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PREFACE 

This report focuses on change in the impact of 
selected crimes of violence and theft, as determined 
by victimization surveys conducted about 2Y2 years 
apart under the National Crime Survey program in 
Atlanta, Baltimore, Cleveland, Dallas, Denver, 
Newark, Portland, and St. Louis. 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 intro­
ductory, summary, and technical information. In­
cluded 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, lar­
ceny, and motor vehicle theft; and for commercial 
establishments, they were robbery and burglary. A 
description of the crimes and of classification proce­
dures, as well as a discussion of reasons why other 
types of criminal acts were not counted by the sur­
veys, is given in the chapter entitled "The City 
Surveys." 

Carried out during July through November 1972, 
the initial surveys in the eight cities covered crimes 
that took place during the 12 months preceding the 
month of interview, a period involving months in 
both 1971 and 1972. The second round of surveys 
was conducted during March-May 1975, using 
basically the same sample design, interview proce­
dures, and questionnaires; it also covered crimes 

that occurred in a 12-month time frame, a period 
involving months in both 1974 and 1975. Thus, the 
discussion in this report compares data relating to 
two separate reference periods of equal length. For 
convenience in table construction and analysis, these 
periods are referred to as 1971/72 and 1974/75. 

In the second round of interviews, individuals in 
a representative sample averaging about 10,100 
housing units per city (some 21,000 residents) and 
the operators of an average of about 1,600 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 samplin,g variability, as well as to errors 
of response and of processing. As part of the dis­
cussion on the reliability of estimates, sources of 
error for the household surveys are noted in Appen­
dix II. Appendix III 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 be­
tween values for 1971/72 and 1974/75 met the 
statistical test that the difference was equivalent to or 
gre?ter than 2.0 standard errors or, in other words, 
tha'. 'i.~ chances were at least 95 out of 100 that the 
difference did not result solely from sampling vari­
ability. Qualified statements, manifest by such terms 
as "some indication," "less certain," "less con­
clusively," and "marginally significant" refer to a 
difference between values having a level of sig­
nificance between 1.6 and 2.0 sta,ndard errors, or 
that there was a likelihood equal to at least 90 (but 
less than 95) chances out of 100 that the difference 
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iv PREFACE 

did not result solely from sampling variability. Such 
terms as "no significant change," "about the same," 
"similar," "stable," "constant," and "unchanged" 
were used to indicate that not only were the differ­
ences, 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 con­
sidered unreliable and were not used in the analysis. 

Certain 1971/72 data appearing in this report 
are inconsistent with those published in an earlier 
study, Crime in Eight American Cities-Advance 
Report (July 1974). These inconsistencies relate to 
the number of personal incidents (Table 9 for each 
city) and to the control figures (bases) used for 
computing personal victimization rates (Tables 3 
through 8). The changes in 1971/72 data reflected 
in this publication were brought about by a modifica­
tion 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 data conected from police departments by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation and published in 
its annual report, Crime in the United States, Uni­
form Crime Reports, are inappropriate because of 
substantial differences in coverage between the sur­
veys and police statistics. A major difference arises 
from the fact that police statistics on the incidence 
of crime derive principally from reports that per­
sons make to the police, whereas survey data in­
clude criml~s not reported to the police, as well as 
those that are brought to official attention. Survey 

data for eC'.ch city reflect only those measured crimes 
experienc<.:d by residents or commercial firms of 
ihat city, even though some of these, acts took place 
outside :the city; they exclude criminal acts com­
mitted within each city against nonresidents, such 
as visitors and suburban commuters. Police statis­
tics, on the othe~ hand, include aU 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, kidnap­
ing, 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 correspondlmce between reference 
periods for results of the ci.ty surveys and published 
police statistics is not exact. 

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis­
tics, the rates for personal crimes cited in this report 
are based on victimizations rather than incidents and 
calcu1ated on the basis of the resident population 
age 12 and over rather than all residents. For 
reasons outlined in the discussion of estimation pro­
cedures, Appendix II, as wen as in the Glossary of 
Terms, personal victimizations outnumber personal 
incidents. The survey-generated rates of victimiza­
tion for crimes against households and commercial 
establishments are based, respectively, on the num­
ber 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 infonnation not otherwise available on 
the nature of crime and its impact on society by 
means of victimization surveys of the general popu­
lation. Based on representative samplings of house­
holds and commercial establishments, the surveys 
elicit information about experiences, if any, with 
selected crimes of violence and theft, including 
events that were reported to the police as well as 
those that were not. By focusing on the victim, the 
person likely to be most aware of details concern­
ing criminal events, the surveys generate a variety 
of data, including information on the circumstances 
under which such acts occurred and on their effect. 

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet under­
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data, 
victimization surveys are expected to supply the 
criminal justice community with new insights into 
crime and its victims, complementing data resources 
already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua­
tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes 
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to 
police attention. They also furnish a means for 
developing victim profiles and, for identifiable sec­
tors of society, yield information necessary to 
compute the relative risk of being victimized. Vic­
timization surveys also have the capability of 
distinguishing between stranger-to-stranger and do­
mestic violence and between armed and strong-arm 
assaults and robberies. They can tally some of the 
costs of crime in terms of injury or economic loss 
sustained, and they can provide greater understand­
ing as to why certain criminal acts are not reported 
to police authorities. Conducted periodically in the 
same area, victimization surveys provide the data 

, necessary for developing indicators sensitive to fluc­
tuations 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 amen­
able 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 specifi­
cally, they have been shown to be most applicable 
to rape, robbery, assault, burglary, motor vehicle 
th~ft, 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 comprehensive data records, as in offenses 
against government entities. l Examples of the latter 
are income tax evasion and the theft of office 
supplies. Crimes of which the victim may not be 
aware also eannot be measured effectively by the 
survey technique. Buying stolen property may fall 
into this category, as may some instances of fraud 
and embezzlement.. Attempted crimes of most types 
probably are underrecorded for this reason. Com­
mercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft and shop­
lifting) have to date not proved susceptible to 

I Other than government-operated liquor stores and trans­
portation 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 

measurement or study by means of the survey 
approach because of the limited documentation 
maintained by most commercial establishments on 
losses from these crimes. Finally, events in which 
the victim has shown a willingness to participate in 
illegal activity also are excluded. Examples of the 
latter, which are unlikely to be reported to inter­
viewers, include gambling, con games, and blackmail. 

The success of any victimization survey is highly 
contingent on the degree of cooperation that inter­
viewers receive from respondents. In the second 
round of victimization surveys conducted in the 
eight cities, interviews were obtained in an average 
of 96.8 percent of the housing units occupied by 
persons eligible for interview. In the commercial 
sector, the average response rate was 98.9 percent 
of eligible business establishments. 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 II and III of this report. 

Data from victimization surveys also are subject 
to limitations imposed by victim recall, i.e., the 
ability of respondents to remember incidents 
befalling them or their households, and by the 
phenomenon of telescoping, that is, the tendency 
of some respondents to recount incidents occur­
ring outside (usually before) the referenced time 
frame. In continuous surveys, this tendency can 
be controlled by using a bounding technique, where­
by the first interview serves as a benchmark, and 
summary records of each successive interview aid 
in avoiding duplicative reporting of criminal vic­
timization 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 tele­
scoping, and no assessment has been made con­
cerning 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 vic­
timization. Perhaps most importantly, rates of vic­
timization 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 II of this report. 

Allhough 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 pro­
cedures 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, compatible 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. 

ICrimes 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 of­
fender. Personal crimes of theft mayor may not in­
volve 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 attempt~d acts are included, and 
incidents of both homosexual and heterosexual rape 
are counted. 

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object 
is to relieve a person of property by force or the 



threat of force. The force employed may be a 
weapon (armed robbery), or physical power (strong­
arm robbery). In either instance, the victim is placed 
in physical danger, and physical injury can and 
sometimes does result. The distinction between rob­
bery with injury and robbery without injury rests 
solely on whether the victim sustained any injury, 
110 matter how minor. The distinction between a 
completed robbery and an attempted robbery cen­
ters on whether the victim sustained any loss of cash 
or property. For example, an incident might be 
classified as an attempted robbery simply because 
the victim was not carrying anything of value when 
held up at gunpoint. Attempted robberies, however, 
can be quite serious and can result in severe physical 
injury to the victim. 

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

Assaults are crimes in which the object is to do 
physical harm to the victim. The conventional forms 
of assault are "aggravated" and "r:.uple." 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 
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intent to carry out the crime. Not all threats of harm 
are issued in earnest; a verbal threat or a menacing 
gesture may have been all the offender intended. 
The intent of the offender obviously cannot be 
measured in a victimization survey. For purposes 
of this program, attempted assault with a weapon 
was classified as aggravated assault; attempted as­
sault 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 be­
lieve that incidents of assault stemming from domes­
tic quarrels are underreported in victimization sur­
veys 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 stetllth. Such 
crimes mayor may not bring the victim into direct 
contact with the offender. Personal larceny with 
contact encompasses purse snatching, attempted 
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal lar­
ceny without contact embraces the theft by stealth 
of numerous kinds of items, which need not be 
strictly personal in r,ature. 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 classify­
ing the survey-measured crimes, eaeh criminal 
event has been counted only once, by the most 
serious act that took place during the incident and 
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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 larceny. Consequently, 
if a person were both robbed and assaulted during 
the same incident, the event would b~ classified as 
robbery; but if the victim were harmed by the beat­
ing, the detailed characteristics would reveal that it 
was robbery with injury. 

Crimes against households 
All three of the measured crimes against house­

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

The most serious of the crimes' against house­
holds is burglary. Burglary is the illegal entry or 
attempted entry of a· structure. The assumption is 
that the purpose of the entry was to commit a crime, 
usually theft, but no additional offense need take 
place for the act to be classified as burglary. The 
entry may be by force, such as picking a lock, 
breaking a window, or slashing a screen, or it may 
be through an unlocked door or an open window. 
As long as the person entering had no legal right 
to be present in the structure, a burglary has occur­
red. 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 struc­
ture on the premises also constitutes household 
burglary. In fact, burglary does not necessarily have 
to occur on the premis,es. If the breaking and enter­
ing 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 remow:d from the home 
or its immediate vicinity by stealth. For a house­
hold 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 well as attempted acts involving automobiles, 
trucks, motorcycles, and other vehicles legally en­
titled 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 rela­
tively small number of offenses committed against 
certain other organizations, described in the intro­
duction 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 ex­
cept 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 estab­
lishment, as in a personal robbery, there must be 
personal confrontation and the threat or use of force. 
Commercial robberies usually occur on the premises 
of places of business, but some can happen away 
from the premises, such as during the holdup of 
sales or delivery personnel away from the establish-
ment. .. 

-~ 



SUMMARY FINDINGS 

For each of the eight cities, this summary is based 
on percent changes in the rates of criminal victim­
ization from the first and second surveys. Ail 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.l 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. 

Atlanta 
Except for the household larceny rate, which 

rose some 15 'percent, rates for each of the other 
crimes measured in the Atlanta surveys either were 
lower in 1974/75 than in 1971./72 or were not 
significantly changed. Rape and personal robbery 
were among the offenses having basically the same 
rates for the two reference periods. A 21 percent 
decrease in the rate for assault caused a 9 percen,t 
drop in the overall rate for violent personal crime, 
although the basis for the latter change was statis­
tically marginal. There was some indication of a 

~ With 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 find­
ings," where the discussion. of changes in victimization rates 
is based mainly on absolute differences. BoRh standard error 
calculations are described in Appendix IT. 

decrease in the rate for personal larceny without con­
tact and a decline of 7 percent in the overall rate 
for personal crimes of theft. The household bur­
glary rate remained basically unchanged; the 16 
percent drop in the motor vehicle theft rate was less 
than conclusive. In 1974/75, the rates for com­
mercial burglary and robbery were lower by 30 and 
22 percent, respectively, than in 1971/72. 

Baltimore 
According to the Baltimore surveys, the likeli­

hood of experiencing any of the measured personal 
crimes, in addition to household larceny and motor 
vehicle theft, was appreciably greater in 1974/75, 
than during the earlier period. As a group, personal 
crimes of violence had a rate some two-fifths higher 
in 1974/75. Rate increases characterized each of 
the three violent crimes, although less than con­
clusively with respect to rape, and also carried over 
to the main subcategories of personal robbery and 
assault. The overall rate for personal crimes of theft 
rose by about one-third, with each of the two forms 
of personal larceny contributing to this change. 
Household burglary and commercial robbery were 
the only crimes for which the percent changes be­
tween rates were not significant. The rate for com­
mercial burglary, however, was some 19 percent 
lower i? 1974/75 than earlier. 

Cleveland 
As determined by the Cleveland surveys, vic­

timization rates for a majority of the measured of­
fenses were significantly higher in 1974/75 than 
during the earlier reference period, by anywhere 

5 
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from 14 percent (personal robbery) to 34 percent 
(assault). A 36 percent rise in the rate for personal 
robbery with injury triggered the upturn in the per­
sonal robbery rate, although the statistical basis for 
the latter change was marginal. Both the simple and 
aggravated forms of assault contributed to the higher 
overall incidence of that crime. In turn, these 
changes for robbery and assault caused a 24 per­
cent increase in the rate for personal crimes of vio­
lence, with the rape rate remaining basically un­
changed. The overall rate for personal crimes of 
theft also was higher in 1974/75 than earlier, by 
about one-fifth; this was caused by a significant in­
crease in the rate for the main component, personal 
larceny without contact. Rates for two of the house­
hold crimes (burglary and household larceny) also 
rose in 1974/75, with the rate for motor vehicle 
theft having undergone no significant change. Mar­
ginal statistical significance could be associated with 
the 22 percent increase in the rate for commercial 
robbery, whereas the commercial burglary rate re­
mained about the same. 

Dallas 
Assessment of the relative changes between the 

rates of victimization for 1971/72 vs. 1974/75 re­
vealed that the risks of victimization for Dallas 
residents and businesses generally were greater in 
the latter period. There were no statistically sig­
nificant decreases in the rates for 1974/75. Personal 
robbery without injury and aggravated assault, the 
rates for which rose by about one-fourth, touched 
off a 13 percent increase in the rate for personal 
crimes of violence as a group; however, the statis­
tical basis for the change in the rate for personal 
robbery without injury was less than firm. Con­
sidering these offenses separately, the rape rate 
remained essentially unchanged, the persona.! rob­
bery rate rose 23 percent, and the assault rate went 
up 11· percent, a marginally significant change. 
Amounting to 62 and 19 percent, respectively, the 
rate increases for personal larceny with contact and 
for personal larceny without contact ~rought about 
a 21 percent rise in the 1974/75 ov.rall rate for 
personal crimes of theft. The third forr. of larceny, 
that against households, also rose by at ')ut 21 per­
cent. Household and commercial burglm y each had 

a higher incidence in the more recent year, but the 
rates for motor vehicle theft and commercial rob­
bery remained constant. 

Denver 
Characterized by a lack of statistically significant 

change, the rates of victimization determined by the 
Denver surveys suggest that, with certain excep­
tions, the threat of being a victim of crime was not 
altogether different during the two reference periods. 
Stability in rates was especially pronounced with 
respect to personal larcenies. The rates for house­
hold and commercial burglary, together with that for 
motor vehicle theft, also were similar for the two 
periods. In contrast, household larceny was one of 
two crimes linked to statistically significant rate in­
creases for 1974/75; the rise amounted to 11 per­
cent. With a rate increase of some 45 percent, 
commercial robbery was the other offense with a 
significantly higher rate. A statistically marginal up­
turn in the rate for violent personal crime probably 
stemmed from an equally tentative rise in the 
aggravated assault rate, although other categories 
of violent crime remained basically unchanged. 

Newark 
With one exception, the victimization rates for 

1974/75 either declined significantly or remained 
essentially unchanged from those measured by the 
first household and commercial surveys in Newark. 
Despite marginal indication that the aggravated 
assault rate was about one-fourth higher in 1974/75 
than in 1971/72, the overall rate for violent personal 
crime dropped some 10 percent; this decrease largely 
was attributable to a rate for personal robbery 
without injury that was some 22 percent lower in 
1974/75. The rise in the rate for aggra'lated assault 
was not strong enough to bring about a significant 
change in the overall assault rate. The rates for 
rape, robbery wit.h iIljury, and simple assault re­
mained about thl.: same. A lower 1974/75 rate for 
personal crimes of theft was linked to a substantial 
(31 percent) drop in the rate for personal larceny 
with contact, as the rate for the largest component 
of this crime (i.e., personal larceny without contact) 



remained stable. The rates for household and com­
mercial burglary both were about one-fifth lower in 
1974/75 than in 1971/72, but the seeming rate 
increases for the remaining household and commer­
cial crimes were not statistically significant. 

Portland 
Portland's residents and businesses generally 

were more apt to have been victimized in 1974/75 
than in 1971/72. Induced by a 30 percent upturn 
in the assault rate, the overall rate for violent per­
sonal crime was about one-fifth higher in 1974/75 
than in 1971/72; however, the rate for personal 
robbery remained basically unchanged, and the 
apparent increase in the rape rate was statistically 
insignificant. The generally higher incidence of vio­
lent crimes was especially pronounced with respect 
to aggravated assault, the rate for whieh was two­
fifths higher in 1974/75 than earlier. A 16 percent 
increase in the overall rate for personal crimes of 
theft stemmed chiefly from a similar rise in the 
rate for personal larceny without contact. Except 
for motor vehicle theft, the rate for which was not 
significantly changed, the rates for household bur­
glary and larceny were higher in 1974/75 than in 
197'1/72. Contrasting with the stability that char­
acterized the rate for personal robbery, the com-
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mercial robbery rate was some seven-tenths higher 
in 1974/75. The commercial burglary rate also was 
up, by some 18 percent, a change of marginal sig­
nificance. 

St. Louis 
Results of the St. Louis surveys indicate that 

personal crimes of violence were relatively more 
prevalent in 1974/75 than in 1971/72, despite the 
absence of a significant change in the rape rate. 
Rates for personal robbery and assault were up 
some 20 and 14 percent, respectively, although 
the latter change was marginally significant. The 
higher robbery rate was attributable chiefly to a 
relative increase in the rate for robbery without 
injury (up 31 percent). The overall rate for per­
sonal crimes of theft also was up, by about 26 per-' 
cent, mainly on the strength of a higher rate for 
personal larceny without contact. Among erimes 
against households, rates for the two more prevalent 
offenses (burglary and larceny) were higher in 
1974/75, although the upturn was less than con­
clusive with respect to burglary; the motor vehicle 
theft rate remained essentially the same. The rates 
for both commercial crimes changed significantly­
down some 23 percent for burglary and up about 
53 percent for robbery. 



Table A. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Percent of change 
between victimization rates for 1971/72 and 1974/75, 

by sector, type of crime, and city 

Sector and type of crime Atlanta Baltimore Cleveland Dallas Denver Newark Portland St. Louis 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence **-9.0 *+40.5 *+24·4 *+12.8 **+6.4 *-10.2 *+20.4 *+15.0 

Rape 0.0 **+78.6 +10.0 -15.0 -16.7 +7.1 +42.3 -28.6 
Robbery +12.8 *+31.4 **+14·4 *+23.0 +9.2 *-19.2 -4.8 *+20.3 

Robbery with injury +10.5 *+32.5 *+35.7 +22.2 +10.7 -12.8 +14.6 -2.0 
Robbery without injury +12.7 *+30.4 +7.2 **+24·7 +8.5 *-22.0 -12.8 *+31.1 

Assault *-20.7 *+47.5 *+33.8 **+11.0 +6.9 +9.9 *+29.5 **+13.7 
Aggravated assault *-16.9 *+57.7 *+30.3 *+24. 1 **+14.2 **+24.6 *+40.0 +10.9 
Simple assault *-25.0 *+38.5 *+38.1 +0.6 +1.9 -6.6 *+22.8 +16.8 

Crimes of theft *-7.4 *+32.9 *+20.4 *+21.0 +0.3 *-10.7 *+16.1 *+26.4 
Personal larceny with contact -14.7 *+40.2 +9.3 *+61.5 0.0 *-30.9 +16.3 +7.1 
Personal larceny without contact **-6.5 *+31.5 *+21.9 *+19.2 +0.3 -1.7 *+16.2 *+29.1 

Household sector 
Burglary -1.9 +1.9 *+10.0 *+9.6 +4.9 *-20.7 *+15.4 **+7.9 
Household larceny *+14.5 *+23.8 *+31.8 *+21.4 *+11.3 +11.3 *+26.2 *+16.4 
Motor vehicle theft **-15.8 *+20.3 -3.8 -4.1 -10.4 +8.4 +9.1 -2.1 

Commercial sector 
Burglary *-30.0 *-19.5 -3.7 "+19.5 -1.8 *-19.7 **+17.8 *-22.8 
Robbery *-21.9 -a.5 **+22.2 +14. 2 *+44.6 +8.7 *+71.2 *+52.8 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries denotes that the percent change between rates for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent 
COilfidence level; two asterisks (**) denote percent change significant at the 90 percent confidence level; and the absence of asterisks 
reflects either no percent change between rates for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent percent change. The 
formula for calculating the standard error associated with each relative difference required the use of an estimator that differed from 
the one used in calculating the standard error of the absolute difference between the victimization rates themselves; thus, the results 
of the tests of significance differed sligh.ly in some instances. 
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Because the residents of Atlanta were less 
likely to have been assaulted in 1974/75 than 
in 1971/72, the rate for violent personal crime was 
marginally lower in 1974/75 than during the earlier 
period. Atlantans also were less prone to personal 
crimes of theft and, less certainly, to motor vehicle 
theft. Although their chances of being raped or 
robbed or having their homes burglarized were not 
significantly changed, they were more apt in 1974/ 
75 to have sustained losses from household larceny. 
The city's business establishments had lower rates 
in 1974/75 for both burglary and robbery. 

A decrease in the rate for violent personal crime, 
i.e., the sum of rape, robbery, and assault, was ex­
perienced by white residents of the city; as was a 
reduction in the rate for personal crimes of theft. For 
Atlanta's black population, these rates appeared to 
rise, but not significantly. 

Some 119,000 victimizations from offenses meas­
ured by the National Crime Survey program were 
recorded for 1971/72; for 1974/75, the figure was 
104,000. Reflecting a decline in assaults, the volume 
of violent personal crime was down, as was the 
aggregate of personal larcenies and of commercial 
victimizations. The total number of household 
crimes was roughly the same for each of the two 
periods. 

City residents and businesses reported their ex­
periences with the measured crimes in about the 
same proportions in 1974/75 as in 1971/72. Dur­
ing the latter period, some 33 percent of personal 
victimizations were brought to the attention of the 
police, whereas the proportion in 1974/75 was 34 
percent. The corresponding proportions for house­
hold crimes, considered collectively, were 45 per­
cent and 46 percent. For commercial victimizations, 
they were 75 percent and 83 percent, respectively. 

Personal crimes 
The rate for violent personal crime fell from 

48 per 1,000 residents age 12 and over in 1971/72 
tn 44 per 1,000 in 1974/75, a marginally significant 
decline. White residents of the city sustained a 
clear-cut reduction, but the rate among blacks, al­
though appearing to rise, was not significantly 
changed. There was some indication that women, 
but not men, were less likely in 1974/75 to have 
been the victims of violent personal crime. For 
married persons, a lower 1974/75 rate was certain; 
the ostensible reductions in rates for persons in 
other marital status groups were not statistically 
significant. Although fewer incidents of violent per­
sonal crime were recorded in 1974/75 than in 
1971/72, the proportion of such offenses involving 
an armed assailant rose-from 48 percent to 54 
percent. No significant change was registered in the 
types of weapons used by offenders who were armed, 
except in the case of knives, where there was some 
indication of a decreased use. 

For rape, the victimization rate was basically the 
same in 1974/75 as in 1971/72, a marginally sig­
nificant increase in the rate for completed rape 
basically offsetting an insignificant decrease in the 
rate for attempted rape. The robbery rate was not 
significantly changed. Nor were the rates for irob­
bery with or without injury. 

The victimization rate for assault dropped 6 
points, from 30 to 24 per 1,000 residents. For 
simple assault, the 1974/75 rate clearly was lower, 
but the indicated reduction was less certain for the 
aggravated form of the crime. The overall assault 
rate was lower in 1974/75 than in 1971/72 for 
both men and women, and it was down among 
whites but was essentially unchanged among blacks. 

11 
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A decreasc was noted in the rate for those assaults 
in which the victim .and offender did not know one 
another; in assaults where the parties were not 
strangers, the apparent decline in the rate was not 
statistically significant. 

A marginally significant reduction in the rate for 
personal larceny without contact and an apparent, 
although statistically insignificant, drop in the rate 
for personal larceny with contact (Le., purse snatch­
ing and pocket picking) accounted for the decline 
in the overall rate for pt:rsonal crimes of theft, 
which fell from 100 per 1,000 residents age 12 and 
over in 1971/72 to 93 in 1974/75. For males, the 
rate for personal crimes of theft clearly was lower 
in 1974/75; an apparent decline in the rate for 
females was not statistically significant. White resi­
dents of the city were less prone to personal crimes 
of theft in 1974/75, but the rate for blacks was not 
significantly changed. In fact, for the black popula­
tion there was some indication that the rate for per­
sonallarceny without contact was higher in 1974/75 
than in 1971/72, whereas the rate for the form of 
the crime with contact definitely was lower. 

Household crimes 
Although the overall household burglary rate was 

not significantly different in 1974/7~ than in 1971/ 
72, homeowners distinctly had a lower burglary 
rate in 1974/75. The apparent rate increase among 
renters was not significant, however. Survey results 
showed an ostensibly lower rate in 1974/75 for 
both white households and black households, but the 
reductions were too small to be significant. 

The household larceny rate rose from 102 per 

1,000 households in 1971/72 to 117 per 1,000 in 
1974/75, with the increase linked mainly to an up­
turn in those larcenies involving losses valued at $50 
or more. The overall rate was up in black house­
holds; it rose marginally in those headed by whites. 
A higher rate in 1974/75 than in 1971/72 was 
determined for both homeowners and renters. 

For motor vehicle theft, the victimization rate 
fell from 29 per 1,000 households in 1971/72 to 
24 per 1,000 in 1974/75, a marginally significant 
reduction. A marginally significant decrease also was 
recorded for households headed by blacks, b\lt the 
apparent decline in the rate for white households 
was not statistically significant. Rates for home­
owners and renters seemed to decline; in neither in­
stance, however, could statistical significance be 
attached to the reduction. 

Commercial crimes 
The commercial burglary rate dropped some 30 

percent, from 741 per 1,000 establishments in 
1971/72 to 519 per 1,000 in 1974/75, reflecting 
lower rates for both completed and attempted bur­
glaries. Lower rates in 1974/75 than in 1971/72 
were determined for retail and wholesale firms. The 
1974/75 rate also was down for businesses with 
gross annual receipts of between $50,000 and $1 
million. 

A 22 percent reduction was recorded in the rate 
for commercial robbery, a change strongly asso­
ciated with a drop in the rate for retail stores, for 
those firms with gross annual receipts of between 
$50,000 and $500,000, and for tho$e businesses 
with eight or more paid employees. 
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial cnmes: 
Number and percent distribution of victimizations, 

by sector and type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 

All crimes 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery ~Ii th injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted asssult 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 

Total populati on age 12 and over 

Household sector 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

flat or vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Total number of households 

CCl!1I1\ercial sector 
Burglary 

Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

Total number of commercial 
establishments 

Number 
1971/72 1974/75 

119,000 
54,600 
17,600 

900 
200 
700 

5,700 
1,400 

900 
500 

4,.300 
11,000 
5,400 
1,500 

3,900 
5,600 
1,400 

4,200 
36,900 
4,000 
1,200 
2,800 

32,900 
368,000 

45,800 
25,300 
12,000 
6,800 
6,500 

16,000 
9,000 
5,400 

500 
1,100 
4,500 
3,300 
1,200 

157,100 
Hl,600 
15,400 
11,300 
4,100 
3,300 
2,500 

aco 

20,700 

104,000 

*45,100 
*14,400 

800 
300 
500 

5,800 
1,400 

800 
600 

4,400 
*7,800 
*4.100 
1;200 

*2,900 
*3,700 

*900 

*2,900 
*30,700 
*3,100 
1,000 

*2,100 

*27,600 
330,000 
46,000 
24,400 
12,200 
6,400 

**5,700 
*18,000 

9,400 
*6,800 

500 
1,300 

*3,700 
2,800 

900 
153,900 
*12,900 
*10,400 
*8,400 
*2,100 
*2,500 
*2,000 

*500 

20,100 

Percent 
o~ crimes 
within sector 

1971/72 1974/75 

100.0 
32.3 
1.6 
0.4 
1.3 

10.4 
2.6 
1.6 
0.9 
7.9 

<10.2 
9.9 
2.8 

7.1 
10.2 
2.6 

100.0 
55.3 
26.2 
14.8 
14.3 
35.0 
19·6 
11.8 
1.0 
2.4 
9.8 
7.2 
2.6 

100.0 
82.4 
60.6 
21.9 
1705 
13.4 
4.3 

100.0 
31.9 
1.7 
0.7 
1.0 

12.9 
3.1 
1.8 
1.3 
9.7 

17.3 
9.0 
2.6 

6.4 
8.3 
2.0 

6.3 
68.1 
6.8 
2.1 
4.7 

61.3 

100.0 
52.9 
26.6 
14.0 
12.3 
39.1 
20.4 
14.7 
1.1 
2.8 
8.0 
6.0 
2.0 

100.0 
80·9 
65.0 
15.9 
19.1 
15.4 
3.8 

Percent of 
all crimes 

1971/72 1974/75 

100.0 

45.8 
14·8 
0.7 
0.2 
0.6 
4.8 
1.2 
0.8 
0.4 
3.6 
9.3 
4.6 
1.3 

3.3 
4.7 
1.2 

;38.5 
21.3 
10.1 
5.7 ,.4 

13.4 
7.6 
4.6 
0.4 
1.0 
3.8 
2.8 
1.0 

100.0 

4'3.4 
13.8 
0.8 
0.3 
0.4 ,.6 
1.3 
0.8 
0.6 
4.2 
7·5 
).9 
1.1 

2.8 
3.6 
0.9 

2.7 
29.5 
3.0 
0.9 
2.0 

26.6 

44.2 
2:304 
11.8 
6.2 
5., 

17·3 
9·1 
6.4 
0.4 
1.2 
3.5 
2.7 
0.9 

12.4 
10.0 
8.1 
2.0 
2.4 
1.9 
0.4 

NGrE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to numbers fOl' 
1974/75 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 
peX'cent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference 
between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for appar6at 
change. 
Represents not applicable. 

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



Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Involvinll str~ers InvOlvi~~ nonstranllers 
Number Rate Number Rate 

Type of crime 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 

Crimes of viOlence 12,700 *10,300 34.4 31.3 5,000 **4,100 13.5 
Rape 600 600 1.7 1.7 200 200 0.7 

Canpleted rape 200 300 0.4 *"'0.9 (' z) ('Z) '0.1 
Attempted rape 500 300 1.3 0.8 200 200 0.6 

Robbery 5,100 5,300 14.0 16.1 600 500 1.6 
Robbery with injury 1,200 1,200 3.4 3.7 200 200 0.4 

FrClJ> serious assault 800 700 2.1 2.1 '100 '100 '0.3 
Fran minor assault 500 500 1.2 1.6 '100 '100 '0.1 

Robliery \dthout injury 3,900 4,100 10.6 12.4 400 300 1.2 
Assault 6,900 *4,500 18.8 *13.5 4,100 **3,400 11.2 

Aggravated assault 3,300 *2,200 9.0 *6.6 2,100 1,900 5.8 
I'li th injury 700 **400 1.9 1.2 800 800 2.2 
Attempted assault with \~eapon 2,600 "1,800 7.0 **5.4 1,300 1,100 3.5 

Simple assault 3,600 *2,300 9.8 *6.9 2,000 **1,500 5.4 
11ith injury 600 400 1·7 1.3 800 **500 2.2 
Attempted assault without weapon 3,000 *1,800 8.1 *5.6 1,200 1,000 3.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or 
the lack of statistical significance fol' apparent change. 

1Estimate, based on zero QI;' on about 10 or fe\~er sample cases, is statistically um'eliable. 
(Z) Less than 50. 

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

12.3 
0·7 

'0.1 
0.6 
1.4 
0.6 

'0.4 
10.2 
0.9 

10.2 
5·7 
2.3 
3.4 
4.5 

**1.4 
;3.1 
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Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime, 1971/72 and 1974{75 

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Ccmpleted rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

Fran serious assault 
Frcm minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
,lith injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

1971/72 
(368,000) 

47·9 
2.4 
0.5 
1.9 

15.6 
3.8 
2.4 
1·4 

11.8 
29·9 
14.8 
4.2 

10.6 
15.2 
3.8 

11.4 
100.4 
10·9 

3·3 
7.6 

89.5 

(
1974/75 ) 
330,000 

**43.6 
2·4 

**1.0 
1.4 

17.6 
4.2 
2.5 
1.8 

13.3 
*23.7 

**1.2.3 
3.6 

**8.8 
*11.4 
**2.7 
*8.7 

'"93.0 
9.3 
2.9 
6.4 

**83.7 

NarE: Detail may not add to total shC1dn because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two asterisks {**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confiden~e level. The absence of 
asterisks On 1974/75 data reflects either no difference bet"leen values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to population. 

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

of crime and sex of victims, 
1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Mele Femele 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (164,200) (146,700) (203,900) (183,300) 

Crimes of violence 62.8 58.9 35.9 **31.4 
Rape 10.1 '0.0 4.3 4.3 

Completed rape 10.0 10.0 0.9 **1.8 
Attempted rape 10.1 10.0 3.3 2.5 

Robbery 24.1 27.2 8.7 9.8 
Robbery with injury 6.4 6.3 1·7 2.6 
Robbery without 
injury 17-7 21.0 7.0 7.2 

Assault 38.6 *31.7 23.0 '*17.3 
Aggravated assault 20·7 17-5 10.0 8.2 
Simple assault 17.9 **14.2 13.0 *9.1 

Crimes of theft 114.1 *102.0 89.2 85·9 
Personal larceny \'lith 

contact 10.6 ;<*8.0 11.1 10.4 
Personal larceny Idthout 

contact 103.6 **94.0 78.1 75.5 

!lOTE: Detail may not add to total sholm because of rouhding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent. confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks On 1974/75 dat.a 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. 

