clerk, typist, farmer) 4 ciricor

9+ Whot were your mast important octivities or duti
c uties? (For example;
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing c(oncretc. e%c.)

@D 13 Yes - SKIP w0 194

¢« How much would it cost to repoir or replace the

. ¢
2L iNo |THEE»$:

Summarize this incident or series of incidents,

domaged item({s)?

s

SKIP to 200
X [C} Don't know

di How much was the repair of teplacement cost?

@@ x [Z3 No cost or don't know — SKIP to 200

Look at 12¢ on Incident Report. |
for o i P s there an enuy
No

2a, Is this establishment owned or operated as an incorporated
business?

1 [ yes ~ SKIP to 3

2{7No

How is this business owned or operated?

1 {1 Individual proprietorship

2 [] Partnership

3[7] Government — Continue interview ONLY if

o

liguor store or any type
of transpartation
4[] Other — Spec/ly.;, < \
\ -
\ \ S\ Ahat were your approximate gross sales of merchandise
N\ \ \ and/or receipts from sesvices at this establishment
£ A,

7. Did anyone else operate any departments of

concessions or some other business activity

in this establishment during the 12-month

period ending ? .

[ yes ~ Llsl"eagﬁ department, concession, or other
B busirtess aofivity on a separale line of

Section V opthe segment falder, If not

isfed, Complete a separate
each one that falls on

\ \ already™,
\

questionkai
\ a sample ¥ne.

g N SN

0 NOT AMTEM 8 UNTIL PART Il AND ANY
INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED

o for the previous 12 months ending

w

Do you (the owner) operate more thﬁ‘g tablishmen M

B

{Estimate annual sales and/or receipts if not in
business for entire 12 months,)

1 {7} None

i estameent at
-manth period

rs

Did you {the owner) e
this location during the efi
ending ?

{7 Yes

2 {7 Under 510,000

377] 510,000 1o 524,999
4] 525,000 ta $49,999
5 [} $50,000 10 $99,999

2{"}No — How many months during Month
tl the designated period? ents

6715100,000 to $499,999
7§} $500,000 to $999.999
8 [} $1,000,000 and over

, Excluding you (the owner){the partners) how
many paid employees did this establishment average
during the 12-month period ending ?

o

177 None a{"18~19
2{7) 13 § {7120 or mare
3[4

9 {7} Other - Specity

INTERVIEWER USE ONLY

9a, Record of intetview
{1) Date

{2) Nan.e of respondent

6a, What do you consider your kind of business
to be at this location?

(3} Title of respondent

OFFICE USE ONLY

(4) Telephone jArea code| Number Extension
—

b. Mark (X) one box

RETAIL MANUFACTURING
1{7] Food € (] Ourable
2 [] Eating and drinking F [} Nondurabje
3] General merchandise
A7) Appared REAL ESTATE
s [T] Furniture and 6 ] Apartments
appliance H [[] Other real estate
6 [] Lumber, hardware,
moblle home dealers | [ SERVICE

7 [] Automotive

0 [} Nondurabie

CHECK
ITEM | ] Yes -,_B"?l sure byoulhzave an Incident Report for each
¢ Who paid ot will pay for the repoirs or repl 2 memoer 12 years of age or over who was
placenent? b i isi
) Wk o1l thot opmy n — ’rob Ied, :urmed. or threatened in this incident,
Sthis the tast Incident Report to be filled for thi
1 "] Househo!d member . CHECK I No - Go to next Incident Report, " this persont
" 2] Landlord ITEM ) [ Yes — Is this the last HH member to be interviewed?
I No ~ Interview next HH member,
3] Insurance C)ves - ENI% IN"I}EgVIEW. Enter total
number of Crime Incident Reports
« 7] Other - Specify filled for this household in P
T s — item 13 on the cover of NCS-3,

8 [7] Orug and proprietary 4 [0 BANKS &[] Other Type B (Seasonal, ete.) ~ Specl!y?
s (7 Liquor % ) TRANSPORTATIONR
a ] Gasoline service

stations L[] ALL OTHERS - Speclly7 TYPEC
8 [] Other retall 7 {{] Occupied by nonlistable activity

8 [[] Demolished

WHOLESALE 5 {] Other Type C —Speclly;,

¢ [[] Dureble

b, Reason for non-interview
TYPE A

1 [] Present occupant in business at end of
survey period but unable to contact

2 [T} Refusal and in business at end of survey period
3{7] Other Type A - Spaclly—;