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



Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and race of victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

White mack Other 

Type oil crime 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 (168,000) (135,300) (198,300) (193,000) (1,700) 

Crimes of viol..:mce 60.1 *49.6 37.9 39.7 '11.3 Rape 2.9 2.3 2.1 2.5 '0.0 Robbery 16.2 17·5 15.1 17.7 10.0 Robbery with injury 3.6 4.2 4.0 4.3 10.0 
Robbery without injury 12·7 13.4 11.1 13.3 10.0 

Assault 41.0 *29.8 20.7 19.5 111.3 
Aggravated assault 16.8 14.0 13.1 11.3 '0.0 Simple assault 24.2 *15.8 7.6 8.3 111.3 Crimes of theft 128.1 "*112.0 76.8 80.0 104.7 Personal larceny >';.Gh contact 8.8 9.5 12.6 ~9.1 110.4 

Personal 1arcen,v..r.i.thout contact 119.2 *102.5 64.2 *"70.9 94.3 

1974/75 
(1,700) 

120.1 
10.0 

110.1 
'0.0 

110.1 
110.1 
'0.0 

110.1 
159.5 
119.6 
'39.9 

NOTE: Detail may not ad<! to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk ("') next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for 
t.he ~ yec'rs \~as statistically signific,,;,t at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks .(**) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
conf7de~ce 1e,:,e1: The absence of asterlosks on 1~74/75 ~ata reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 

. 'ltatJ.stlocal slgmficance for apparent change. Fi!,'llres lon parentheses refer to population in the group • 
. " 1 Estl.l1ate, 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 resident poJX1l.ation age 12 and over) 

12-15 16-12 20-24 2~-:l1l :l~-!fZ 20-611 6
7 

and over 
1971172 1974/75 1971172 1974/75 

1971/72 1974/75 1971172 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/7~ 1974/75 1971 72 1974/75 
T.'lPe of crime (35,hOO) (29,600) (38.300) (32,800 (48,600) (h5.hOO (68,900) (64.600) (69,900) (60.100) (64.000) (55,900) (43.000) (41.600) 

Crimes of' violence 51.8 45·5 91.2 *59.8 78·3 80·4 52·3 48.3 34.8 37·2 29.0 25.0 14.1 16.5 
Rape '2.0 '1.8 5.5 '4.2 7·0 6.4 '1.6 3.2 '1.2 '0.8 '0.6 '0.9 '0.8 '0 
Robbery 16." 13.9 19.9 16.3 15.8 22.1 15.6 20.7 17.7 16.5 15.7 16.8 7.1 *14.0 

Robbery >lith injury 4.6 '4.1 '3.7 '1.6 3·3 4.5 2·4 4.0 5.1 5.1 5.3 4·3 '1·7 5.4 
Robbery >1ithout injury 11.8 9.9 16.2 14.7 12.5 17.6 13.2 16.7 12.6 11.4 10.4 12.5 5.4 8.7 

Assault 33·5 29.8 65.9 *39·3 55.5 51.9 35.1 *24·5 15.8 19.9 12.8 *7.h 6.2 '2.5 
Aggravated assault 18.3 12.2 33.3 ·*21.3 24.0 27.8 19.2 **13.1 7.9 10.5 6.1 4.3 '1.7 '0.8 
Simple assault 15.2 17-6 32.6 *18.0 31.5 24.1 15.9 11.5 7.9 9·4 6.7 **3.1 4.6 '1.7 

CdlOOS of theft 81.1 88·5 124.2 122.2 1~5·7 **127.5 132.6 124.5 96.6 98.1 73.4 *55.5 38.3 30.0 
Personal larceny with 

contact 5.5 '4.6 10.2 13.1 10.6 10.6 10.0 8.5 9.7 10.1 12.6 9.2 17.1 *8·7 
Perslona1 larceny without 

contact 75.5 83.9 113.9 109.1 135.2 -116.9 122.6. 116.0 86.9 88.0 60.9 *46.3 21.3 21,3 

NOTE: DetaU may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*). next to entries for 1974/75 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 confi.c!ence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects 
either no difference betNeen values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

'Estimate, based On zero or on about 10 or fe\~er 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Never married Married Widowed Divorced and seEarated 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7

5 
1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (120,600) (113,600) (1';'1,800) (143,400) (35,800) (31,800 (38,400) (40,300 

Crimes of violence 67.1 62.2 34.1 *25.2 22.9 21.0 74·6 73.4 
Rape 3.1 4.5 1.7 10.8 '2.5 '1.1 '3.7 '2.1 
Robbery 1709 21.1 12.5 12.1 9.0 14.0 28.5 30.4 

Robbery \dth injury 4.0 5.4 3.2 1.9 '4.0 '4·1, 5.6 9.2 
Robbery without injury 13.9 15.7 9.3 10.2 5.0 9.6 22.9 21.2 

Assault 46.1 *36.6 19.9 *12.3 11.4 **5.9 42·4 1,0.9 
Aggravated assault 21.7 18.5 10.2 ~6.7 5.5 '2·7 22.3 22.1 
Simple assault 24.4 ~·18.0 9·7 *5.6 5.9 '3.2 20.1 18.8 

Crimes of theft 119.6 117.0 93,9 *80·9 53.9 46.2 111,.1, 107.1, 
Personal larceny with contact 8.9 10.1 8.2 7·8 19.5 *9.8 21.0 *12.4 
Personal larceny \dthout contact 110.8 106.9 85.7 *73.1 34·4 36.4 93.4 95.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total 6hO'~n because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betl'Ieen values for 
the 2 years I<as statistically significant at the 95 ,Percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence of asterisiCs on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference betlieen 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 marital 
status I<as not ascertained. 

'Estimate, b~sed on zero or on about 10 or fe\ier sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age12 and over, 
by type of crime and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Lea3 than $2,000 $7. 000-$1,422 ~7'200-$2'229 
1971 72 1974h~ 

$10,000-$111,292 
19'11/72 

$lVXX)"$211 ,229 $22 000 or more 
1971/72 1971;/75 

Type of crime 
19'/1/72 1974/7

5 (61,400) (52,300 
1971 72 1971,/75 

(111,700) (88,600 (41;,200) (33,900 (65,200) 
1971;[75 (59,500 

1971 72 1974[7
5 (38,900) (1;6,600 (22,300) (27,300 

Crimes of violence 68.0 62.6 48.2 54.8 1;0.9 "'30.0 45.3 **36.9 38.4 37.6 42.6 *19.0 
Rape 3.5 '2.6 2.4 3.1 '2.0 '2.0 '1.1 2.6 '2.3 '1.1 '1.6 10.6 
Robbery 21.7 24·6 18·4 **23.3 18.6 12.2 12.4 14.4 6.0 *13.6 7.2 8.3 

Robbery with injury 4·3 **8.1 3·9 6.0 4.9 '2.5 4.1 2.9 '1.9 '2.6 '0.8 10.0 
Robbery without injury"" 17-3 16.6 14.6 17.3 13.8 9.7 8.3 11.5 4.1 "11.0 '6.4 8.3 

Assault 42.9 35.4 27·4 28.5 20.2 15.8 31.8 *19.9 30.2 22.9 33.8 *10.1 
Aggravated assault 21.9 19.8 14·5 15.S 9.3 9.2 16.6 *9.5 10.2 11.0 16.9 '3.8 
Simple assault 21.0 15.5 12.9 12·7 11.0 6.6 15.1 10.4 19.9 *11.9 16.9 *6.3 

Crimes of theft 80.0 *64.6 82.1 83.7 99.7 97-5 121.5 *98.0 126.2 113.4 166.5 *123·8 
Personal larceny w,1 th contact 16.1 11.2 13·3 11.6 7·3 9.6 9.1 7·5 5.5 6.7 '4.8 7.6 
Personal larceny '~ithout contact 63.9 **53.4 6s.S 72.1 92·4 87.9 112.4 *90.5 120.6 106.8 161.7 *116.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shol<n because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entrIes for 1974/75 indicates that the' change betlieen values for the 2 years was 
stntistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; tl'IO asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks 
on 1974/75 deta l'eflects either no difference between values recorded for each year 01' the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in 
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parentheses refer ·to population in the group; excludes data on persons whos6 income level was not ascertained. 
'Estimate, bnsed on zero 01' 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 
In which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

All incidents ,lith weaDon 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974/75 1971772 1974/75 

Crimes of violence 15,000 *12,600 7,300 6,800 48.4 ~53.9 
Rape 900 800 300 300 35.6 38.2 
Robbery 4,800 5,000 2,800 3,200 57. 2 **64.1 

Robbery \<ith injury 1,300 1,300 700 700 51.6 54.5 
Robbery .lithout injury 3,500 3,700 2,100 2,500 59.2 **68.0 

Assaultl 9,300 '-6,800 4,200 *3,300 44·9 48.0 
Aggravated assault 4,400 *3,300 4,200 *3,300 95·9 97·6 

With injury 1,300 1,000 1,100 900 86.3 91.3 
Attempted assault with \qeapon 3,000 *2,300 3,000 *2,300 100.0 100.0 

Simple assault 4,900 *3,400 0 0 

NOTE: DetaU may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 confi­
dence level. The absence of asterieks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of sta­
tistical significance for apparent change. 

'Includes 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, 1971/72 and '1974/75 

Firearm Knife Other ~e unknown 
Type of crime 1971/72 ~974/75 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 197172 1974/75 

Crimes of violence 49.6 50·7 29·3 **24·1 19.3 22·3 '1.9 '2.8 
Rape 48.4 '46.7 '36.4 '30.0 '15.2 '23·3 '0 '0 
Robbery 52.8 56.9 31·4 24.3 12.9 16.2 '2.8 '2·7 

Robbery with injury 47·3 38.2 24·3 22·4 23.0 31.6 '5.4 '7·9 
Robbery without injury 54.7 62.6 34.0 **24.5 9·4 11.7 '1.9 '1.2 

Aggravated assault 47.5 45.1 27.2 23·6 23·9 28.3 '1·4 '2.9 
l~ith injury 28.8 24·2 27.1 22.2 42.4 53·5 '1·7 '0 
Attempted assault \qi~h \qeapon 54.7 53·8 27.2 24.2 16.8 17.9 '1.3 '4.2 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) deno~e change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero Dr on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 

--- ---~ 
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or'R,ore 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Mot or vehicle theft 
Ccmpleted theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1971/72 
(157,100) 

161.2 
76.4 
43.2 
41.6 

102.0 
57.2 
34.6 
3.0 
7.2 

28.5 
21.1 
7·5 

1974/75 
(153,900) 

158.2 
79.6 
41·7 
36.9 

*116.8 
61.3 

*43.9 
3.3 
8.4 

**21,.0 
18.0 
6.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 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; 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1, 000 house holds) 

lihite Black Other 
1971/72 1974/7~ 1971/72 1974/7~ 1971/72 

Type of crime (79,800) (70,300 (76,700) (82.800 (600) 

Burglary 145.8 144·8 178.0 169.6 176.5 
Household larceny 112.9 **126.9 90.1 *108.4 1155.6 
Hotor vehicle theft 28·7 25.6 28.6 **22.6 10.0 

'1974/)5 
\800 

1165.9 
1103.5 
120.7 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidet:'ce levelj two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects el.ther no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to nwnber of households in the group. 

1 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1971/72 
12-19 

1971/72 
20-:21.. 

1971/72 
:2~-1t2 

. 1971/72 
~0-6!! 

1974/75 
6~ and over 

1971/72 1974/75 
Type of crime (4,300) 

1974/75 
3,700) (52,500) 

1974/7~ 
(54,300 (36,900) (1974/7) 

35,200 (35,800) (32.700) (27.500) (28,000) 

Burglary 155.1 ~·*229.1 209.4 204·4 158.8 *186.1 149.8 *119·3 88.6 **69.5 
Household larceny 106.2 155.6 131.5 1;36.1 117·7 *149.2 82.5 93.8 49.3 60.5 
Hotor vehicle theft 38.1 117·1 37·;3 30.4 31.7 33.;3 26·3 **17.1 9.1 8.8 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betl1een values for the 2 years \~as statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence levelj 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 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 nwnber of households in the group. 

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

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



Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and annual fa~ily income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less than $3.000 
1971172 1974/75 

(32,500) (29,900) (18,200) (15,900) 

$3 000-$7.499 
1971/72 1974/75 

$7 500-$9. 999 
1971772 1974/75 

$10,000-$14,991 1971/72 1974 75 
(24,800) (25,300) 

$15 000-$24,999 
1971772 197/J75 

(14,600) (18,700) 

$2~ , 000 or more 
1971 72 1974h~ 
(8,000) (10,600) (48,500) (42,500) Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

155.9 
75·3 
15.6 

168.7 
87.2 
12.5 

160.0 
*117.3 

22.0 

177.1 
110·4 
33.1 

167.6 
120.1 
21.6 

157.0 
131.3 
t.4.6 

175.8 
134.7 

**30·5 

125.7 
114·8 
39.9 

11.3·9 
*151.8 

45·7 

158·7 
146.8 
'16.8 

**1196 
**108.8 

17·1 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 data refl3cts 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 income level was not ascertained. 

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

Table 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crirre 
and number of persons in household, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two-Three Four-Five Six or more 
1971/72 1974/75 19'/1/72 1974/75 1971172 1974/75 1971172 1974/75 

Type of crime (40,500) (44,700) (75,100) (73,400) (28,700) (26,100) (12,800) (9,700) 

Burglary 11.1.3 139.7 160.6 165.4 185.4 172.0 173.4 152.9 
Household larceny 63.7 '>83.1 98.0 Hll1.0 140.3 *179.7 160.4 147·9 
Motor vehicle theft 19.6 16.1 29.6 25.7 37.6 30.8 30.9 29.0 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 
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 grouPi excludes data on households whose number of persons was not ascertained. 



Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime and form of tenure, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle t,heft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

o..med or being bought 
1971/72 1974/7<; 

(67,500) (64,)00) 

140.9 
101.2 
26.8 

*124. 2 
*118.4 

21.0 

1971/72 
(89,500) 

Rented 
1974/75 

(89,600) 

182.6 
*115.7 

26.1 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the chal,!!,le between values 
for the 2 years was l'tatisticslly significant at the 95 percent confJ.denca level i 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. 
The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statisticsl significance for apparent change. 
Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of units in structure, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One' TNo Three Four Five-nine 
1971/72 1974/7r 1971/72 ( 1974/75 1971/72 1971/75 l'm/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

(78,100) (73,100 (12,800) 11,900 (2,800) (2,700 (8,200) (7,700 (14,800) (16,600 

143.7 131.6 184.4 *133.8 11;4.6 203·8 232.8 195.2 203·3 203.3 
109.0 117.0 92.9 **121.6 91.) *169.8 112.5 147·0 121·3 112·5 
28.4 **22.1 19·5 31.5 "52.0 "36.0 46.0 **23·4 39.2 **22.6 

Ten Or more 
1971/72 

(37.300) 
1974/75 

(38,300) 

159.6 *184.8 
82.3 *110.8 
21.9 25.2 

NOTE: One asterisl, (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years lias statistically significant at ,the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote chcnge significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference betHeen values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent ohange. Figures in parentheses refer to nwnber of households in the grouPi excludes data 
on households for lihich the number of units in structUl'e lias not ascertained. 

'Includes data on mobile homes, not sho~m separately. 
"Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

--- -~--....-.--- - _..e _________________ ~ __ ~ __________ " _ ___________ _ __ ~_ _ 
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Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglSIy 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(Rate per 1, 000 establishments) 

1971/72 
(20,700) 

741.0 
544.4 
196.7 
157·3 
120.0 
37·4 

(
1974i75 
20,100) 

*518.6 
~·416.8 . 
*102.0 
*122.8 
*98.5 
*24.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shewn because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betl~een values for the 2 years lms 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; tNO asterisks (H) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference betNeen values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number of business establishments. 

.. 

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics 
of victimized establishments and type of crime, 

197'1/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Number of establishments Burglar:i Robber:i 
Characteristic 1971772 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 6,300 5,600 1,114.2 *662.8 327·0 
\'/holesale 3,500 4,600 338.2 *248.9 '28.6 
Service 6,900 5,700 765.4 642.2 121.0 
other 4,100 4,300 476.4 454.9 70.2 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 2,200 1,800 681.3 969·4 153.2 
$10,000-$24,999 2,000 1,600 825.1 754·7 204·3 
$25,000-$49, 999 1,800 1,500 737.0 673.9 169.8 
$50,000-$99,999 2,400 2,100 1,115.8 *380.0 254.1 
$100,000-$499,999 4,200 4,300 957·1 *478.5 192.9 
$500,000-$999,999 1,600 1,800 852.2 *476.2 106.8 
$1,000,000 or more 3,400 4,500 427.3 307.0 84.6 
No sales 1,300 800 301.0 414·4 '63.l 

Average number of paid employees 
6,300 5,600 760.8 *563.2 144.2 1-3 

4-7 4,500 4,400 693·6 *475.0 149.0 
8-19 3,900 3,800 951.7 *448.2 131.5 
20 Or more 3,900 4,000 629.0 **445.5 201.1 
None 2,200 2,300 594.6 748.3 185.0 

1974/75 

*228.9 
69.7 
97.9 
73.9 

158.8 
'53.0 
168.3 

*145.9 
H145.8 

114·4 
**63.8 
'101.5 

166.6 
151.7 

**97.9 
*100.0 
'44.5 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betNeen values for the 2 years Nas statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; tl~o asterisks (H) denote change Significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference betNeen values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical Significance for apparent change. 

1 Estimate , based on zero or on about 10 or feNer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. . 
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 

Personal sector, all crimes 33.0 34.2 
Crimes of violence 45.4 48.1 

Rape 36.0 **58.2 
Canpleted rape '42.1 75.0 
Attempted rape 31.9 46.8 

Robbery 55.8 56.7 
Robbery with injury 62.9 68.6 

Fran serious assault 66.3 79.3 
Fran minor assault 58.0 53.4 

Robbery Idthout injury 53.1 53.2 
Assault 40.9 40·7 

Aggravated assault 52.3 49·1 
With injury 55.8 56.8 
Attempted assault with weapon 50.9 46.0 

Simple assault 29.9 31.4 
With injury 39.7 44·9 
Attempted assault without weapon 26.3 27.3 

Crimes of theft 27.0 27·7 
Personal larceny with contact 31.3 27.3 

Purse snatching 37.5 49.0 
Pocket picking 28.6 **18.0 

Personal larceny without contact 26.5 .27.7 
Household sector, all crimes 45.3 45.7 

Burglary 54.8 **58.1 
Forcible entry 76.7 76.8 
Unlawful entry without force 38.1 *47.2 
Attempted forcible entry 32.0 29.8 

Household larceny 20.6 22.6 
Less than $50 11·9 14·8 
$50 or more 34.6 32.7 
Amount not available '17.4 19.8 
Attempted larceny 23·7 31.8 

Motor vehicle theft 79.4 76.9 
Canpleted theft 93.4 92.4 
Attempted theft 39.0 30.4 

Ccrnmercial sector, all crimes 74.5 82.8 
E.trglary 71.2 SO.8 
Robbery 90.2 91.1 

NOTE: One p.sterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent con:Cl.dence level; two 
asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The 
absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference betlieer, values re­
corded for each year 01' the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistic!llly unreliable. 

-----------------------------------------------
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For most of the measured crimes, substantially 
higher rates in 1974/75 than in 1971/72 were 
determined by victimization surveys conducted 
approximately 2lh years apart among residents and 
businesses of Baltimore. The victimization rate for 
rape was up. For assault the increase amounted to 
some 47 percent, and for personal robbery it was 
roughly 31 percent. The rate for personal larceny 
increased 33 percent and that for household larceny 
was up some 24 percent. A 20 percent rise was 
recorded in the rate for motor vehicle theft. Of the 
measured personal and household crimes, only 
household burglary showed no significant change 
in rate. 

In marked contrast, Baltimore's commercial es­
tablishments were less likely to have been burglar­
ized in 1974/75 than in 1971/72. Their chances of 
being robbed also appeared to decline, although the 
indicated reduction in the r ... e for commercial rob­
bery was not significant. 

Increases in rates for most of the measured crimes 
were dictated by a substantially larger number of 
victimizations in 1974/75 than in 1971/72. Rape, 
personal robbery, assault, personal larceny, house­
hold larceny, and motor vehicle theft all were more 
common in 1974/75, whereas commercial burglaries 
and robberies occurred less ,.fre,quently. All together, 
224,000 victimizations were recorded for 1974/75, 
compared with 188,800 for 1971/72. 

Survey data showed that violent personal crime, 
i.e., the sum of rape, robbery, and assault, was re­
ported to the police in about the same proportion in 
1974/75 as in 1971/72. So were commercial crimes, 
considered collectively. Personal crimes of theft, syn­
onymous with personal larceny, were somewhat less 
apt to have come to the attention of the police, as 
were all household crimes together. The reduction in 

the proportion of total household victimizations re­
ported to law enforcement officials was largely attrib­
utable to a rather steep drop in the percent of the less 
serious forms of household larcenies that were 
brought to official attention. 

Personal en mes 
The victimization rate for violent personal crime 

rose 22 points, from 56 per 1,000 residents age 12 
and over in 1971/72 to 78 per 1,000 in 1974/75. 
Both for those victimizations in which the victim 
and offender were strangers to one another and for 
those in which they were not, the 1974/75 rate was 
higher. Higher 1974/75 rates also were common to 

. persons of both sexes, to blacks and whites, and to 
most other groups covered by the surveys. Of those 
studied, no group had a significantly lower victimi­
zation rate. 

For Baltimore's resident popUlation age 12 and 
over, the rape rate increased from 1 per 1,000 to 
3 per 1,000. For women only, the rise was from 
2 to 4. Clearly higher in 1974/75 than in 1971/72 
was the rape rate for black residents of the city; the 
ostensible increase in the rate for the white popula­
tion was not statistically significant. 

Reflecting an increase in rates both for robbery 
with and without injury, the overall robbery rate 
was up, from 26 to 35 per 1,000 residents. For 
those robberies involving victims and offenders who 
were strangers to one another, the 1974/75 rate 
definitely was higher; the indicated higher rate in 
1974/75. for those robberies in which the parties 
were not strangers was marginally significant. Both 
men and women were more liable to have been 
robbed in 1974/75. Blacks, too, had a greater 
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chance in 1974/75 of being victims of robbery, and 
this held true for whites as well. 

The assault rate increased from 28 per 1,000 resi­
dents age 12 and over in 1971/72 to 41 per 1,000 
in 1974/75. Rates were up for both the aggravated 
and the simple forms of the crime. In addition, a 
higher 1974/75 rate was determined for those 
assaults involving assailants who were strangers to 
their victims and for those in which non strangers 
were the participants. AU groups under study had a 
higher overall assault rate in 1974/75 than in 1971/ 
72, although the increases were not all statistically 
significant. Clearly, however, the 1974/75 rate was 
greater for both men and women and for black and 
white residents of the city. 

Accompanying the increase in the number of in­
cidents of violent personal crime was l'! rise in the 
number of such incidents in which the offender was 
armed. But, the proportion of armed offenses to 
total offenses was not significantly different in 1974/ 
75 from 1971/72. Neither was there significant 
change in the type of weapon used if! the commission 
of armed rapes, personal robberies, or assaults: 

For personal crimes of theft, the victimization 
rate rose 26 points, from 79 per 1,000 residents in 
1971/72 to 105 per 1,000 in 1974/75. Rates for 
personal larceny with contact (i.e., purse snatching 
and pocket picking) and for personal larceny with­
out contact both were higher in 1974/75. The over­
all rate increase was reflected among most groups 
under study. Only members of races other than 
white or black had a seemingly lower rate in 1974/ 
75, but the decrease was not statistically significant. 

Household crimes 
Residents of Baltimore were no more or less 

subject to household burglary in 1974/75 than in 
1971/72, although there was some indication of an 
increase in the rate for attempted forcible entry. 

Few of the groups under study registered rate 
changes that CQuid be judged significant. 

The household larceny rate rose from 100 per 
1,000 households in 1971/72 to 124 per 1,000 in 
1974/75. Both for larcenies involving losses valued 
at less than $50 and for those of greater amounts, 
the 1974/75 rate was up over that for 1971/72. 
The overall rate increase was experienced in house­
holds headed by whites, as well as in those headed 
by blacks. Homeowners and renters, in addition to 
most other groups under study, also had higher 
1974/75 rates. 

An increase in the rate for attempts accounted 
for the rise in the victimizlltion rate for motor 
vehicle theft: the overall rate rose from 35 per 1,000 
households in 1971/72 to 42 per 1,000 in 1974/75. 
Households headed by blacks had a clear-cut rate 
increase, as did homeowners, but the apparent in­
crease for households headed by whites was not 
statistically significant. Neither was the ostensible 
rise among renters. 

Commercial crimes 
The rate for commercial burglary feU from 578 

per 1,000 businesses in 1971/72 to 465 per 1,000 in 
1974/75. It was down in establishments of all sizes, 
as measured in terms of gross annual receipts or 
number of paid employees, but the indicated reduc­
tions were not always significant. Clearly, the 1974/ 
75 rate was lower in service businesses. 

Although the overall commercial robbery rate 
dropped from 135 per 1,000 businesses in 1971/72 
to 123 per 1,000 in 1974/75, the change was not 
significant. However, this finding masked a down­
turn in the rate for completed robbery and an up­
turn in that for attempted robbery. Service firms 
were beneficiaries of a decline in the overall robbery 
rate. No clear-cut pattern of rate change emerged 
with respect to the size of business. 
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: 
Number and percent distribution of victimizations, 

by sector and type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Percent 

Numbe," 
.of crimes 
within sector 

Percent of 
all crimes 

Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

All crimes 

PersonEJ. sector 
Crimss of violence 

Rape 
Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
l</ith 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 

Total population age 12 and over 

Household sector 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
At tempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Total number of households 

Commercial sect or 
Burglary 

Comrleted burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

Total number of commercial 
establishments 

188,800 

92,800 
38,400 

900 
'200 

800 
18,2CYJ 
5,700 
2,900 
2,800 

12,500 
19,200 
9,000 
4,000 

5,000 
10,200 
2,400 

7,800 
54,400 
9,200 
4,500 
4,700 

45,200 

691,100 

71,300 
32,900 
14,900 
8,400 
9,500 

28,500 
17,300 
8,100 
1,100 
2,000 

10,000 
7,200 
2,800 

284,400 

24,700 
20,000 
13,700 
6,300 
4,700 
3,900 

800 

34,600 

224,000 

*124,400 
*53,200 
*1,700 

500 
1,100 

*23,600 
*7,500 
~4,ooo 

3,400 
*16,100 
*27,900 
*14,000 
*5,600 

*8,400 
*13,900 

*3,700 

*10,300 
*71,200 
*12,600 
*6,000 
*6,600 

*58,600 

681,000 

*80,100 
33,300 
14,600 
7,700 

**10,900 
*35,000 
*19,600 
*11,600 

1,500 
2,300 

*11,900 
**6,100 
*5,800 

282,300 

*19,500 
*15,400 
*10,400 
*5,100 
*4,100 
.'2,900 
*1,200 

33,100 

100.0 
41.4 
1.0 

10.2 
0.8 

19.6 
6.2 
3.2 
3.0 

13.4 
20.7 
9.7 
4.3 

5.4 
11.0 

2.6 

8.4 
58.6 
9.9 
4.8 
5.0 

48.8 

100.0 
46.1 
21.0 
11.8 
13.3 
39·9 
24·2 
11.4 
1.4 
2·.8 

14.0 
10.0 
3.9 

100.0 
81.1 
55.7 
25.4 
18.9 
15.7 
3.2 

100.0 
42.7 
1.3 
0.4 
0.9 

19.0 
6.0 
3.3 
2.8 

12·9 
22.4 
11.2 
4.4 

6.7 
11.2 
3.0 

8.2 
57.3 
10.1 
4.8 
5.3 

47.1 

100.0 
41.5 
18.2 
9.6 

13.6 
43.7 
24.5 
14.5 
1.8 
2.8 

14.8 
7.6 
7.2 

100.0 
79.1 
53.1 
25.9 
20.9 
14.8 
6.2 

100.0 

49.1 
20.3 
0.4 

10.1 
0.4 
9.7 
3.0 
1.6 
1.4 
6.6 

10.2 
4.8 
2.1 

2.7 
5.4 
1.3 

4.1 
28.8 
4.8 
2.4 
2.4 

24.0 

37.8 
17.4 
7.9 
4.4 
5.0 

15.1 
9·2 
4.3 
0.6 
1.1 
5.3 
3.8 
1.4 

13.1 
10.6 
7.3 
3.3 
2.4 
2.1 
0.4 

100.0 

55.5 
23.7 
0.7 
0.2 
0.5 

10.5 
3.3 
1.8 
1.5 
7.2 

12.4 
6.2 
2.4 

3·7 
6.2 
1.6 

35.8 
14.9 
6.5 
3.4 
4.9 

15.6 
8.8 
5.2 
0.7 
1.0 
5.3 
2.7 
2.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to numbers 
for 1974/75 indicates that the chenge between value·s 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 1974/75 date reflects either 
no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance 
for apparent chenge. 
Represents not applicable. 

lEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample casss, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 1~~ and over, 
by type of crime and victim-offender rel'ationship, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Invcllving strangers lnvol ving nonstrangers 
!:lumber Rata Number 

Type of crime 1971772 19'14/75 1971772 1974/75 1971772 1974/75 ' 1971772 

Crimes of violence ~O,900 *42,400 44·7 *62.:3 7,500 **10,800 10.9 
Rape 800 *1,300 1.1 *1.9 1200 400 '0.3 

Completed rape '200 400 '0.3 0.6 '0 '100 '0.0 
Attempted rape 600 900 0.9 1.3 '200 '200 '0.3 

Robbery 17,000 *21,800 24·6 *32.0 1,200 **1,800 1.8 
Robbery with injury 5,400 **6,600 7.9 *9.7 :300 *900 0.5 

From serious assault 2,700 3,400 4.0 5.0 1200 600 '0.3 
From minor assault 2,700 3,200 :3.9 4.6 '100 300 '0.2 

Robbery without injury 11,600 *15,200 16.8 *22.3 900 900 1.3 
Assault 1:3,100 *19,300 19.0 *28.4 6,100 *8,600 8.9 

AggraVated assault 5,900 *9.500 8.6 *14.0 3,100 *4,400 4.5 
W.i.th injury 2,600 *3,500 :3.8 *5.2 1,400 *2,100 2.0 
Attempted assault I~ith weapon 3,300 *6,000 4·8 *8.8 1,700 **2,400 2.5 

Simple assault 7,200 *9,800 10.4 *14·1, 3,000 *4,200 1,.4 
With injury 1,600 *2,300 2.3 .*3.4 800 *1,400 1.2 
Attempted assault without weapon 5,600 *7,500 8.1 *11.0 2,200 2,800 3.2 

Rate 
1974/7"5 

*15.8 
0.6 

'0.2 
'0.:3 

**2.7 
*1.3 
0.9 
0.4 
1.3 

~·12.6 
*6.5 
*3.0 

**3.5 
*6.1 
*2.0 
4·1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sholm because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 con­
fidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statis­
tical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rat,e per 1,000 resident. populat.ion age 12 and over)1 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault. 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravat.ed assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without ~Ieapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny wit.h cont.act 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

1971/72 
(691,100) 

55.6 
1.4 

'0.3 
1.1 

26.4 
8·3 
4.3 
4·1 

18.1 
27.8 
13.0 

5.8 
7.3 

14.8 
3.5 

11.3 
78·7 
13.2 
6.5 
6.8 

65.5 

(
1974/75) 
681,000 

*78.1 
*2.5 
0.8 

**1.7 
*34·7 
*11.0 
*5.9 
5.1 

*23.6 
*41.0 
*20.5 
*8.2 

*12.3 
*20·5 
*5·4 

*15.1 
*104.6 
*18.5 
*8.8 
*9·7 

*86.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 yeara I<as stat.istically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote cnange signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data 
reflects either no difference betl<een values recorded for each year or the lack of sta­

"tistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population. 
'Est:unat.e, 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, 
1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Male Female 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974775) 

Type of crime (307,500) (303,300) (383,500) (377,800 

Crimes of violence 78.4 *112·3 37·3 *So.6 
Rape '0.5 '0.2 2.1 -*4.3 

Completed rape '0.2 '0.1 '0.3 1.3 
Attempted rape '0·3 '0.1 1.8 **2·9 

Robbery 41.5 *53.6 14.3 *19·4 
Robbery with injury 12.7 *16.8 4.a 6.3 
Robbery without injury 28.S *36.8 9·5 *13.1 

Assault. 36.4 *58·5 20.9 *26.9 
Aggravated assault 19.0 *32.3 8.2 *11.1 
Simple assault 17.4 *26.3 12·7 *15.8 

Crimes of theft 83.0 *108.2 75.3 *101.7 
Personal larceny with 

contact 7.9 *10.8 17.5 *24.6 
Personal larceny ~Iit.hout 

contact 75.0 *97·4 57.8 *77·1 

NOTE: Det.ail may not add to t.otal"shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
Significant at. t.he 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data re­
flects either no difference bet~leen values recorded for each year or the lack of stat.is­
tical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in 
the group. 

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



Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 an.d over, 
by type of crime and race ot" victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

White Black other 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 '1971172 

Type of crime (371,600) (347,900) (315,300) (328,200) (4,100) 

Crimes of violence 53.9 "73·7 58.0. *83.2 '22.4 
Rape 1.1 1.7 1.7 *3.2 '0..0. 
Robbery 23.0. *27.2 30..5 *42.8 '15.1 

Robbery with injury 7·3 **9.3 9.6 *12.9 '0..0. 
Robbery without injury 15.7 17·9 20..9 30..0. '15.1 

Assault 29·8 *44.8 25.8 ·*37.1 '7.2 
Aggravated assault 12·3 *20..0. 14·1 *21.1 10..0. 
Simple assault 17-5 *24.8 11.7 *16.0. '7.2 

Crimes of theft 92.8 *109.6 61.8 *99.7 94.6 
Personal larceny with contact 12.1 *17.5 14.6 *19.6 '6,8 
Personal. larceny without contact SQ·7 *92.1 47·2 *80.1 87.8 

1974/75 (5,000 

'45.1 
'0..0. 

'17.0. 
'5·4 

'11.5 
'28.2 
'16.3 
'11.9 

75·9 
'11.4 
64.5 

NOTE: Detail may not. add to total shown because of :rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; blo asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90. percent con­
fidence level. The absence o! asterisKs on 1<].74/75 duta reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the :Lack of statis­
tical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

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

Table (>. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and age of victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

16-19 

W 
N 

12-12 20-~ 2~-2l! 2H2 ~(}...6l! 6~ and over 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 197il17f 1971172 197il17f 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1971l/75 1971/72 1971l/75 1971/72 1974/7f 

Type of crime (76,800) (74,600) (67,300) (68,500 (73,100) (73,000 (10.5,300) (10.8,400) (139,000) (126,200) (138,300) (137,900) (91,200) (92,400 

Crimes of violence 90..5 *166.7 98.1 *132.7 66.9 *93.5 56·4 *83.4 43.0. *57·2 41.6 44·6 25.0. 26.2 
Rape '2.0. '2.0. 4.8 4.2 '1.6 8.9 '2.2 4.0. '0..4 '0..9 10..2 '0..2 '0..3 10..0. 
Robbery 34.1 *72.2 35.1 44.7 20..6 *32.9 20..1 *36.1 26.5 25·4 29.9 26.6 19.8 21.2 

Robbery with injury 8.1 *16.5 10..9 12.1 ,.3 9.3 4.8 *13.8 9.4 8.3 12.5 9·7 5.2 **9.5 
Robbery without 
injury 26.0. *55·7 24.2 **32.6 15.3 *23.7 15·3 *22.3 17.2 17·0. 17·4 16.9 14.6 11.7 

Assault 54.4 *92.4 58.2 *83.8 44.8 51·7 34.1 **43.3 16.0. *30.·9 11.5 *17·8 ~ .• 9 5·0. 
Aggravated assault 25.2 ~"39.2 28.3 *49.3 18.9 *\<26.1 17·5 *25.1 8.1 *14·8 4.5 **7·3 2.3 11.9 
Simple assault 29.2 *53·2 29.9 34.6 25·9 25.6 16·7 18.2 8.0. *16.1 7.0. **10.5 2.5 3·2 

Crimes of theft. 43·2 *99.5 83.6 *131.7 10.8.1 *151.1 119.8 *145.8 86.1, **97·9 66.9 75.6 40..1 *56.0. 
Personal larceny 
with cf,'l'tact ,.0. 6·3 7.8 9.4 6·4 *18.5 11.1 *17.6 15.9 16.2 19.9 **25.7 18.0. *28.5 

Personal larceny 
without contact 38.2 *93·2 75.8 *122.2 10.1.7 *132.6 10.8·7 *128.2 70..5 **81.8 47.1 50..0. 22.1 27·5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Dne asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 90. percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 
1971,/75 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. . ~ • 

'Estimate I based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases I 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Never married Married Widowed Divorced and seEarated 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 '. 1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (226,900) (237,700) (328,700) (304,500) (66,700) (65,200) (65,300) (70,700) 

Crimes of violence, 81.5 *122.5 ;37.3 *47.0 32.4 38.6 79.6 *98.1 
Rape 2.3 **3.9 0;8 1.1 '0.0 '0.4 '1.8 4.6 
Robbery 34·4 *49.8 17.6 20.0 24.5 29.2 43.9 52.0 

Robbery with injury 9.4 *14.3 4.8 6.4 13.3. 13.1 16.5 18.5 
Robbery without injury 25.0 *35.5 12.7 13.6 11.1 16.1 27.4 33.5 

Assault 44.7 *68.8 18.9 *26.0 8.0 8.9 34.0 41.5 
Aggravated assault 20.9 *34.2 8.9 *13.4 '3.1 '3·1 16.3 21.2 
Simple assault 23.8 *34.6 10.0 **12.6 4·9 5·8 1?7 20.3 

Crimes of theft 74.5 *118.1 83.3 *95.2 54.8 *70.0 96.2 *130.4 
Personal larceny with 

contact 8·7 *12.3 10.5 *15.9 27.3 **38.2 28.7 32.2 
Personal larceny without 

contact 65.8 *105.8 72.8 **79·3 27·5 31·7 67.5 *98.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sholm because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to enbrieo for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years waS statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence leveli two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent con- ~ 
fidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statis­
tical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the gr0S'i excludes data on persons whose marital status 
was not ascertained. . 

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

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Less than $2,000 $7,000-$1, !!22 $7' !iOO-;~~l.222 $10,000-$111,22
7 

$17,°O0-$~'722 $27,000 or more 
1971/72 1974/?y 1971 72 1974/75 1971 72 1974/7y 1971/72 1974 75 1971 72 1974 75 1971 72 197417

y (77.800) (69,600 (200,800) (166,300) (92,500) (77,900 (142,500) (145,700) (76,000) (108,500) (21,200) (34,300 Type of crime 
---;<-'-

Crimes of violence 79.5 85.9 58.2 *88.1 47.6 *84.9 54.6 *75.2 53.5 *70.5 42.8 *65.4 
Rape '1.1 4.6 1.5 **3.2 '1.9 3.8 11.7 2.8 10.4 '0.8 '0.0 '0.8 
Robbery 37·7 39.3 28.5 *42.6 22.3 *37·8 26.5 28.8 22.1 26.2 13.9 *29.8 

Robbery with injury 15·3 15·4 9.9 *14.0 5.8 *11.5 7·5 9.8 4.6 7·6 '6.9 '5.1 
Robbery without injury 22.4 23.9 18.6 *28.6 16.5 *26.3 19.0 19.0 17-5 1Er.6 '7·0 24.6 

Assault 40.7 42.0 28.3 *42.;1 23.4 *43.3 26.5 *43,6 31.0 *43.5 28.8 34·7 
Aggravated assault 19.6 23.4 13.2 *20.5 11.5 *24.5 12.7 *20.5 12.4 *19.8 '11.0 22.1 
Simple assault 21.0 18.5 15.0 *21.8 11.9 *18.8 13.8 *23.1 18.5 23.6 17.9 12.6 

Crimes of theft 62.6 *85.9 62.1 *91.9 85.4 *119.5 91.9 *105.5 99.1, *125.0 121.6 133.6 
Personal larceny with 

contact 20.7 *35.9 15.0 *24.8 11.4 *19.5 10.5 10.8 8.5 11.9 '5.7 14.4 
Personal larceny without 

contact 42.0 50.0 47·1 *67·1 74.0 *100.0 81.3 *94.7 90.9 *113.1 116.0 119.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betl1een values for the 2 years was 
statiGl;.ically Significant at the 95 percent confidence leveli two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent c,)nfidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signUicance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to population in the grouPi excludes data on persons whose income level was not ascertained. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample case." is statistically unrelisble. 
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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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

All incidents With weaEon 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974775 

Crimes of violence 33,400 *45,000 14,400 *21,100 43·2 **.+6.8 
Rape 900 *1,600 '200 600 '26.7 39.7 
Robbery 16,000 *20,300 7,100 *9,800 44·2 48.1 

Robbery Nith injury 5,300 *6,700 2,200 *3,300 40·7 **49.0 
Robbery >rithout injury 10,700 *13,500 4,900 *6,500 45·8 47·8 

Assault' 16,500 *23,200 7,100 *10,700 43·2 46.1 
Aggravated assault 7,600 *11..100 7,100 *10,700 94.2 96.7 

l'lith injury 3,700 *,,: rOO 3,200 *4,300 88.0 92·3 
Attempted assault with weapon 3,900 *6,400 3,900 *6,400 100.0 100.0 

Simple assault 8,900 *12,100 0 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shOlm because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years l<as statistically significant at the 95 percent -confidence level; tl<O asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent con­
fidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference betl<een values recorded for each year or the lack of statis­
tical significance for apparent change. 

1 Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does net involve the use of a weapon. 
'Estimate, based on zero or 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Firearm Knife other Type unknOlm 
Type of crime 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

Crimes of violence 35.4 34.2 27·4 28.1 34.6 33.8 2.6 3.8 
Rape '11.1 43.1 '44·4 38.4 '44.4 118.4 '0.0 '0.0 
Robbery 43~5 41.2 26.2 30.1 26.5 25.5 3.7 3.3 

Robbery with injury 26.2 21.0 25.3 24·7 43.1 49.1 15.3 '5.1 
Robbery wi thoot injury 51.3 52.9 26.6 33.1 19.1 **12.7 13.0 12.3 

Aggravated assault 28.2 27.4 28.2 25·7 42.2 42.3 '1.4 4.7 
l1ith injury 16.7 11.9 23.2 18.2 58.3 61.9 '1.8 8.1 
Attempted assault with weapon 37·8 37.7 32.3 30.8 28.6 29.3 '1.3 '2.2 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to wtries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years Nas statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
tNO asterisks (**) denote ch!!P1>e significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of Dtatisti~al signii';!.cance for apparent change. 

lEstimate, based on zero or on aboot 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcibl e entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Metor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1971/72 
(284,400) 

115.7 
52.6 
29.6 
33.5 

100.2 
60.8 
28.6 
3.7 
7.1 

35.0 
25.1 
9.9 

197!J75 
(282,300) 

117.9 
51.8 
27.4 

**38.7 
*124.0 
-69.6 
*41.2 

5.2 
8.0 

*42.1 
2J..5 

*20.5 

NDrE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betl<een values for the 2 years Nas 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; tNO asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974/75 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 l, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White Black Other 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 

Type of crime (163,900) (155,200) (118,700) (125,300) (1,800) 

Burglary 85.8 90.7 157.4 151.3 '79.2 
Household larceny 103.1 *128.6 97.3 *117.6 '15.6 
Motor vehicle theft 33.5 34.3 37.2 *52.1 '32.5 

1974/75 
(1,800) 

'133.6 
176.4 
'14.8 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next tO"entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 
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. 

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

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and age of head of household, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 
1971/72 ~974/7~ (1974/7~ 1971/72 

62 and over 
1971/72 (1974/7} 1971/72 1974h~ 1971/72 . 1974/7~ 

Type of crime (3,100) 2,500 (72,400) 75,200 (74,100) 68,300 (78,300) (77,900 (56,500) (58,400 

Burglary 205.7 141.3 160.2 176.9 136.0 139.6 96.7 97.4 53.2 43.0 
Household larceny '65.9 117.2 135.2 *166.6 136.3 *169.2 75.1 *96.7 44.6 53.0 
Motor vehicle theft '45.6 '42.7 45.7 50.. 0 42.4 49.2 34.2 *47.4 12.3 16.4 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 ·indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statisticall.y significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent, confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no diff9rence between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parel'1'heses refer to number of-households in the group. 

lEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

..• L'ess than $;2,000 $7' OOO-$Z, !±22 $7' :100-$2, 29~ $10, 000-$1!±, 29, $17' OOO-$~, 29, $27,000 or more 
1971/72 1974/75 1971 72 .' 1974/75 1971 72 19775 1971/72 1974 75 1971 72 1974 75 1971 72 1974/75 

Type of crime (47,100) (43,000) (84,600) (71,400) (36,900) (31,700) (51,200) (54,200) (25,100) (37,900) (6,900) (11,300) 

Burglary 130.1 121.9 115.3 115.2 109.0 120.9 98.8 **119.0 127.2 119.7 183.1 152.0 
Household larceny 62.8 73.7 81.9 *113.2 106.9 *141.4 144.0 161.0 143.0 159·5 150.8 124.5 
Motor vehicle theft 11.9 12.6 23.7 25.5 39.5 50.0 55.0 59.3 62.1 65.4 68.8 69.5 

NOTE: Doe asterisk (*)' next to entries for 1974/75 indicates t11at the change betw~en va].ue~ 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 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistj,cal significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data 
on households whose inr.ome level was not ascertained. 

Table 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of persons in household, 1971/72 and 1974/75" 

(Rate per 1,000 h~seholds) 

One Two-Three Four-Five Six or more 

Type of crime 
1971/72 

(67,400) 
1974/75 

(73,300) 
1971/72 

(130,200) 
1974/75 

(126,600) 
1971/72 

(57,700) 
1974/75 

(57,100) 
1971/72 

(29,200) 
1971J7,' 

(25,100) 

Burglary 95.0 108.2 108.7 106.1 1.49.7 136.6 127.1 *163.1 
Household larceny 40.5 **52.2 87.3 *116.1 154.8 *181.9 187.3 *241.2 
Motor vehicle theft 21.1 20.1 ,32.5 *41.9 48.5 **63.1 51.9 59.5 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change petween values for the 2 years was ~tatistically: Significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
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. 



Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates 
by type of crime and form of tenure, ' 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

19TI/72 and 1974/75 
. (Rate per 1,000 households) 

1971/72 1974/75 
(127,600) (130,400) 

Owned or being bought 

90.1 
116.$ 
3$.1 

97.4 
*136.6 
*50.6 

1971/72 
(156,800) 

Renbed 
1974/75 

(151,900) 

135.4 
*113.2 

34.$ 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 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. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of units in structure, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One]· 1110 Three Four Five-Nine 
1971/72 

.,l31,3OO) 
1974/75 

(179,900) 
1971/72 

(34,300) 
1974/75 

(:32,400) 
1971/72 

(12,300) 
1974/75 

(12,900) 
1971/72 
($,000) 

1974/75 
(7,600) 

1971/72 
(17,700) 

1974/75 
(17,300) 

107.4 110.$ 91.4 **112·9 164.$ 165.5 12$.7 147.3 1$0.5 175.1 
120.6 *140.4 70.0 *96.4 65.7 *104.5 4$·7 7$.6 50.5 *102.1 
36.0 *45·7 31.2 39·3 22.5 29.$ 37.6 61.3 34.9 **1$.9 

Ten or more 
1971/72 

(27,400) 
1974/75 

(27,900) 

133.$ *102.4 
65.$ **86.3 
37.6 36.7 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that 'the change between values for the 2 years 11as statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of aste:t:isks on 1974/75 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 for which the number of units in structure was not ascertained. 

lIncludes data on mobile hanes, not shown separately. 
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T bl 18 C . I' V' t' , t' a e , ommerCla cnmes: v!c~!m!za,Jon rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Canpleted burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Canpleted robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(Rate per 1, 0CXl establishments) 

1971/72 
(34,600) 

5n6 
396.5 . 
Hl1.1 
134.7 
111.8 
22.9 

1974/75 
(33,100) 

*465.2 
*312.6 

**152.6 
123.3 
*87.0 
"36.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change bet~leen values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) 
denote chal'lf1,e significant at the 90 percent confidence ·l-evel. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974/75 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 business establishments. 

Table 19, Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics 
of victimized establishments and type of crime, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Number of establishments Burglar:!: Robber:!: 
Characteristic 1971772 1974/75 1971772 1974/75 1971772 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 14,600 13,300 567.4 590.2 225.4 
Wholesale 1,900 1,800 897·4 763.4 113·3 
Service 11,400 12,000 526.6 *322.1 70.9 
other 6,800 6,100 596.9 386.7 53.6 

. Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 6,400 6,900 542.6 *417.3 96.0 
$10,000-$24,999 3,700 3,300 531.5 486.1 122.9 
$25,000-$49,999 3,600 3,600 437.6 432.5 161.4 
$50,000-$99,999 4,200 4,100 459.9 41706 134·2 
$100,000-$499,999 5,500 6,300 756.8 *507.0 164.1 
$500,000-$999,999 1,700 2,000 756.2 608.0 220.6 
$1,000,000 or more 3,000 3,600 783.3 **635.1 234.0 
No sales 2,000 1,700 771.7 *284.5 '18.8 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 10,600 9,400 539.0 *433.4 103.9 
4-7 5,900 5,900 586.0 *353.9 195.5 
8-19 4,400 4,400 615.4 535.6 157.4 
20 or more 4,700 4,500 745.7 73!!.~ 238.3 
None 8,900 8,900 514·7 *405,1 66.6 

1974/75 

204.8 
'75·7 
*43.9 
115.3 

105.6 
**82.6 

**117·5 
*85.8 
150.9 

*134.5 
254.1 
'29.2 

*72.1 
*147.0 

201.6 
193.1 
$8.9 

NOTE: One asterisk (~-) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years \,as statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/7'5 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fe\,er sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 

Personal sector, all crimes 41.3 37.8 

Crimes of violence 51.4 48.8 
Rape 53.2 55.7 

Canpleted rape 168.7 83.0 
Attempted rape 48.7 44.2 

Robbery 57.2 **52.0 
Robbery with injury 65.0 61.2 

Fran serious assault 71.8 64.2 
Fran minor assault 58.0 57.7 

Robbery without injury 53.6 **47.7 
Assault 45.7 45.6 

Aggravated assault 56.7 51.1 
With injury 63.3 59.4 
Attempted assault with weapon 51. 5 45.5 

Simple assault 36.0 40.0 
With injury 53.1 53.8 
Attempted assault without weapon 30.9 35.2 

Crimes of theft 34.3 *29.7 
Personal larceny with contact 45.9 *38.1 

Purse snatching 45.5 43.8 
Pocket picking 46.1 *32.9 

Personal larceny without contact 31.9 *27.9 
Household sector, all crimes 48.9 *45.4 

Burglary 57.4 57.0 
Forcible entry 78.2 75.3 
Unlswful ent.ry without force 46.8 50.6 
Attempted forcible entry 34.3 36.8 

Household larceny 28.9 25.7 
Less than $50 20·4 *14.4 
$50 or more 44.5 46.1 
Amount not available 29.5 21.8 
Attempted larceny 38.1 *21.3 

Motor vehicle theft 78.1 *71.0 
Canpleted theft 93.8 93.9 
Attempted theft 38.1 47.2 

Canmercial sector, all crimes 83.5 83.6 
Burglary 81.0 81.8 
Robbery 94.3 90.4 

NO'I'E: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 'indicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 

. tljO asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. 
The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of c'oatistical significance for apparent change. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Rates for most of the crimes measured by the 
victimization surveys in Cleveland were up in 1974/ 
75, as compared with 1971/72. Higher 1974/75 
rates were linked with personal robbery, assault, 
personal larceny, household burglary, and household 
larceny. Furthermore, there was some indication 
that the city's businesses were more likely to have 
been robbed in 1974/75. The apparent increase in 
the rape rate, as well as the seeming decreases in 
rates for motor vehicle theft and commercial burg­
lary, were not statistically significant. Where there 
were higher rates for personal and household 
crimes, they were associated mainly with the ",,,hite 
population of the city; for black residents, the 
victimization rates generally were not significantly 
changed. 

OveraII, the surveys tallied some 162,800 vic­
timizations for 1974/75, compared with 146,100 
for 1971/72. With the exception of rape and motor 
vehicle theft, all of the measured crimes were more 
numerous in 1974/75, although not always sig­
nificantly so. Violent personal crime, i.e., the sum 
of rape, robbery, and assault, was up 17 percent; 
personal crimes of theft, synonymous with personal 
larceny, rose by 13 percent; also up was the total 
number of household crimes (9 percent) and the 
aggregate of commercial victimizations (6 percent). 
With respect to violent personal crime, increases 
were recorded in the volume (and in rates) both for 
those victimizations in which the victim and offender 
were strangers to one another and for those in 
which they were not. 

The proportion of the measured offenses brought 
to the attention of the police was about the same 
overall in 1974/75 as in 1971/72. Personal robbery 
was more apt to have been reported in 1974/75, 
however, On the other hand, there was some indica-

tion that the reverse was true for motor vehicle 
theft. 

iPersonal CrImeS 
For violent personal crime, the overall rate rose 

13 points, from 54 pel' 1,000 residents age 12 and 
over in 1971/72 to 67 per 1,000 in 1974/75. The 
1974/75 rate was higher for both men and women, 
and it was up for the city's white population but 
not its black inhabitants. In fact, black residents 
of Cleveland were the only group under study for 
whom reliable data were available that appeared 
to have a lower 1974/75 rate. The indicated reduc­
tion in the rate for blacks was too small, however, 
to be statisticaIIy significant. Neither could such sig­
nificance be attached to some of the apparent in­
creases recorded for other groups. 

In large measure, an upswing in the rate for rob­
bery with injury accounted for the rise in the overall 
personal robbery rate, which went up from 24 to 27 
per 1,000 residents. A marginal rate increase was 
recorded for those robberies carried out by offenders 
who were strangers to their victims, but there was 
no significant change in the rate for robberies in 
which the parties knew one another, at least casually. 
The robbery rate rose marginally among men, in­
significantly among women. Whites were more sus­
ceptible to being robbed in 1974/75 than in 1971/ 
72; among blacks, the chances of being robbed were 
no greater or lesser. 

The assault rate was up 10 points, having in­
creased from 28 per 1,000 residents age 12 and over 
in 1971/72 to 38 per 1,000 in 1974/75. Rates for 
those assaults in which victim and offender were 
strangers to one another and those in which they 
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were not strangers were both higher in 1974/75. 
O.verall, the 1974/75 assault rate was higher for men 
and women, for white residents of the city, and, 
although not significantly in each instance, for per­
sons of all ages and incomes under study. The rate 
appeared to decline among blacks, but the decrease 
was not significant. Rates for both aggravated and 
simple assault increased in 1974/75 over 1971/72. 

Although the number of incidents of armed crime 
rose, the proportion of such incidents to the total 
was not significantly changed. Survey data showed 
that knives were less apt to have been used in 1974/ 
75 in the commission of armed offenses, particularly 
aggravated assaults; concomitantly, there was some 
indication that weapons other than firearms or 
knives were used relatively more often. 

Survey data revealed a substantial increase in 
personal crimes of theft, essentially reflecting an 
upswing in those forms of the crime without victim­
offender contact. The overall rate for personal lar­
ceny rose from 71 per 1,000 residents age 12 and 
over in 1971/72 to 85 per 1,000 in 1974/75. Al­
though the increases were not always statistically 
significant, most groups under study had a higher 
victimization rate in 1974/75. Blacks, however, had 
a lower rate in 1974/75, but it was not significantly 
lower. 

Household crimes 
The household burglary rate climbed 13 points, 

from 124 per 1,000 households in 1971/72 to 137 
per 1,000 in 1974/75. It was up in households 
headed by whites, but down in those headed by 
blacks. Higher 1974/75 rates also were common to 
homeowners and renters, although not significantly 
so for the latter. For burglary the rate appeared to 
have increased among those occupying quarters in 

buildings with four or fewer dwelling units and to 
have decreased among those living in structures con­
taining five or more units. Not all of these ostensible 
increases and decreases were significant, however. 

Household larceny was up almost across the board. 
The overall rate jumped 26 points, from 80 per 
1,000 households in 1971/72 to 106 per 1,000 in 
1914/75. In households headed by whites, the rate 
was up some 40 points, but it remained relatively 
constant in black households. Excepting households 
headed by persons age 12-19, for whom an indicated 
reduction was not significant, the household larceny 
rate was higher in 1974/75, irrespective of the size 
or income of the household, the age of its head, or 
its form of tenure or type of quarters. Statistical sig­
nificance could not, however, be attached to all of 
the apparent increases. 

For motor vehicle theft, the victimization rate re­
mained about the same, with few groups under study 
registering significantly higher or lower rates. 

iCommercial Crimes 
For commercial burglary, the victimization rate 

appeared to decline, but the decrease was ,not sta­
tistically significant. Business firms with 20 or more 
paid employees clearly had a lower burglary rate in 
1974/75, as did those establishments without sales 
income. On the other hand, retail stores had a higher 
rate of victimization in 1974/75. 

The commercial robbery rate rose some 17 points, 
a marginally significant increase. Firms with four to 
seven paid employees definitely experienced a higher 
rate in 1974/75; the increase was less conclusive 
for retail outlets. A significant drop in the victimiza­
tion rate was noted for those establishments that had 
gross annual receipts in the range of $50,000-
$100,000. 
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: 
Number and percent distribution of victimizations, 

by sector and type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Percent 
of crimes Percent of 

Number within sector all crimes 
Sector and type of crime 1971772 1974h5 1971772 1974/75 1971772 1974775 

All crimes 146,100 162,800 100.0 100.0 
Personal sector 67,600 *77,600 100.0 100.0 46.3 47-6 

Crimes of violence 29,200 *34,100 43.2 44.0 20.0 21.0 
!lape 1,100 1,100 1.6 1.4 0.7 0.7 

Canpleted rape 300 500 0.4 0.6 0.2 0.3 
Attempted rape 800 700 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4 

Robbery 12,800 13,800 19.0 17.8 8.8 8.4 
Robbery with injury 3,000 **3,900 4.4 5.0 2.1 2.4 

Fran serious assauJ.t 1,800 2,100 2.7 2.7 1.2 1.3 
Fran minor assault 1,200 **1,800 1.8 2.3 0.8 1.1 

Robbery without injury 9,800 9,900 14.5 12.8 6.7 6.1 
Assault 15,300 *19,200 22.6 24.8 10.4 11.8 

Aggravated assaul t 8,400 *10,;300 12.4 13.3 . 5.8 6.3 
With injury 2,400 **3,200 3.6 4.1 1.7 1.9 
Attempted assault with 
weapon 6,000 **7,200 8.9 9.2 4.1 4.4 

Simple assault 6,900 *8,900 10.2 11.4 4·7 5.4 
Iii th injury 1,500 1,900 2.2 2.4 1.0 1.2 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 5,400 *7,000 7.9 9.0 3.7 4.3 

Crimes of theft 38,400 *43,400 56.8 56.0 26.3 26.7 
Personal larceny with 

contact 4.700 4,800 6.9 6.2 3.2 3.0 
Purse snatching 2,500 2,300 3.7 3.0 1.7 1.4 
Pocket picking 2,200 2,500 3.2 3.2 1.4 1.5 

Personal larceny without 
contact 33,700 *38,600 49.9 49.8 23.1 23.7 

Total popu:!.ation age 12 and over 544,000 511,000 
Household sector 64,700 *70,600 100.0 100.0 44·3 43.4 

Burglary 28,700 30,600 44.3 43.3 19·6 18.8 
Forcible entry 12,600 13,200 19.5 18.7 8.6 8.1 
Unlawful entry without force 8,900 9,800 13.8 13.9 6.1 6.0 
Attempted forcible entry 7,100 7,600 11.0 10.7 4.9 4.7 

Household larceny 18,500 *23,600 28.5 33.4 12.6 14.4 
Less than $50 10,100 *13,000 15.6 18.4 6.9 8.0 
$50 or more 5,400 *7,600 8.4 10.8 3·7 4.7 
Amount not available 700 900 1.1 1.3 0.4 0.6 
Attempted larceny 2,200 2,000 3.4 2.9 1.5 1.3 

Motor vehicle theft 17,600 16,400 27.2 23.2 12.0 10.1 
Canpleted theft 12,000 **10,500 18.6 14.9 8.2 6.4 
Attempted theft 5,500 5,900 8.6 8.3 3.8 3.6 

Total number of households 230,400 223,400 
Commercial sector 13,800 14,700 100.0 100.0 9.4 9.0 

Burglary 11,400 11,600 82.7 79.0 7·8 7.1 
Canpleted burglary 8,400 8,100 60.7 55.2 5.7 5.0 
Attempted burglary 3,000 3,500 22.0 23.8 2.1 2.1 

Robbery 2,400 **3,100 1703 21.0 1.6 1.9 
canpleted robbery 1,800 2,200 13.1 15.3 1.2 1.4 
Attempted robbery 600 800 4.2 5.7 0.4 0.5 

Total number of commercial 
eatablishments 31,000 32,800 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to numbers for 
197.1>/75 indicates that the change between. values for the 2 years was atatistica;tly sig-
nificant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant 
at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data. reflects either 
no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance 
for apparent change. 
Represents not applicable. 

.... 



Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury . 
Attempted assault \~ithout weapon 

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

1971/72 

2,3,200 
800 

'200 
600 

11,800 
2,600 
1,600 
1,100 
9,200 

10,600 
6,100 
1,600 
4,500 
4.500 

900 
,3,600 

Involving strangers 
Number 

1974/75 

*26,500 
800 
300 
600 

12,500 
**.3,400 

1,800 
**1,600 

9,200 
*1,3,100 

6,800 
1,700 
5,100 

*6,300 
1,100 

*5,200 

1971/72 

42·7 
1.5 

~0.3 
1.2 

21.7 
4·9 
2.9 
2.0 

16.9 
19·4 
11.2 
2.9 
a.,3 
8.2 
1.6 
6.6 

Rate 
1974/75 

*51.a 
1.6 
0.5 
1.1 

**24.6 
*6.7 
3.6 

*,3.1 
17.9 

*25.6 
**1,3.2 

,3.,3 
9.9 

*12·4 
2.2 

*10.2 

1971/72 

6,000 
,300 

'100 
'200 

1,000 
400 

'200 
'100 

600 
4,700 
2,300 

900 
1,500 
2,400 

600 
1,800 

Involving nonstrangers 
Number 

1974/75 1971/72 

*7,600 
300 

'200 
'100 

1,,300 
500 
300 

1200 
800 

*6,100 
*3,600 
*1,400 

**2,100 
2,600 

800 
1,800 

11.1 
0.5. 

'0.2 
'0.,3 

1.9 
0.7 

10.5 
'0.,3 
1.2 
8.7 
4.,3 
1.6 
2·7 
4.4 
1.2 
3·3 

Rate 
1974/75 

*15.0 
0.6 

'0·4 
'0.2 

2.5 
1.0 
0.5 

'0·4 
1.5 

*12.0 
*7. 0 
*2.8 
*4.1 

5.0 
1.5 
,3.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between' values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95.l'ercent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974{75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, 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 cri me, -1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate PilI' 1, OCO resident population age l2. and O\7er) 

Typ" of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Cqr.p1eted rape 
Att~mpted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery ~lith injury 

Fran serious assault 
From nunor assault 

Robbery \,dthmlt injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
11ith injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assa.ult~ 
~lith injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact . 

Purse snatch:.\ng 
Pocket picking . 

Personal larceno' without contact 

1971/72 
(544,000) 

53.7 
2.0 
0.5 
1.4 

23.6 
5.6 
3.3 
2.3 

18.1 
28.1 
15.5 
4.5 

11.0 
12.6 
2.8 
9.9 

70.6 
8.6 
4.6 
4.0 

62.0 

1')74/75 
(511, COO} 

*66.8 
2.2 
0·9 
1.3 

*27.0 
*7.6 
4.1 

lH<3.5 
19·4 

*37.6 
*20.2 
*6.2 

*14.0 
*17·4 

3.7 
*13·7 
*85.0 

9.4 
4.6 
4.8 

*75.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that tim change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically signit.tcant n.t the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) 
denote chaMe significant at the 90 p\~rcent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1971;/75 data reflects eitner no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the hIck of statistic.J. significance for apparent change. 
FigUl'es in parentheses l'efer to population. 

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

of crime and sex of victims, 
1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and O\7er) 

Male Female 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 (~~iS~) Type of crime (243,300) (229, '100) (300,700) 

Crimes of violence 68.8 *$8.0 41.5 *49., 
Rape 10.1 10.2 3.5 3.8 

Completed rape 10.0 10.1 0·9 1·5 
Attempted rape 10.1 10.1 2.6 2.3 

Robbery 31.1 **36.5 1705 19.3 
Robbery with injury 7·2 **9.9 1,~.2 5.8 
Robbery without injury 23.9 26.6 13.3 13.5 

Assault 37.6 '*51.3 n.5 *26.4 
Aggravated assault 22.5 *30.3 9.8 12.0 
Simple assault 15.1 lf21.0 10·7 *14.4 

Cr'imes of theft 76.0 *99.4 66.2 **73.3 
Personal larceny with 

oontact 4·9 6.2 n.5 12.1 
Personal larceny without 
contact 71.1 *93.2 54·7 **61.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
si'.atistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) 
denote change sigauficant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference bet~leen values recorded for 
each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

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



Table 5. Personal crimes: Vidimization rates for persons age 12 an,d over, 
by type of crime and race ot victims, 1971/72 and 1974/7.5 

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

White Black other 
1971/72 (1974/75) 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 

Type of crime (329,400) 306,900 (207,400) (201,800) (7,200) 

~imes of violence 46.1 *67.3 66.9 66.5 '23.0 
Rape 2.0 2.1 2.1 2.3 '0.0 
Robbery 17·2 *22.;1 34.3 34.4 '11.3 

Robbery with injury 4.7 *6.8 7·0 8.9 '3.7 
Robbery without injury 12.5 **15.5 27.2 25.6 '7.6 

Assault 27·0 *42.8 30.5 29.8 '11.7 
Aggravated assault 13.1 *21.5 19.5 18.3 '8.1 
Simple assault 13.9 *21.4 10.9 11.5 '3.6 

Crimes of theft 66.0 *92.1 79.3 74.3 '29.1 
Personal larceny with contact 6.7 8.6 11.9 10.8 '0.0 
Personal larceny without contact 59.4 *83.5 67.5 63.6 '29.1 

1974/75 
(2,400) 

'19.4 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.0 

'19.4 
'10.2 
'9·3 

'78.7 
'0.0 

'78·7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; tliO asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent con­
fidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of sta­
tistical significance for apparent change. Fis1l!'9s in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about ,to 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 o~ victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

12-15 16-12 2Q...~ 22-:l!t 22-42 20-6!t 61 and over 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974h~ 1971/72 1974/7~ 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971 72 1974/75 (57,900) (53,400) (51,500) (49,100 (59,000) (56,000 (79,200) (77,900) (to8,400) (96,800) (111,800) (106,900) (76,200) (71,000 Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 69.1 "97·3 106.6 "134.7 97·7 98.7 62.6 *84.9 43.3 45.4 28.8 34.5 14.5 "29.7 
Rape '1.5 '1.8 6.9 13.5 7.8 6.3 10.7 '2.2 '1.0 2.7 10.3 10.2 10.0 10.7 
Robbery 29.8 .... 39.4 33.9 43.5 35.4 31.4 25.8 30.1 21.5 20.4 18.7 20.2 10.9 "18.8 

Robbery with 
injury 8.6 8.6 6.0 9.4 5·4 8.3 6.2 7.5 6.0 6.2 4.6 7.0 13.2 8.0 

P.obbery without 
19.6 22.6 14.1 13.2 10.8 injury 21.1 .... 30.8 27.9 31 ... 30.0 23.1 15.5 14.2 7.7 

Assault 37.9 *'56.1 65.8 *87.' 54.6 61.0 36.0 "52.6 20.8 22.3 9.9 .... 14.1 3.6 *10.3 
Aggravated assaull 17-8 22.6 33.1 *49.0 33.5 35.5 21.4 28.0 12.1 13.7 5.1 8.0 11.8 5.0 
Simple aSMult 20.1 *33.5 32.8 38.6 21.1 25.5 14.7 *24.6 8.7 8.6 4.8 6.0 '1.8 5.3 

Crimes of theft SO. 7 "98.9 107.6 121.8' 100.2 *125.4 100.0 108.0 69.4 **81.5 45.3 *55.7 23.3 *40.9 
Personal lerceny 

8.6 12.4 13.8 with contact '2.8 '4.1 8.9 5.9 8.9 8.4' ' 5.0 8.8 9.2 10.3 13.1 
Personal larceny 
without contact 77·9 '''*94.8 99.0 112.9 94.3 *116.5 91.6 103.0 60.6 **72.4 35.0 **42.6 10.9 *27.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change be~ween values for the 2 years was statis-
tically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denot€! Change significant at the 90 percent confidence. level. The absence of asterisks on 
1974/75 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. . • 

is statistically unreliable. 'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 
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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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Never married Married Widowed Divorced and seEarated 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 (1974/75) 1971/72 197417y 1971/72 

Type of crime (169,800) (162,900) (268,400) 245,600 (54,200) (51,200 (47,600) 
( 1974/7y 49,700 

Crimes of violence 81.8 *103.4 37·0 *44.7 23.1 *35.8 85.8 88.2 
Rape 3.5 3·1 '0.8 1.1 '1.0 '0.5 '4.5 6·7 
Robbery 32.9 **39.7 16.8 16.2 15.0 **23.8 39·3 41.4 

Robbery with injury 6.5 8.9 4·0 5.3 5.0 9.3 10.4 12·7 
Robbery without injury 26.4 30.8 12.8 11.0 9.9 14.5 28.9 28.7 

Assault 45.4 *60.6 19.4 *27.4 7.1 11.6 42.0 40.0 
Aggravated assault 23·4 *31.4 11.2 *15.0 '4.1 6.9 25.4 23.7 
Simple assault 22.0 *29.3 8.1 *12.4 '3.1 '4.7 16.6 16.3 

Crimes of theft 94.0 *107·7 58.3 *75.0 41.6 47·3 88.2 98.7 
Personal larceny with contact 6.2 8.4 6.2 6.9 17.1 19.3 19.5 15.0 
Personal larcen,y without contact 87·9 *99.2 52.1 *68.2 24.6 28.0 68.7 **83.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sli'owrf because of rounciini. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change bet\~een values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95,PBrcent confidence levelj t~/o asterisks (**) denote change significant at t,he 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974(75 data reflects ~ither no difference between values recorded for each year' or the lack (,f 
statistical sienificance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the groupj excludes data on persons whose marital 
status was not ascertained. 