TYPE B

4 L'__] Present occupant not in business at end
of survey period

s {7] Vacant ot closed
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i3 B
: Part Il -~ SCREENING QUIESTIONS . Form Approved: O.M.B. No. 41-R2662
' . . . U5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
: . Now 1'd I1ke to ask some questions about particular kinds of thell or altempled thefl, : TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 |LoRGYS-101 SociAL AND ECONGHIC STATISTICS ADMIN.
i These questions refes only o this establishment for the 12-month period beginning and ending : OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE LA EING A3 COLLECTING ACENT FOR | |
. ———— i INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
i 10. During this period did anyone break into or some 18. Wh L thi - i N
: s i 0 . . Why hasn't this establishment ever bee i ¢ INCIDENT REPORT
how itlegally get info this place of business? burglary andar robbery? n insured against IDENTIFICATION CODE COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY — CITY SAMPLE | ¢
. . Nomber 1+ I77 Coutdn’s afford « ‘ . PSU b. Segment ¢. Line No. d. Panel |e. RO f u\:‘ldenl INCIDENT NUMBER i
i 71 Yes ~ How mapy times? ———s Couldn't get anyone to insure you 5 Record which incident (1, 2, etc.)
X (Fill an Incident Report lor each) 3077 Didn't need it ! is covered by this page D
4 2] No 477 Set-insured ! You said that during the 12 months beginning .. Ta. Were you, the owner, or any employee injured in this E
- - s 171 Premium too expensive and ending._______ trefer to screening questions incident, seriously enough {o requite medical attention? N
i 11, (Ol?edl tlih(ain the incident(s) just mentioned,) during this 617} Other - Spacity : 1015 for description ol crime). " T
: eriod did an i . ; [N o 117} Yes —- How many? b
: gr any other syizr:; lol;u;: ;g%?rrgm,"frié% g,g:i‘fi"l?,’"d' : 1. In what month did this (did the first) incident happen? (*:J es- H ny Number
: : 17 Jan. 477 April 777 Jaly a7 0ct 2{7} No = SKIP lo 9a
19a, What security measures, b. When were these 2 }Feb. 5[ iMay o i Aug. 8 [ ] Nov.
Numbar it any, are present al securlly measures ; 3 Man e[ June  s{iSept. 7] Dec. b. How many of them stayed in a Number R
1{71 Yes —~ How many limes? ———— this focation now, to first Installed 7 Aboul ime did 1 2 hospital avernight or longer? [
{Fill an Incident Report 1 protect it aga,i"“ or otherwise H * ou What time it happen?
! ) port for each) burglary and-or robbery? undertaken? i 3 {71 Durng the day (6 am, = 6 p.m.} - P
i 27} No ) : At night (6 p.m. ~ 6 a.m.) 8. Of those receiving treatment in or out of a hospital, did
i Enter the : 20776 pam. ~ Midnight this business pay los any, of the medical expenses not 0 -
‘ 12, During this perlad were you, the owner, or any ,‘;{,’f,,"}f,g’i:g,mde i 377 Mignight = 6 a.m. covered by a regulay heaRh benelils program? ‘R
: employee held up by anyone using a weapon, given below, .. &1 Don't know what time at night 177 Yes ~ How much \
j force or threal of force on these premises? b, Codes : Do e \\ s paid % ' !
: P 3. Where did this incident take place? 2[7) NSy,
1771 Yes — How many limes? - i 1 {71 AL this place of business /w Ban\ khow
(Fill an Incident Report lor each) ? ; : [" gn dehveryb k \ Q =
- R ';‘ 3i N nrouie Lo banl v 1 a e} H ?
; 27 TNo : 211 thar = Spectty (\ a7 Djd any deab\s/ucﬁu as a result of this incident?
N : N WY Y {1 Yes
| 13, (Other than the incident(s) already mentjons .1 Reinforcthg devices, such X X
| did anyone ATTEMPT lt() r)lolr{ up yyonllJ,nlllzeo 0 g;:_f" o windows, Sl'ja"’s' : * ﬁ\?x%gr?ku;vghseoocvéﬂfllﬁgo?' any employes presen whllé\\h L 1No - SKIF 1o 182
s BlCee e i e »
gg{memoployﬁ.el by using farce or threatening to : ! (177 Yes b. Who was illed? c. How many?
you While on these prem S {7} Guard, watchman . .., ..... 2571 No — SKIP 1o 10 A (Mark (X} all that apgiy
: t17] Yes — How many limes? (.} Watch dog. + .. ., . R ; 3[L1Dan'c know N k T Owner(s) ..o
3 .
: (Fill an Inpt@eMmReport fo) eyoh) - . 5a, Did the person hojd 20U up have\a ¢& or something
i 277 Na (Q T Firearms Lo, ; that was used as apamwsuch as\p bottle or wrench? 271 Employess ...
> s iCameras ..... .., ..., b V[T Yes 3{(Customers .
14, (Other than the incTaeni(s)\ust me}ﬂfnned,) during o : zi INo
&hhlsl pfi”f-d were Yo Yhé oivner, or any employee held up SLiMimors Lhuiliul L 371 Don’t knnw A 4[T}innocent bystanderts) .. . .. ..
ile delivering me Ise or canying busi - ; E
cutside the business? Ying business maney A0S 1 evearss el , b. Whal was the weapan? (Mark (X) all that apply) S Otender(s) veneiriyinis
8 . Comply with Natienat ) 11 Gun T
| Number Banking ﬁ‘\ct (lor‘ona N 2] 1 Kmfe e[} Potice !
1] Yes — How many times? — banksonly) ve.uiuiiu.,, 3 {71 Other —~ Specily 7{7] Other — Spec:ly7
Fill ¢l - i ; - e -
. ; an Incident Report for each) Al‘-"-f,f‘;‘:. ‘?u‘tfl:irf nr z:c{d:l:o'n.al. H 6a. How many persons were involved in commilting the crime?
LiNe 07} Qther — Specily § [) One ~ Continue with 6b below
15. (Other than the inci " 4 Hve
. (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,) did i 3] Three SKIP to e SKIP to 15a
anyone ATTEMPT o hold up you, the owner, or any E " None g 4 (] Four ot more N N
employee while delivering merchandise or carrying - : 5 ] Don’t know ~ SKIP ta 7a 10. Did lhe offender enter, atlempt lo enter, or remain In this
business money oulside the business? Codes for use in item 19b k : b o e e o . establishment itlegally?
- . How coltd would you say the person was? -
V(T ves ~ B I Number LESS THAN 1 YEAR AGO MORE THAN 1 YEAR ; 1{7] Under 12 s 3 r_?, 18-20 P Yes
{ v(l:isll;n 7: ;:any times? s 1 - January 7 - July B - 12 yea : 2] 1214 515 21 o over 2INoy
- atdent Roport for each) 2 ~ February 8 - August yews ako N 3[7115~17 6{_] Don't know Discontinue use of Incident Report, Enter at the top of
z{"1Neo £ .25 H this sheet ~Oul of Scope~Larceny,'* erase Incident
Teo Is this sstanlion 3 - March 9 - September years ago . ¢. Was the person male or female? number, chagge l’h'e answers lo screning questions 10-15,
3 Is tois establis . change number of incidents in Item page nd go
Js this ment insured against burglary and/or 4 - April A ~ October £ - More than § : ) ClMale On (6 the naxt raported meident, 1t o alhor iidone
ery by means other than self-insurance? s - Ma years ago : 2{7] Female are raporled, return to page 1 and complete items
(7] Yes ay 8 - Navember : 3 [C] Don't know & and 9 and end the fnterview.
2 € - June C - D b
3 H g:n': know} SKIP to 172 20. INTERVIEWER wmm he( ¢ ﬁilhvjh(lsl:;) - 11, Did the olfender(s) actually get in or just try to get in?
- . ere there any incidents - -
b. Daes the Insurance also cover other types of crime losses, CHECK ITEM reported in |0--15? . 2{"] Black? SKIP fo 7a ' [3 Acwally got in
snllc—k; as vandalism or shoplifting and employee theft? {73 No — Detach incident Reports a7} Other? —Specity . ... 2[7] Just tried to get in
1 Tes - enler 0" in ftem 10 on 4[] Don't know
2| _|No SKIP to 193 page 1, and contimye® ** : - 12. Was there a broken window, broken lock, alarm, of any
(7] Don't knaw with item 8. ¢, How old would you say the youngest person was? other evidence that the offender(s) forced (tried to force)
~ {.]Yes ~ Enter number of incidents 1 {11 Under 12 4{718-20 his (their) way In?
17a. Has this establishment ever been insured against burglary B in Item 1g on page 1, and : 27} 12-14 5 {2121 or over - SKIF to 69 [ Yes
and/or tobbery by means other than self-insurance? gﬂn”";le with first Incldent ‘ 3711517 6"} Don't know
- eport. b 2 No ~ SKIP to 14
1] Yes NOTES : f. How old would you say the oldest person was? -
: 8 g:n: iﬁ’l to ;f(m o 10 N Ynder 12 4 fj'; ;?—’10 13. What was the evidence? (Mark alf that apaly)
- - 2|
0 19a i ;irq Ig-l; :P-! Du:'r&‘:::\orw ¢ {77 Broken teck or window
b. Did the insuragce also cover other types of crime losses, - 1 2{7} Forced doot
surcg as vandalism or shoplifting and employee theft? : & Wer:f] the‘y mf e of fema le!?mM te and female 307 Atarm SKIP to 16a
* 1 Yes i 1 male ale an -
2 [:] No B 2{7] Al female 4 {71 0on"t know 4 {77 Other — Specify
i h. Were they - 1
c. Did you drop the insorance o 41d he company eancel ‘ 1 [1 Only white? 4. How did the offender(s) get in (iry to get (n)?
your policy? | 2[] Only black? 1 [Z] Through unlocked door or window
t[7] Businessman dropped it , ., ., ,, : 3{7] Only other? - Specity 2[7] Had a key )
2 [ Insurance company cancetled palicy {* SK/P (0 79a 4 4[] Some combination? - Spectty 3 [} Other ~ Specity
FORM CVS.101 16.24.74} Foze2 i 5 [ Don't know 4 [2] Don't know
¢ Page 3
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Form Approved: O,M.B. No. 41-R2662

INCIDENT REPORT - Continued

3 OMMERCE
roru CVS-101 sociat AN LR e AT S AT ioE AGHIN,
- - - ~ - TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROMITEM 1 ]is21-74) ot A cuouSEEAcx;mrc rA;LEE§$r;:ngs )
152, Was anything damaged in this Incident? For example, 18a. Did you, the owner, o1 any emplayee here lose any time OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE L AW ENFORE EMENT ASSISTANCE AOHTY
. 'a 1oc1:{or windew broken, damaged merchandise, efc. from work because of this incident? INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT INCIDENT RéPORT N
s
g F’*‘*‘NJ ZATION SURVEY = CITY SAMPLE | C
2., No - SKIP 19 16a 1. :yes - How many people? s JNuMbEr IDENTIFICATION CODE COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATI
e . ] a. PSU b. Segment e Lt No. |d, Panel |e. RO f ;;‘:'d““ INCIDENT NUMBER |
b. Was (wese) the damaged item(s) repaired of replaced? | 2. No ~ SKIP o 19a Record which incident (1, 2, etc.) D
' UiYes - SKIP 10189 | e Is coverced by this page £
: ’ b. How many work days wete lost altagether? injured in this
Lo | : : i . Were you, the owner, or any employee injured in this
e t Lessthan | gay ; You said that during the 12 months be:’:;‘l',ﬂ"qgu——as”m—f Ta incideynl..seriously enough to require medical aitention? N
c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the damages? 2 15 nays and ending —*—-——m(éf,.’;;)w sereening : T
(Estimate) 2 entn 10~15 for description o ’ \hanpea? 1{7) Yes = HOW RaNY? oy [ Numbe?
{6~10 days e o] id this (di irst) incident happen?
\ Bars 1. 1n what month did this (did the fitst) incide B 3
! 3 . EOD) 4 i Qver 10 days ~ How many? ——s- VI jan. a1 April 707 July A7} Oct 2{7] No - SKIP fo 52
, e e SKIB 10 150 , 2141 Feb. s 71 May .8 7 Aug. a [_]Nov. . Number R
X fon't know 5 Don't know 1 [ 1 Sept ¢ [ Dee. b. How many of them siayed in a
PR - S 3[jMar.  ei[June 9T Sept " hospital overnight or longer? E
d. How much did it cost to repair or repface the damages? W 19a, Were any securily measures taken after this incident to . 2. About what time did it happen? P
protect lhe establishment lrom fufure incidents? 1 [ During the day (6 am- = & p.m:} 8. Of those receiving treatment in or out of a hospital, did
S - [ot] viivYes - At might (6 p.m. = 6 2.m.) " (his husiness pay for aqy of the medical expenses not 0
% V.o cost - SKIF 10 163 2. No = SKIP to 3025 : F A Mrdnighe covered by a regutar hedHth benelils program? R
8 " night — 6 a.m.
! X Don'tknow U — VU —— N (*J Don't knaw what time at night L[ ves - How mdghy, T
} e e e —end B, Whal meaSyres were talen, ! Don't know -\ Was pal® —_—
: e. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement? fidark (X3 @ that apply i 5[] Dont -
. {Mark (X) all thal apply) ' 3. Where 610 this incident take place? 2
Alary skstem - outNdefinging : * b Dot hnow
t i Thig business B V[T ALthis place of business ( (\'\\EI
Burgiax alarm\~ inside ringing =
2. iinsurance - . 277 On delsvery o PR 2
3 Owner of buiiding (tandlord) { Centrat W . 3" Enroute to bank %}gld any de}\ty&ur as a result of this incident?
4. Other-Speasty 0§ ‘_g‘_\; \_ Reinforcing devices, grates, gates. : "] Other — Specily A r {7 Yes
5 Don't know N \\\ b\ \ \ bars on wiridgw, etc 4. Were you, the owner, of any employee prese lwh“l S\ "1 No -%
- R\ 5. Guard, watchman . i ing? y 7t
16a. Did the offender(s) take any mohey, merchandisy, \> - Buars, wakam Incident was accuring b. Who was killed? c. How many? 5
equipment, or supplies? \h 6 - Watch dog ;F ::S SKIP f0 10 (Mark (X} all that apciy?
j ) ~1No — i .
1 7 . Furearms 35 Don't knowr\ \ P{T]Owner(s) L
P a  : Cameras — fav pon ot something
V Py Mﬂhﬁ_ﬁ”—w{ﬁ 3 . Mrers . . ?l::lmspz'sse%nas b uguch WN wrench? Bl Emiorees e
; b. How much money wasAaRen}—~ §__ Bl A7 Locks : (11 ves 3{7] Customers . .o e
] ¢. Whal was the total valtes! merchandise, equipment, or 8 Lights — outside of additional ins.de 21 Mo }s 5 1p/6a 4{7] innacent bystander(s) . . ...
: supplies laken? © .l Other ~ Specily : 3 {1 Port know ] Offender
: 5] I b, What was the weapon? (Mark (X} all that apply) e
E : Tn ‘ 5 17} Gun &7} Patice. .
Yy hone SKIP 10 17a 20a. Were the police inlotmed of this incident in any way? : {1 Kmfe ; 7 [T] Other — Specify
; x 71 0on't know - el i ‘ 3 {1 Other - Spacily z
i 17 I Ne T v
d e - . ommitting the crime?
! d. How was the value {merchandise, equipment, or supplies 2+ Don't know — SKIP to 21 6a. How many persons were invalved in commilting
: taken) determined? Who told them? 1 {7} One — Gontinue with 6b below
]} Qriginal cost - Yes - Who told lhEm? 251:(’“ }SK!P 1o 66 SKIP to 150
S 3750 sy r N .
LRI Replacer;em;osl P E::':;; 4 [C] Four or more 10. Did the offender enter, attempl to enttr, or remain in this
3 {_] Other - Specify : . ~ SKIP 10 7a i ?
i : 5 ' Someone efse SKiP to 21 5[] Bon’t know establishment illegally?
; 173, How much, iidagy,loi the sm}en money and- ot property 6 Police on scene b. How old would you say the person was? t{7] Yes
; was recovere nsurance? . ; -
: ¥ Insutan b. ;Nha!: wasI the7reason this incident was not reported d ! ff‘“i u;de‘r412 ;% ‘2‘? :"’Qw 23Ne o
o the police? (Mark 1X) alt that apply) : 2 112~ = . i ! Incident Report. Enler at the top of
A S— ‘ “ * Nothi : s} 15-17 61 Don'c know Thes Sheat ™ Out of oL areany." crase ingident
d Wh ? g coul e done a0 o oot : . | female? number, change the answers lo screening questions 1C-15,
v INone - Why not? 7 2 Did not think it important enough i c. Was the person male of female: chang?hnumbetl of ‘;’f;g‘?"‘s in “e';', L% f,;%? 1, and go
. . Xt 1 N
1., . Dido't repert it 3.7, Palice wouldn't want to be bothered g !:ale | Z(I‘el?emﬁlgg. re%),an to page 1 and complele items
2 | Does not have insurance T ] 2] emale 8 and 9 and end the intervigw.
3 Not settled yet 4! Did not want to take the time — too inconvenient 3 D Don't know
. " Policy has a deductible s i Private or personal matter, did not want to report 1t d. Was he (she} - 11. Did the offender(s) actually gel in or jusl try to get in?
5 ,Moriey and or merchandise was recovered 6. Did not want to get involved 1 1 [7] White? {7 Actually gotn
x| _jDon't know | Afraid of reprisal | 2] Black? SKIP to 7a
X 1 Other? - Specity 2{7] Just tried to get in
b, ow mach. 1t ot the <tof n A 8] | Reported to someone eise H ’ lock, al of an
. Jifa ! . i 't kriow
was recovered 83 'meanse:\:efrl.hn;mysuarr;nc‘:a'?pmpm g 9. Other = Specily <5 : A5 b was? & Lvt;lsermeili%:ng:zor;:t Yt!gd:l‘zén%r:r‘g? l:r‘i:e’dn(larggkd' to lor{e)
: e. How old would you say the youngest parsan his (their) way in? ‘
$ ; ¥ 7] Under 12 ai7] 1820 ‘
R . : 2 12-14 5 {7121 orover — $KIP 10 69 LT Yes
v ! _!None ¢ H .
w7l Don't know} SKIP to 18a 21, INTERVIEWER f Are there more Incidents i A [F115-17 6 [} Don’t know 2] No — SKIR to 14
. CHECK ITEM to recard? : 1. How old would you say the cldest persan was?
¢, By what means was the stolen money and or "1 No - Relurm to page 1, ! 1 [ Under 12 a[7]18-20 13. What was the evidence? (nark all that apply)
property recovered? e complete items 8 and ! 2] 1214 5{T] 21 or over 3 7] Broken tock or windw
i, 9, and end interview. : Don‘t know -
v} Potice — ) 3} 15-17 s} 1 Fotced door
217 Other — Specily TiYes = Fill the next Incident 2[ [} Fol SKIP lo 158
[ Aeport, g. Were they male of female? ' 3{7] Atarm
female -
TE 1 [ Al male 3 [T Male and .
NGTES : ! B At 3 B Don't knew 4[] Other = Specity e
; b. Were they - 14, How did the offender(s) gel in (try to get in)?
+ 2 Only white? 1 [7] Through unlocked door or window
2 [} Only black? 2] Had a key
1 (73 Only othec? ~ Specity + (] Other  Speciy
4[] Some combination? - Specily o — °
s (] Don't know &[] Don't know
o FORM CV5101 18:24.74) Page 4 GPO 880,16} g Page §
:
i




112 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS' ' . SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 13