'Estimate, 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 cnme and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Less than $:2,000 $:2,000-$1,429 $7, 200-$2, 222 • $10,000-$1111 229 $1~,OOO-$24'297 $2~, 000 or more 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971 72 1974 7~ 1971 72 1974/71 (146,900) (121,200) (109,300) (118,600) (43,400) (75,900 (6,200) (16,500 Type of crime (76,800) (63,700) (66,000) (50,500) 

Crimes of violence 64.0 *93.3 61.1 *"'I?O.O 48.7 *72.3 54·5 61.9 43.3 *57.4 61.6 68.7 
Rape '. '3.2 4.9 2.6 3·5 '2.1 12.0 '1.3 '1.8 '0.6 10.6 10.0 10.0 
Robbery 33.1 *46.0 28.5 30.6 22.2 **32.0 17.6 18.8 l700 18.5 122.4 17.6 

Robbery with injury 9.2 *16.6 7·1 8.1 4.1 **8.6 4.2 5.5 '2.0 5.1 '4.4 14.3 
Robbery without injury 23.9 29.4 21.4 22.5 18.1 23.1, 13.4 13.2 15.0 13·3 '17.9 113.4 

Assault 27.8 *42.4 30.0 35.9 24.5 *38.3 35.6 41.3 25.6 *38.3 '39.2 51.1 
Aggravated assault 15.8 *24.6 17·9 19.3 14.0 *23.1 16.4 **21.5 12.4 18.6 '17.4 26.3 
Simple assault 12.0 **17.9 12.1 **16.6 10.4 15.1 19.2 19.8 13.2 19.6 '21.8 24.8 

Crimes of theft 68;7 76.1 64.7 *81.(1, 67.5 **83.5 7709 83.4 95.6 110.6 119.1 119.8 
Personal larceny with 
contact 17.7 20.6 9·7 12.3 4.1 *10.0 5.4 3.9 3.9 5.7 113.1 17.2 

Personal larceny without 
contact 51.1 55.4 55.0 *69.5 63.4 73.5 72.4 79.6 91.7 104.9 106.1 112.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sholffi because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change bet\~een values .a'or the 2 years was 
, statistically Significant at the 95 percent conf:ldence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 

aster.isks on 1974/75 data reflects either 110 difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to pop\uation in the group; exclUdes data _qn persons I~hose income level was not ascertained. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample.,cases, :i,s stat:i:stically unreliable. ' 
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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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

All incidents With "eallon 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 

Crimes 01' violence 24,900 *28,900 13,100 *15,300 52.5 53.0 
Rape 1,000 1,100 400 300 40.8 28.3 
Robbery 11,100 11,400 6,400 6,800 57.8 59.9 

Robbery with injury 2,700 *3,500 1,300 1,700 49·4 47.2 
Robbery without injury 8,500 7,900 5,100 5,200 60.4 65.7 

AssaulV 12,800 ·*16,400 6,200 *8,200 48.9 49.9 
Aggravated assault 6,600 *8,400 6,200 *8,200 94.1 *97.6 

With injury 1,900 *2,700 1,500 *2,500 79.4 *92.7 
Attempted assault with weapO\1 4,700 **5,600 4,700 **5,600 100.0 100.0 

Simple assault 6,100 *8,000 .0 0 

l\'OTE: Detail may not add to total shown because or roundir.g. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between 'falues 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 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Includes 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Firearm Knife other :!XIle unknown 
Type of crime 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 

Crimes of violence 55.4 54.3 23.1 *17.4 18.9 **23·3 2.4 *4.9 
Rape '41.9 '50.0 '32.6 '40.6 125.6 '3.1 10.0 16.3 
Robbery 61.4 62.6 24.8 20.8 11.8 11·7 12.0 4.9 

Robbery with injury 50.7 45.9 20.,5 1706 28.8 26.4 10.0 110.0 
Robbery without :injury 64.3 68.0 25.8 21.8 7.2 7.0 12.6 13.2 

Aggravated assault 50.0 47.7 2b.9 *13.8 26.0 *33.6 '3.1 4.8 
~lith injury 27·8 18.4 19.1 12.9 50.6 61.4 12.4 '7·4 
Attempted assault with weapon 57·3 61.6 21.4 **14·3 17.7 20.5 '3.5 '3.7 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 as.terisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1971/72 
(230,400) 

124.4 
54.8 
38.7 
31.0 
80.1 
43.8 
23.6 
3.0 
9.7 

76.3 
52.3 
24.1 

1974/75 
(223,400) 

*136.8 
59.2 

**43.8 
33.9 

*105.6 
*58.1 
*34.2 

4. 2 
9·1 

73.4 
47.1 
26.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shO\'/l1 because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 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 mmlber of households. 



Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and race of head of household, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate pel' 1,000 households) 

'Ihite Black 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 

Type of crime (145,100) (138,700) (82,700) (83,800) (2,600) 

Burglary 88.4 *125.2 188.3 *157.2 101.3 
Household larceny 79.6 *120.1 81.3 82.2 '73·5 
Hotor vehicle theft 67.6 64.9 90.8 87.8 101.2 

Other 
1974/75 
(l,OeO) 

'44.3 
'66.0 
'43.7 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betl,een values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; 1;liO asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
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. , 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fel,er sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and age of head of household, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 20-34 50-64 35-49 62 and over 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 
(2,800) (58,000) (53,000) (63,500) (62,600) (48,600) (46,900) Twe of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle the ft 

154.3 
136.3 
'34.6 

(3,000) 

167.8 
IOe.1 
'58.8 

(57,500) (58,000) 

162.5 **184.9 
112.8 *148.2 
107.1 120·7 

153.8 164.5 108.6 116.0 63.3 71.9 
104.1 *139.7 63.0 *85.5 31.9 41.0 
97.7 92.8 69.7 *$1.7 25.8 22.9 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 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. 

lEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

$7' 000-$:z,4~9 
1971 72 1974/75 

(63,500) (57,000) 

$7' 200-$2, 22b 
1971 72 197 75 

(2&,300) (21,800 

$lO,OOO-$1!t'2~ 
1971/72 197 7) 

(38,500) (45,000 

$15, OOO-$~, 997 1971/72 1974 75 
(12,900) (26,100) 

$21,000 or more 
1971 72 1974/75 
(1,800) (4,900) Type of crime 

Burglary 127.5 126.8 134.1 134.9 116.0 141.2 126.6 142.7 154.4 166.1 194.4 197.5 
Household larceny 60.4 *79.3 89.6 89.9 104.6 108.8 90.9 *132.6 104.8 *145.3 '81.9 179.3 
Motor vehicle theft 34.7 33·7 74.3 *59.5 93.5 78.4 89.8 103.6 133.7 114.6 163.7 194.3 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 leve~. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for eal,h year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer tCl number of househcilds in the group; excludes data 
on households whose income level was not ascertained. 

lEstimate, 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75" 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two-Three Four-Five Six or more 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor v\,hic1e theft 

1971/72 
(58,000) 

88.4 
32.1 
39.1 

1974/75 
(62,000) 

100.8 
*50.8 
37.5 

1971/72 
(106,100) 

1974/75 
(101,100) 

120.6 130.1 
69.6 *98.8 
76.1 71.5 

1971/72 
(46,300) 

1914/'15 
(42,700) 

1971/72 
(20,000) 

1974/75 
(17,500) 

152.1 *180.4 184.7 195.1 
125.7 *160.0 169.5 **206.8 
114.2 115.2 98.1 110.3 

NOTE:, One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values 'for' the 2 years was stat.istically signific,:"t at the 95 
percent confidence ll'vel; two asterisks (**) denote change Significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of astensks on 1974/75 
(Jata 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 hluseholds whose number of persons was not ascertained. 
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Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

,l 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime and form of tenure, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Owned Or being bought Rented 
1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (111,700) (~09, 900) 
1971/72 

(118,700) 
1974/75 

(113,600) 

Burglary- 118.2 
83.5 
70.0 

*134.7 
*112.8 

63.8 

130.2 
76.9 
82.4 

138.9 
*98.6 
82.8 

Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) d'enote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. 
The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 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. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of units in structure, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One' Two Three Four Five-Nine 
1971/72 

(103,7OC) 
1974/75 

(101,800) 
1971/72 

(57,200) 
1974/75 

(59,400) 
1971/72 
(9,600) 

1974/75 
(8,800) 

1971/72 
(12,500) 

1974/75 
(11,300) 

1971/72 
(13,900) 

1974/75 
(13,900) 

116.8 *139.3 125.2 131.0 135.7 148.3 139.5 *196.4 157.9 124.0 
90.1 *114.9 78.4 *102.2 104.3 113.6 62.7 *147·0 76.0 1313.7 
70.7 71.2 78.1 84.4 101.3 86.5 90.1 64·7 82.0 **53.0 

Ten or more 
1971/72 

(26,500) 
1974/75 

(25,900) 

122.0 120.4 
48.7 **68.8 
72.1 68.7 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betwsen 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 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the leck Of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data 
on households for which the number Of uni bs in structure \1aS not ascertained. 

1 Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
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Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Canpleted burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Canpleted robbery 
.;ttempted robbery 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

1971/72 
(31,000) 

367.0 
269.4 
97.4 nO 
58.1 
18.8 

1974/75 
(32,800) 

NarE: Detail may not add to total sham because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistioally significant at the 95 percent confidence level; tl'lO asterisks (**) 
denote change Significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks' on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference betlieen values recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 
Figures in parentheses refer to number of business establishments. 

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics 
of victimized establishments and type of crime, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
, (Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Number of establishments Burglar:,: Robberl!: Characteristic 1971772 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 
Kind of establishment 

Retail 10,100 8,700 465.5 *573.0 147.2 Wholesale 1,400 2,100 389.4 346.9 109.1 Service 13,600 15,000 274.7 254.5 39.4 other 5,900 6,900 404.8 293.9 35.6 
Gross annual receipts 

Less than $10,000 4,300 3,700 367.3 1,35.9 81.1 $10,000-$24,999 3,300 3,300 356.6 .323.2 74.9 $25,000-$1,9,999 2,700 3,200 3:10.4 374.4 '37·7 $50,000-$99,999 3,500 4,400 385.0 379·8 146.4 $100,000-$499,999 4,!lOO 6,400 340.1 371.3 53.7 $500,000-$999,999 1,700 2,000 532.6 397.9 129.4 $1,000,000 or more 2,700 3,700 476.8 **343.1 70.9 No sales 1,500 1,800 403.9 *168.3 168.0 
Average number of paid employees 

1-3 11,100 12,300 298.2 358.6 71.0 4-7 6,400 6,000 286.4 358.3 85.1 8-19 3,900 4,100 480.2 **359.2 44.9 20 or more 3,900 4,200 553.8 *369.3 71.0 None 5,500 6,200 378.8 328.5 102.7 

1974775 

**197.2 
72.6 
41.5 
84.8 

107.8 
110.6 
109.8 
*84.1 
99·9 

111.8 n 
63.9 r-

118·9 m 
< m 

69.6 r-
*153.6 :> 

78.5 Z 
101.0 0 
92.0 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. til 

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. til 
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 

Personal sector, all crimes 35.3 36.0 

Crimes of violence 46.1 48.9 
Rape 55.0 59.8 

Canpleted rape '73.1 '41.3 
Attempted rape 50.0 **72.7 

Robbery 53.3 *60.4 
Robbery with injury 64.9 69.3 

Fran serious assault 75.6 77-6 
Fran minor assault 1,9.2 59.0 

Robbery without injury 49.8 **57·0 
Assault 39.4 40.1 

Aggravated assault 46.4 50.2 
With injury 57.6 62.9 
Attempted assault with lieapon 41.9 44.7 

Simale assault 30.9 28.2 
With injury '36.4 40.7 
Attempted assault without weapon 29.2 24.9 

Crimes of theft 27.1 25.9 
Personal larceny with contact 38.0 39.7 

Purse snatching 52.0 56.4 
Pocket picking 21.3 23.8 

Personal larceny without contact 25.6 24.2 

Household sector, all crimes 49.5 46.4 

Burglary 53.0 51.9 
ForciblB entry 75.4 *,,(0.0 
Unlawful entry without force 42.7 42.0 
Attempted forcible entry 26.2 **33.0 

Household larceny 19.7 22.6 
Less than $,0 11.7 12.9 
$50 or more 37.3 41.8 
Amount not available '4.3 '11.6 
Attempted larceny 17-4 1706 

Motor vehicle theft 74.9 *"70.3 
Canpleted theft. 95.6 94.8 
Attempted theft 29.7 26.7 

Commercial sector, all crimes 77.2 75.6 

Burglary 74.4 74.3 
Robbery 90.4 80.4 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level j 
two asterisks (**) denote change significMt at the 90 percent confidence level. 
The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on ze:'C or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unraliable. 
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For Dallas residents, there was a greater likeli­
hood in 1974/75 than in 1971/72 of being robbed, 
being the victims of both personal and household 
larceny, having their homes burglarized, or less cer­
tainly, being assaulted. Moreover, the city's busi­
nesses were burglarized relatively more often in 
1974/75. Of criI1)es measured by the National Crime 
Survey program, only rape, motor vehicle theft, and 
commercial robbery showed no significant rate 
change. Black residents of Dallas were more apt 
than their white counterparts to have experienced 
the impact of rising victimization rates for most 
personal and household crimes. 

Generally higher rates in 1974/75 mirrored the 
increase in the number of victimizations sustained 
by the city's residents and businesses. The surveys 
counted 196,500 victimizations for 1971/72, where­
as the figure for 1974/75 was 233,300. Of the 
measured crimes, only rape victimizations appeared 
to be less common, but the downturn was not suffi­
ciently large to be significant. 

Overall, the measured crimes were brought to the 
attention of law enforcement officials in about the 
same proportion in 1974/75 as in 1971/72. There 
was an increase in the percent of household burg­
laries reported to the police and some indication of 
decreases with respect to the less serious forms of 
household larceny. Survey data showed a marginally 
significant drop in the reporting of those robberies 
resulting in victim injury. 

Personal crimes 
For violent personal crime, i.e., the sum of rape, 

personal robbery, and assault, the victimization rate 
increased from 43 per 1,000 residents age 12 and 
over in 1971/72 to 48 per 1,000 in 1974/75. Also 

higher in 1974/75 was the rate for those violent 
personal victimizations in which the victim and of': 
fender were strangers to one another; less certain was 
the rate increase recorded for non stranger victimiza­
tions. The victimization rate for violent personal 
crime was up in 1974/75 for men, but not women. 
It was higher among blacks and relatively stable 
among whites. No consistent pattern of rate changes 
emerged when the city's population was differenti­
ated by age, marital status, or income. For some of 
these groups, the rate rose, for others it declined, 
and for still others it remained about the same. Not 
all of the changes, where they occurred, were sig­
nificant, however. 

The rate for rape was not significantly changed. 
That for robbery rose by about 23 percent, primarily 
as the result of an upturn in the rate for robbery 
without injury. A significant increase in the rate for 
those robberies in which the victim and offender 
knew one another was determined, but the ostensible 
increase in the rate for robberies committed by of­
fenders who were strangers to their victims was not 
significant. There was some indication that women 
were more likely to have been robbed in 1974/75 
than in 1971/72, whereas the apparent increased 
rate for men was not significant. Blacks, but not 
whites, had a higher rate for robbery in 1974/75. 

A marginal increase in the assault rate, from 31 
per 1,000 in 1971/72 to 34 per 1,000 in 1974/75, 
was ascertained for city residents age 12 and over. 
As the rate for simple assault remained about the 
same, the upturn in the overall rate stemmed almost 
entirely from aggravated assault, the 1974/75 rate 
for which was some 4 points higher than that for 
1971/72. Survey data indicated that a majority of 
the groups under study had a higher overall assault 
rate in 1974/75, although statistical significance 
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could be attached only to those, rate increases re­
corded among blacks, individuals age 35-49, per­
sons in the $3,000-$7,500 income bracket, the mar­
ried population, and less certainly, males and persons 
age 20-24. The rate for white residents of Dallas 
was about the same in 1974/75 as in 1971/72. Al­
though it appeared that certain groups (e.g., persons 
under age 20 and those who had never been mar­
ried) were less susceptible to being assaulted in 
1974/75, none of the indicated decreases was sig­
nificant. Significance also could not be attributed 
to ostensible rate increases for both those assaults 
in which victims did not know their offenders and 
those in which they did. For aggravated assaults, 
however, there was some indication that rates for 
both stranger and nonstranger victimizations were 
up. 

No significant change was recorded in the propor­
tion of incidents of violent personal crime in which 
the offender was armed. The proportion in 1971/72 
was 45 percent; it was 47 percent in 1974/75. There 
was a significant increase in the use of guns in 
armed robberies and a marginal reduction in the 
use of weapons other than guns and knives. 

Personal larcenies were up. The victimization rate 
rose from 96 per 1,000 residents age 12 and over 
in 1971/72 to 117 per 1,000 in 1974/75, a 21 
percent increase. Rates for larcenies with contact 
(i.e., purse snatching and pocket picking) and for 
those without contact were higher in 1974/75. Irre­
spective of sex, race, age, marital status, or income, 
most Dallas residents were more likely to have been 
victimized by personal larceny in 1974/75 than in 
1971/72. Not all of the indicated rate increases 
were statistically significant, however. None of the 
handful of apparent decreases was significant. 

Household crimes 
The household burglary rate rose from 147 per 

1,000 households in 1971/72 to 161 per 1,000 in 
1974/75, an increase of approximately 10 percent. 
For forcible entries, the 1974/75 rate was up; of 
marginal significance was the rate increase for at­
tempted forcible entries, as well as the rate decrease 

-

for unauthorized entries without force. Overall, the 
burglary rate clearly was higher in 1974/75 in black 
households, in those with two to three members, 
among renters, and in households with an annual 
family income of less than $7,500. By contrast, 
households in the $15,000-$25,000 income range 
were less apt to have been burglarized in 1974/75. 

A 21 percent increase was determined in the rate 
for household larceny, with higher 1974/75 rates 
applicable both to those larcenies involving losses 
valued at less than $50 and to those in which the 
amount was greater. White households, black house­
holds, households of all sizes, and those with annual 
family incomes of less than $15,000 all were more 
liable to have been the victims of larceny in 1974/ 
75, as were both homeowners and renters. Higher 
rates in 1974/75 also were evident for households 
headed by persons of all five age groups, but the 
increase was not statistically significant for each one. 

The rate for motor vehicle theft was about the 
same in 1974/75 as in 1971/72. Moreover, among 
the various household groups under study no changes 
were of sufficient magnitude to be judged significant. 

Commercial crimes 
A substantial increase in the rate for completed 

burglary, together with an apparent although sta­
tistically insignificant rise in the rate for attempts, 
accounted for the higher commercial burglary rate 
for 1974/75. The overail rate jumped some 19 per­
cent, from 355 per 1,000 businesses in 1971/72 to 
424 per 1,000 in 1974/75. Service businesses clear­
ly had a higher 1974/75 rate, but the increase for 
retail stores was not statistically significant. Neither 
were the reductions indicated for firms other than 
retail or service establishments. With respect to the 
size of commercial establishments, as measured 
either by gross annual receipts or number of paid 
employees, no pattern of change in victimization 
rates was manifest. 

The overall rate for commercial robbery, although 
appearing to rise, was not significantly changed. It 
was definitely higher in 1974/75 for service busi­
nesses. 
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: 
Number and percent distribution of victimizations, 

by sector and type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 

All crimes 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assaUlt 

Robbery without injUZ'y 
AssaUlt 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with 

>leapon 
Simple assaUlt 

With ir.jury 
Attempted assaUlt w:lthout 

weapon 
Crimes of theft 

Personal larceny with contact 
Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without 
contact 

Total population age 12 and over 

Household sector 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Total number of households 

Commercial sector 
Burglary 

Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

Total number of commercial 
establishment.s 

Number 
1971/72 1974/75 

196,500 

88,600 
27,300 
1,300 

400 
900 

6,400 
1,700 

900 
900 

4,600 
19,700 
9,000 
3,200 

5,800 
10,700 

2,500 

8,200 
61,300 

2,500 
1,000 
1,500 

58,900 

637,000 

89,000 
41,100 
14,500 
17,500 
9,100 

41,100 
23,800 
13,400 
1,600 
2,200 
6,800 
5,000 
1,900 

280,300 

18,800 
16,500 
12,700 
3,800 
2,300 
1,900 

400 

46,600 

233,300 

*104,300 
*30,600 

1,100 
500 
600 

*7,800 
2,100 
1,300 

800 
**5,700 

**21,700 
*11,100 

3,700 

*7,400 
10,700 

2,1,00 

8,300 
*73,700 

*4,000 
1,1,00 

*2,600 

*69,700 

633,100 

*106,700 
*47,300 
*19,700 
16,600 

*11,100 
*52,500 
*28,500 
*19,900 

1,200 
2,900 
6,900 
5,100 
1,900 

294,800 

22,200 
**19,700 
**15,200 

4,400 
2,600 
1,800 

700 

46,400 

Percent. 
of crimes 
within sector 

1971/72 1974/75 

100.0 
30.8 
1.4 
0·4 
1.0 
7.2 
2.0 
1.0 
1.0 
5.2 

22.2 
10.2 
3.6 

6.6 
12.0 
2.8 

9.3 
69.2 
2.8 
1.1 
1.7 

66·4 

100.0 
46.1 
16.3 
19.6 
10.2 
46.2 
26.7 
15.1 
1.9 
2·5 
7.7 
5.6 
2.1 

100.0 
88.0 
67·7 
20·3 
12.0 
9.9 
2.1 

100.0 
29.3 
1.0 
0.4 
0.6 
7·4 
2.0 
1.2 
0.8 
5.5 

20.8 
10.6 
3·5 

7·1 
10.2 
2·3 

8.0 
70.7 
3·8 
1·3 
2·5 

66.8 

100.0 
44.3 
18·4 
15.6 
10.4 
49.2 
26.7 
18.6 
1.1 
2.7 
6·4 
4·7 
1.7 

.100.0 
88·4 
68.5 
19·9 
11.5 
8.2 
3·3 

Percent of 
all crimes 

1971/72 1974175 

100.0 

45.1 
13.9 
0.6 
0.2 
0.4 
3.2 
0.9 
0·4 
0.4 
2.4 

10.0 
4.6 
1.6 

3·0 
5.4 
1.3 

4·2 
31.2 

1.3 
0.5 
0.8 

30.0 

45·3 
20.9 
7.4 
8.9 
4.6 

20.9 
12.1 
6.8 
0.8 
1.1 
3.4 
2.5 
1.0 

9.6 
8.4 
6.4 
1.9 
1.1 
0.9 
0.2 

100.0 

114.7 
13.1 
0.4 
0.2 
0.3 
3·3 
0.9 
0.5 
0·3 
2.4 
9·3 
4.7 
1.6 

3.2 
4.6 
1.0 

3.6 
31.6 

1.7 
0.6 
1.1 

29.9 

45.7 
20.3 
8·4 
7.1 
4·7 

22.4 
12.2 
8.5 
0.5 
1.2 
3.0 
2.2 
0.8 

9.5 
8.4 
6.5 
1.9 
1.1 
0.8 
0·3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to numbers 
for 1974/75 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 1974/75 data reflects either 
no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical Significance 
fQr apparent change. " 
Represents not applicable. 



Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 

by type of crime and victim-offender relationship, 
1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 
Number Rate Number 

Type of crime 1971772 197477!i 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 

Crimes of violence 19,400 **21,5CO ;10.5 *34.0 7,900 **9,100 12.3 
Rape 900 1,000 1.5 1.5 300 '100 0.5 

Complet,ed rape '200 400 '0·3 0.7 '200 (' z) '0.2 
Attempted rape 700 500 1.1 0.8 '200 '100 '0.2 

Robbery 5,700 6,!iOO 8.9 10.3 700 *1,300 1.1 
Robbery with injury 1,500 1,000 2·4 2.8 '200 '300 '0.3 

From serious assault 800 1,100 1.3 1.8 '100 '100 '0.2 
From minor assault 700 700 1.1 1.1 '100 '100 '0.2 

Robbery without injury 4,200 4,700 6.5 7·1.. 500 *1,000 ,0.7 
Assault 12,800 1h,OOO 20.1 22.1 6,900 7.700 10.8 

Aggravated assault 5,900 **7,100 9.3 **11.2 3,100 **3;900 4.8 
With injury 2,100 2,300 3.3 3.6 1,100 1,400 1.7 
Attempted assault with weapon 3,900 **4,800 6.1 **7.6 2,000 2,500 3.1 

Simple assault 6,900 6,900 10.8 10.9 3,800 3,800 6.0 
With injury 1,500 1,100 2·3 1.7 1,000 1,300 1.6 
Attempted assault without weapon 5,400 5,800 8.5 9.2 2,800 2,500 4.4 

Rate 
1974775 

**14·4 
'0.1 
('Z) 
'0.1 
*2.1 
'0.1.. 
'0.2 
'0.2 
*1.6 
12.2 

**6.2 
2.2 
4·0 
6.0 
2.0 
4·0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of row-.ding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signifiaant at the 90 percent co,,", 
fidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data l'eflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of sta­
tistical significance for apparent change. 

(Z) Less than 50 or 0.05 percent. 
'Estimate, 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery >lith injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with >laapon 

Simple assault 
~Ii th injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny >lith contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

1971/72 
(637,000) 

42.9 
2.0 
0.6 
1.4 

10.0 
2·7 
1.4 
1.3 
7.3 

30.9 
14.1 
5.0 
9.1 

16.8 
3.9 

12.9 
96.3 
3.9 
1.6 
2·3 

92·4 

1974/75 
(633,100) 

*48.4 
1.7 

, 0.7 
0.9 

*12.3 
3·3 
2.0 
1.3 

*9.1 
**34.3 

*17.5 
5.9 

*11.6 
16.9 
3·7 

13·1 
*116.5 

*6.3 
2.2 

*4.1 
*110.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total ShOI"" because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
Significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data re­
flects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of sta­
tistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population. 

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

of crime and sex of victims, 
1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Male Female 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (291,800) (291,200) (.345,300) (341,900) 

Grimes of violence 60·7 *68 2 27.8 31.4 
Rape 10·4 10.1 3·3 3.0 

Completed rape 10.0 10.0 1.1 1.4 
Attempted rape 10·4 10.1 2.2 1.6 

Robbery 16.5 19·4 4.5 H6.3 
Robbery with injury 4·7 4·8 1.1 1.9 
Robbery without injury 11.9 **14·6 3.4 4.4 

Assault 43·7 **48.7 20.0 22.1 
Aggravated assault 21.3 *26.6 8.1 9.7 
Simple assault 22·4 22.0 12.0 12·5 

Crimes of theft 102.2 *129·3 91.3 *105.5 
Personal larceny >lith 

contact If·O *6.5 3.8 *6.2 
Personal larceny without 

contact 98.2 . *122.8 8705 *99.4 

NOTE: Detail ma.y not add to tota.l shown Jxlcause of rounding. One asterisk ( ... ) next to entries 
for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data re­
flects either no difference between values rec",.'tIed for each year or the lack Of sta­
tistical Significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population 
in the group. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases t is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 an.d over, 
by type of crime and race o{ victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate Eer 1,000 resident EOEulation aEle 12 and over) 

White Black other 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 

Type of crime (473,700) (468,300) (153,000) (161,400) (10,400) 

Crimes of violence 46.1 47.1 .33·7 *51.6 30.5 
Rape 1.6 1.3 3.1 2.7 '3. 1 
Robbery 10.0 11.3 10.6 *15.7 '3.0 

Robbery with :injury 2·7 3.2 3.0 3.5 '0.0 
Robbery without :injury 7.3 8.1 7·6 *12.2 '3.0 

Assault 34.5 34·6 20.0 *33.2 '24.5 
Aggravated assault 14·5 16·4 12.9 *20.4 '15.6 
Simple assault 20.1 18.1 7.1 *12.8 18.9 

Crimes of theft 108.0 *116.7 62.6 *116.2 58.1 
Personal larceny with contact 3·7 *5.2 4.3 *9.8 16.1 
Personal larceny without contact 104.3 *111·5 58.3 *106.3 52.0 

1974/71 (3,300 

'60.5 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.0 

'60.5 
125·7 
'34.8 

96.2 
10.0 
96.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add t? t?tal sho,;,,! be,:,ause of rounding. One aste:isk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 :indicates that the change between values for 
t~e 2 years was statJ.stJ.cally sJ.gnifJ.cant at the 95 percent confJ.dence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant·at the 90 percent con­
f~de~ce le~el: . The absence of asterisks on 1?74/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of sta­
tJ.stJ.cal sJ.gnJ.fJ.cance for apparent change. FJ.gures:in parentheses refer to population :in the group. 

'Estimat.e, based on zero or on about 10 or felier 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

12-1:1 
1971/72 1974175 

16-12 
1971/72 1974/75 

20-?& 
1971/72 1974/75 

2:1-2i1 
1971/72 1974/75 

22-iI51 
1971/72 1974175 

:10-6i1 
1971/72 1974175 

6:1 and over 
1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (63,400) (59,600) (57,400) (55,500) (72,900) (75,200) (120,300) (126,800) (140,700) (128,400) (115,200) (117,300) (67,100) (70,100) 

Crimes of violence 87.2 89·3 113.4 103.5 73.9 85.5 37.5 *50.9 22.6 *31.2 13·5 15.0 9.5 12.5 
Rape '2.5 '3.9 5.5 '5.3 4.2 '3·1 2.6 '2.1 '0.9 '0.2 '0.3 '0.0 '0.0 '0.0 
Robbery 18.5 25.0 25.9 19.1 14.6 14·9 6.4 *14·3 8.2 8.5 4·3 6.2 '3·4 7.1 

Robbery with :injury 12.5 5.5 7·2 '4.2 '3·9 4·4 '2.1 3·7 2.5 '2.3 '1.1 '2.2 '2.4 '2.1 
Robbery without 
:injury 16.0 19.5 18.7 14.8 10.7 10.5 4·4 *10.6 5.8 6.2 3.2 4.0 '1.0 5.1 

Assault 66.2 60.4 82.0 79.2 55.0 **67.5' 28·4 34·4 13.4 *22.5 9.0 8.8 6.2 5.4 
Aggravated assault 25.5 28.5 38.3 42.0 26.9 33.5 13·4 *19.5 7.3 **U.2 3.5 4.3 '2.9 '1.7 
Simple assault 40.7 32.0 /j3·8 37.2 28.2 34.0 15.1 15·0 6.2 *11.3 5·4 4·5 '3.3 '3.8 

Crimes of theft 118.5 **137.6 159.5 175.8 137·2 *186.8 121.0 *149.8 92.6 **103.5 48.4 *61.2 22.4 *31.9 
Personal larceny 
with contact 5.0 6.5 '4·4 9·7 6.9 7.9 2.9 **5.3 4.2 5.9 '2.4 *5.7 '2.8 5.5 

Personal larcc~ 
witholl.t contact 113.5 **131.1 155.0 166.1 130.4 *178.9 118.2 *144·5 88·4 97·6 46.0 ·*55.5 19.6 26.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shOlm because of ro~d:ing. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 :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 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects eit.her no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures:in perentheses refer to 
population :in the group. 

1 Estimate , 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.' 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Never married Married Widowed Divorced and seEarated 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974h~ Type of crime (172,800) (178,900) (360,100) (342,500) (47,300) (46,800 (54,400) (63,500 

Grimes of violence 89·5 88·7 22.2 *28.9 14·7 16.8 57·4 63·8 
Rape 4.0 3.5 '0.6 '0.6 '1·3 '0.6 '5.2 '3·2 Robbery 20.8 20.9 4·9 *8.2 '5.4 7·5 13·7 14·4 Robbery with injury 5.1 6.1 1.3 1.6 '2.2 '3.1 '5.2 '4.6 

Robbery without injury 15.7 14·8 3.6 *6·7 '3·3 '4.4 8.5 9·7 Assault 64.7 64.4 16.6 *20.1 7.9 8.7 38.6 46.2 
Aggravated assault 28·7 31.5 7.9 **10.0 '4.7 '5.7 17.8 *27·7 
Simple assault 36.0 32.9 8.8 10.1 '3.3 '3.1 20.8 18.5 

Grimes of theft 135.5 *162·7 82.2 *94·5 42.8 39.4 112.2 *162.2 
Personal larceny with contact 5.7 8.1 2·7 **4·2 '3.3 8.1 6.9 11.4 
Personal larceny without 
contact 129.8 *154·6 79·6 *90.3 39.5 31.3 105.3 *150.8 

IDTE: Detail mr.y not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates ~hat the change bet\~een values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two asterisks (**) denote change significant ~t the 90 percent cOn­
fidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75dat& reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year Or the lack of sta­
tistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose marital status 
was not ascertained. 