Farm Approved: O.M.8. No. 41-R2662 &
152, W hing d T T INCIDENT REPDRT - Continued  leormCVYS-10} oot DEPART{:"?PIT?SF'I'FCOSM:‘&?&E ;
 Has anyl w:f?gdoawmgfoel?e::" g;ims incédent?h Fot example, 18a, Did you, the owner, ot any employee here lose any lime TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 is-ai-74 SOCIAL AKD ECONDUE AW'GF THE cENsus _
o ves r damaged meschandise, etc. from work because of this incident? OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE LAW‘E:‘;N:RQ!E:;#E:AE'EEI%:AQ;(EE,;:;;D;A‘léxé 1 *
s U.S. DEP :
: R EACH INCIDENT .
27 No ~ SKIP to 16a 1] Yes — How many people? T J INCIDENT REPORT FOR EAGH ING INCIDENT REFORT N
B . IDENTIFICATION CODE COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY - CITY SAMPLE | C ;
b. ?lﬁ](:«ere) lsh':’:a:na?;: item(s) repaired or replaced? 2. iNo ~SKIP to 19a o PSU | bl Sepment . Line No. | d. Panet |e RO f. g‘:'“"‘ ﬁ |NCID::N; NhUMBFiR (1, 2, ete) | A‘j
{71Yes ~ 0 : : Record which incident (1, ¢, elc. R
2] iNo b. How many work days were fost altogether? is covered by this page D é
17 Less than | day N ¢ 't the owner, or any employee injured in this E :
c. How much would it cost to repalr of replace the damages? You said that during the 12 months beginaing e 7a. Were you, the ) 01 2By ! Hon?
(Estimate) P ’ ¢ ges! 2[5 15 days : and ending...... frefer to screening questions incident, seriously enough lo require medical attention? N
S 37 ;610 days e : 10~15 lor description of crime). V[ Yes ~ How many? + [Number T
) P 1o 150 41 1Over 10 days — HOW many? wm ] ; 1. I what month did this (did the trst) incident hailﬂﬁ'g 2 [} Na = SKIP fo 98
X i Don't know 5. ! Don' 107 jan. a2 L Aprd 7 July A} Oct -
4 - o o e 7 e 5w o hu ol tee. b. How of them stayed in a Numbe R
. i 1 e i Sept. . . an m
How much did it cost to repair or replace the damages? 19a. Were any securlty measures taken afler this incident to : 37 M. 677 june 8l iSept. [ ]0ec h:spl“l\al ){wemight oF lyonxell? E
5 project the establishment from future incidents? : 2. About what time did it happen? P
—— 117 Yes - ¥ " Dunng the day (6 a.m. — 6 p.m.} . : { of 2 hospitat, did
VN - o § ' - 6 aum.) 8. Of those recelving trgatment in or out of a hospital,
= o cost ~ SKIP to 163 2571 N — SKIP 120y Ad e (6 i ihis business pay for-any of the medical expenses nol 0
X i_}Don't know . 23 M.pén.}m -6 :fm. covered by a regelanig]lth benefils program? R
e, Who paid or will pay for the repaits or replacement? b. What éhsures were taken? Al Dgr\'(’kncw what time at night ) n{s - How mbch !ﬁﬂ l
(Mark (X} all that apply) J &/ that apply. 57 Don't know L was pai . T
Vit This business < : SIS~ ouside ringing 3. Where did this incident take place? 21 4
o2 :ff Insurance —~ inside ringing 411 ALt place of business ’\E} Dt 3
3 ,,?‘ Owner of building (landlord) .. | Central alarm T On detivery Q 3 PRI Py
4.1 Dther  Spagily \ © Reinforcing devices, grates, gates, 1d any deatfis occur as a resill of this incident?
5 (i Don't know

bars on window, etc ¢ Yes

NANN - .

163, Did the offender(s) lake any mopeNperchandibe, \> s I Guard, watchman 4. Were you, the owner, 07, any employee presex! hﬁ\\ J ¥ 75 No -~ SKIP lo 152

equipment, ot stpplies? \ 6} Wasch dog incident was occuriag: b. Who was killed? ¢. How many?
1{_]Yes k 7.7 Firearms 177 Yes

L it that apciy!
2} ;No — SKIP tpr783 co 2" |No ~SKIP lo 10 fHark (X) alf that Apeiy
- 8 | Cameras 3771 Don't know P{T]Owner(s) L

o\

9, [ Mirrors g T
b Ho \,\ AP [ : . Did the person hyldy u up havé,a oy or something cmp! e .
How much money ket § K AL Locks 5a, Did the pers R e\ apotte of wiench? 2] Employees

: that was used as’
e :‘uhallnasstl;;‘e lgla' Vawrchandnse, equipment, o1 8 | ' Lights ~ outside or additional inside : 1070 Yes 3[ ] Customers ...~ R e Aan
o o G [} Other - Specily ¥ : 2 g"“‘t enow 5 4{7] Innocent bystander(s) . . . - - -
i1 ugl -
. 1N al ' / 1. Fhal was The weapon? (Mark (X} all that apply) § 2] Ofenterts)u v o encreres s
L. one ¢ A = . . L
% {7} Den't knaw} SKIP to 17a 20a. Were the police informed of this incident in any way? '2 : i::’m s]Polwe. .. N
VLI Ne . 37 Other ~ Specily - 7{7) Other - Specily.
d. How was the value (merchandise, equipment, or supplies 2{ | Don't know — SKIP to 21 ‘ T i me? K
taken) determined? - : 52 How many persons were involved in committing the crime?
V[ ] Original cost i Yes — Who told them? : + {7 One — Continue with 6b below
2{_]Replacement cost 3.1 Owner(s) : 2{ 7} Two SKIP to 150
31_] Other — Specity 4 Employee : 3 {7 Three SKiP to 8e - -
5} Someone else SKIP to 21 ; 4 L} Four or mote 10. Did the offender enter, attempt to enter, or remain in this

s [-] bon't know — SKIP to 7a

172, How much, if any, of the sfolen money and or property 6t establishment illegally?

was tecovered by Insurance? -} Police on scene

T ’ was? -
b. What was the teasen this incident was not reported | b. How old would you say the pelrsonm t{2]Yes
s to the palice? (mark (X} atl that apply) " U;“'; 12 :[} 2?';" over 2CINo
. . ) 20 12~
- Vi..[ Nothin 1d be done ~ lack of proaf | R . i ncident Reporl. Enter al the lop-ol
i b & cou one — lack of proa 15 Don't know Discontinue use of Incident Rep he top
v 1] None ~ Why not? F 271 Did hink H AL -0 §L | Don't kno fhis sheel - Out of Scope~Larceny,” erase incident
1] Didn't report it ! Didnot think it important encugh ‘ Was the person male or female? umber. shange the answers 10 scteening questions 1015,
e por 3777 Pol . : ¢ P ’ ohange number of incidents In ltem 19, page 1, and go
2 {} Does not have insurance :‘f olice wouldn't want to be bothered t[ZjMale an léqme next reported incident. 11 no other Incidents
3[ . ]Not settted yet 4%} Did not want to take the time ~ too inconvenient i 2{7] Female are reported, return fo page 1 and complete items ,
i ! i H 3{7] Don't know 8 and 9 and end the Inlarview.
4[] Policy has a deductible 5!} Private or personal matter, did not want to report it :
. 3i.}Money andror merchandise was recovered &17] Did nat want to get involved : d. Was he (she) ~ 11, DId the olfender{s} actually get in o just try to get in2
% [.]Don't know 7 7] Afeald of reprisal ( v Vgl”lek?7 1 [T Actuall. got in
. ! ac ’
' H : lo7a
b, :l(::« ‘mtclch. Hdagy, of the slll?ler{hmo"iey and ot properly :~: g::mned o s:meune alse : Dther? — Specily SKIP lo 2[] Just med 10 get in
ecovesed by means other than insuranc .-} Qther — Specily = .
fancet ' ey : 47 Don’t know 12. Was there a broken window, broken lock, alarmd orany
$ ; ¢. How old would you say the youngest person was? other evidence that the offender(s) forced (iried lo force)
v TRene — 3 : ' 1] Under 12 477} 18220 his (their) way in?
% (7] Don't know} SKIP to 18a 21. INTERVIEWER ), Are there more Incidents : 2l 112-t4 st é'O:.'Lc;‘Z";'W— SKIP to 6 1) ves
¢, By whal means was the stol 7 CHECK ITEM to record? 3["115-17 6171 - 2[7] No — SKIP to 14
] en / - .
property recovered? money and’or "1 No — Retum 1o page 1, f, How old would you say the oldest person was?
e complate items 8 and ; V{7 Under 12 a7]16-20 13. Whal was the evidence? (aark all that applv)
. ETJ oliee 1 9. and end inlarviaw, ; 2] 1214 s 121 or over t [ Broken lock or window
21"} Other — Spocity "} Yes — FIll the nex! Incident : 371817 6 {77 Don"t know 3
Report, : - - 2 Forced doar .
NoTes ; g. Were they male or female? 2 £1 Atarm SKIP 10 158
1 [ All male 3{"]Mate and female e
2 % All female 4 {77 Don't know 4{"} Other - Speclly
h, Were they = 14, How did the offenderis} get In (try to get n)?
! rf.‘} g:‘; ‘glhal!:i; 1 [[] Through unjocked doat or window
2 et
: 3177 Only other? - Specily 2 [ JHad a key
; 4[] Some combination? = Speety e 3 {7] Other — Specily
i $ [T} Don't know &[] Don't krew
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INCIDENT REPORT - Continved