'Estimate, 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Less than ~2' 000 $7,000-$Z,it22 $7' 200-$2,~99 $10 000-$11,,222 $15.000-$21.·229 
1971/72 1974/75 1971 72 1974/75 1971 72 1 '14/'15 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (66,100) (58,600) (165,800) (138,400) (72,500) (66,300) (130,100) (139,200) (103,800) (122,200) 

Grimes of violence 46.5 56.6 41.5 *58·5 36.6 45.1 46.5 49.9 49.6 *39.3 
Rape 12.8 '3.5 2.4 3,6 '2.2 '1.4 '1.4 '1.0 '1.8 10·7 
Robbery 9.5 *17·5 9.8 *14.6 11.7 14·6 10.4 10.0 11.6 8.8 

Robbery with injury '2.8 '4·5 2.9 3.8 '3.1 '4.4 2.9 2.8 3·4 '1.7 
Robbery without injury 6.7 *13.1 6.9 *10·7 8.6 10.1 7·4 7.2 8.2 7.1 

Assault 34.2 35.6 29.2 *40·4 22·7 29.2 34.7 38.8 36.2 29·7 
Aggravated assault 21.0 21.5 11 •• 4 -*22.6 9·5 **15.5 16·3 18.9 11.3 12.3 
Simple assault 13.3 14.1 14·7 17·7 13.2 13·8 18.1, 20.0 J!:l~.8 ¥-l704 

Grimes of theft 59.0 *83·7 72.6 *94·0 8/~·7 *131.4 111.2 **123·7 13').4 133.0 
Personal larceny with 

6.6 '3.b '2·4 3·7 contact 9.9 4·5 *8.5 8.8 4.1 .5.1 
Personal larceny without 

contact 52·4 *73.7 68.1 *8$·5 '81.'1 *122.6 107.1 **118.6 135·0 129.3 

38.2 
'0.0 

9.4 
'2.0 

7.4 
28.8 
10.8 
18.1 

147.5 

'4.0 

143·4 

'3.3 

136.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sho~ because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 data reflects either no difference bet>leen 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 \~hose income level was not ascertained. 

'Estimate, 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 
In which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

All incidents ,lith weallon 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 

Crimes of violence 23,900 25,600 10,700 **12,100 44.5 47.3 
Rape 1,300 1,000 2300 2100 "20.0 213.0 
Robbery 5,700 6,500 3,000 3.200 53.1 49.7 

Robbery with injury 1,600 1,600 800 800 49.0 50.3 
Robbery 'lithout injury 4.100 4,900 2.300 2,400 53.4 49.4 

Assault' 17,000 18,100 7.400 **8.700 43.5 **48.3 
Aggravated assault 7,600 *9,000 7.400 **8,700 98.0 97.2 

With injury 2.eep 3,300 2.700 3.000 94.4 92.4 
Attempted assault with weapon 4,700 H5,700 4,700 H5.700 100.0 100.0 

Simple assault 9,500 9,100 0 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change bet.leen values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent con­
fidence level. 'rhe absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data refl~-.:ts either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statis­
tical significance for apparent change. 

'Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon. 
"Estimate, based on zero or 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Firearm Knife Other ~e unknown 
Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 19'74775 197172 1974/75 

Crimes of violence 33.3 35.8 31.9 29.8 33.3 29.8 '1.5 4.6 
Rape '35.7 '76.9 '53·6 10.0 '10.7 '23·1 '0.0 '0.0 
Robbery 33.1 *46.4 34·4 31.8 29·4 **20.1 '3.1 11.7 

Robbery with injury '20.0 '19.6 '27.5 '29·3 52.5 44·6 '0.0 '6.5 
Robbery without injury 37.2 *56.2 36.8 32.7 21.9 '11.2 '4.1 10.0 

Aggravated assault 33·3 31.1 30.0 29.4 35.6 33·7 '1.0 '5.8 
With injury 16.1 14.8 24·8 30.6 59.1 *45.7 '0.0 '8.8 
Attempted assault with waapon 42.9 40.0 32·9 28.8 22.7 27·1 '1.6 '4.1 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next ·to entl"ias for 1974/75 indicate'S 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 01' asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either nO difference betHeel1 values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fe\~er sample cases, is statistically unreliable. . 
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Noter vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1, OCO households) 

1971/72 
(280,300) 

11,6.5 
51.7 
62.1, 
32.5 

11,6.6 
81,.9 
1,7.9 

5.9 
8.0 

21,.1, 
1707 
6.7 

1971,/75 
(291,,800) 

*160·5 
~66.7 

**56.3 
*"37.5 
*178.0 

*96.7 
"*67.5 
**1,.1 

9.7 
23.1, 
17.1 
6.3 

NOTE, Detail lI'ay not add to total sho~m because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1971,/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years Ims 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisKs (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1971,/75 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

;,'hite Black Other 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 

Type of crime (214,100) (223,500) (62,600) (70,000) (3,700) 

Burglary 135.7 132.5 186.2 *250.1 102.9 
Household larceny 152.6 *173·0 128.2 *195.2 l:rV, 
Notor vehicle theft 21.7 20.8 33.0 31.4 '31.2 

1974/7} 
(1,400 

1162.7 
'101.9 
'40·4 

NOTE: One asterisk (-*) next to e~t;ies for 1974/75 indicates that the chan;,e bet>leen values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; ,two asterisks (H) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absenc~ of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no dJ.fference between values recorded for each year'-or the-lack of statistical 6ignif:lcance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number of households in the group. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fe>ler sample cases I is statistically unreliable. 

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and age of head of household, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1971/72 
12-12 

1971/72 
20-2!± 

1974/75 1971/72 
22-li2 

1971/72 
20-6!± 

1974/75 
6~ and over 

1971/72 1974/75 1974/75 1971i75 
Type of crime (4,300) (4,100) (89,500) (101,400) (77,100) (73,600 (66,100) (69,400) (43,300) (46,400 

Burglary 217.3 247.8 178.0 189.9 173.6 **195.2 116.2 127.5 72.8 82.8 
Household larceny 115.9 146.8 174.5 *208.1 186.1 *219.9 1::>.2.7 **143.2 58·3 ~·100.3 

Motor vehicle theft 16.6 '41.8 34·9 32.2 26.7 25.7 20.2 18.8 16.~ '6.2 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change bett'leen values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
t>IO asterisks (-**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year (:'r the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. FigUres in parentheses refel' to number of households in the group. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fe>ler sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of Crime 
and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less thsn $3.000 

Type of crime 
1971/72 1974/7,; 

(37,400) (36,300) 

$10.CY.JO-$14.~9 
1971/72 197 7'; 

(52,900) (61,100) 
1971 72 1974/7'; 

(17.100) (27.700) 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

*186·7 
*134.3 

13.9 

138.1 
119.7 

24.1 

*160.9 
*152.4 

24.0 

130·7 
140.8 
28.1 

**160.5 
*185.1 
. 31.0 

149.9 
188.9 
32.4 

144.7 
*217.4 

25.2 

185.8 
196.3 
28.8 

*149.3 
199.4 
19.9 

206.8 
198.5 
31.0 

209.5 
194·7 
32.1 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1.974/75 indicates that the chsnge between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence levelj 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent chsnge. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the groupj excludes data 
on households whose income level was not ascertained. 

Table 15. Household crimes:" Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of persons in household, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two-three Four-five Six. or mOre 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

1971/72 
(61,300) 

122.3 
82.5 
15.7 

197i!175 (78,600 

127·5 
*113.3 

14.0 

1971/72 
(141,400) 

1974/75 
(142,600) 

132.9 *151.6 
132.7 *163.5 
22.9 23·8 

1971/72 
(56,300) 

1974/75 (55,400 
1971/72 

(21.400) 
1974/75 (18,200 

194·8 216.1 179.3 204.6 
222.0 *259.0 224.6 *323.8 
29.8 33.4 45.5 31.4 

NOTE.: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the chsnge between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence levelj two asterisks (**) denote chsnge significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference betw<len values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent chsnge. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number of households in the groupj excludes data on households whose number of persons was not ascertained. 
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Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime and form of tenure, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

(Rate per 1, OCO households) 

<limed or being bought 
1971/72 1974/75 

(1.53,400) (155,700) 

143.6 
149.5 
22.3 

1971/72 
(127,000) 

150.2 
143.2 
26.9 

Rented 
1974/75 

(139,200) 

*169.0 
*183.8 

28.7 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years was statisttcally Significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. 
The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded fCll.· each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 
figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of units in structure, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Onel 

1971/72 1974/75 
(183,700) (181,500) 

143·9 
147·8 
23·1 

*160.6 
*179.0 

19.6 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Two 
1971/72 1974/75 

(11,800) (12,400) 

89.9 
140.3 
"12.2 

*152.5 
174.6 

27·7 

Three 
1971/72 1974/75 
(1,700) (1,800) 

"139.3 
"120.S 
"17·0 

"164.5 
"81.5 
"15.4 

Four 
1971/72 1974/75 

(14,100) (15,300) 

Five-nine 
1971/72 1974/75 

(17.200) (23,100) 

152.8 
161.6 
35.5 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 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 for which the number of units in structure \~as not ascertained. 

1 Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Ccmpleted blll'glary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Ccmpleted robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

1971/72 
(46,600) 

355.1 
273.0 

82.1 
48.5 
40.0 
8.5 

1974/75 
(46,400) 

*424.3 
*328.7 

95.6 
55.!. 
39.6 
15.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shOl1n because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 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 ai' business establishments. 

.--.,-

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics 
of victimized establishments and type of crime, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 establishments) i 

Number of establishments Burglar~ Robber:! 
Characteristic 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 13,400 11,900 494.0 530.0 130.6 
Wholesale 3,400 4,800 240·3 231·9 120.2 
Service 17,300 16,300 264.0 *477·9 18.1 
Other 12,500 13,400 363.0 334.2 '9.8 

Gross annual receipts 
6,300 449.5 **626.7 62.0 Less than $10,000 4,700 

$10,000-$24,999 4,500 5,500 519.6 472.8 71.8 
$25,000-$49,999 4,800 5,700 299.5 345.1 31.8 
$50,000-$99,999 5,700 6,700 400.5 **539.8 44.7 
$100,000-$499,999 9,500 11,400 382.7 467.0 78.4 
$500,000-$999,999 2,500 3,500 232.6 341.5 134.4 
$1,000,000 or mote 5,100 6,300 2n.1 260.7 123.8 
No sales 3,000 2,500 126.6 157·9 '0.0 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 17,200 16,400 301.6 322.8 42.4 
4-7 9,000 10,000 401.6 383.8 63.3 
8-19 6,900 6,700 47906 *362.3 42.0 
20 or more 5,600 4,800 305.9 *652.8 66.8 
None '1,700 8,300 348.0 *594.3 36.0 

1974775 

104.9 
31.1 

*50.3 
26.2 

42.2 
60.5 
44.2 
59.7 
74.9 
(. 3 
5,-,6 
16.7 

CJ 
54.8 > r-53.1 r-
44.7 > 118.1 VI 
32.2 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 
percent. confidence level; two asterisks (**) denot.e chan€,e significant at the 90 percent. confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. " 

'Estimate, based on zero Or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable., -l. 
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 

Personal sector, all crimes 31.1 31.6 

Crimes of violence 41.0 42.7 
Rape 57.6 57.6 

Canpleted rape ,64.9 74.4 
At tempted rape 52.9 '44.1 

Robbery 51·7 47.8 
Robbery with injury 69.0 **54.4 

From serious assault 82.0 **64.6 
Fran minor assault 55.3 '36.7 

Robbery without injury 45.0 45.4 
Assault 36.5 40.1 

Aggravated assault 47.3 48.4 
With injury 57.5 52.4 
Attempted assault with weapon 41.8 46.5 

Simple assault 27.4 31.4 
With injury 32.0 34.7 
Attempted assault without weapon 25.9 30.4 

Crimes of theft 26.8 27.0 
Personal larceny with contact 32.7 38.3 

Purse snatching 46.4 58.0 
Pocket picking 23.0 27.9 

Personal larceny without contact 26.5 26.4 
Household sector, all crimes 41.6 43.1 

Burglary 50.2 *57.7 
Forcible entry 74.2 **79.4 
Unlawful entry without force 41.4 **47.2 
Attempted forcible entry 29.0 34.6 

Household larceny 27.3 26.0 
Less than $50 16.4 **13.1 
$50 or more 47.2 45.1 
Amount not available 117.6 30.8 
Attempted larceny 30.4 **18.9 

Notor vehicle theft 76.3 74.0 
Completed theft 89.9 89.1 
Attempted theft 40.4 31.9 

Commercial sector, all crimes 75.7 70.4 
Burglary 73.5 68.4 
Robbery 91.5 85.6 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the' 70 percent confidence level. 
The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either nO difference bet\~een values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

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

As ascertained by the victimization surveys, resi­
dents of Denver had a marginally grea.ter likelihood 
of being victims of violent personal crime in 1974/ 
75 than in 1971/72. They were also more likely to 
have incurred losses through household larceny, 
but their chances of being victims of personal crimes 
of theft, having their homes burglarized, or having 
their cars or other motor vehicles stolen were not 
significantly altered. Survey data showed that the 
city's business establishments sustained relatively 
more robberies in 1974/75, whereas the commercial 
burglary rate remained relatively stable. 

The marginally higher rate in 1974/75 for violent 
personal crime, i.e., the sum of rape, robbery, and 
assault, was due largely to a marginal increase in the 
rate for aggravated assault, as victimization rates for 
personal robbery and simple assault, although ap­
pearing to rise, were not significantly different in 
1974/75 than in 1971/72. For violent personal 
crime carried out by assailants unknown to their 
victims, the 1974/75 rate clearly was up, the in­
crease again closely associated with aggravated as­
sault. The rate for violent personal victimizations in 
which the victim and offender knew one another, at 
least casually, remained about the same. 

A total of 174,300 victimizations for crimes meas­
ured by the surveys was tallied for 1974/75, com­
pared with 167,800 for 1971/72. Household lar­
cenies and, less certainly, aggravated assaults and 
commercial robberies were the only offenses sig­
nificantly more common in 1974/75. 

Personal and household larcenies were less apt to 
have been reported to the police in 1974/75 than 
in 1971/72. There also was a downturn in the re­
porting of rape. Otherwise, there was little significant 
change in reporting patterns. 

Personal crimes 
Reflecting the impact of aggravated assault, the 

victimization rate for violent personal crime rose 
from 67 per 1,000 residents age 12 and over in 
1971/72 to 71 per 1,000 in 1974/75, a marginally 
significant increase. The rate for Denver males also 
increased marginally, but the rate among females 
was basically unchanged. For white residents of the 
city, a clearly higher 1974/75 rate for violent per­
sonal crime was determined, whereas an insignificant 
decrease was recorded for black residents and for 
those of races other than white or black. Married 
persons in general and those individuals age 20-34 
were more likely to have fallen prey to violent per­
sonal crime in 1974/75, and there was some indi­
cation that this also held true for divorced and 
separated persons. 

Although not statistically significant, a rate de­
crease was registered for rape-for the city's popu­
lation as a whole and for women specifically. 

For personal robbery, the victimization rate for 
1974/75 was not significantly different from that 
for 1971/72. The rate, however, clearly was higher 
in 1974/75 among persons age 20-24, among the 
married, and less conclusively, among the divorced 
and separated. There was some indication that it 
was lower in 1974/75 among the very youngest age 
group covered by the surveys (i.e., 12-to-15 year­
olds). 

The overall assault rate, although showing up­
ward movement, was not significantly changed. A 
clearly higher rate in 1974/75 for whites was offset 
in part by a marginally significant decrease in the 
rate among blacks. In addition to white residents in 
general, persons age 20-34, those who were married, 

75 
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and, less certainly, the city's male population were 
more liable to have been victims of assault in 1974/ 
75 than in 1971/72. The same held true for those 
from families with annual incomes in the $7,500-
$10,000 bracket. 

There was a marginally significant increase in the 
number of violent personal incidents in which of­
fenders were armed; the increase was clear cut with 
respect to personal robbery. Some change also was 
apparent in the choice of weapons used in the com­
mission of violent personal crime. Offenders were 
less likely in 1974/75 than in 1971/72 to have used 
guns. 

For personal crimes of theft, synonymous with 
personal larceny, the victimization rate for 1974/75 
was essentially the same as it was for 1971/72. 
Stability in rates also marked those forms of the 
crime involving victim-offender contact, as in purse 
snatching and pocket picking, and those that did not. 
For most groups under study, no significant change 
in the overall personal larceny rate was indicated. 
Exceptions included persons age 25-34, the divorced 
and separated, and those from families with annual 
incomes between $7,500 and $10,000, among whom 
the rate distinctly rose; and those with annual in­
comes of less than $3,000 and married persons in 
general, among whom the rate declined. 

Household crimes 
The ostensible increase in the household burglary 

rate-from 158 per 1,000 households to 1M-was 
not statistically significant. There was some indica­
tion that the rate was up for households headed by 
whites and for those in which the household head 
was age 65 and over. In fact, most of the apparent 
rate changes were increases, although not all were 
statistically significant. Households headed by blacks 
and those in which the head was a member of a 

race other than white or black were major excep­
tions to the general pattern. The reduction in rates 
in these households was not statistically significant, 
however. 

An 11 percent increase in the household larceny 
rate was recorded. Most households under study had 
a higher 1974/75 rate, although the increases were 
not be attached to most of these rate changes, how­
were recorded for households headed by whites, for 
renters, for households of fewer than six members, 
and for those in which the household head was in 
the 35-49 age group. Again, households headed by 
blacks and by those whose head was a member of a 
race other than white or black showed apparent rate 
reductions that were not statistically significant. 

The victimization rate for motor vehicle theft, 
although appearing to decline, was not significantly 
changed, and no meaningful pattern of increases or 
decreases appeared among the groups under study. 
There was some indication, however, that the 1974/ 
75 rate was lower in households headed by blacks. 

:,Commercial crimes 
Although appearing to drop slightly, the 1974/75 

victimization rate for commercial burglary was not 
significantly different from that for 1971/72. Some 
commercial establishments, differentiated by kind of 
business, gross annual receipts, or number of paid 
employees, had a higher 1974/75 rate, whereas 
others had a lower rate. Statistical significance could 
not be attached to most of these rate changes, how­
ever. 

A 45 percent increase in the commercial robbery 
rate was determined by the surveys. Retail and serv­
ice businesses had higher rates in 1974/75 than in 
1971/72; less clear cut was the increase recorded 
for business firms that had from one to three 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 

All crimes 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with 
weapoll 

Simple a~sault 
With in,lury 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 
Crimes of theft 

Personal larceny with contact 
Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without 
contact 

Total population age 12 and over 

Household sector 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Totel number of households 

Commercial sector 
Burglary 

Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

Total number of commercial 
establishments 

Number 
1971/72 1974/75 

83,200 
27,800 
1,200 

200 
1,000 
7,200 
2,300 
1,200 
1,100 
4,900 

19,300 
8,200 
2,500 

5,700 
11,100 
2,900 

8,200 
55,400 
2,400 
1,100 
1,300 

53,000 

84,500 
29,300 
1,000 

300 
800 

7,800 
2,500 
1,500 
1,100 
5,300 

20,500 
**9,300 
**3,100 

6,200 
11,200 
3,200 

8,000 
55,200 
2,400 
1,100 
1,300 

52,800 
415,000 412,000 
72,100 
30 ,800 
12,700 
10,700 
7,400 

32,700 
19,400 
9,900 

900 
2,500 
8,600 
6,100 
2,500 

194,600 
12,500 
11,200 
7,900 
3,300 
1,400 
1,100 

300 

*76,600 
32,400 
12,400 
11,500 

**8,500 
*36,500 
20,500 

*12,300 
900 

2,800 
7,800 
5,400 
2,400 

195,300 
13,200 
11,200 
8,300 
2,900 

**2,000 
1,500 

500 

25,200 25,700 

Percent 
of crimes 
within sector 

1971/72 1974/75 

100.0 
33.4 
1.4 
0.3 
1.2 
8.7 
2.8 
1.4 
1..3 
5.9 

23.2 
9·8 
3.0 

6.8 
13.3 
3.4 

9.9 
66.6 
2.9 
1.4 
1.6 

63.7 

100.0 
42.7 
17.6 
14.8 
10.2 
45.3 
26.9 
13·7 
1.2 
3.5 

12.0 
8.4 
3.5 

100.0 
89.1 
62.9 
26.2 
10.9 
8.8 
2.2 

100.0 
34.7 
1.2 
0.3 
0.9 
9.3 
3.0 
1.7 
1.3 
6.2 

24.2 
11.0 
3.6 

7.3 
13.2 
3.8 

9·4 
65.3 
2.8 
1.3 
1·4 

62.4 

100.0 
42.3 
16.2 
15.0 
11.0 
47.6 
26.7· 
16.1 
1.2 
3.6 

10.1 
7.0 
3.1 

100.0 
84.7 
62.7 
22.0 
15.3 
11.6 
3.7 

Percent of 
all crimes 

1971/72 1974/75 

100.0 

49.6 
16.5 
0·7 
0.1 
0.6 
4·3 
1.4 
0·7 
0.7 
2.9 

11·4 
4·9 
1.4 

3.4 
6.6 
1.7 

4·9 
33·0 
1.4 
0·7 
0.8 

31.6 

100.0 
48.4 
16.8 
0.6 
0.2 
0.4 
4.4 
1.4 
0.8 
0.6 
3·0 

11.7 
5.3 
1.8 

4.6 
31.6 
1.4 
0.6 
0·7 

30.3 

44·0 
18.6 
7.1 
6.6 
4.9 

20.9 
11.7 
7·1 
0.5 
1.6 
4·4 
3.1 
1.4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to numbers for 
1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant 
at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (,'\if) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between 
values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 
Represents not applicable. 



Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Involving strangers Involving nonstranllers 
Number Rate Number 

Type of crime 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 

Crime s of violence 20,200 **22,500 48·7 *54·7 7,500 6,800 18.2 
Rape 1,000 **700 2.5 **1.7 200 300 0.5 

Completed rape '200 '100 '0.4 '0.2 (lZ) '200 '0.1 
Attempted rape 800 600 2.0 1.4 '200 '200 '0·4 

Robbery 6,100 **7,100 14.6 **17·1 1,200 *800 2.8 
Robbery with injury 1,900 2,300 4.6 5.6 400 200 1.0 

From serious assault 1,000 1,300 2·4 3.1 200 '200 0.6 
From minor assault 900 1,000 2.2 2.5 200 '100 0.5 

Robbery without injury 4,200 4,SOO 10.0 11.5 700 500 l.S 
Assault 13,100 **14,800 31.6 *35.9 6,200 5,700 14.S 

Aggravated assault 5,800 *7,100 13·9 *17.3 2,400 2200 5.9 
With injury 1,700 **2,200 4.1 **5.4 SOO 900 1.9 
Attempted assault with weapon 4,000 **4,900 9.8 *11.9 1,600 1,300 4.0 

Simple assault 7,400 7,600 1708 18.5 3,700 3,600 9.0 
With injury 1,700 1,900 4.2 4.6 1,100 1,300 2.8 
Attempted assault without weapon 5,700 5,700 13.6 13.9 2,600 2,300 6.2 

Rate 
1974775 

16.5 
O.S 

10.4 
10·4 
*1.S 
0.6 
0.4 
0.2 
1.2 

13.9 
5.2 
2.1 
3.2 
8.6 
3.1 
5.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) neJOb to entries for 1974/75 indicates. that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 ,Percent confidence level; two asterl.sks (**) denote change significant Eot the 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. 

, Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
(Z) Less than 50 

------~------------------------------------
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Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

'.I'yJle of crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery ~Iith injury 

From serious assault 
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 

Personal larceny without contact 

1971/72 
(415,000) 

66.9 
3.0 
0.5 
2.4 

17.4 
5.6 
2.9 
2·7 

11.8 
46.5 
19·7 
6.0 

13.7 
26·7 
6.9 

19.8 
133.5 

5.8 
2.7 
3.1 

127·7 

1?74/75 
(412,000) 

*"71.2 
2·5 
0.6 
1·9 

19.0 
6.2 
3.5 
2·7 

12.8 
49·7 

**22.5 
**7·5 
15.1 
27·2 
7·8 

19.4 
133·9 

5.8 
2·7 
3.1 

128.1 

NOTE: Detail mar not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years Was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 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. 

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

of crime and sex of victims, 
1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Male Female 
1971/72 (1974175 1971/72 1974/75 

'.I'yJle of crime (191,100) 191,800) (223,900) (220,300) 

Crimes of violence 89·9 **ge.4 1.7.2 47·5 
Rape '0.2 '0.0 5·4 4·7 

Completed rape '0.1 '0.0 0.9 1.2 
Attempted rape '0.1 '0.0 4·4 3.5 

Robbery 27.0 29.2 9.2 10.1 
Robbery with injury e·7 9.7 3.0 3·1 
Robbery without injury UI·4 19·4 6.2 7.0 

Assault 62.7 **69.2 32.6 32.e 
Aggravated assault 30·4 **35·3 10.6 11.4 
Simple assault 32.2 " 33.9 22.1 21.3 

Crimes of theft 146.3 154.1 122.6 116.3 
Personal larceny with 

contact 5.2 
Personal larceny without 

4.6 6·4 6.9 

contact 141.1 149·5 116.2 109·4 

NOTE: Detail mal not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (,*) next to entries 
for 1974(75 inc.'icates that the change bet~leen values for tho 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote ohange signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 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 popu­
lation in the group. 

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



Table 5. Personal c:rimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 an,d over, 
by type of crime and race of' victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

White Black Other 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 

Type of crime (370,600) (367,500) (38,100) (40,600) (6,300) 

Crimes of violence 66.7 *73·0 64.5 56·3 90.2 
Rape 3.1 2.5 1.7 3.1 '6.8 
Robbery 17.6 19.4 13.8 15.4 '29.5 

Robbery with injury 5 7 6.0 3.8 7.8 '10.3 
Robbery without injury 11.9 13·3 10.0 7.6 '19.2 

Assault 46.1 *51.2 49.1 **37.8 53.9 
AggraVated assault 18.4 *22.8 31.1 -21.9 '28.7 
Simple assault. 27.7 28.4 18.0 15.9 '25.2 

Cri'lles of theft 135.4 134·7 117·6 126.9 121.4 
Personal larceny with contact 5.6 5·8 7.8 6.8 '6.7 
Personal larceny without contact 129·7 129.0 109.8 120.1 114.7 

1974/75 
(3,900) 

56.5 
'0.0 

'19.8 
'4.5 

'15.2 
'36·7 
'5.1 

'31.6 
126.5 
'0.0 

126.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 t.he 90 percent confi­
dence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflect.s either no difference between values recorded for each year Or the lack of statis­
tical significance for apparent changs. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

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

Table (>. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and age o~ victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

12-1~ 16-19 2O-21! 2~-2!1 2H2 ~0-6!1 6, and over 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 197477'5 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971 72 1974/75 

(37,000) (33,300) (37,900) (31,.400) (55,700) (54,300) (78,200) (84,400) (77,200) (71,200) (74,400) (77.300) (54,600) (57,200) Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 152.8 **130.1 151.7 1"".1 105.5 *138.4 62.3 *80.1 38.7 36.1 23.7 26.8 15.6 19.8 
Rape '3.3 '1.8 7.9 '1,.7 5.9 8.2 3.9 3.4 10.8 '1.2 '1.1 '0.0 '0.7 'e.c· 
Robbery 51,.2 **40.3 27.4 31.3 19.8 *33·5 14.3 15.1 10.9 10.0 8.7 12.5 8.6 11.2 

Robbery with injury 12.9 12.2 7.9 7.6 4.1 *8.9 4.8 1,.3 4.0 1,.6 4.7 5.7 5.3 4.6 
Robbery without 
injury 41.3 *28.0 19.5 23.6 15.7 *21,.6 9.5 10.8 6.9 5.4 4.0 6.7 '3.3 6.6 

Assault 95.5 88.1 116.4 108.1 79.8 *96.7 "".0 *61.6 ,27.0 2J,.9 13.8 14.3 6.3 8.7 
Aggravated assault 35.8 33.0 52.4 51.8 37.5 43·7 20.0 *31.1 9.4 10.0 5.2 6.3 '1.9 3.8 
Simple assaUlt 59.6 55.1 64.0 56.3 42.3 "53·0 24·0 **30.5 1,(.6 15.0 8.6 8.1 4.4 4.9 

Crimes of theft 1"".6 136.6 221,.1 201.7 205.7 209·6 164.7 *185.7 127.0 121.9 75.0 72.4 33.8 1,1.0 
Personal larceny 
with contact '5.4 5.0 5.7 7.1 7.2 6.0 5.0 3·4 4.5 4.0 5.4 7·1 8.6 9.5 

Personal larceny 
without contact 139.2 131.7 218.3 -194.6 198.4 203·6 159.7 *182.3 122.5 \ 117.9 69.6 Q5.4 25·3 31.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicatea that the change between values for the 2 years was statis-
tically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterieks (-) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for appt.rent change. Figures in parentheses refer to popu-
lation in ths group. 

1 Estimate, based on zero Or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. 
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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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Never married Narried Wido~led Divorced and sellarated 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974775 

Type of crime (127,700) (127,400) (224,000) (215,300) (31,300) (30,900) (30,400) (37,200) 

Crimes of violence 126.5 120.8 35.7 *43.3 28.2 20.8 86.3 **103.9 
Rape 5.6 4·8 1.5 10.7 10.6 11.3 5.3 6.6 
Robbery 35.4 :31.8 7.3 *10.2 14.5 13.0 20.4 **30.2 

Robbery with injury 10.3 9., 1.9 *3·9 9.3 15.2 9.6 8.6 
Robbery without injury 25.1 22.3 5.4 6.4 5.2 7.8 10.8 *21.6 

Assault 85·5 84.3 26.8 *32.4 13.1 **6.5 60.6 67.2 
Aggravated assault 36.6 36.7 11.2 *15.3 15.9 13.2 26.0 32.0 
Simple assault 49.0 47·6 15.6 17.1 7.2 13·3 34.6 35.2 

Crimes of theft 179.3 186.1 115·5 *104.2 56.2 63.0 153.0 *186·5 
Personal larceny with contact 5.6 7·2 4·7 3.6 10.6 11.7 10.8 8.8 
Personal larceny without 
contact 173.7 178.9 110.8 ~·100.7 45.6 51.3 142.2 *177·7 

N01'E: OstaU may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next; to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 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 marital 
status was not ascertained. . 

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

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 ald over, 
by type of crime and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Less than $2,000 $7' 000-$1 ,LI22 $7' ~00-$2,229 $10,000-$111,291 $1
7

,000-$211,921 $27,000 or more 
1971/72 1974/75 1971 72 1974/75 1971 72 1974175 19'11/72 197475 1971 72 1974 71 1971 72 1974h~ 

\1.5,8(0) (35,700) (106,900) (88,000) (53,300) (42,700) (96,300) (97,100) (62,700) (84,200 (22,000) (37,000 Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 87.1 102.6 74.7 75.2 56.4 ·*74·4 64·5 64.3 56·5 65.8 65.5 59·8 
Rape 4.8 6.2 4.0 3.8 12.6 14.3 2.3 2·3 10.9 '0.7 12·7 10.0 
Robbery 29.L. 34.2 18.6 19.8 14.1 15.6 16.2 17.7 13.0 16.1 16.1 14.2 

Robbery with injury 15.3 ·**9.5 6.4 8.7 3.9 14.2 2.7 *>·5·3 4.2 3·4 13.6 5.4 
Robbery Idthout injury 14.2 *21,.8 12.1 11.1 10.2 11.3 13.4 12·4 8.8 12.7 12.5 8.8 

Assault 52.8 62.2 52.0 51.7 39.7 *54.5 45·9 44.3 42.5 49.0 46.6 45.6 
Aggravated assault 24.6 29.3 22.9 26.3 18.6 *30.0 19·4 19., 15.0 19·4 16.0 18.1 
Simple assault 28.2 32.9 29.1 25·3 21.0 24.5 26.4 24·7 27·5 29·6 30.4 27.5 

Crimes of theft 125.1 *104·6 123.L, 130.6 112·3 *143.9 146.0 149.6 152.3 **135.6 168.5 154.8 
Personal larceny with 

6.5 6.2 '2.6 contact 10.7 1;3.7 8.2 4·7 5.2 4.8 4·1 17.2 12·7 
Personal larceny without 
contact 114.4, *90.9 117·0 124·4 109.6 *1)5.8 141·3 144·4 147·5 **131.5 161.3 152.0 

N01'E: DetaU may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (1I) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betwee(l,values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent conCidence level; two asterisks (jt:lf) denote change eignificant at the 90 percent conCidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974/75 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 ascertained. 

1 Estimate, 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 
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime,'1971/72 and 1974/75 

• , < 
., 
~« 

All incidents With weaEon 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1971/72 . 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 

Crimes of violence 23,300 24,500 9,000 *"10,200 38·7 41.6 
Rape 1,200 1,000 300 2200 21.4 "16.0 
Robbery 6,100 6,600 2,500 *3,200 41.4 **48.1 

Robbery with injury 2,000 2,200 800 1,000 42.6 45.0 
Robbery without injury 4,100 4,400 1,700 **2,200 40.8 **49.9 

AssauU' 16,000 16,900 6,200 6,800 39.0 40·4 
Aggravated assault 6,500 7,200 6,200 6,800 96.4 94·6 

With injUl':r 2,000 2,400 1,700 2,000 88.3 83·7 
Attempted assault with ~le<lPQn 4,500 4,800 4.500 4,800 100.0 100.0 

Simple assault 9,500 9,700 0 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 data reflects either no dtfference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 

, statistical significan~e for apparent change. 
Includes data on simple assaul~, which by definition does not involve the \lse of a weapon. 

2Estimate, based on zerO or on about 10 or fel<er 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Firearm Knife other ~e unknown 
Type of crime 1'971772 1974775 1971/72 1974175 1971772 1974775 197172 1974/75 

Crimes of violence 36.0 *28.1 28.2 32·4 33·2 *"38.7 2.7 ''7.0 
Rape '14.3 10.0 '46.4 '62.5 '39.3 '37.5 '0.0 10.0 
Itobbery 39.1 **29·5 30.4 33.6 26.7 28.1 '3.8 8.8 

Robbery with injury '17.0 22·4 1,0.9 **25.0 39.8 36.2 '2.3 '16.4 
Robbery without injury 50.6 ~33.2 :i5.0 *38.1 19·9 23.9 '4·5 4.9 

Aggravated assault 35.6 *25.6 26.6 28.3 35·6 40.4 '2.3 5.7 
With injury 14.4 10.6 22.7 24·5 61.3 59.1 '1.7 '5.8 
Attempted. assault ~ith weapon 43. 8 *31.9 28.1 29·9 25.7 ¥-\(J2.5 '2·4 5·7 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) ~ext to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years ~Ias statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; t.wo asterisks (~-);) denot.e change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974!75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significartce for apparent change. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

19.71/72 
(194,600) 

158.0 
65.3 
54.9 
37·3 

167·8 
99.4 
50.8 
4·6 

13.0 
44.4 
31·4 
13.0 

1974/75 
(195,300) 

165.8 
63.7 
58.8 

"**43.3 
*186.8 

104.7 
*63.0 

4·7 
14.3 
39.8 
27.5 
12.3 

NOTE: Detail ma;r not add to total shown because or rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent cOnfidence level; t\'lO asterisks (**) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks t''l 1974/75 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. 
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Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime· 
and race of head of household, 197'1/72 and 1974/75 

(Ra be per 1,000 households) 

White Black 
1971/72 1974/'75 1971/72 1974m 1971/72 

Type of crime (175,300) (175,1()0) (16,700) (18,500) (2,600) 

Burglary 148.2 **158.1 260.9 242.2 158.8 
Household larceny 163.1 *183.9 220.0 219·7 153·4 
l~otor vehicle theft 40.0 37.2 89·4 **67.4 '51.8 

other 
1974/75 
(1,800) 

127·3 
129.1 
'11.9 

OOTE:: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betwe&n values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 perce;nt confidence leveL The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of lltatistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number Of households in the group. 