153, Was anything damaged in this incident? For example
a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, elpc. '
¥ ;Yes
2 " No — SKIP to 18a

18a. DBid you, the ownes, or any employee here | i
from wotk because of lhisyincipdezl? f¢ lose any fime

+. 1 Yes — How many people? Number
—

b. Was (were) the damaged itemis) repaired or replaced?
1 7] Yes ~ SKIP to 15d

| U

H Ne - SKIP to 19a

b. How many work days were lost allogether?

v ] No cost — SKIP to 16a
X . | Oon't know

e. Who pald or wilf pay for the lepalrs;r'?eﬁa.c‘e?é;ﬁ
(Mark (X} all thal apply)
1{_i This business

2 {No
c. How much would it cost to repair o1 re ? Lo bemm iy
et p place the damages? 2. t5days
1 Al days e
o NETY SKiP t0 150 + Over 10 anrs ~ HOW maylemr |
__iDon’t know 5 Don't know b et o
d. How much did it cost o repair or replace the damages? 19a. Were any security measuses taken after this incident to
s protect the establishment from future incidents?
s iy s et 1 “Yes

2. No ~ SKIP 10 201 Y

-

; Algrrh sy stem - o\tskle Yinging

x| }Dan't know} SKiP to 17a

2 “'i [ Insurance < " BurdlaAatarm ~ insYd@ ringing
3!} Owner of building {}andlord) - Centedt alg
41" | Other — X \
. ' : O =“' Specily (\ Y " Reinforcing dovices, grates, gates
(.} Don't know N \ \\\“ \\ bars on window, etc '
16a. Did the offender(s) take any mangy\merchand{s \) Guard, watchman
equipment, or supplies? & 6, Watch dog
7 i Firearms
L] Gameras
B e~—— 9 . Mirrors
m '”}:m/k 7 S ' A Locks
c. What was the total Vatue of merchandise, equi !
¥ nt 8 hts ~ o 2
supplles taken? , equipment, or . ;;: s suu;s;de r additignal insi e
- Other ~ Specily —
s [u]
v |_INone

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

d, How was the value (merchandise, equi| i
taken) detarmined? eauipment, or supplies

1{_Jjoriginal cost
2{7] Replacement cost
31} Other - Specity

2 Dan’t know — SKIP 1o 21
Yes ~ Hho told lhem’!7

3 Owner{s)

4 ; Employee
SKIP to 21

17a, How much, il any, of the stolen money and
was recavered by insurance? Y and‘or property

S
v ] None ~ ¥hy not? s
1 ] Didn’t report it
2{ ]} Does not have insursnce
31 | Not settted yet
4{" ] Policy has a deductible

. 5} _}Money and/or merchandise was recovered
X [ jDon't know

b, How much, if any, of the stolen money and‘or
' ' / e
was recovered by means olhes than Inysurance?pm,J fly

s -[o0]

s [ i Somecne eise
&, . Police on sgene

. What was the reason this incident was nol reported
to the police? tMark 1) alt that applys ’

1", Nothing could be one - tack of proof

o

2§ Did not think it important enough
37} Police wouldn’t want to be bothered
4" | Did not want to take the time - too inconvenient
s | _] Private or petsonal matter, did not want to report st
6} Did not want to get invalved
71 Afsard of reprisai
8" | Reported to someone slss
9 Dther ~ Spacily
-

v [ }Nene
x ] Don' know SKIP to 18a

c. By what means was the stolen money and’or
property recovered?

21. INTERVIEWER Are there more Incidents
CHECK ITER to record?

{7 No — Retum to page 1,
complale ilems 8 and

1 {_:) Police 9. and end (ntetview.
2{_} Other ~ Specify T]Yes = ;/Il the next incident
eport.
NOTES i

FORM CVS5.10) 18:24:74)
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APPENDIX Il

TECHNICAL INFORMATION
ON THE HOUSEHOLD SURVEYS

With respect to crimes against persons and
households, results contained in this publication are
based on data collected through two separate surveys
in each city, conducted during the first quarter of 1973
and 1975. The required information was gathered
from persons residing within the city limits of each of
the five jurisdictions, including those living in certain
types of group quarters, such as dormitories, rooming
houses, and religious group dwellings. Nonresidents
of each city, including tourists and commuters, did
not fall within the scope of the surveys. Similarly,
crewmembers of merchant vessels, Armed Forces per-
sonnel living in military barracks, and institutional-
ized 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. The
reference period for each round of surveys consisted
of 12 months, ending with the month prior to the
month of interview.

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
exceptions to the requirement for personal interview
applied to 12- and [3-year-olds, incapacitated
persons, and individuals who were absent from the
household during the entire field interview period; for
these persons, interviewers were required to obtain
proxy responses from a knowledgeable adult member
of the household. Survey records were processed and
weighted, yielding results representative both of each
city’s population as a whole and of sectors within the
population. Because they are based on a sample
survey rather than a complete enumeration, the
results are estimates.

SAMPLE DESIGN AND SIZE

The basic frames from which the samples were
drawn for the two household surveys in each of the
five cities were the complete housing inventories for
each city, as determined by the 1970 Census of
Population and Housing. For the purpose of sample
selection, each city’s housing units were distributed
among 105 strata on the basis of various characteris-
tics. Occupied units, which comprised the majority,
were grouped into 100 strata defined by a combina-
tion of the following characteristics: type of tenure
(owned or rented); number of household members
(five categories); household income (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.
Furthermore, a single stratum incorporated group
quarters.

To account for units built after the 1970 Census,
samples were drawn, by means of independent clerical
operations, of permits issued for the construction of
residential housing within each city. This enabled
persons occupying housing built after 1970 to be
properly represented in the surveys.

Detailed information concerning sample size and
rates of response among persons eligible for the
surveys is given in Table I of this appendix. With
respect to both sample size and response rates,
differences from city to city and between the first and
second surveys for any given city were relatively
small. For the 1975 round of surveys, an average of

12,020 housing units per city was designated for the
sample. Of these, an average of 1,449 per city were
visited by interviewers but were found to be vacant,
demolished, converted to nonresidential use, tempor-
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116 HOUSEHOLD SURVEYS

arily occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise ineligibie
for. the survey. At an average of an additional 412
units vis'ited by interviewers it was impossible to
conduct interviews because the occupants could not
be fefiched after repeated calls, did not wish to
participate in the survey, or were unavailable for

other reasons, Thus, interviews were taken with the

occupants of an average of 10,159 housing units per
city, ‘zmd the average rate of participation among units
quqlnﬁed for interviewing was 96,1 percent, Partici-
pating units were occupied by an average of 21,995
persons age 12 and over, or some 2.2 persons of the
relevant ages per unit. Interviews were conducted with
an average of 21,696 of these persons, resulting in an
average response rate of 98.6 among eligible residents,

ESTIMATION PROCEDURE

For each of the surveys, data records generated
througl} interviewing were assigned two sets of final
tabulation weights—one for crimes against persons
f'md z}nother for crimes against households. For
Interviews conducted at housing units selected for the
saxpple, the following elements determined the final
weghts: (1) 4 basic weight, reflecting the selected
unit’s probability of being included in the sample; (2)
a fact_or to compensate for the subsampling of units, a
situation that arose in instances where the interviewer
discovered many more units at the sample address
th.an‘ had been listed in the decennial Census: (3) a
within-household noninterview adjustment, a;aplied
solely in tgbulating crimes against persons, to account
for sxtuat’lons 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 interview was not obtained; (5) a
housel.old ratio estimate factor for bringing estimates
deyeloped from the sample of 1970 housing units into
adJ.ustment with the complete Census count of such
unltg; and (6) a population ratio estimate factor
applicable only to crimes against persons, whic};
brought th.e sample estimates into accord with post-
Census‘ estimates of the population age 12 and over:
the estimator adjusted the data for possible biasesi
_reSL.lltmg from undercoverage of the population. As
indicated in the preface to this report, the sixth step

was omitted when results of the first round of surveys
were processed for the first time.

The household ratio estimation procedure was a
key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent of
sampl'mg variability, thereby reducing the margin of
error in the tabulated survey results. It also compen-
sated for the exclusion from each stratum of any
hous.eholds that already were included in samples for
certain other Census Bureau programs. The proce-
dure 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
opposqd 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 suck incidents had more than one
chance of coming into the sample. Thus, if two
persons were victimized during the same incident, the
welgm assigned 1o the record for that incident (and
associated characteristics) was reduced by half so that
double counts were not introduced in the tabulated
data. When a personal crime was reported in the
hgusehold survey as having occurred simultaneously
with a commercial burglary or robbery, it was

assgmed that the commercial survey accounted for
‘the. incident, and, therefore, it was not counted as an
incident of personal crime. However, the details of the
ptxtfzqme of the event as they related to the victimized
Individual would be reflected in the household survey
results,

For household crimes, the final weight consisted
of all steps described above except the third and sixth.
In the household sector, victimizations and incidents
are synonymous, since each distinctly separate
cnmmz_ll act was defined as having been experienced
by a single househoid. Thus, the concept of multi-
household incidents was inapplicable, and an adjust-
ment comparable to that made in the personal sector
to account for multiperson incidents was unnecessary.

SERIES VICTIMIZATIONS

As .discgss‘ed.in “The City Surveys,” information
On series victimizations against persons and house-
holds was processed separately from the main body of

survey results. For both of the surveys in each of the
five cities, Table II lists the estimated number of series
victimizations by type of crime. These series victimi-
zations, tabulated by number of series rather than by
number of victimizations, each consist of a grouping
of three or more criminal acts similar, if not identical,
in nature and incurred by individuals age 12 and
over and by households. Study is underway con-
cerning the nature of series victimizations, focusing
on their relationship to nonseries victimizations.

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 surveys was only
one of a large number of possible samples of equal
size that could have been used applying the same
sample design and selection procedures., Estimates
derived from different samples may vary somewhat;
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a
complete census had been taken using the same
schedules, instructions, and interviewers.

The standard error of a survey estimate is a
measure of the variation among estimates from all
possible samples and is, therefore, a gauge of the
precision with which the estimate from a particular
sample approximates the average result of all possible
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
may or may not be contained in any particular
computed interval. The chances are about 68 out of

100 that the survey estimate would differ from the
average result of all possible samples by less than one
standard error. Similarly, the chances are about 90
out of 100 that the difference would be less than 1.6
times the standard error; about 95 out of 100 that it
would be less than 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
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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 estimate plus or minus two standard
errors.
In addition to sampling error, the estimates
presented in this report are subject to so-called
nonsampling error. Major sources of such error are
related to the ability of respondents to recall
victimization experiences and associated details that
occurred 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 victimization
surveys, Besides reasons relating to memory failure,
the coverage of assault probably 1s deficient because
of the observed tendency of victims to underreport to
interviewers those 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 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 determined.

Methodological research undertaken in prepara-
tion for the National Crime Survey program indicated
that substantially fewer incidents of crime are
reported when one household member reports for all
persons residing in the household than when each
household member is interviewed individually.
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted as
a general rule; allowances for proxy response under
the contingencies discussed earlier are the only
exceptions to the rule.
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118 HOUSEHOLD SURVEYS

Additional nonsampling errors can result fro
incomplete or eironecus 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 observation,
with retraining and reinterviewing, as appropriate, as
well as edit procedures in the field and at the clerical
and computer processing stages, were utilized to keep
such errors at an acceptably low level. As calculated
for these surveys, the standard errors partially
measure only those nonsampling errors arising from
random response and interviewer errors; they do not,
however, take into account any systematic biases in
the data.

Concerning the reliability of data from the
household surveys, it should be noted that estimates
based on zero or 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 this report. For both
of the surveys, the minimum estimates considered
sufficiently reliable to serve as bases for statistics
relevant to the personal and household sectors were as
follows: Chicago, 1,000; Detroit, 450; Los Angeles,
1,000; New York, 2,500; and Philadelphia, 600.

As they appear in the report’s data tables, all
absolute values—including numbers of victimizations
and incidents, as well as control figures (bases) shown
parenthetically on rate tables—have been rounded to
the nearest hundredth. Relative figures (whether rates

or percentages) were calculated from unrounded
figures.

COMPUTATION AND
APPLICATION OF THE
STANDARD ERROR

For each of the five cities, first and second survey
results presented in this report were tested to
determine whether or not statistical significance cculd
be associated with observed differences, or changes.
Differences between corresponding pairs of values
from each survey were tested to determine whether
they were significant at 2.0 standard errors (95 percent
confidence level) or 1.6 standard errors (90 percent
confidence level). The results of these tests are noted

on the data tables by means of asterisks. For purposes
of this report, apparent differences that failed the 90
percent level test were not considered statistically
significant.

For personal and household crimes, three proce-
dures for computing standard errors and for perform-
ing tests of significance with values other than those
already tested in the preparation of this report are
described below.

. With respect to /levels (or absolute numbers) of
victimizations or incidents for a given city, the
procedure for computing the standard error of a
difference is given by the following formula:

Standard error of the difference (Xl - Xz)

4:‘/\']2 (4|+/‘€1)+X22 (az+%")

The symbols are defined as follows:
X - the estimated level for a given crime category,
1972,
X; - the estimated level for the corresponding crime
category, 1974.
Parameters developed from the full sample and
a obtained when generalizing the standard errors.
b For each city and survey, “a” and “b” parameters
o \ Were o.btz}ined for personal victimizations, per-
by sonal 1nc1df:nts, and household victimizations.
These are displayed on Table III, at the end of
this appendix.

To illustrate the use of the formula, Data Table |
for Philadelphia shows that the estimated number of
victimizations from personal crimes of violence was
93,600 in 1972 and 71,600 in 1974. Substituting the
appropriate values into the formula yields:

Standard error of the difference (93,600 - 71,600)

80.895671

(93,600)2 (00050047040 + 93,600

76.069503
2 e et
(71,600) (00021365657 + 71,600

=\/8,760,960,000 (.0013647403893) +
5.126,560,000 (.0012760797962)

=11,956,435.961041 + 6,541,899.640007

=V 18,498,335.601048

= 4,300.969, which rounds to 4,301.

The chances are 68 out of 100 that the difference
(93,600 - 71,600 = 22,000) lies between 17,699 and
26,301 (22,000 plus or minus 4,301) and 95 out of 100
that the difference is between 13,398 and 30,602
(22,000 plus or minus 8,602). The ratio of differences
to their standard errors defines values that can t?e
equated to levels of significance. For examPle, a ratio
of about 2.0 (or more) denotes that the difference 1s
significant at the 95 percent confidence level (or
higher); a ratio ranging between about 1.6 and 2.0
indicates that the difference is significant at a
confidence level between 90 and 95 percent; and a
ratio of less than about 1.6 defines a level of
confidence below 90 percent. In the above example,
the ratio of the difference (22,000) to its standard
error (4,301) equals 5.12. Therefore, it was cqnglugied
that the difference between the nuniber of victimiza-
tions for 1972 and 1974 was statistically significant at
a confidence level exceeding 95 percent.

The formula below represents the procedure for
calculating the standard error of absolute differences
between the rates of victimization shown on Data
Tables 3-8 and 11-17 for each city and for the
percentages displayed on Data Tables 9, 10, and 20.

Standard error of the difference (p - P2)

.= \/bT'xpl x (I-p) + b2 X ;2 X (1-p2)

Y Y

The symbols are defined as follows:

pi - a victimization rate (e.g., 52.3 per 1,009) ora
percent (5.2%) for 1972; the value 1s ex-
pressed in decimal form, i.e., .0523 (rate) or
052 (percent).
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p: - the yictimization rate or percent for 1974,
also expressed in decimals.

by and by - The parameters described above and

listed in Table 1.

Y, - the number of persons (or households) in the
group on which the 1972 rate is based; or, the
base for a 1972 percent. ‘

Y» - the number of persons (or households) in the
group on which the 1974 rate is based; or, the
base for a 1974 percent.