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

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and age of head of household, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-12 20-34 '35-49 50..64 62 and OVer 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1971J7'ff' 1971/72 1974/75 1971172 1974/75 

Type of crime (4,600) (3,900) (65,700) (69,600) (43,300) (39,400) (43,900) (44,400) (37,100) (38,000) 

Burglal:'y 202·3 260.5 211.7 212.2 182.6 1$6,,2 119.2 12$.3 74.6 **93.7 
Household larceny 142·4 **220.9 222.0 **241.8 201·7 *232.7 lifO. $ 152.1 67.4 75.6 
Motor vehicle theft 75.3 **34.2 64." 57·8 53·1 45.5 30·5 32.; 11.4 9.9 

NOTE:: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change bet.reen values fOr the 2. years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
tl<O asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence . leveL The absence of ast.erisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of st.atistical significance for apparent, change. Figures in parencheses refer to number of households in the group. 
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Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less than $21000 $1,000-~ZI!t29 $7' :100-$2. 222 $101OOO-~11!1972 $1j 1 OOO-$~ .. 972 $2j 1 000 and mOre 
1971/72 1974/75 1971 72 1974/75 197i 72 1974175 1971/72 197475 1971 72 1974 75 1971 72 1974/75 

(:~O,800) (25,100) (55,500) (47,300) (24,800) (21,800) (39,300) (42,300) (23,200) (32,100) (7,600) (13,300) Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

165.4 
132.5 
30.2 

186.2 164·8 
130.9 161.4 
26.4 46.6 

162.6 142·1 *176.6 
**183.5 168.4 188.2 

*32.9 46.6 42.3 

155.2 163·7 158·7 172.4 191.4 158.9 
207.2 221.3 193.2 209.5 185.6 194.3 
42.0 **55·9 63.0 **44·8 37.1 39.8 

OOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence leve.l; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level •. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent cnange. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data 
on households whose income level '.Ias not ascertained. 

Tabl'e 15. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of persons in household, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two-three Four-five Six or more 
1971/72 197417~ 1971/72 (1974175 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (55,800) (62,100 (92,300) 93,1(0) (35,100) (31,500) (11,400) (8,500) 

Burglary 126.2 134.2 150.2 **164.9 199.6 212.4 248.8 234·5 
Household larceny 74·6 *96.4 159.1 *181.1 271·7 *322.2 374.0 408.3 
Motor vehicle theft 18.3 **25.1 46.6 40.4 71.5 59.1 70.7 69.0 

OOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 
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. 
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Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime and form of tenure, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1971/72 1974/75 
(99,000) (99,200) 

150.8 
**198.1 

35.6 

1971/72 
(95,600) 

169.7 
150.6 
49.3 

Rented 
1974/75) 

(96,100 

181.3 
*175.2 

44·1 

NOTE: O.le asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between yalues 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence leyel; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence leyel. 
The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 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. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of units in structure, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One' Two Three Four Five-nine 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

(124,400) (116,300) (10,700) (12,200) (3,400) (3,200) (4,200) (5,000) (9,200) (10,500) 

162.7 172.1 177·5 **217.8 207·1 177.8 126·7 **188.4 175.8 209·7 
194.1 *211.6 206.0 **257·7 157.4 217.5 159.0 201.2 164.6 195.2 
45.4 41.8 64·2 49.6 "53·3 "54.3 "47.6 41.4 42.6 43·4 

Ten or more 
1971/72 

(41,700) 
1974/75 

(46,000) 

136.0 125.2 
82.3 *101.8 
37·0 30.6 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 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 for Nhich the number of units in structure was not ascertained. 

1 Includes data on mobUe home .• , not shown separately. 
"Estimate t based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases t is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

1971/72 
(25,200) 

442.7 
312.6 
130.1 
54.3 
43.5 
10.9 

1974/75 
(25,700) 

434·7 
321.6 
113.1 
*78·5 

**59.8 
18·9 

NO'IE: Detail max not add to total sholm because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974175 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data 
reflects eith<>1'~no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number 
of busineo:.s establishments. 

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics 
of victimized establishments and type of crime, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
_, (Rate per 1,000 'establishments) 

Number of establishments Burglar;! Robberll: 
Characteristic 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 6,700 5,300 572.4 **709.0 156.3 
1'Iholesa"e 2,200 3,200 597·1 543·8 122·4 
Service 10,600 9,700 334·4 363·0 23·6 
other 5,700 7,500 430.3 288·4 13·0 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 2,300 2,000 386.9 565·3 130.1 
$10,000-$24,999 2,300 2,300 396.1 *711.0 80.9 
$25,000-$49,999 2,700 3,200 389.6 295·5 151.0 
$50,000-$99,999 3,000 3,800 496.8 *325.1 15.8 
$100,000-$499,999 5,200 6,200 476.6 467.4 101.4 
$500,000-$999,999 1,800 1,700 451.6 465·7 1.0.0 
$1,000,000 or more 2,400 2,800 514·1 538.0 70.2 
No sales 1,500 1,500 570.8 *218.5 10.0 

Average number of paid employees 
8,600 1-3 8,900 413·4 412.8 44·1 

4-7 5,500 4,900 458.5 432.1 31.0 
8-19 3,600 3,800 518.3 482.0 82.9 
20 or more 3,500 ),200 524·) 573·3 123·3 
None 4,100 4,900 342.2 346.7 124·4 

1974775 

*239.2 
48.2 

*39·3 
28.9 

111.6 
64.6 
51.8 
61.2 
80.9 

145.3 
118.1 
122·7 

**82.6 
71.3 
66.2 

119.8 
61.9 

OO'IE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the chauge 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 1974/75 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. 

CJ 
m 
Z 
< m 
;;tl 



8a, DENVER 

Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 

Personal sector, all crimes 34·9 33.1 

Crimes of violence 40.5 39.9 
Rape 55.6 *36.5 

Completed rape 181.8 137·0 
Attempted rape 49.5 36.4 

Robbery 44·1 45.1 
Robbery with injury 60.1 62.0 

From serious assault 65.3 69.2 
From minor assault 55.0 51.4 

Robbery without injury 36·7 37·2 
Assault 38.1 38.0 

Aggravated assault 45.8 44.3 
With injury 55·0 59.1 
Attempted assault with weapon 41.8 37.0 

Simple assault 32·4 32·7 
With injury 43·4 44·1 
Attempted assault without weapon 28.5 28.0 

Crimes of theft 32.1 *29.4 
Personal larceny with contact 45.9 47.1 

Purse snatching 47·8 **64.6 
Pocket picking 44.2 31.7 

Personal larceny without contact 31.5 *28·7 
Household sector, all crimes 47.4 *43.2 

Burglary 57.3 54.6 
Forcible entry 77·3 78.7 
UlLlawful entry without force 47.7 45.3 
Attempted forcible entry 36.7 31.9 

Household larceny 30.2 *26.6 
Less than $50 1704 *13·8 
$50 or more 59.3 *50.1 
Amount not available 117.8 118.4 
Attempted larceny 19·0 18.9 

Motor vehicle theft 77·9 73·9 
Completed theft 94·3 91.2 
Attempted theft 38.9 35.0 

Commercial sector, all crimes 77·9 82·7 
Burglary 75·7 81.8 
Robbery 96.2 87.9 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next; to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

1 Estimate , based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ia statistically unreliable. 
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Newark's residents were less likely in 1974/75 
than in 1971/72 to have been robbed, to have been 
the victims of personal larceny, or to have had their 
homes burglarized. Moreover, the city's business 
firms experienced relatively fewer burglaries. Over­
all rates for the other crimes measured by the Na­
tional Crime Survey program-rape, assault, house­
hold larceny, motor vehicle theft, and commercial 
robbery-were not significantly changed, although 
the chances of having a car or other motor vehicle 
actually stolen increased marginally, as did the like­
lihood that businesses had been victims of com­
pleted robberies. 

The volume of crime, as measured by the sur­
veys, declined, from 61,200 recorded victimizations 
in 1971/72 to 50,600 in 1974/75. Violent personal 
crime, i.e., the sum of rape, robbery, and assault, 
and personal crimes of theft, synonymous with per­
sonal larceny, both were fewer in number in 1974/ 
75 than in 1971/72, as was the total number of 
household offenses and the aggregate of commercial 
victimizations. 

Personal, household, and commercial crimes were 
reported to the police in 1974/75 in about the same 
proportions as in 1971/72. Personal robbery, how­
ever, was more apt to have been brought to official 
attention in 1974/75, whereas personal larceny and, 
with less certainty, household larceny were reported 
relatively less often. The increased reporting for 
personal robbery was reflected in a rise in the pro­
portion of violent victimizations brought to the at­
tention of the police. 

Personal crimes 
The overall rate for violent personal crime, re­

sponding to the dropoff in robberies, fell some 4 

points, from 42 per 1,000 residents age 12 and over 
in 1971/72 to 38 per 1,000 in 1974/75. A margin­
any significant increase in the rate for those violent 
victnnizations in which the victim and offender knew 
one another was more than offset by a decrease in 
the rate for those in which they did not. Women, but 
not men, were less liable to have been victimized by 
violent crime in 1974/75. Black residents of the city 
fared better than their white counterparts; they regis­
tered a lower 1974/75 rate, whereas the apparent 
decline in the rate for whites was not statistically 
significant. Except for individuals who had never 
been married, persons in all marital status groups 
were not as susceptible to violent personal crime in 
1974/75. 

Reflecting a downturn in the rate for those rob­
beries in which the victim and offender were 
strangers to one another, the overall robbery rate 
dropped from 29 per 1,000 in 1971/72 to 23 per 
1,000 in 1974/15. The decrease in the rate for 
robbery without injury was especially notable. 
Worn ell clearly had a lower overall robbery rate in 
1974/75, but the indicated decrease in the rate for 
men was not as conclusive. The rate was down 
among blacks; it was not significantly changed 
among whites. Lower 1974/75 rates were noted for 
persons in all age and marital status groups, al­
though the decreases were not all statistically sig­
nificant. 

Residents of Newark were no more or less likely 
to have been assaulted in 1974/75 than in 1971/72. 
Nonetheless, there was some indication of a margi­
nal increase in the 1974/75 rate for aggravated 
assault, which was partially offset by an apparent, 
although insignificant, drop in the rate for the simple 
form of the crime. The overall assault rate was 
higher in 1974/75 for'males, for persons age 16-19, 
and for those who had never been married. Among 
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females, the overall rate did not change significantly; 
such also WFl$ the case among both whites and 
blacks, among the widowed and divorced, and among 
those in age groups other than 16-19. 

Although both the volume of violent personal 
crime and the rate per 1,000 were lower in 1974/75 
than in 1971/72, an increase was noted in the 
proportion of such offenses in which the assailant 
was armed. Whereas 48 percent of all measured 
incidents of violent personal crime involved an 
armed offender in 1971/72, the proportion in 1974/ 
75 was 53 percent. With respect to personal rob­
bery, there was some indication of a relative in­
crease in the use of guns by armed offenders; pro­
portionatel~: there was less frequent recourse to 
knives. Ot;l'~rwise, the choice of weapons used in 
armed rap,,:>, robberies, and assaults was little 
changed. 

The victimization rate for personal crimes of theft 
declined from 50 per 1,000 residents age 12 and 
over in 1971/72 to 45 per 1,000 in 1974/75. It 
was down among women and among white residents 
of the city, but was not significantly changed among 
men or among blacks, although both groups ap­
peared to have lower 1974/75 rates. There was 
some indication that the 1974/75 rate declined 
among persons age 50 and over, but rose among 
those in the 16-19 age group. For personal larceny 
with contact (i.e., purse snatching and pocket pick­
ing), the rate decreased among women, blacks, all 
marital status groups except the never married, low­
income groups (less than $7,500), and persons 
age 25-34 and 50 and over. It was up among those 
from families with annual earnings in the $15,000-
$25,000 range. For most g~oups under study, the 
1974/75 rate for personal larceny without contact 
was not significantly changed from that for 1971/72. 
Among white residents of the city, however, it was 
lower, and among persons age 16-19 it was higher. 

,Household crimes 
A 31 percent drop in the rate for forcible entry 

and a less certain decline of approximately 16 per­
cent in the rate for unlawful ,'ntry accounted for the 

overall reduction in the household burglary rate, 
which fell some 25 points, from 123 per 1,000 
households in 1971/72 to 98 per 1,000 in 1974/75. 
Black residents of Newark clearly had a lower rate in 
1974/75, but the apparent decrease among the white 
population was not statistically significant. A lower 
rate in 1974/75 than in 1971/72 was determined 
for renters and, less conclusively, for homeowners. 
Reductions in rates also were experienced by 
households of all sizes and by those headed by per­
sons in all five age groups; in not all instances, 
however, were the ostensible decreases statistically 
significant. 

The household larceny rate for 1974/75 was not 
statistically different from that for 1971/72, al­
though showing an apparent upturn. Clearly, there 
was an increase in the rate for those larcenies in­
volving losses valued at $50 or more. Both white 
households and black households appeared to have 
a higher overall larceny rate in 1974/75, but the 
indicated increases were not large and were not 
statistically significant. Homeowners registered a 
marginally significant rise; among renters, the .rate 
remained about the same. 

Although the victimization rate for motor vehicle 
theft did not change~ignificantly, there was an indi­
cation that the rate for completed thefts rose mar­
ginally. Among the various groups under study, 
few registered changes in the motor vehicle theft 
rate that could be judged significant. 

'Commercial crimes 
The rate for commercial burglary declined from 

631 per 1,000 establishments in 1971/72 to 506 
per 1,000 in 1974/75, a decrease of approximately 
20 percent. There was some indication that whole­
sale houses represented 'a major exception to the 
overall pattern of decline ill the commercial bur­
glary rate. 

A decrease in the rate for attempted robberies 
combined with a marginally significant rise in the 
rate for completed robberies to produce an overall 
commercial robbery rate that was not significantly 
changed in 1974/75 over 1971/72. 
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: 
Number and percent distribution of victimizations, 

by sector and type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 

All crimes 

Personal sector 
Crimea of violence 

Rape 
CompleteC: rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault \dth 

weapon 
Simple assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 
Crimes of theft 

Personal larceny with contact 
Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without 
contact 

Total population age 12 and over 

Household sectOl' 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household l,!lrceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempt,ed theft 

Total number of households 

Commercial sector. 
Burglary 

Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

Total number of commercial 
establiShments 

Number 
1971/7'2. 1974/75 

61,200 
25,400 
11,600 

400 
100 
200 

7,900 
2,400 
1,200 
1,200 
5,500 
3,300 
1,700 

800 

900 
1,700 

500 

1,200 
13,800 
4,200 
2,500 
1,600 

9,700 
275,000 
21,800 
13,100 
7,000 
2,900 
3,300 
4,700 
2,100 
1,700 

300 
600 

3,900 
2,900 
1,100 

106,700 
14,000 
12,100 
8,700 
3 ,if 00 
1,900 
1,100 

700 

19,200 

*50,600 
*21,900 
*10,000 

400 
100 
300 

*6,100 
**2,000 

1,100 
**900 

*4,100 
3,500 
2,000 

900 

**1,200 
1,500 

400 

1,100 
*11,900 
*2,800 
*1,500 
*1,300 

9,100 
265,000 

*19,200 
*10,000 
*4,600 
*2,300 

3,100 
5,000 
2,000 

*2,300 
300 
400 

4,100 
3,200 

900 
102,7flO 

*9,500 
*7,800 
*6,100 
*1,700 
1,600 
1,300 
*300 

15,400 

Percent 
of crimes 
wi thin sector 

1971/72 1974/75 

100.0 
45.6 

1.5 
0.6 
1.0 

30.9 
9.3 
4.6 
4.7 

21.6 
13.1 
6.6 
3.1 

3.4 
6.6 
1.9 

4.7 
54.4 
16.4 
9.9 
6.4 

38.0 

100.0 
60.3 
32.0 
13.2 
15.1 
21.6 
9.7 
7.9 
1.4 
2.6 

18.1 
13.1 
5.0 

100.0 
86.6 
62.4 
24. 2 
13.4 
8.1 
5.3 

100.0 
45.8 
1.8 
0.4 
1.4 

27.9 
9.0 
5.0 
4.0 

18·9 
J.6.0 
9.2 
:3.9 
5.3 
6.9 
1.9 

4.9 
54.2 
12.6 
6.9 
5.7 

41.6 

100.0 
52 .3 
24.0 
12.1 
16.2 
26.3 
10·4 
11.8 
1.8 
2.3 

21.4 
16.7 
4.8 

100.0 
82.6 
64·8 
l709 
17·4 
13.9 
3.4 

Percent of 
all crimes 

1971/72 1974/75 

100.0 

41.6 
18.9 
0.6 
0.2 
0.4 

12.9 
3.9 
1.9 
2.0 
9.0 
5.4 
2·7 
1.3 

1.4 
2.7 
0.8 

1.9 
22.6 
6.8 
4.1 
2.7 

15.8 

35. 6 
21.4 
11.4 
4.7 
5.4 
7·7 
3.4 
2.8 
0.5 
0.9 
6.4 
4.7 
1.8 

22.8 
19.8 
14.3 
5.5 
3.1 
1.8 
1.2 

100.0 

43.4 
19.9 
0.8 
0.2 
0.6 

12.1 
3.9 
2.2 
1.7 
8.2 
7.0 
4.0 
1.7 . 

2.3 
3.0 
0.8 

16.1 

37.9 
19.6 
9.1 
4.6 
6.1 

10.0 
3.9 
4.4 
0.7 
0·9 
6.1 
6.3 
1.8 

18.7 
15.4 
12.1 
3.3 
3.2 
2.6 
0.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One aeterisk ( •. ) next to numbers for 
1974/75 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 auterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no differ­
ence between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent 
change. 
Represents not applicable. 



Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Involving str!!!!Bers Involv~ nonstr!!!!Bers 
Number Rate Number Rate 

Type of crime 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 

Crimes of violence 10,300 *8,500 37.6 *32.0 1,300 1,600 4.6 
Rape 300 400 1.1 1.4 1100 (lZ) 10.3 

Completed rape 1100 1100 '0.3 '0.4 1100 10 10.2 
Attempted I' ape 200 200 0.8 0.8 (lZ) (lZ) '0.1 

Robbery 7,500 *5,700 27.3 *21.6 400 400 1.3 
Robbery with injury 2,200 **1,800 8.1 6.9 200 200 0.6 

From serious assault 1,100 1,000 3.9 3.8 '100 '100 '0.4 
From minor assault 1,100 *800 4.2 **3.1 '100 1100 '0.2 

Robbery without injury 5,300 *3,900 19.2 *14.8 200 200 0.7 
Assault 2,500 2,400 9.2 8.9 800 *1,200 3.0 

Aggravated assault 1,200 1,300 4.4 5.0 500 **700 1.7 
\~ith injury 500 500 1.9 1.8 300 400 1.0 
Attempted assault with liaspon 700 90G 2.5 3 •. 2 200 300 0.7 

Simple assault 1,300 1,000 1,.8 3.9 400 500 1.3 
With injury 400 300 1.4 1.0 100 200 0.4 
Attempted assault without. weapon 900 800 3.4 2.9 300 300 0.9 

197477.5 

**5.9 
10.1 
10.0 
10.1 
1.4 
0.6 

10.3 
10.2 
0.9 

*4.4 
*2.6 
1.4 

**1.2 
1.8 
0.6 
1.2 

NOTE: DetaU may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates "hat the change between values for 
the 2 years \~as statistically si,gnificant at the 9, ,Percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. 

Z Less than 50. 
lEstimate, based on zero or ')n 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery Idthout injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault. with weapon 

Simple assault 
\-lith injury 
Attempted assault wit.hout weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snat.ching 
Pocket picking 

POl'sonal larceny without contact 

1971/72 
(275,000) 

42.2 
1.4 
0.5 
0.9 

28.6 
8.6 
4.3 
4·4 

20.0 
12.1 
6.1 
;l.8 
3·2 
6.1 
1.8 
4·3 

50.3 
15.2 
9.2 
6.0 

35·1 

1974/75 
(265,000) 

*37.9 
1.5 
0.4 
1.1 

·'23·1 
7.5 
4.1 

**3.3 
*15.6 
13.3 

**7.6 
3.2 

*h·4 
5.7 
1.6 
h.1 

*J,1,.9 
*10.5 
*5.7 

*"'4.7 
34·5 

NOTE. Detail rna;! not add to total shown because of rOIL'lding. One asterisk (.,) next. to entries 
for 1974/75 indicates that the change bettleen values £01' the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; t",o asterisks (*") denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 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 popu­
lation. 

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

of crime and sex of victims, 
1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Male Female 
1971/72 

(121,200) (1974~) 1971/72 
(153,800) 

1974/75 
(150,400) Type of crime 114, 

Crimes of violence 52.8 51.7 33.8 
Rape 10.1 '0.0 2.1. 

Completed rape '0.0 '0.0 0.9 
Attempted rape 10.1 '0.0 1.5 

Robbery 38.9 H)3.8 . 20.5 
Robbery ~lith injury 11.2 11.0 6.6 
Robbery without injury 27·7 *22.8 13.8 

Assault 13.8 *17.9 10.9 
Aggravated assault 7.4 *10.7 5.0 
Simple assault. 6.3 7.2 5.9 

Crimes of theft 45.0 42.8 54.5 
Personal larceny with 
contact 6.5 **4.7 22.0 

Personal larceny without 
contMt 38.5 38.1 32.5 

NOTE: Detail may not adel to tQt!!1 shotm because of rounding. One asterisk CM-) next to 
entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 data reflects either nO difference between values recorded 
for eaclt year Or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 
Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

*27·4 
2.7 
0.8 
2.0 

*11,.9 
~*I..8 
*10.1 

9.8 
5.3 
1,.5 

*46.5 

*14.8 

31.7 

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 an.d over, 
by type of crime and race of'victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

White Black other 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 (m%~) 1971/72 Type of crime (115,200) (118,900) (142,100) (17,700) 

Crimes of violence 33.0 30.0 52.3 *44.9 20.7 
Rape 10.2 1.1 2.3 2.0 '1.6 
Robbery" 20.2 18.2 37.0 "27.5 15.8 

Robbery" with injury 7.7 6.7 10.2 .... 8.1 12.4 
Robbery without injury 12.5 11.5 26.9 ·>19.4 13.5 

Assault 12.6 10.7 12.9 15.4 '3.3 
Aggravated assault 4.5 5.2 7.8 9.5 11.6 
Simple assault 8.0 *5.5 5.1 5.8 11.6 

Crimes of theft 49.4 *40.6 52.4 49.2 39.8 
Personal larceny with contact 12.4 10.0 18.2 *11.2 9.3 
Personal larceny without contact 37.0 *30.6 34.2 38.0 30.5 

m~lJ5 
31.5 
'0.0 
15.9 
'6.0 
'9.8 

115.6 
'9.6 
'6.0 
31.4 
'4.0 
27.4 

OOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk C» noxt to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was ~tatistically significant at the 95 ,Percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
coni'idence 2.evel. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year Or the lack of 
statistical sigtdricance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically =eliable. 

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and age of victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

12-15 16-12 20-2il 22-~il :2:H2 20-6il 6, and over 
1971/72 19'14/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971 72 1974/75 

(31,000) ()1,5OO) (26,300) (26,600) (30,600) (25,900) (51,100) (47,700) (60,800) (56,500) (46,900) (47,000) (28,300) (29,800) Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 46.0 46.1 54.6 65.9 47.3 43·4 41.8 **33.7 37.!l 32.2 42.0 *31.1 :31.2 26.9 
Repe '0.9 '1.2 '2.1 3.8 4. 1 3.9 '1.3 2.4 '1.1 '0.2 '0.9 '0.8 '0.0 '0.0 
Robbery" 27.7 22.1 33.6 30.7 24.7 21.3 27.8 22.4 28,3 *"22.7 33.1 *22.9 24.0 21.0 

Robbery with injury" 4.6 6.2 7.6 7.2 ,.1 6.8 8.3 *4·5 9.1 8.) 13.1 **8.4 10.2 11.3 
Robbery" without 

19.6 **14.4 20.0 **14., 13.8 9.7 injury 23.1 **15.9 26.0 23.5 14.5 19.5 17.9 19.3 
Assault 17.4 23.4 1B.9 *31.4 1!l.6 lB.2 12.7 9.0 8.3 9.3 8.0 7·4 7.2 5.9 

Aggravated assault 6.9 *13·4 9.2 *18.6 !l.6 10·5 7.9 6.6 4.5 5.3 3.5 4.0 3.9 '0.9 
Simple assault 10.5 10.1 9·7 12.8 10.0 7.7 4.!l **2.4 3·9 4.0 4·4 3., 3.4 5.0 

Cr:lJnes of theft 21.2 25.7 36.7 **48.0 65.8 56.9 62.5 56.4 57.4 50.0 53.8 *43.8 35.1 **25.7 
Personal larceny 
with contact '2.S '2.8 7.0 4.7 14.0 12.3 18.8 ·'12.6 15.3 12.4 21.1 *13.S 21.0 "9.6 

Personal larceny 
51.8 44.6 43.8 42.2 37.6 32·7 29.9 14.1 16.1 without contact 18.4 22·9 29.7 *43.3 43.7 

OOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk t*) next to entries for 1974/75 indic~tes that the change bet>leen values for the 2 years Was statis-
tically lJignificant at the 95 percent confidence leveli t>lO asterisks (H) denote change significant at the 90 percent COnfidence level. ·The absence of asterisks on 
1974/75 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 papulation in the group. 

'Est:lJnate, based on zero or on abollt 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Never married Married Widowed Divorced and seBarated 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75' 1971272 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (92 ,300) (95,700) (127,000) (114,300) (23, 00) (23,300) (29,400) (30,300) 

Crimes of violence 48.7 51.2 32.1 *25·4 40.8 *28.5 64.3 *49.8 
Rape '1.1 2.4 1.4 0.9 '1.2 10.6 12.3 11.7 
Robbery 30.3 **25.7 22.8 *18.7 33.2 *21.4 44.0 *32.4 

Robbery with injury 6.9 7.6 8.6 *5.5 13.4 10.2 9.9 11.9 
Robbery without injury 23.4 -*18.1 11..2 13.2 19.8 *11.3 34.1 *20·5 

Assault 17.3 *23.1 7.9 **5.9 6.5 6.5 17.9 15.7 
Aggravated assault 8.0 *14.1 4.1 2.9 '3.5 12.2 10.3 8.7 
Simple assault 9.3 9.0 3.9 2.9 '3.0 4.3 7.6 7.1 

Crimes of theft 40.5 41.7 51.4 **46.0 56.0 *39.7 70.4 *55.3 
Personal larceny with contact 9.0 7.2 12.9 -'9.8 29.8 *17.3 33.2 *18.3 
Personal larceny without 
contact 31.6 34.5 38.5 36.2 26.2 22.4 37.3 37.0 

roTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rowlding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 i.nt.Jicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; t.IO asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 
percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects Gither 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 
marital status was not ascertained. 

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

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Less than $i 000 $7 • 000-!l.!t22 $7 ~00-$2.222 $10,ooo-$1i1:,92j $17,ooo-$?!t~99j $27,000 or more 
1971/72 974175 1971 72 1974/75 1971)72 1974/75 1971/72 1974 75 1971 72 1 74 75 1971 72 1974/75 

Type of crime (33,400) (29,100) (105,300) (93,200) (40,000) (35,800) (49,900) (52,300) (21,100) (27,400) (3,100) (5,500) 

Crimes of violence 61.4 -'43.0 46.4 **40.6 38.5 31.7 30.4 36.8 30.7 29·4 '13.5 33.4 
Rape 11.2 '1.8 2.0 1.8 '1.0 '1-.8 '1.1 '0.7 '0.7 12.3 10.0 '0.0 
Robbery 46.7 *24·9 32.6 *24.5 25.5 21.0 17.4 22.0 14.4 19.2 113·5 22.3 

Robbery with injury 12.9 10.7 9.7 7.9 6.8 7.3 5. 2 6.0 14.5 6.5 18.9 '0.0 
Robbery without injury 33.8 -*14. 2 22.8 -'16.6 18.7 13.8 12.2 16.0 9.9 12.7 14.6 22.3 

Assault 1305 16.4 11.8 14.3 12.0 8.9 11,9 14.1 15.6 *7.8 10.0 111.0 
Aggravated assault 6.6 **11.2 5.7 **7.9 6.5 5.0 5.2 6.4 9.2 5.1 10.0 ,18.9 
Simple assault 6.9 5. 2 6.1 6.5 5.5 3.9 6.7 7.6 6.5 12.7 '0.0 '2.2 

Crimes of theft 50.0 *32.1. 46.8 *39.2 52.2 *36.6 50.9 56.0 60.6 64.0 83.6 58.4 
Personal larceny with 
contact 25.5 *11.2 18.0 *12.0 11.3 **7.3 11.0 8·9 5.2 *12.7 '9.1 '13.5 

Personal larceny without 
contact 24.6 21.2 28.S 27. 2 40.9 *29.3 40.0 **47.2 55.4 51.3 74.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 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 l~hose income level was not ascertained. 

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

44.9 



Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those 
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

All incidents With >leaE!;!n 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 

Crimes of violence 10,600 "8,900 5,100 4,800 48.3 *53.3 
Rape 400 400 100 200 29.7 45.9 
Robbery 7,300 *5,500 3,600 "3,000 50.1 54.9 

Robbery \'lith injury 2,200 **1,900 1,000 900 43.0 49.7 
Robbery \'Iithout injury 5,000 "3,600 2,700 *2,100 53.0 57.5 

Assault' 3,000 3,100 1,400 1,600 46.1 51.0 
Aggravated assault 1,500 1,700 1,400 1,600 93.1 92.4 

With injury 700 800 600 700 84.3 84.1 
Attempted assault \'lith >leapon 800 900 800 900 100.0 100.0 

Simple assault 1,500 1,400 0 0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total ShOl1l1 because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years >las statistically significant at the 95 ,Percent confidence le,,-el; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Includes data on simple assault, ~Ihich 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Firearm Knife Other ~e unknown 
Type of crime 1971772 19'14775 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 197172 1974775 

Crimes of violence 23.1 25.8 52.0 *44.4 22.7 23.6 2.3 *6.2 
Rape '45.4 • 117.6 '36.4 76.4 '9.1 '5.9 '9.1 '0.0 
Robbery 22.4 **28.4 57.6 *47.5 18.1 17.5 '1.9 6.6 

Robbery \'lith injury '8.9 13.4 56.4 45.4 31.7 28.9 '3.0 12.4 
Robbery without injury 27.4 **35.0 58.2 *48.4 12.8 12.6 11.4 '4.0 

Aggravated assault 22.7 21.4 39.0 35.1 36.2 36.9 12.1 6.5 
With injury 110.2 14.1 32.2 30.1 57.6 57.5 10.0 '8.2 
Attempted assault with weapon 32.1 35.1 43.2 3Q ·4 21.0 21.3 13.7 '4.3 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 
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. 

1.0 
CO 
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted IOi'cible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1971/72 
(106,700) 

123.1 
65.) 
27.0 
30.7 
44.1 
19.8 
16.1 
2.9 
5.3 

36.9 
26.7 
10.1 

1974/75 
(102,700) 

*97.6 
*44.8 

**22.6 
30.2 
49.1 
19.5 

*22.0 
3.) 
4.4 

40.0 
-'*31.1 

8.9 

NOTE: Detail max not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974;75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years \'laS statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two asterisks (**) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level.. The absence of asterisks on 1974/7') data 
reflects ei'bher no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statisticnl significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number 
of households. 



Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and race of head of household, 1971/72 ar.ld 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

\1hite Black Other 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 

Type of crime (44,900) (46,100) (54,800) (54,200) (7,000) 

Burglary 70.0 63.2 169.3 *129.0 101.1 
Hou_sehold larceny 39.8 41.4 50.5 54·4 21.3 
Hotor vehicle then 31.3 33.4 43·4 45.2 21.4 

1974/75 
(2,500) 

*50.:;' 
*75.9 

**50.8 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change botween values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidel.lGe level; t~!O asterisks (**) denote change signifi.cant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference bet\ieen values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent chnage. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number of hous~'holds in the group. 

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and age of head of household, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 20-:2!1 22-!19 20-6!1 62 and over 
1971/72 1974/7~ 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 (1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7) 

Type of crime (1,100) (1,100 (33,000) (29,900) (:;'1,000) 28,900 (24,700) (24,800) (16,900) (18,000 

Burglary 1'73.7 135.6 153.7 *124.6 136.3 *114.3 104·9 *81.8 62.4 "*45.2 
Household 1 arceny '10.9 '53.9 51.6 53.5 57.1 62.1 35.3 *49.9 20.5 19.2 
Motor vehicle theft '0.0 118.3 38.8 *52.0 43.8 44.9 40.1 39.5 17.9 14.5 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between va.-les for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; two asterisks (H) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference betNeen values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number of households in the grcup. _ 

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fe>ler sample cases, is statistiCally unreliable. 
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Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less than $3 000 
1971/72 1974/15 

$3 ,000-$7 i:~99 
197 1/7274/75 

~ ,?,00-$9, 999 
197172 1974/75 

$lO,ooo-$!!i 999 
i971J72 1974/75 

$1, ,ooo-$24,9Y 
1971 72 1974 75 

$25,000 or more 
1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (18,300) (16,500) (43,000) (37,900) (13,800) (13,000) (15,800) (17,100) (6,200) (8,200) (800) (1,500) 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

130·7 
26.5 
7.7 

**107.2 
29.9 
10.8 

120.6 *94·0 119.5 
37.6 40.8 64.5 
29.9 26.4 59.9 

*88.9 128.3 *101.1 110.7 94.9 '67.7 151.0 
*40.4 65.5 69.8 62.8 *93.7 113.8 67.6 

54.7 51.5 **66.4 75.0 76.5 '69.3 103.4 

IDTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percerri; confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks On 1974/75 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 income level was not ascertained. 

'Estimate, 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two-Three Four-Five Six. or more 
197YJ)2 1974/75 

Type of crime (24, ) (25,000) 
197£1)2 
(46, ) (197417) 46,100 

1971/72 (197417) (24,900) 22,800 
1971/72 
(10,700) 

1974/75 
(8,700) 

Burglary 101·7 **86.3 114.1 *91.9 143.6 "'111.3 163.2 *124.5 
Household larceny 24.3 25.2 33.7 40.5 70.2 73.2 74.2 **99.7 
Motor vehicle theft 15.6 **23.8 34.7 39.3. 51.3 59.9 61.3 *38.4 

IDlE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2. years Was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; t\~O asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks On 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lacl, 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. 