To illustrate the application of this formula, Data
Table 13 for Philadelphia shows that the household
larceny rate among households headed by persons age
50-64 was 65.5 per 1,000 households in 1972 and 63.8
in 1974. Substituting the appropriate values into the
formula yields the following:

Standard error of the difference (.0655 - .0638)

67.015244) (.0655) (.9345)
176,362

(69.647834) (.0638) (.9362)
174,155

= /4.101986331429 |
176,362

= 0000232589011 + .0000238869655

= v.,0000471458666

= .006866

The confidence interval at one standard error around
the difference of .0017 would be from -.0052 to .0086
{.0017 plus or minus .0069). The ratio of thfe difference
(.0017) to its standard error (‘0068§6? is equal to
0.248, a figure that is below the 1.6 minimum lf:vel of
confidence applied in this report. Thus, it was
concluded that the apparent change betweeq the two
victimization rates was not statistically signlf}cant.
A third formula was used for calculating the
standard error associated with each re{ati\.’e change
{or percent difference) between victimization rates.
This formula, appearing below, differed from that
used in calculating the standard error of the absolute
differences between the victimization rates them-
selves. Consequently, the results of the significance
tests differed in certain instances. The formula,
incorporating symbols defined previously, was used

4.160034479773
174,155
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Table I. Household surveys: Sample size and rates of response,
by city and year of survey
Chicago Detroit Los Angeles New York Philadelphia
Item 1973 1975 1973 1975 1973 1975 1973 1975 1373 1975
Number of housing units
Designated 12,126 12,508 12,100 11,811 11,981 11,967 11,913 11,732 12,173 12,082
Eligible 10,425 10,997 10,279 9,941 10,589 10,766 10,757 10,421 10,722 10,730
Interviewed 9441 10,675 9,866 9,586 10,412 10,505 10,229 9,906 10,035 10,124
| Response rate 90.6% 97.1% 96.0% 96.4% 98.3% 97.6% 95.1% 95.1% 93.6% oL.4%
Number of persons
j Eligible 21,378 23,778 22,266 20,967 21,702 21,546 21,489 21,045 22,671 22,641
| Interviewed 20,682 23,647 21,810 20,697 21,412 21,281 21,128 20,647 22,382 22,208 ,
Response rate 96.7% 99.4% 98.0% 98.7% 98.7% 98.8% 98.3% 98,14 98.7% 98.1%
Table I1. Personal and household crimes: Number of series victimizations,
by sector, type of crime, and city, 1972 and 1974
Chicago Detroit Los Angeles New York Philadelphia
Sector and type of crime 1572 157% 1972 1575, 1572 197 1972 197 1972 1974
Personal sector 26,900 24,000 11,900 11,400 30,400 24,500 41,400 38,800 17,800 10,400
Crimes of violence 17,100 13,300 7,400 7,500 14,900 12,400 23,900 19,300 10,900 5,800
Rape 1100 1200 1200 1100 2600 1500 1600 10 1200 1100
Robbery 5,600 4,700 2,400 1,900 3,600 2,900 12,100 6,700 4,100 1,800 X
Robbery with injury 2,000 1,500 900 800 1,000 1800 3,800 11,200 1,100 1500
Robbery without injury 3,600 3,200 1,500 1,200 2,600 2,100 8,300 5,400 3,000 1,300
Assault 11,400 8,400 4,800 5,600 10,700 9,000 11,100 12,600 6,600 3,900
Aggravated assault 4,300 3,600 2,200 2,600 2,900 2,600 3,800 5,100 2,300 1,600
With injury 1,400 1800 500 1400 1,000 1700 1300 12,400 1500 1500
Attempted assault with a weapon 2,900 2,800 1,800 2,200 1,900 1,900 3,500 2,700 1,700 1,100
Simple assault 7,000 4,700 2,600 2,900 7,800 6,400 7,300 7,500 4,300 2,300 -
With injury 1,200 1900 100 500 1,000 1,800 11,200 11,800 700 1300 )
Attempted assault without a c
weapon 5,800 3,800 2,200 2,500 6,800 4,600 6,200 5,700 3,700 2,000 &
Crimes of theft 9,900 10,700 4,500 3,900 15,400 12,100 17,500 19,500 6,900 4,600 m
Personal larceny with conbact 1500 1600 1400 1200 1400 1300 2,700 12,100 1500 1300 sy
Personal larceny without contact 9,400 10,000 1,100 3,700 15,000 11,800 14,900 17,500 6,500 1,300 o
Household sector 18,000 16,800 9,600 8,700 27,200 29,200 27,200 26,300 9,800 6,600 E
Burglary 10,300 8,600 5,300 4,500 11,800 10,300 14,000 12,800 3,700 2,800 »
Forcible entry 1,600 1,600 2,700 2,500 5,100 4,100 - 6,900 5,100 1,600 1,600 et
Untawful entry without force 2,200 1,400 1,100 1,100 3,600 4,200 2,600 2,200 1500 1400 =
Attempted forcible entry 3,600 2,600 1,500 1,000 3,100 2,100 4,500 5,600 1,500 900 <
Household larceny 6,400 7,000 3,500 3,000 14,700 16,800 10,600 10,100 5,300 3,400 m
Motor vehicle theft 1,300 1,200 800 1,200 1700 2,100 2,600 3,400 800 14,00 =5

NOTE: Detail may not add to itotal shovm because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on zero or on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisiically unreliable.
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S T W 2 Commercial victimization surveys conducted in  ble establishments of all types and selected nonbusi-
% S N s ao 88 g9 ge B89 | selected cities, including tl}e five cov‘ered by this  ness organizations located within each segment
O g 3| B8 8§90 28 gd ZE | report, have focused on business establishments, but  during the field survey were eligible for inclusion in
T e s 8 %] ¢9 £8 S8 $p o3 coverage has extended to other organizations, suchas  the sample. Segments already being sampled in
£ 8 T c %“‘ o DAAREA those engaged in religious, political, and cultural  connection with the nationwide commercial victimi-
o a—) - 8 5 activities. Ur}its of F.ederal, State, gnd local govern-  zation survey were excluded from the sample.
ch a5 \‘G_) ?_3.“ 8o s ﬁg o we ment operating within the city limits generally have For the first and second surveys in each city,
- %PS; §§ §§ Sg %E §§ been excluded. 1In applicable cities, however,  details concerning sample size and rates of response
o ‘E qu“z) w |HE] 3% X8 8§ B8R 93 government-operated liquor stores and transporta-  among eligible commercial establishments appear in
L ,=0 5 g g 88 §§ g8 88 tion systems were within the scope of the survey, these  Table IV of this appendix. In the second round of
',:E_' 8 -g x(a _ oot e e having been the only exceptions to the general  surveys, an average of about 5,030 businesses (in-
o c ) exclusion of government entities. Organizations other  cluding other organizations) per city was designated
- Qv 'g > : | than businesses have accounted for a relatively small  for the sample. Of these, an average of 1,661 were
5 13?-') < "g g %8 28 wg no 89 part of each gity sa-mple. Survey data were personally f’ound' to be out of business at the time of the field
R = o ® gfg 85 9% E8 RE &2 gathered by interviewers from the operators (usually  interviews, no longer operating at the designated
= 2 35| 82 88 gg 48 82 managers or owners) of businesses and other  address, or otherwise ineligible to participate. At an
20905 :g“‘ - on participating organizations. Because they are based  average of an additional 96 establishments it was
_8 » e N on sample surveys rather than complete enumera-  impossible to conduct interviews because the operator
o ‘é 0 g% By ww o8 go on tions, all results are estimates. could not be reached, declined to participate in the
© - .= E g8 9y o &R As in the household surveys, eligible businesses in  survey, or was otherwise not available. Therefore
c - A5 2o A IF 32 83 ! ! ' !
© L% gf’% gﬁ R 3%‘ SR 8% each of the five cities were surveyed twice, during the  interviews were taken in an average of about 3,273
=T g £ § §§ § 3 §§ §§ first quarter of 1973 and 1975. The reference period  establishments per city, and the average response rate
3 & il ' for each round of surveys consisted of 12 months, among businesses eligible to participate was 97.1
8 ’8 o ending with the month that preceded the month of  percent.
‘5 8 Q. interview,
A w»n
—_— Q 2
=5 SAMPLE DESIGN AND SIZE ESTIMATION PROCEDURE
ot
% E For the purposes of sample selection, each of the
I o cities was segmented into geographical units known to For each of the surveys, data records produced by
~ ] 2 3 have contained at least four but not more than six  the interviews were assigned final weights, applied to
T o B %N - T -;': N commer_cial‘establishments, w_hether retail', service, or each' u§al?le fiata record, enabling city-wide estimgtes
2 E§§ 285 Tog T&h §§§ a combination of the two kinds. Establishments of  of victimization data to be tabulated. The final weight
8ls & 8 2 A other types were not taken into consideration in  was the product of the following elements: (1) a basic

designing the sample; nevertheless, visually recogniza-

weight, reflecting each selected establishment’s proba-

123




124 COMMERCIAL SURVEYS

bility of being in the sample; (2) an adjustment for
noninterviews; and (3) a factor to account for
establishments that were in operation during only
part of the surveys’ reference period.