Type of Cl'ime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Hotor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household cri'mes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime 3\nd form of tenure, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 

l'Jpe of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

O,med or being bought 
1971/72 1974/75 
(23,500) (23,500) 

117.9 
54.9 
47.9 

**98.4 
**69.8 

48.0 

1971/72 
(83,300) 

124.5 
41.0 
33.8 

Rented 
1974/75 

(79,200) 

/PTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1971,/75 indicates tha.t 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 1974/75 data refl·ects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of units in structure, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households; 

Onel Two Three Four Five-Nine 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 
(11,700) (11,100) (19,100) (18,800) (23,900) 

1974/75 
(23,300) 

1971/72 
(5,200) 

1974/75 
(5,100) 

1971/72 
(12,700) 

1974/75 
(13,000) 

122.1 *88.1 99.9 90.5 142.8 *89.6 116.1 87-9 150.4 126.8 
60.7 68.9 51.1 52.7 48.0 56.0 22.2 **45.4 28.9 **42.4 
38.2 48.9 47.1 36.6 40.4 45.5 35.2 23.0 34.2 31.4 

Ten or more 
1971/72 
(32,300) 

1974/75 
(30,200) 

111.1 99.8 
39.7 37.7 
29·7 *40.9 

/PTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 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 for \~hich the number of units in structure was not ascertained. 

lIncludes data on mobile homes, not sho~m separately. 
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Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

1971/72 
(19,200) 

630.6 
454.6 
176.0 
97.8 
58.9 
38.7 

1974/75 
(15,400) 

*506.1 
396.6 

*109.5 
106.3 

**85.4 
*20.9 

NOTE: Detail mal not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries 
for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; t .. o asterisks (**) denote change signif­
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data 
reflects either nO difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics 
of victimized establishments and type of crime, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 establishments), 

Number of establishments BurBl!!a Robbeo::t: 
Characteristic 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 6,600 5.300 946.2 *704.4 162.8 
Wholesale 800 800 299.5 *'*579.4 143.4 
Service 8,800 7,300 463.7 411.6 64.5 
Other 2,900 2,100 513.3 310.8 66.4 

Gross annual recmts 
Less then $10, 2,300 2,100 739.6 *503.3 116.1 
$10,000-$24,999 2,800 1,900 650.9 505.1 57.0 
$25,000-$49,999 2,500 2,000 687.7 "369.6 106.3 
$50,000-$99,999 3,500 1,600 549.8 674.2 45.1 
$100,000 -$499,999 3,600 2,300 535.7 625.4 110.3 
$500,000-$999,999 900 700 578.1 591.5 178.7 
$1,000,000 or more 1,000 1,100 628.5 647.4 166.7 
No sales 600 900 343.4 460.3 1125.7 

Average number of paid employees 
1-) 6,200 6,300 552.7 480.4 90.2 
4-7 3,700 2,;00 628.7 *420.1 75.5 
8-19 2,000 2,000 784.6 *526.8 107.2 
20 or more 1,600 1,200 1,046.4 814.6 102.4 
Ilone :3,600 ).400 555.4 4S1.4 132.9 

1974775 

180.7 
1111.0 

60.6 
7701 

105.0 
126.5 

*187.8 
187.6 
138.9 
180.2 
'46.2 
'42.0 

113.7 
121.8 
101.1 
142.1 
*74.2 

l!OTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betNeen values for the 2 years lias statistically Significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence Of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sainple cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 

Personal sector, all crimes 40.9 40.3 

Crimes of violence 49.7 *55.1 
Rape 57.9 75.0 

Completed rape '5'1.1 '90.0 
Attempted rape 58.3 73.3 

Robbery 49.7 *57.4 
Robbery with injury 59.9 59.6 

From serious assault 68.1 68.2 
From minor assault 52.5 50.0 

Robbery without injury 45.1 *56.3 
Assault 48.6 48.9 

Aggravated assault 60.2 62.2 
With injury 59.0 62.8 
Attempted assault with weapon 60.2 61.2 

Simple assault 36.7 31.8 
With injury 42.9 41.9 
Attempted assault without weapon 34.2 27.8 

Crimes of theft 33.5 *27.7 
Personal larceny with contact 38.0 37.2 

Purse snatching 41.7 40.8 
Pocket picking 32.3 32.8 

Personal larceny without contact 31.6 *24.9 
Household sector, all crimes 51.2 49·3 

Burglary 51.1 5.0.0 
Forcible entry 66.3 69.1 
Unlawful entry without force 41.0 42.9 
Attempted forcible entry 27.7 26.8 

Household larceny 28.3 **2).0 
Less than $50 23.1 *14;5 
$50 or more 39.0 32.7 
Amount not available '19.4 '14.7 
Attempted larceny 19.6 15.6 

Motor vehicle theft 79.1 79.8 
Completed theft 95.4 95.3 
Attempted theft 34.3 26.1 

Commercial sector, all crimes 79.4 80.3 
Burglary 80.0 78.7 
Robbery 75.3 87.7 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next. to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change b0tween 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 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year Or the lock of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Increased vulnerability to criminal acts measured 
by the National Crime Survey program was reported 
for Portland's residents and commercial firms in 
1974/75, as compared with 1971/72. Inhabitants 
of the city were more likely in 1974/75 than during 
the earlier period to have been assaulted, to have 
been the victims of personal crimes of theft, to have 
had their homes burglarized, or to have sustained 
loss through household larceny. The chances were 
at least 9 out of 10 that they also were more apt 
to have been rape victims. Greater too was vulner­
ability to commercial robbery and commercial bur­
glary, significantly for the former and marginally for 
the latter. Of the measured crimes, personal rob­
bery was the sole offense for which the victimization 
rate did not appear to increase, but the apparent 
rate reduction for robbery was not statistically sig­
nificant. 

Higher victimization rates in 1974/75 for most 
• of the measured crimes reflected a larger volume of 

crime. Survey data recorded 138,900 victimizations 
in 1974/75, compared with 114,400 in 1971/72. 
Most offenses were significantly more common in 
1974/75 than in the earlier period. 

Although more crimes were reported to the police 
in 1974/75 than in 1971/72, there was a down­
turn in the proportion of personal crimes brought 
to official attention-from 34 percent in 1971/72 to 
31 percent in 1974/75. The decline was occasioned 
by a drop in the reporting of personal larcenies 
without contact. Also, proportionately fewer motor 
vehicle thefts were brought to the attention of the 
police in 1974/75, but otherwise there was little 
change in reporting patterns. 

Personal crimes 
The victimization rate for violent personal crime. 

i.e., the sum of rape, robbery, and assault, rose 
from 59 per 1,000 residents age 12 and over in 
1971/72 to 71 per 1,000 in 1974/75. Rates were 
hight~r in 1974/75 for those victimizations in which 
victim and off~nder were strangers to one another 
and for those in which they were not. Most groups 
under study experienced the higher 1974/75 rates, 
with clear-cut increases being indicated for the white 
population, for both men and women, for persons 
who had never been married or were divorced or 
separated, and for most income groups. The only 
persons who clearly had a lower rate were those 
from families with annual incomes of $25,000 or 
more, although the black population of Portland 
registered an apparent but statistically insignificant 
reduction. 

As indicated, the chances were at least· 9 out of 
10 that Portland residents were more liable to have 
been rape victims in 1974/75 than in 1971/72. The 
chances were even greater when only the female 
population was considered. Among women, the rape 
rate rose from 4 per 1,000 to 7. Moreover, the up­
ward movement in the rate for rape was due to a 
clear-cut increase in the rate for completed crimes, 
as opposed to attempted offenses. 

The robbery rate was about the same in 1974/75 
as in 1971/72 for the popUlation as a whole and for 
most groups under study. It declined marginally 
among married persons, the only group for whom 
any acceptable degree of significance in rate changes 
could be reckoned. 
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The assault rate was up almost across the board. 
For the resident population as a whole, the rate rose 
from 40 per 1,000 in 1971/72 to 51 per 1,000 in 
1974/75, and reflected increases in rates for both 
the aggravated and simple forms of the crime and 
for both stranger and nonstranger assault victimiza­
tions as well. Members of both sexes, as well as 
white inhabitants of the city, shared in the higher 
1974/75 overall assault rate. Also, persons in all 
age groups and in most income and marital status 
groups appeared to have been more likely assault 
victims in 1974/75, although statistical significance 
could not be attached to the increase for each 
group. Widowed persons were the only group for 
whom a definite rate reduction, albeit a marginal 
one, was determined. Blacks and persons with an­
nual family incomes of $25,000 or more recorded 
statistically insignificant rate reductions. 

No significant change was recorded in the pro­
portion of incidents of violent personal crime in 
which the offender was armed. Neither was there 
any meaningful change in the type of weapon used 
by armed assailants in the commission of such acts. 

For personal crimes of theft, synonymous with 
personal larceny, the victimization rate jumped 
some 20 points, from 123 per 1,000 residents to 
143 per 1,000. The rate for personal larceny with­
out contact definitely was higher in 1974/75, 
whereas that for personal larceny with contact 
(i.e., purse snatching and pocket picking) increased, 
but not significantly. There was some indication, 
however, of a rate increase for pocket picking. 
Higher 1974/75 rates were common to most groups 
under study. A major exception was the black popu­
lation, which registered a marginally significant 
decline. 

\Household crimes 
Reflecting higher 1974/75 rates for forcible en­

tries, both completed and attempted, the overall 

household burglary rate climbed 23 points, from 
151 per 1,000 households in 1971/72 to 174 per 
1,000 in 1974/75. Increases in the overall rate in 
1974/75 seemingly applied to most groups under 
study. Only the rate for households in which annual 
family income was $25,000 or more represented a 
clear-cut decline. 

A substantial increase was determined in the 
household larceny rate, which rose from 149 per 
1,000 households in 1971/72 to 189 per 1,000 in 
1974/75, a 40-point jump. The rise, reflecting an 
upturn in rates for larcenies of less than $50 and 
for those involving losses of greater amounts, was 
widespread, appearing to affect most groups under 
study. Black residents of the city, however, recorded 
a lower 1974/75 rate but it was not significantly 
lower. 

Although the rate for motor vehicle theft ostensi­
bly rose, the increase was not significant. Among the 
various groups examined within Portland's popula­
tion, few had rate changes that were significant. 

ICommercial crimes 
A marginally significant increase of about 18 per­

cent was noted in the commercial burglary rate, 
which rose from 356 per 1,000 establishments in 
1971/72 to 419 per 1,000 in 1974/75. Also up 
marginally was the rate for completed burglaries. A 
higher 1974/75 rate clearly marked retail and 
wholesale firms. On the other hand, businesses 
without sales income had a lower 1974/75 rate. 
Other indicated changes in rates were not significant. 

The commercial robbery rate was up some 28 
points, from 39 per 1,000 in 1971/72 to 67 per 
1,000 in 1974/75. Rates for both completed and 
attempted robberies also were higher in 1974/75. 
Retail outlets had a higher rate in 1974/75. 
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial 
. 

crimes: 
Number and percent distribution of victimizations, 

by sector and type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Percent 
of crimes Percent of 

Number wi thin sect or all crimes 
Sector and type of crime 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 

All crimes 114,401J 1.38,900 100.0 100.0 

Personal sector 57,.300 *67,400 100.0 100.0 50.1 48.5 
Crimes of violence 18,600 *22,400 .32.4 .3.3.2 16.2 16.1 

Rape 800 **1,200 1.4 1.7 0.7 0.8 
Canpleted rape 200 **400 0.4 0.6 0.2 0 • .3 
Attempted rape GOO 700 1.0 1.1 0.5 0.5 

Robbery 5,200 5,000 9.1 7.4 4.6 3.6 
Robbery with injury 1,500 1,700 2.7 2.6 1 • .3 1 • .3 

Fran serious assault 700 800 1..3 1.2 0.6 0.6 
Fran minor assault 800 900 1.4 1.4 0.7 0.7 

Robbery without injury .3,700 3,200 6.4 4.8 .3.2 2 • .3 
Assault 12,500 *16,200 21.8 24.1 10·9 11.7 

Aggravated assault 4,900 *6,900 8.5 10.2 4 • .3 4.9 
With injury 1,500 *2,200 2.6 .3.3 1 • .3 1.6 
Attempted assault with 
weapon .3,400 *4,600 5.9 6.8 .3.0 3 • .3 

Simple assault 7,600 *9,400 1.3 • .3 1.3.9 6.7 6.7 
With injury 1,900 *2,800 .3.2 4.1 1.6 2.0 
Attempted assault without 

**6,600 weapon 5,800 10.0 9.8 5.0 4·8 
Crimes of theft .38,800 *45,000 67.6 66.8 .3.3·9 .32.4 

Personal larceny with contact 1,600 1,800 2.7 2.7 1.4 1..3 
Purse snatching 600 500 1.0 0.7 0.5 0 • .3 
Pocket picking 1,000 **1,300 1.7 2.0 0.8 0·9 

Personal larceny without contact .37,200 *4.3,200 64.9 64.2 .32.5 31.1 

Total population age 12 and over 316,000 .316,000 

Household sect or 48,400 *59,000 100.0 100.0 42.3 42.5 
Burglary 21,900 *25,800 45.2 43.6 19.1 18.5 

ForciliLe entry 7,700 *9,600 16.0 16.2 6.8 6.9 
Unlawful entry without force 9,5C'() 10,300 19.6 l704 8 • .3 7.4 
Attempted forcible entry 4,600 *5,900 9.6 10.0 4.0 4.2 

Household larceny 21,600 *27,800 44.7 47.1 18.9 20.0 
Less than $50 12,800 *16,000 26.4 27.1 11.2 11.5 
$50 or more 6,400 *8,600 1.3.2 14.5 5.6 6.2 
AmoWlt not available 600 900 1 • .3 1.4 0.6 0.6 
Attempted larceny 1,900 *2,400 .3.8 4.1 1.6 1.7 

Motor vehicle theft 4,900 5,500 10.1 9.2 4 • .3 .3.9 
Ccmpleted theft 3,800 .3,700 7.9 6 • .3 .3.4 2.7 
Attempted theft 1,100 *1,800 2.2 .3.0 0.9 1.,3 

Total number of households 144,700 147,700 

Commercial sector 8,700 *12,500 100.0 100.0 7.6 9.0 
Burglary 7,800 *10,800 90.1 86 • .3 6.8 7.7 

Canpleted burglary 5,700 **8,000 65.7 64.0 5.0 5.7 
Attempted burglary 2,100 2,800 24.4 22 • .3 1.8 2.0 

Robbery 900 **1,700 9.9 1.3.7 0·7 1.2 
Canpleted robbery 600 *1,200 7.2 9·9 0.5 0.9 
Attempted robbery 200 *500 2·7 3.9 0.2 0 • .3 

Total number of commercial 
establishments 22,000 25,700 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rOWlding. One asterisk (*) nex.t. to numbers for 
1974/75 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 1974/75 data reflects either no diffel'-
ence between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for 
apparent change. 
Represents not applicab.'". 



Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Invol vi!)!l str![!gers Involving nonstrangers 
Number Rate Number 

Type of crime 1971772 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 

Crimes of violence 13,SOO *16,300 43.S *51.6 4,700 *6,000 15.0 
Rape 600 **900 2.0 **2.9 200 300 0.6 

Completed rape 200 **300 0.5 *1.1 1100 1100 10.2 
At tempted rape 500 600 1.5 1.S 1100 200 10.4 

Robbery 4,600 4,200 14.6 13.4 600 700 2.0 
Robbery with injury 1,300 1,500 4.1 4.S 200 200 O.S 

From serious assault 600 700 2.0 2.4 '100 1100 10.4 
From minor assault 700 800 2.1 2.5 1100 1100 10.4 

Robbery wi thou~ injury 3,300 **2,700 10.5 **8.6 400 500 1.2 
Assault 8,600 *11.200 27.2 *35.4 3,900 *5,000 12.4 

Aggravated assault 3,500 *4,900 11.2 *15.6 1,400 *1,900 4.3 
I'lith injury 1,000 *1,700 3.0 *5.2 600 600 loS 
Attempted assault with weapon 2,600 *3,300 8.2 *10.4 800 *1,300 2.5 

Simple assault 5,100 *6,300 16.0 *19.8 2,600 **3,100 8.1 
liith injury 1,000 *1,600 3.3 *5.2 800 **1,100 2.6 
Attempted assault without weapon 4,000 4,600 12.7 14.6 1,700 2,000 5.5 

Rate 
1974775 

*19.1 
O.S 

10.3 
0.5 
2.3 
0·7 

10.3 
10.5 

1.6 
*16.0 
*6.1 
1.9 

*4.2 
.)("*9.9 

3.5 
6.3 

NOTE: Detail may llOt add to total shoHn because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change bet\;een values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 ?nercent confidence level i tHO asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974,75 data reflects eUher no difference bet\;een values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fe~ler 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Canpletcd rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery ~ti. th injury 

Fran serious assault 
Fran minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with lieapon 

Simple assaul t 
With injury 
Attempted aS6ault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larcer.y with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

1971/72 
(316,000) 

58.7 
2.6 
0.7 
1.9 

16.5 
4.8 
2.4 
2.5 

11.7 
39.6 
15.5 
4.8 

10.7 
24.1 
5.9 

18.2 
122.7 

4.9 
1.9 
3.1 

117.7 

(
1974/75) 
316,000 

*70·7 
**3·7 
*1.4 
2.3 

15·7 
5.5 
2.6 
2.9 

10.2 
*51.3 
*21.7 
*7.1 

*14.6 
*29.6 

*8.7 
**20.9 
*142.5 

5.7 
1.5 

**4.2 
*136.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between valu:s recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 
Figures in parentheses refer to population. 

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

of cr;,me and sex of victims, 
1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 resident popula·tion age 12 and over) 

~fale Female 
1971172 19Z4/75 1971172 db~%Z6) Type of crime (145,400) (14 ,1,00) (170,700) 

Crimes of violence 76·4 *93.1 43·7 *51·4 
Rape 10.6 10.1 4·3 ·'6.8 

Completed rape 10.2 10.0 1.2 *2.5 
Attempted rape 10·4 '0.1 3·2 4·3 

Robbery 23.8 22.3 J.0·3 10.1 
Robbery with injury 6.7 7.0 3·3 4·3 
Robbery without injury 17.2 15.3 7.0 5·8 

Assault 52.0 '70.7 29·1 *31,·6 
Aggravated assault 21.7 *32·7 10.2 12.2 
Simple assault 30.3 *38.0 18.9 **22.4 

Crimes of theft 137·7 '154.8 109·9 *131·9 
Personal larceny with 

4·6 contact 4·5 *7·0 5·3 
Personal larceny without 

contact 133.2 *147.9 :04·6 "127·3 

NOl'E: Detail may not add to total sho.m because or rounding. On~· asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betl'/oen valueb 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 1974/75 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 popu;tation in the group. 

1 Estimate I based on zero or on about 10 or fewer 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

White Black Other 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 

Type of crime (292,600) (289,600) (17. 300) (19,800) (6,200) 

Crimes of \~olence 58.5 *71.9 67·5 58.6 43·9 
Rape 2·7 *"3.9 11.9 '0.8 '0.0 
Robbery 16.5 15.9 16.2 15.0 116.8 

Robbery with injury 4.9 5.6 '4·7 15.9 '2.5 
Robbery without injury 11.6 10·3 11.5 9.2 114·2 

Assault 39.3 *52.1 49.5 42.8 27·2 
Aggravated assault 15·3 *21.B 20.7 22.4 '10.1 
Simple assault 24.0 *30.3 2E!.B 20·5 '17·1 

Crimes of theft 120.9 *143.9 151.1 *"123·3 1Z(·4 
Personal larceny with contact 4.7 5.B '8.0 '4.2 '4·9 
Personal larceny without contact 116.1 *138.2 143·2 **119.1 122.5 

1974/75 
(6.600) 

56.1 
'4·6 
'9.3 
'2·4 
16.9 
42.2 

'16.3 
26.0 

1{7.2 
7·3 

129.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total "hown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at t,he 95,I'ercent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the la~k of 
statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

'Estimate, 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

12-12 
1971/72 1974/75 

16-19 
1971/72 1974/75 

20-~ 
1971/72 1974/75 

22-~!i, 
1971/72 1974/75 

~2-li2 
1971/72 1974/75 

20-611 
1971/72 i974/75 

62 and Over 
1971/72 IIJ"i4lV'5 

Type of crime (25,200) (24,300) (29,500) (26,100) (38,100) (41,100) (49,400) (58,300) (52,900) (48,600) (66,600) (6],7oo) (54,]00) (5],900) 

Cr:L'l\6S of violence 111.9 126.2 1]8.6 *187·] 116.6 *115·0 77·5 SO.8 3B.] **47.1 26·3 30.B 1].6 13.4 
Rape 10.6 '3.B 10.7 14·7 5.9 9·1 '2.5 '2.1 '1.4 '2.2 '0.9 '0·7 10.3 10.9 
Robbery 30.8 30.4 37.1 40.6 19·1 1B.9 17·1 13.8 12.6 11.5 10.9 10.B 7.2 6.2 

Robbery with injury B.4 7·1 7.'3 11.5 6.4 B.O 3·7 5.1 4.3 4.2 4·3 3.6 3·0 4.0 
Robbery without 
.injury 22.3 23.3 29.8 29.2 12.6 10.9 13·4 **B.7 8.3 7·3 6.6 7.2 4.2 l2.2 

Assault 80.5 92.0 90.B *1]2.0 61·7 "B7.0 58.0 64.9 21+.3 '''33.4 14·6 19.2 6.2 6.3 
Aggravated assault 27.1 30.5 38.7 *65.3 25·0 ~136·7 24·6 26·5 10.4 13.0 3·8 *B·3 ~2.0 3.8 
Simple assault 53.4 61.5 52.1 *"66.7 36.7 *50·4 33.4 ]8.4 14·0 "*20·4 10·7 11.0 4.2 l2·5 

Crimes of theft 134.0 *183·0 213.5 ~i·:',2 207.B 217.1 147·B *184·6 121.2 *147.2 83·1 81·7 35·2 41.8 
Personal larceny 
with contact. 6.6 '1,.5 8.1 9.8 '3.2 6.1 '2.8 ]·4 4.6 5.1 5·3 5.0 5.6 7.7 

Personal larceny 
without qontact 127.4 *17B.5 205.4 **231.4 204.6 211.0 145.0 *lB1.1 116.7 *142.1 77·9 76.7 29.6 34.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sholm becaUSe of rounding. One asterisk (*) .n.ext to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years WdS statis­
tically significant at tM 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 
1974/75 data reflects either no difference beb/6en values recorded for each ,'Gtll' or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change •. Figure,s in parentheses 
refer to population in the group. • . 

1 Estimate, 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 ~arital status of victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Never married Married Widowed Divorced and seEarated 
1971/72 1974/7f 1971/72 (1974/75) 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 (1974/75 1'ype of crime (90,600) (92,600 (167,500) 163,600 (29,000) (28,200) (27,400) 30,900 

Crimes of violence 101.7 *131.2 35·1 35.4 20..8 20.7 96.0 *122.9 
Rape 5.8 7·4 1.1 1.2 '1.5 '1.7 '2.8 *7·9 
Robbery 29.2 28.5 8.6 -**6·4 11.0 11.4 29·3 30.5 

Robbery with injury 7.7 8.8 2·7 2.1 '4·1 '4.9 9.5 14·5 
Robbery without injUry 21·5 19.7 5·9 4·3 6.8 6.5 19.9 15.9 

Assault 66.7 -lI95·4 25.4 27.7 14·3 **7·6 64·0 *84·5 
Aggravated assault 24.5 *40.3 10.6 12.6 5.8 3.8 27.1 31.1 
SimPle assault 42.2 *55.1 14·9 15.2 8.5 **3.8 36.9 -*53·4 

Crimes of theft 177·4 *206.5 98.5 *111..0 56·4 55.3 160.1 **182.8 
Personal larceny ~lith contact 6.7 8.1 3. 0 2.3 7·8 10.1. 8.3 12.5 
Persol'.al larceny withou;c 

contact 170.7 *198·4 95·5 *111.8 48.5 1.5.0 151.9 170.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sho~m because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betweell values 
for the 2 yellr" 1\'IiS statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 
percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 dats reflects either no differenc<! between values recorded for each year or the 
lack of statistical significance for apparent. change. Figures in pareutheses refer to population in the group; excludes dats on persons 
\qhose marital status Was not ascertained. 

'Estimate, 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Less than $2.000 $~ 000-$1,1112 $7,200-$2 a29 $10,000-$11..222 :P
7

,OOO-$2!.,222 $27,000 or more 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/721974175 1971 72 1974175 1971/72 1974/7r 1971 '72 197i675 1971 72 1974/75 (37,900) (30,100 (78,500) (44,500) (66, 00 (12,100) (22,700 Type of crime (1.0,100) (29,600) (n 200) (69,100) (73,000 

Crimes of violence 72.3 *101.8 68·7 *84·4 58.6 63.3 52.0 *65.1 44·0 -'59.5 64.7 *42.6 
Rape 5.6 7.2 3.1 *x-S.4 '2.4 '3.6 ' 1.5 '1.4 '0.7 3.2 '5.1 '1.4 
Robbery 28.4 35.9 20.8 17.4 12.8 14·9 12.1 11.1 10.6 12.2 16.5 9.6 

Robbery with injury 7.5 *1"·7 5.9 6.1 6." 5.6 3·3 3.6 '2.7 3.5 '3.8 '2.7 
Robbery without injury 20.9 21.2 14.9 11·4 6.4 9·3 8.7 7·4 7·9 8.7 12.7 6.9 

Assault .38·3 -"58·7 44·8 *61.6 43.5 44.8 38'.4 *52.5 32.8 *44.1 43.1 31.6 
Aggravated assault 18.1 **27·4 17.6 *28.6 19·2 18.5 14.4 *21.0 11.3 14.8 16·5 16.5 
Simple assault 20.2 *31.3 27.2 33.0 24·.3 26.4 24. 0 ~31.6 21.5 *29.3 26.6 **15·1 

Crimes of theft 106.3 113.9 123·1 -~141·5 133.1 145.8 125.0 *144·1 126.0 *161.6 122.2 *166.5 
Pel'sonal larceny with 

contact 13.2 15.5 5·3 **8.3 '3.2 '.3.1 3 • .3 3.2 3.4 3·5 '0.0 '2.0 
Personal larceny without 

117·8 *133·2 121.8 *140.8 122.6 *158.0 122.2 *164.5 contac'~ 95.1 98.4 129.9 142.7 

jXlTE: Detail may not add t.o total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries f.:>r 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years 1\'I1S 

statietically signi.ficant at the 95 percent confidence level; blo asterisks (**) denoto change significant at the 90 percent confidenc~ level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974/75 data r.eflects either no difforence bet\o:een values recorded fIJI' each year or the lack of ststistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to population in the group; excl\\des data on persons ~,hose income income level was not ascertained. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fe\qer sample cases, is statist:l.cally unreliable. 
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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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

All incidents With weanon 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971/72 1974775 

Crimes of violence 15,800 *18,900 5,700 *6,800 36.1 35.8 
Rape 800 **1,100 "100 300 210.5 26.5 
Robbery 4,600 4,200 2,000 **1,600 43·4 **36.6 

Robbery with injury 1,300 1,500 500 500 38.3 32.0 
Robbery without injury 3,200 **2,700 1,500 *1,100 45.6 39.2 

Assault' 10,400 *13,600 3,600 *4,900 34.8 36.4 
Aggravated assault 3,800 *5,200 3,600 *4,900 95.3 94.1 

With injury 1,200 *1,900 1,100 *1,600 85.4 84.0 
Attempted assault with weapon 2,600 ":3,400 2,600 ":3,400 100.0 100.0 

Simple assault 6,600 *8,300 0 0 

!PTE: Detail may not add to total shown becRuse of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 data reflects either no d:uference between values recorded for each year Or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Includes data On simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a ~Ieapon. 
"Estimate, based on zerO or 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Firearm Knife other ~e unknown 
Type of crime 1971772 197M75 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 197172 1974775 

Crimes of violence 29.1 25.8 29·9 31.0 36.6 39·4 4·4 3.7 
Rape '40.0 '16.1 '30.0 54·8 '20.0 '29.0 '10.0 '0.0 
Robbery 30.2 23.9 34·6 43.6 30.2 25.8 '4·9 '6·7 

Robbery with injury '14.3 118.0 '21.4 '24.0 55.4 54.0 '8.9 '4.0 
Robbery without injury 36.9 26.8 38.9 **52.7 20.8 13·4 '3·4 '7·1 

Aggravated assault 28.0 27·2 27·4 25.4 40·3 44.4 4·3 3.0 
Ylith injury '9.8 13·6 17·9 21.0 68.8 59.3 '3.6 .6.2 
Attempted assault with weapon 35.8 33.6 31.5 27.5 28.1 *37·4 '4.6 '1.4 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant ot the 95 
percent confidence level; two asterisks (iHI) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrel fable. 
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Table 11. Housebolq crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
At tempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

1971/72 
(144,700) 

151.1 
53.6 
65.6 
32.0 

149.4 
88.2 
44.0 
4.4 

12.8 
33.9 
26.5 
7.4 

1974/75 
(147,700) 

*174.4 
'64.8 
69.7 

*39.9 
*188.5 
*108.4 
*58.0 

5.8 
**16.2 

37.0 
25.0 

*11.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 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. 
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Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and race of head of household, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

White Black other 
1971/72 19'74/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 

Type of crime (134,500) (136,200) (7,500) (8,600) (2,700) 

Burglary 147·7 *168.3 227·2 **272.7 110.6 
Household larceny 148.1 *190.2 191.4 163.1 95.5 
Motor vehicle theft 32.8 36.8 52.0 36.7 '37·0 

1974/75 
(2,800) 

167.7 
*180.0 
'45·2 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change betNeen values for the 2 years NaS statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; tNO asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
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. 

'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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over 
1971/72 1974/75 1971172 1974175 1971172 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971172 1974/75 

Type of crime (3,100) (3,000) (39,600) (46,600) (27,600) (25,800) (37,800) (36,100) (36,600) (36,200) 

Burglary 2i2.3 *306.7 197.8 *250.6 198.9 211.0 144·2 142.0 66.5 71.7 
Household larceny 192.1 201.5 206.9 *256·9 209.9 *275.2 131.4 **149.5 56·7 *76·4 
Motor vehicle theft '31.5 51.5 58.0 59.1 49·1 44·8 22.7 30.5 8.1 8.1 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates "that the chenge between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
t\;O asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference bet\;een values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical signific&nce for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number 01' households in the group. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or 1'eNer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

$2
7

.000 or more 
1971 72 1974/75 
(4,000) (7.500) 

Less than $3,000 
1971/72 1974/75 

(27,800) (21,000) 

$10,000-$14,999 

Type of crime 

Burglsry 
Household larceny 
MO'~or vehicle theft 

*179.2 
95.8 
22.0 

"*172.3 
155.7 
35.2 

157.9 
174·2 
34·8 

175.4 
*217.9 

44.6 

154.7 
193.3 
38.8 

"*178.1 
*235·4 

42.6 

152.2 
191.1 
50.2 

171.4 
*256.5 

47.4 

303.8 
180·4 
'31.0 

*200.6 
*245.8 

37.7 

ID'lE; One asterisk (*) next to en~ries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence leveli 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level~ . The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 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 grouPi excludes data 
on households whose income level was not ascertained. 

1 Estimate , 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate par 1,000 households) 

One 'lWc>-Three Four-Five Six or more 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 (1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (44,600) (48,000) (69,200) 71,700) (23,100) (22,300) (7,800) (5,600) 

Burglary 101.9 *130.1 151.5 *180.5 202.6 223.0 276.8 284.1 
Household larceny 68.1 **80.4 137.4 *194.6 263.4 *328.8 383.2 *474.2 
Motor vehicle theft 18.0 19.0 31.0 *42.8 54.2 48.7 90.3 69.9 

ID'lE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the ch'-llge between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence leveli two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either nO difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significilnce for apparent change. FigUres 
in parentheses refer to number of househOlds in the grouPi excludes data on households whose number of persons was not ascertained. 
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Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Hotor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime and form of tenure, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Hater vehicle theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

<>.med or being bought 
1971/72 1974/75 

(80,000) (79,700) 

141.8 
155.5 
30.0 

152.9 
*195.2 

29.6 

Rented 
1971/72 (61974!75 

(64,700) 7,9OO) 

162.6 
141.9 
38.8 

*199.6 
*180.5 

45.6 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change bet~/een values 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level' 
tl~o asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.' The 
absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
r:corded . for each year or the lack of statistical significance for app~rent change. 
FJ.gures J.\1 parentheses refer to number of households 1.n the group. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of units in structure, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One1 T\~o Three Four Five-Nine 
1971/72 

(99,800) 
1974/75 

(97,500) 
1971/72 
(6,800) 

1974/75 
(7,800) 

1971/72 
(1,300) 

1974/75 
(1,600) 

1971/72 
(4,400) 

1974/75 
(5,500) 

1971/72 
(6,100) 

1974/75 
(7,000) 

160.6 *178.8 168.9 *236.1 224.5 314·5 160.6 199.5 169.9 156.0 
172.8 *218.3 168.5 198.0 121.0 158.8 147.6 135.0 101.4 *151.1 
36.7 38.3 37.6 44.9 a/j1f·4 78.6 35.9 35.9 43.8 32.0 

Ten or more 
1971/72 

(25,600) 
1974/75 

(26,100) 

100.9 *133.2 
68.3 *99·4 
19·3 **29.5 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years Io/B.S statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence Olt asteriskS on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference betl~een values 
recorded for each year or the lock of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes datE. 
on households for which the number of units in structure was not ascertained. 

1 Includes data on mobUe homes, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on zero Or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

1971/72 1974/75 
Type of cri~le (22,000) (25,700) ---------------------------------------------------Burglery 

Ccxnpleted burglery 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Ccxnpleted robbery 
Attempted robbery 

355.6 **418.8 
259.3 **310.7 
96.2 108.0 
38.9 *66.6 
28.2 *47.8 
10.8 *18.9 

NOTE: Deta:il may not add to total shOlin because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years 'Ias 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; t\~O asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks ,on 1974/75 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 business establishments. 