The noninterview adjustment was equal to the
total number of data records required for-each
particular kind of business divided by the number of
usable records actually collected. The factor to
account for establishments that were not in operation
during the entire 12-month time frame was applied
only to the number of incidents involving such
businesses and not the complete inventory of those
establishments. This factor was obtained by multiply-
ing the basic weight of each part-year operator by 12
and dividing the resulting product by the number of
months the establishment was active during the
reference period. Then, the result was multiplied by
the ratio of required records divided by the number of
usable records, the result being applied to the record
of each part-year operator.

In contrast to the estimation procedure used in the
personal and household sectors, it was not necessary
to process series victimizations separately in the
commercial sector because recordkeeping generally
enabled respondents to provide details concerning all
victimizations, including any that may have occurred
in series. Thus, all reported cases of burglary and
robbery (up to a maximum of 10 incidents per crime)
against commercial establishments are reflected in the
data tables.

RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES

As indicated, statistical data presented in this
publication concerning the criminal victimization of
commercial establishments are estimated that were
derived through probabilitv sampling methods rather
than from complete enumerations. For each survey,
the sample used was only one of many of equal size
that could have been selected 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 complete
enumeration using the same data collection proce-
dures and processing methods. Similarly, the results

obtained by averaging data from a number of
subsamples of the whole sample would be expected to
give an order of magnitude of the variance between
any single subsample and the grouping of subsamples.
Such a technique, known as the random group
method, was used for calculating the coefficients of
variation, or relative errors, for estimates generated
by the surveys. Because ine relative errors are the
products of calculations involving estimates derived
through sampling, each error in turn is subject to
sampling variability.

As in the household surveys, estimates on crimes
against businesses are subject to nonsampling errors,
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 surveys than they were in the household
surveys. These factors include the greater likelihood
of recordkeeping and of reporting to the police by
businesses, as well as the concentration of the
commercial surveys 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
procedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributa-
ble 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 compar-
able to those used in the household surveys were
adopted to minimize such errors.

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10
or fewer sample cases have been considered unrelia-
ble. Such estimates are qualified in footnotes to the
data tables. For both of the surveys, the minimum
estimates considered sufficiently reliable to serve as
bases for statistics on commercial crimes were as
follows:; Chicago, 450; Detroit, 250; Los Angeles,
450; New York, 1,200; and Philadelphia, 300.

The numbers of commercial victimizations ap-
pearing in Data Table 1 and the control figures (bases)
shown in Data Tables 18 and 19 have been rounded to
the nearest hundredth. However, all relative figures
(whether rates or percentages) were calculated from
unrounded figures.

COMPUTATION AND
APPLICATION OF THE
STANDARD ERROR

As was the case with data from the household
surveys, results of the first and second rounds of
commercial surveys contained in this report under-
went testing to determine whether statistical signifi-
cance could be attached to observed differences, or
changes. In order to meet the standards for reliability
applied in this report, each difference between a
corresponding pair of values from each survey met the
test that the difference was equivalent either to 2.0
standard errors (95 percent confidence level) or to 1.6
standard errors (90 percent confidence level). The
results of these tests are noted on the data tables by
means of asterisks, Table V, at the end of this
appendix, can be used by persons wishing to measure
the variances actually associated with selected data in
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this report—changes in the number of victimizations
and in the overall rates of victimization. To illustrate
the use of this table, Data Table 1 for Chicago shows
that the overall number of commercial burglary
victimizations was 37,000 in 1972 and 38,000 in 1974,
a difference of 2.7 percent. The applicable standard
error can be found on Table V: it is 7.8 percent,
Dividing .027 by .078 yields 0.346, which is below 1.6,
the minimum criterion for significant change used in
this report. Therefore, the change in the level of
victimizations was not considered statistically signifi-
cant,

Referring to Data Table 18 for Ghicago, it can be
seen that the 1972 rate for completed robbery was
52.6 and that the one for 1974 was 99.0, a difference of
88.2 percent, Table V shows that the appropriate
standard error is 23.7 percent. The result of dividing
.882 by .237 is 3.722, a figure surpassing 2.0 standard
errors. In this case, the increase between rates was
regarded as significant.
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unions and those parted temporarily for reasons
other than marital discord (employment, military
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced. Separat-
ed includes married persons who have a legal
separation or have parted because of marital
discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never married,
which includes those whose only matriage has
been annulled and those living together (excluding
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 taking
of a motor vehicle, including attempts at such acts.

Nonstranger— With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) are classified as having
involved nonstrangers if victim and offender are
reJated, 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 entailing
contact between victim and perpetrator,

Offense—A crime; with respect to personal crimes,
the two terms can be used interchangeably
irrespective of whether the applicable unit of
measure 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 without
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 attempt-
ed theft, without direct contact between victim
and offender, of property or cash from any place
other than the victim's home or its immediate
vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the offender
during the commission of the act.

Race—Determined by the interviewer upon observa-
tion, and asked only about persons not related to
the head of household who are not present at the
time of interview. The racial categories distin-
guished are white, black, and other.

Rape—Carnal knowledge through the use of force or
the threat of force, including attempts. Statutory
rape (without force) is excluded. Includes both
heterosexual and homosexual rape.

Rate of victimization—See “Victimization rate.”

Robbery—Theft or attempted theft, directly from a
person or a business, of property or cash by force
or threat of force, with or without a weapon,

Robbery with injury—Theft or attempted theft from a
person, accompanied by an attack, either with or
without a weapon, resulting in injury. An injury is
classified as resulting from a serious assault if a
weapon was used in the commission of the crime
or, if not, when the extent of the injury was either
serious (e.g., broken bones, loss of teeth, internal
injuries, loss of consciousness) or undetermined
but requiring 2 or more days of hospitalization.
An injury is classified as resulting from a minor
assault when the extent of the injury was minor
(e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches, swelling)
or undetermined but requiring less than 2 days of
hospitalization,

Robbery without injury—Theft or attempted theft
from a person, accompanied by force or the threat
of force, either with or without a weapon, but not
resulting in injury.

Simple assault—Attack without a weapon resulting
either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black eyes,
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined
injury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.
Also includes attempted assault without a wea-
pon.

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 victims rarely see the offender,

Tenure—Two forms of household tenancy are
distinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwel-
lings 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 establishments.

Victimization—A specific criminal act as it affects a
single victim, whether a person, household, or
commercial establishment, In criminal acts against
persons, the number of victimizations is deter-
mined by the number of victims of such acts;
ordinarily, the number of victimizations Iis
somewhat higher than the number of incidents
because more than one individual is victimized
during certain incidents, as well as because
personal victimizations that occurred in conjunc-
tion with either commercial burglary or robbery
are not counted as incidents of personal crime.
Each criminal act against a household or commer-
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cial establishment is assumed to involve a single
victim, the affected household or establishment.

Victimization rate—For crimes against persons, the
victimization rate, a measure of occurrence among
population groups at risk, is computed on the
basis of the number of victimizations per 1,000
resident population age 12 and over, For crimes
against households, victimization rates are calcu-
lated on the basis of the number of incidents per
1,000 households. And, for crimes against com-
mercial establishments, victimization rates are
derived from the number of incidents per 1,000
establishments. . :

Victimize—To perpetrate a crime against.a person,
household, or commercial establishment,

Weapon—With respect to personal crimes of violence
by armed offenders, a distinction is made between
firearms, knives, and weapons of “other” types,
such as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles; a fourth
category covers weapons of unknown types. For
each incident involving an armed offender
(offenders), survey interviewers record the type, or
types, of weapons used in the incident, not the
number of weapons. For instance, if offenders
wielded two guns and a knife during a personal
robbery, the crime is classified as one in which
weapons of each type were used,

Weapons use—For purposes of tabulation and
analysis, the mere presence of a weapon consti-
tutes “use.” In other words, expressions such as
“weapons use” apply both to situations in which
weapons served for purposes of intimidation, or
threat, and to those in which they actually were
employed as instruments of physical attack.
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