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics 
of victimized establishments and type of crime, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
--; (Rate per 1,000 establishments)\ 

Number of establishments llurgla.:;y: Robber:/: 
Characteristic 1971772 1974775 19717'12 1974775 1971772 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 5,300 5,200 446.0 *678.6 100·4 
,/holeaale 2,600 3,000 192.1 *483·5 ' 6.4 
Service 8,200 10,300 318.1 348.5 31.0 
other 5,900 7,200 399.0 304·5 ' 8.5 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 2,200 2,500 401.4 483·3 ' 30.2 
$10,000-$24,999 2,300 2,700 354·8 359.6 94·1 
$25,000-$49,999 2,200 2,900 345·0 532.0 ' 22.8 
$50,000-$99,999 2,400 3,700 309.6 380.6 ':35.2 
$100,000-$499,999 4,500 5,500 395.1 377·9 52.0 
$500,000-$999,999 1,400 1,800 406.6 430.7 ' 31,.6 
$1, 000,000 or more 2,900 4,000 287·0 518.0 ' 40.3 
No sales 1,400 1,700 575.9 *294·1 '0,0 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 7,800 9,200 361.3 342.1 49.6 
4-7 3,800 4,800 419.6 411.5 43.6 
8-19 3,300 3,600 351·3 546.5 '35.8 
20 or more 3,500 3,800 370.1 499.6 48.1 
None 3,600 1+,300 268.8 418.5 '4.8 

1974775 

*172.4 

' 27.4 
47.0 
35.0 

' 6.7 
' 18.8 

92.8 
114.2 
*92.1 
'46.2 
54.2 

'39·4 

58.0 
*87.6 

' 75.6 
*88.8 
'19.6 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next:. to entries for 1971+/75 indicates that the change bet.leen values for the 2 years was statistically aignificant at the 95 
percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1971+/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 

Personal sector, all crimes 33·8 *31.3 

Crimes of violence 39.7 40.4 
Rape 42.2 48.7 

Completed rape '50.0 55.8 
Attempted rape 37.3 43.2 

Robbery 45.2 46.4 
Robbery liith injury 61.4 63.2 

From serious assault 60.8 74.4 
From minor assault 62.0 54·3 

Robbery without injury 38.5 37.3 
Assault 37.2 37·9 

Aggravated assault 48.2 45.5 
With injury 52.3 48.9 
Attempted assault with weapon 46.3 43·8 

Simple assault 30.2 32.3 
liith injury 43.0 37·1 
Attempted assault without weapon 26.1 30.3 

C"imes of theft 31.0 *26.8 
Personal larceny with contact 38.5 35.6 

Purse snatching 40.7 52.1 
Pocket picking 37.1 29.8 

Personal larceny without contact 30.7 *26·4 

HousehCl.ld sector, all crimes 43.9 42.6 

Burglary 50.4 51.9 
Forcible entry 71.4 74.2 
Unlawful entry Idthout force 44·3 42.2 
Attempted forcible entry 27·6 32.6 

Household larceny 29.2 28.6 
Less thart $50 17.1 15.6 
$50 or more 56.2 55·7 
Amount not available 28.6 24·4 
Attempted larceny 20.5 20.4 

Hotor vehicle theft 79·4 *70.0 
Completed theft 90.9 87.6 
Attempted theft 37.4 33.1 

Commercial sector, all crimes 78.3 73.6 

Burglary 77·2 71.2 
Robbery 88.2 88.3 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the luck of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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The risk of being victimized by one or more of 
the offenses measured by the victimization surveys 
was greater for St. Louis residents and businesses in 
1974/75 than in 1971/72. Specifically, inhabitants 
of the city had a greater likelihood in 1974/75 of 
having been robbed or assaulted or of having suf­
fered loss from both personal and household larceny. 
Furthermore, their chances of having had their 
homes burglarized were marginally greater in 
1974/75. Business firms within the city were less 
likely, however, to have been burglarized in 1974/ 
75 than. in 1971/72, although they were more apt 
to have been robbed. Rates for rape and motor 
vehicle theft, the remaining crimes measured by the 
surveys, were not significantly changed. 

All together, 120,700 victimizations were tallied 
for 1974/75, compared with 116,100 for 1971/72. 
Commercial robberies, personal larcenies, and, with 
less certainty, household larcenies all were more 
numerous in 1974/75 than during the earlier period, 
but fewer commercial burglaries were recorded. 
The number of personal robberies and assaults in­
creased, but not significantly. Nonetheless, victimi­
zation rates, determined both by the amount of 
crime and the number of city residents, rose in the 
more recent year for each of these two offenseG. 

Virtually no change was recorded in the pro­
portion of survey-measured crimes that were re­
ported to the police. However, robberies with in­
jury were more likely to have been brought to 
official attention' in 1974/75, whereas there was 
some indication of a downturn in the proportion of 
burglaries' resulting from unla.wful entry that were 
made known to the police. For other crimes, the 
proportions were not significantly changed in 1974/ 
75 over 1971/72. 

Personal crimes 
The combined rate for violent personal crime, 

i.e., rape, robbery, and assault, increased from 42 
per 1,000 persons age 12 and over in 1971/72 to 
48 per 1,000 in 1974/75. St.· Louis women were 
more susceptible to violent personal crime in 
1974/75, as was the black popUlation of the city. 
For the white population, the rate increase was of 
marginal significance; it was not significant for St. 
Louis men. Persons age 25-49 and those who were 
divorced and separated sustained higher 1974/75 
rates, but the apparent changes among other age 
and marital status groups were not significant. 

As the result mainly of an increase in the' rate 
for robbery without injury, the overall personal 
robbery rate climbed 3 points, from 16 per 1,000 
residents in 1971/72 to 19 per 1,000 in 1974/75. 
There was rome indication that the robbery rate 
was up among both blacks and whites. Clearly, it 
was higher in 1974/75 for women, about the same 
for men. The rate for robberies perpetrated by 
assailants unknown to their victims was higher in 
1974/75 than in 1971/72, but there was no signifi­
cant change in the rate for those robberies in which 
the victim and offender knew one another, at least 
casually. 

For assault, the 1974/75 rate of 28 per 1,0010 
residents age 12 and over was 3 points higher than 
that recorded for 1971/72. The increase refiecte:d 
rate changes for simple assault, up marginally :in 
1974/75, and for aggravated assault, up insignijli.­
cantly. It also mirrored a rise in the rate for those 
assaults in which the victims knew their assailants. 
On the other hand, no significant change was reg!ls­
tered in the rate for stranger-to-stranger assaults. 
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There was some indication that blach, but not 
whites, were more likely to have been assault vic·· 
tims in 1974/75 than in 1971/72. There also was 
some indication that this held true for males, but 
not for females. 

The proportion of violent personal crimes in 
which offenders were armed was not significantly 
different in 1974/75 from that for 1971/72. How­
ever, there was a decrease in the use of weapons 
other than guns and knives in the commission of 
such offenses; at the same time, guns and knives 
seemed to have been used relatively more often, 
although in neither case was the apparent increase 
significant. 

A substantial rise in the rate for personal larceny 
without contact accounted for the increase in the 
overall rate for personal crimes of theft, synony­
mous with personal larceny. For personal crimes of 
theft, the 1974/75 rate was higher for both males 
and females and for both black residents of the 
city and their white counterparts. Higher 1974/75 
rates also were recorded for persons in all age, 
marital status, and income groups, although the 
ostensible increases were not significant for each 
individual group. 

change occurred when households were differenti­
ated by size, income level, or age of the household 
head. 

For household larceny, the victimization rate 
rose 13 points, from 81 per 1,000 households in 
1971/72 to 94 per 1,000 in 1974/75. An increase 
in the rate for those larcenies involving losses 
valued at $50 or more accounted for the bulk of 
the change in the overall rate. Rates for 1974/75 
were up in black households and in their white 
counterparts, significantly in the former and margin­
ally in the latter. They also were up irrespective of 
the size of the household or the age of its head, but 
the indicated rate increases\ were not all significant. 
Households in which annual family income ranged 
between $10,000 and $15,000 clearly experienced 
higher rates in 1974/75; the same was true for 
renters, although nlot for homeowners. 

The rate for motor vehicle theft remained about 
the same in 1974/75 as it had been in 1971/72. No 
group under study recorded a si.gnificantly higher 
or lbwer rate in 1974/75. 

Commercial crimes 
The drop in the rate for commercial burglary,. 

Household crimes reflecting a downturn in both completed and at­
tempted offenses, was from 531 pe.r 1,000 estab-

The marginally significant increase in the house- lishrnents in 1971/72 to 410 in 1974/75. Businesses 
hold burglary rate-from 125 per 1,000 households of all kinds contributed to the apparent rate decline 
in 1971/72 to 135 per 1,000 in 1974/75-resulted in 1974/75 over the earlier period, although only 
almost wholly from a comparable rise in the rate for the decrease for retail stores was significant. 
those burglaries accomplished by forcible..~ntrY.:' " Survey. data showed that the commercial robbery 
There was some indication that black households rate rose -from 94 per 1,000 establishments in ...... 
had a higher rate in 1974/75, but the apparent rate 1971/72 to 144 per 1,000 in 1974/75. For com-
increase registered in white households was not pleted rQbb~ries, the 1974/75 rat~. afso clearly was 
statistically significant. Significance also could not higher. Retail oiiilets had a nigher 1974/75 com-
be attached to seemingly higher 1974/75 rates for mercial robbery rate, as did b\lsinesses with from 
homeowners and renters. No consil'Jent pattern of one to tbi\'ee employees . 

...................... --------------------------------
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: 
Number and percent distribution of victimizations, 

by sector and type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

sector and typ~ at' crime 

All crimes 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

Fran serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery wi thriut injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with 
waapo'1 

Simple assault 
WHh injury 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 

Crimes" of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Poc}(et picldng 

Personal larce~ without contact 

Total population age 12 and <Ner 

Household sector 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Total number of households 

Commercial sector 
Burglary 

Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery. 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

Total number of commercial 
, establishm.ents 

Number 
1971/72 1974/75 

116,100 
51,000 
18,600 

600 
l200 
400 

7,000 
2,300 
1,100 
1,200 
4,700 

11,000 
5,700 
2,200 

3,500 
5,300 
1,300 

4,000 
32,400 
3,800 
1,800 
1,900 

28,600 

445,000 
49,900 
24,600 
11,700 
6,300 
6,600 

16,000 
9,500 
4,100 

600 
1,500 
9,300 
6,200 
3,200 

197,100 
15,200 
12,900 
8,400 
4,500 
2,300 
1,500 

800 

120,700 
*57,000 
19,600 

400 
'100 

300 
7,700 
2,100 
1,200 

900 
**5,700 
11,500 
5,800 

*1,500 

**4,300 
5,700 
1,600 

4,000 
*37,400 

3,700 
2,100 
1,600 

*33,700 
407,000 

51,600 
25,200 
12,400 
6,000 
6,800 

4-111.7,700 
9,500 

'6,100 
800 

1,200 
8,700 
5,700 
3,000 

187,200 
12,100 
*8,900 
*5,900 
*3,100 
*3,100 
*2,100 
1,000 

21,800 

Percent 
of crimes 
within sect or 

1971/72 1974/75 

100.0 
36.6 

1.2 
'0.4 
0.8 

13.8 
4·4 
2.1 
2·4 
9.3 

21.6 
11.2 
4.4 

6.9 
10.4 
2.6 

7.8 
63.4 
7.4 
3.6 
3.8 

56.1 

100.0 
49.3 
23.4 
12.5 
13.3 
32.0 
19.1 
8.3 
1.~ 

3.1 
18·7 
12.4 
6.3 

100.0 
64.9 
5$.2 
29.7 
1.5.1 
10.0 
5.1 

100.0 
34·4 
0.7 

10.2 
0.6 

13.6 
3.6 
2.1 
1.5 

10.0 
20.1 
10.2 
2.7 

100.0 
48.9 
24.0 
11.7 
13.2 
34.3 
18.4 
11.9 
1.6 
2.4 

16.8 
11.0 
5.8 

100.0 
74.0 
48.6 
25.4 
26.0 
1706 
8.4 

i., 

Percent of 
all crimes 

1971/72 1974/75 

100.0 

43.9 
16.1 
0.5 

10.2 
0.4 
6.0 
2.0 
0·9 
1.1 
4.1 
9.5 
4.9 
1.9 

3.0 
4.6 
1.1 

3.4 
27.9 
3.2 
1.6 
1.7 

24.6 

43.0 
21.2 
10.1 
5.4 
5·7 

13.8 
8.2 
3.6 
0.7 
1.3 
8.0 ,.3 
2·7 

100.0 
47.3 
16.3 
0.3 

10.1 
0.3 
6.4 
1·7 
1.0 
0.7 
4.7 
9.5 
4.8 
1.3 

3.5 
4·7 
1.3 

3.3 
31.0 
3.1 
1.7 
1.3 

28.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shC\~n because of rounding. One asteriek (*) next to numbers for 
1974/75 indicates that the change between vlllues tor the 2 ysars WI!S statistically significant 
at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 
percent confidence level. The absence of I!sterisks on 1974/7"5 dati! reflects either no dU£er­
ence between values l'ecorded for -each yel!r" or the lack of statisticl!l signUicl!nce for apparent 
chl!nge. 

• •• Rapresents not applicable. 
1.E'"timl!te, based on zero or on about 1t) or fewer sl!mple cases, is statistical.:cy unralbble. 

'''-----------------"-----'-----



Table 2. Personal crimes of violence: Number of victimizations 
and victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 
Number Rate Number 

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 

Crimes of violence 14,000 14,400 33·4 35.4 3,000 *5,200 8.6 
Rape 400 200 0.8 0.5 200 200 0.5 

Completed rape '100 ('Z) '0.3 (l Z) '100 '100 '0.2 
Attempted rape 300 200 0.6 0·4 '200 '100 '0·4 

Robbery 6,400 7,000 14.4 *17·2 600 700 1.4 
Robbery with injury 2,000 1,900 4.4 4.7 300 '200 0.7 

From serious assault 900 1,100 2.1 2.6 '100 '100 '0·3 
From minor assault 1,000 800 2.3 2.1 200 ('Z) 0.5 

Robbery without injury 4,500 5,100 10.0 *12.6 300 *600 0.6 
Assault 8,100 7,200 18.1 1706 3,000 *4,300 6.7 

Aggravated assault 4,300 3,700 9.7 9.2 1,400 *2,100 3.2 
With injury 1,500 *800 3·5 *2.0 700 700 1.6 
A tt.empted assault with weapon 2,000 2,900 6.2 7.2 700 *1,300 1.7 

Simple assault 3,800 3,400 8.5 8.4 1,500 *2,200 3·5 
With injury 800 700 1.9 1.7 500 *900 1.1 
Attempted assault without weapon 2,900 2,700 6.6 6·7 1,100 1,300 2.4 

Rate 
1974/75 

*12.8 
0.5 

'0.2 
'0.3 
1.8 

'0.4 
'0.3 
'0.1 
*1.4 

*10.6 
*5.1 
.1.8 
*3.3 
*5.5 
*2.3 
3·2 

l'PTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change bet\'leen values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 ,Percent cont'idence level; t~10 asterisks (~.*) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
cont'idence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. 

(Z) Less than 50 or 0.05. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases I is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type 

of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 
(Rate per 1,000 residen!; population age 12 and over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Ccmpleted rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery ~ti. th injury 

Frcm serious assault 
Fran 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 

Personal larceny without contact 

1971/72 . 
(445,000) 

41.9 
1.4 

10.4 
0.9 

15.8 
5.1 
2.4 
2.8 

10.6 
24.8 
1c.9 
5.0 
7.9 

11.9 
3.0 
9.0 

72.7 
8.5 
4.1 
4.3 

64.2 

1974/75 
(407,000) 

*48.2 
1.0 

10.2 
0.8 

*19.0 
5.0 
2.9 
2.2 

*13.9 
*28.2 
14.3 

**3.8 
*10.5 

**13.9 
4·0 
9.9 

*91.9 
9·1 
5.1 
4.0 

*82·9 

NarE: Detail may not add to total ShOlfll because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change bet1<een values for the 2 years 1<as 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974/75 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. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fel<e1' 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, 
1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 res~dent population age 12 and over) 

Hale Female 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (190,300) (171,900) (254,700) (235,100) 

Crimes of violence 61.2 66.4 27.5 *34.9 
Rape 10.3 10.1 2.2 1.7 

Canpleted rape 10.0 10.0 10.7 10.4 
Attempted rape 10.3 10.1 1.4 1.3 

Robbery 25.6 25.6 8.4 *14·1 
Robbery lcith injury 7·3 5.8 3.5 4.5 
Robbery without injury 18.3 19.8 4.9 *9.6 

Assault 35.3 **40·7 16.9 19.1 
Aggravated assaul ~ 20.3 21.9 7.4 8.8 
Simple assault 15.1 **18.8 9.6 10·3 

Crimes of theft 72.8 *104.0 ,72.7 *83.2 
Personal larceny with 

contac!; 5.3 5.0 10.8 12.0 
Personal larceny without 

61.8 contact 67.5 *99.0 *71.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shaml because or rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the ch&nge between values for the 2 years was 
statiscically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; t1<O asteriskS (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks. on 1974/75 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. 

1Estimate, based on zerO or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is sbacistically unreliable. 
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Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 anp over, 
by type of crime and race at victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

White Black other 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 

Type of crime (270,300) (21.1,100) (173,200) (164,200) (1,500) 

Crimes of violence 45·1 .... '50.1 35.8 *45.6 172.9 
Rape 0.9 1.0 1.9 '1.1 '15.3 
Robbery 14.1 **17.4 17-6 **21.6 '99·3 

Robbery with injury 4.8 5.2 5·4 4.9 '42.8 
Robbery without injury 9.4 *12.2 12.2 *16.7 '56.5 

Assault 30.0 31.7 16.3 *22.9 '58.4 
Aggravated assault 14.6 14·4 10.3 *14.1 '0.0 
Simple assault 15·4 17.3 6.0 **8.8 '58.4 

Crimes of theft 86.1 *107.6 51.7 *68.2 '73.:3 
Personal larceny with contact 8.9 9.0 7.8 9.1 '0.0 
Personal larceny without contact 77·2 *98.6 43·9 *59.1 '73·3 

1974/75 
(1,800) 

'44.6 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.0 

'44.6 
'22.2 
'22.4 
160,6 
'10.1 
150.5 

OOTE: Detai.l may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries far 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change.s.ignificant at the 90 percent 
confit1"nce level. The absence or ast.erisks on 1974{75 data reflects either no difference betlieenvalues recorded for each-year or the lack of 
statl.atical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

'Estimate, bas~d on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample case.s, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 6. Personal crimes:Vi'~timization rates for persons age 12 and over,1 
by "type of crime and age of victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75 " 

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

12-!2 16-12 20-6!! 2Ht. ~35-49 20-611 6~ ~nd over 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/'72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971 72 1974/75 

(46,100) (40,700) (42,800) (38,700) (1.5,400) (44,800) (55,800) (54,800) (78,600) (65,800) (91,8OO) (83,700) (84,600) (78,600) Type of cr:inle 

Cr:inles of violence 53.3 60.0 91.6 88.9 75.9 79.2 50.7 *67·3 33·2 *43.9 20.4 25·8 17.9 18.7 
Rape '1.5 '2.0 '4·5 '3.6 '3.5 '1.8 '1.6 "1.4 '0.3 '0.6 10.5 '0.0 '0.3 '0.0 
Robbery 23.7 **15.3 25·0 28.0 23.9 22.2 14.5 ~·22.6 14.3 *21.9 10.1 **15.1 10.7 13.9 

Robbery with injury 7.0 '2.5 6.9 5.2 8.0 6·7 5.8 4. 8 4.1 7.2 3.7 4·5 3.8 4.3 
Robbery without 
injury 16.7 12.8 18.0 22.8 15.9 15·6 8.7 *17.8 10.2 14.7 6·4 *10.6 7.0 9.6 

Assault 28.1 *42.7 62.2 57·3 48.5 55·3 34.6 "3.3 18.6 21.4 9.8. 10.6 6.9 4.8 
Aggravated assault 10.9 *18.8 39.0 H28.5 30.0 31.0 18.0 22.8 9·7 10.5 2.7 **5·2 2.1 2.6 
Simple assault 17.2 21,,0 23.2 28.8 18.4 24.2 16.6 20.5 8.8 10.9 7.1 5·5 4.8 12.J, 

Gr:inles of theft 37.3 *51.7 81.7 *107·8. 111.3 *145·7 116.5 *150.1 81.3 *104.8 67.4 75·4 35.6 40,6 
Personal larceny 
with contact '1.5 '1.5 5.7 6·5 4.5 8.4 8.6 8.8 9·3 7·3 10.2 11.1 .13.0 14.1 

Personal larceny 
*i61.3 without eonLact 35.8 *50.2 76.0 106.8 *137·3 107.9 *141.3 72.1 *97.5 ,7.2 64·3 22.6 26.5 

OOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the ch&nge betvmen values for the 2 years was statis­
ticaJ;I.y significant lit the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks ( ..... ) denote change siguificant at the 90 percent confidence leveL The absence of asterisks On 
1974/75 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. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistica~ 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Never married Married Widowed Divorced and seEarated 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

Type of crime (139,600) (132,500) (205,600) (181,400) (54,900) (49,300) (42,500) (41,400) 

Crimes of violence 63.7 69.0 31.6 33.8 22·7 26.7 45.3 *71.9 
Rape 2·3 2.3 '0.9 10.4 '0.4 10.0 11.6 '1.0 
Robbery 23.6 23.3 11.3 12.9 11.2 *19.4 17-4 *.32·4 

Robbery with injury 7·4 5.5 3.5 3.4 5.0 7.7 . 5.5 8.1 
Robbery without injury 16·3 17·8 7.7 9·4 6.2 **11.7 11.9 *24.2 

Assault 37.7 43.5 19.4 20.5 11.1 7·3 26.3 *31\.5 
Aggravated assault 20.0 21.2 10.1 10.5 4.9 '3.7 12.9 *21.7 
Simple assault 17·7 **22·3 9.4 10.0 6.2 '3·6 13.4 16.9 

Crimes of theft 67.8 *93·1 79.3 *98·4 45·4 **56.4 92.6 99·7 
Personal larceny with contact 4.9 7.0 7·7 7.0 18.0 17.3 12.0 14.9 
Personal larceny without 
contact 62.9 *86.1 71.6 *91.4 27·4 *39.2 SO.5, 84.8 

NOTE: Detail may- not acId to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries foJ:' 1974/75 indicat'es that the change bet\~een values 
for the 2 years was statistica:lly significant at the 95 percent confidence level i two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference betwllen 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 IIhose marital 
status was not ascertained. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fe.ler sample cases; is st.atistically unreliable. 

Table 8. Personal crimes: Victi m izati on rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

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

Less than $:2,000 ~7' oo()..~:z. !t22 $7' 2Q()..$2. 222 ~1O, 0Q()..~1!t1227 ~17' QO()..~~.227 
1971/72 1974/75 1971 72, 1974/75 197172 1974/75 1971/72 1974 75 1971 72 1974 75 

Type of crime (87,300) (67,300) (136,200) (113,000) (56,000) (42,800) (81,000) (81,900) (33,000) (44,000) 

Crimes of violence 40.2 *56.4 48.4 45.0 35.9 *51.8 41.1 **50.8 35.8 39.2 40·7 
Rape '1.9 '2.1 2.1 '0.9 '0.0 '0.5 '0.3 '1.7 '0·7 '0.0 '0.0 
Robbery 18·3 *26.2 18.0 16.6 11.8 *24.7 12.7 15.5 13.1 14.9 '13.5 

Robbery with injury 5.6 6.5 6.0 4·2 3.7 **8.0 4.4 4.3 '3·4 '2.7 '0.0 
Robbery without injury 12.8 *19.6 11.9 12.4 8.1 *16.7 8.3 11.2 9·7 12.2 '13.5 

Assault 20.0 *28.1 28.4 27.5 24.1 26·7 28.1 33.6 22.0 24.3 27·2 
Aggravated assault 11.4 13.9 16.2 15.4 10.8 **16.9 13.4 16.2 8.3 9.0 '4.9 
Single assault 8.6 *14.2 12.2 12.1 13·3 9.8 14.6 17.3 13.7 15.3 22.3 

Crimes of theft 41.9 *67.5 64·5 *75.6 86.1 *107.6 98.1 **111.2 106.3 114.5 146.4 
Personal larceny with 

contact 11.3 **16.9 10.8 10.0 5.2 8.0 5.6 5.9 '5.4 4.5 '0.0 
Personal larceny without 

contact 30.6 . *50.6 53.8 *65.6 81.0 *99.7 92.4 **105.3 100.9 109.9 146.4 

**71.5 
'0.0 
27.0 

'11.7 
'15.4 

44.5 
115.4 

29.1 
159.1 

.'5.8 

153.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significl~nt at the 95, percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974/75 dn\;a reflects either no difference between values recorc!ec! for each year or the lack of statist:Lcal significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to population in the grouPi excluc!es c!ata on persons .lhose income level was not ascertainec!. 

1 Estimate, basec! 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 
in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

All incident~ ,lith weaEon 
Number Percent 

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 

Crimes of violence 15.500 16.100 7.400 7.800 47·6 48.5 
Rape 600 400 "100 "100 21.1 24·3 
Robbery 5.900 6.500 3.000 3.500 51.4 54.6 

Robbery with injury 2.100 1.800 800 800 37·2 46.7 
Robbery without injury 3.800 *4.700 2.200 2.700 59.2 57·7 

Assaultl 9.100 9.300 4.300 4.200 46.8 45·3 
Aggravated assault' 4,500 4.400 4.300 4.200 95.5 96.1 

With injury 1.700 1.300 1.500 **1.100 88.4 86.4 
Attempted assault with weapon 2.700 3.100 2.700 3.100 100.0 100.0 

Simple assau;Lt 4 •. 700 4.900 0 0 

OOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) nex\:. to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for 
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 9S ,Eercent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent 
confidence level. The absence of asteris1,s on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of 
statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Includes data on simple assault. which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon. 
·Estimate. based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases. is statistically unreliable. 
• • • Represents not applic able. 

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons 
used in incidents by armed offenders, by type of cnme, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Firearm KnifE! Other ~e unknown 
Type or crime 1971772 1974775 19'(1772 197!f/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 

Crimes of violence 3,}.'7 43.2 > 25.1 28.9 32.6 *23.5 2.6 4.4 
Rape '50.0 '9.1 '35.7 '73.7 '14.3 '18.2 '0.0 '0.0 
Robbery 41.7 44.3 28.4 30.4 24.9 19.6 '4.9 5.7 

Robbery with injury '23.1 29.5 '24.4 '21.6 . 46.2 3M '6.4 '11.4 
Robbery without injury 48.1 48·7 30.0 33.3 17.3 14.0 '4.8 '3.9 

Aggravated assault 37.8 43.2 22·4 26.2 38.7 *27.1 '1.1 '3.5 
With injury 19.8 '16.5 19.2 22.0 59.9 ' 54.1 '1.2 '7.3 
Attempted assault with weapon 48.7 52.4 24.4 27.6 26.2 **17.8 '0.7 '2.2 

OOTE: One asterisk (*) nex\:. to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 yeax:s was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change signiflcant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

'Estimate. based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases. is statist.ically unreliable. 
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible ent.ry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempt.ed forcible et1try 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Conpleted theft 
Attempted theft 

(Rate per 1,000 househOlds) 

1971/72 
(197,100) 

124.B 
59.4 
31.S 
33.6 
B1.1 
48.4 
20.9 
3.9 
7.8 

47.3 
31.3 
16.0 

1974/75 
(1117,200) 

**134.7 
*"66.2 

32.2 
36.3 

*94.1. 
50.6 

*32.8 
4.4 
6.7 

46.3 
30.2 
16.1 

NOTE: Detail mllY not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries J:or 1974/75 indicates that the ch~nge between values for the 2 years was 
statistically sl.gnificant at the 95 percent coni'idepce level; t~IO asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at l.he 90 percent cOni'idence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded 
for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses reJ:er to number of households. 
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Table 12. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and race of head of household, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate pet' 1,.000 households) 

White Black other 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 Type of crime (127,600) (118,300) (68,eeO) (68,000 

1971/)2 
(700 

1974/75 
(900) 

Burglary 108.9 113.5 154.0 **171.3 ' 148.8 ' 148.9 
Household larceny 83.9 **94.0 74.9 *95.3 ' 173.1 ' 82.4 
Motor vehicle theft 41.4 41.t~ 58.2 54.5 ' 59.0 ' 20.6 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197/./75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence levelj two asterisks (**) denote change sigl1di'icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or '~he lack of statistical sigl1di'icance for apparent change. Figures 
in parentheses refer to number of househOlds in the group. • • .. 

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

Type. of crime 

IlIlrglary 
P~usehold larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 13. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and age of head of hOUlsehold, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

, , 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12-12 20-34 35-42 50-64 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/'t~ 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 
(2,400) (1,900) (42,900) (43,500 (42,700) (37,900) (53,200) (49,800) 

21,(.2 297.3 179.9 *209.1 144·3 163.2 115.6 117.2 
88.8 155.4 112.0 *133.3 125.6 140·3 76.5 78.7 

1 68.8 ' 19.8 83.6 '(5.6 65.0 61.6 39.1 41.1 

62 and over 
1971/72 1974/75 

(55,900) (54.100) 

72.3 65.1 
27.5 *43.4 
13.0 17·8 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the chrmge between values for the 2 years was stntisticaily sigl1di'icant at the 95 percent confidence levelj 
two asterisks (**) denote che:nge significant at the 90 percent confidence level. Tho absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflscts either no difference betl~een 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. 

1 Estimate, based on zero or on about 1~ or fewer sample cases, ia stai,isticaily unreliable. " ' 
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Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of cnme 
and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less than $2,000 $7,000-$1,422 $7' ~00-$2, 222 $10,ooo...$I!!'251~ $15,ooo-$~'22~ $21,000 or more 
1971/72 1974/75 1971 72 1974/75 1971 72 1974/75 1971/72 1971(75 1971/72 1974 75 - 1971 72 19'71;/15 

(50,500) (41,200) (61,500) (53,900) (22,100) (18,500) (29,500) (31,100) (10'200) (15,400) (1,700) (3,300) Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Hotor vehicle theft 

114.8 
49.6 
20.3 

129.9 143·7 
**62.5 81.9 

19.6 46.2 

137.0 119.9 *152.8 
93.3 110.9 103.3 
38.6 59.7 62.2 

123.6 141.5 116.2 *157.6 160.4 211.3 
107·5 *137.0 126.1 137.7 196.9 128.6 
7707 80.5 92.5 nO 162.5 '39.2 

roTE: One Hsterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 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~evel. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between value, 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parenth1ases refer to number of households in the grouPi excludes data 
on households whose income level ~Ias 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, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

. ..- .... 
(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One Two-Three Four-Five Six or more 
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974h~ 1971/72 (1974/7~ 1971/72 (1974175 Type of crime (60,300) (61,200) (88,000) (81,300 (30,000) 28,800 (18,800) 15,800 

Burglary 84·1 94.9 124.8 133.6 175.1 172·7 175.0 *222.7 
Household larceny 34.1 *46.0 76.4 **87·7 141.6 158.5 157.1 *199.0 
Motor vehicle theft 20.1 21.0 51.9 50.8 71.6 63.8 74.8 89.5 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was stahistically significant at the 95 
percent confidence leveli two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 
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. 
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Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime and form of tenure, 

1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Owned or being bought 

129.3 
103.0 
53.6 

1971/72 
(111,800) 

129.2 
71.7 
46.1 

Rented 
1974/75 

(102,900 ) 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years Was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level i 
tl,/O asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. 
The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference bet~leen 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. 

Table 17. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of units in structure, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One' Two Three Four Five-Nine 
1971/72 

(93,100) 
1974/75 

(79,600) 
1971/72 

(40,300) 
1974/75 

(42,600) 
1971/72 
(3,300) 

1974/75 
(3,300) 

1971/72 
(24,200) 

1974/75 
(27,800) 

1971/72 
(/l,8OO) 

1974/75 
(10,000) 

123·1 **137·8 119·8 123./l 99.2 123.8 133·7 151·7 167.9 174.9 
90.3 **102.1 83·1 **101.7 59.3 *137·3 82.0 95.2 /l5.6 79.3 
4/l·4 51·7 51.3 41.6 213·3 "50.8 48.0 1,2.3 61.8 49. 8 

Ten or mOre 
1971/72 

(22,300) 
1974/75 

(20,000) 

119.0 103·7 
42.4 51,.2 
29.6 42.8 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change bet~leen values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; 
tl,/O asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 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 for which the number of units in structure was not ascertained. 

'Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. 
"Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fe~ler sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

1971/72 
(24,300) 

531.3 
345.3 
186.0 
94.3 
62.3 
31·9 

1974/75 
(21,800) 

*410.4 
*269.4 
*141.0 
*144.1 
*97.3 
46.7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to 
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was 
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; tliO asterisks (**) 
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of 
asterisks on 1974/75 data reflect~ 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 business establishments. 

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics 
of victimized establishments and type of crime, 

19TI/72 and 1974/75 
~~~~ per 1',000 ,establishments) 

Number of establishments Burglar.: Robber.: 
Characteristic 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 

Kind of establishment 
Retail 7,500 6,500 688.9 *547.5 174.8 
Wholesale 2,600 2,500 319.8 243.3 153.4 
Service 9,800 8,600 418.5 379.5 66.5 
other 4,400 4,200 639.6 360.7 43.6 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 5,600 4,200 542.6 573.2 104·7 
$10,000-$24,999 2,800 2,900 518.0 **339.2 85.1 
$25,000-$49,999 2,200 2,600 518.9 440.1 100.6 
$50,000-$99,999 2,400 2,500 726.6 *321.7 101.3 
$100,000-$499,999 3,500 3,600 524.6 **355.4 115.1 
$500,000-$999,999 1,100 1,300 599.3 424.1 245.8 
$1,000,000 or more 2,000 2,200 622.3 429.5 160.4 
No sales 1,100 2,100 767.7 *358.1 '31.4 

Average number of paid employees 
1-3 7,900 6,500 423.1 395.3 80·7 
4-7 4,100 3,500 493.3 404.9 71.0 
8-19 2,400 2,200 772.2 *414.1 107·9 
20 or more 3,100 3,000 626.0 505.7 214.4 
None 6,600 6,500 557.6 *384·7 65.0 

1974775 

*271.1 
90.2 
72.3 

126.7 

105.6 
146.2 
213.5 
153.8 
180.0 
177.9 
195.3 
'0.0 

*177.7 
58.6 

148.9 
287.3 
90·2 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/7~ 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 1974/75 
data reflects oither no difference betwsen values recorded for each year at' the lack of statistical significance fat' apparent change. 

1 Estimate , based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is st.atistically unreliable. 
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'Table 20. Personal, household, and commercial 
crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 

to the police, by sector and type 
of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 

Personal sector, all crimee 41.2 41.4 

Crimes of violence 50.2 50.3 
Rape 43.3 57.1 

Ccmpleted rape 176.4 180.0 
Attempted rape 126.2 150.0 

Robbery 57.2 61.1 
Robbery with injury 59.2 ~82.4 

Frcm serious assault 67.6 81.4 
Frcm minor assault 52.0 *83.0 

Robbery wi thcut injury 56.1 53.3 
Assault 46.2 42.8 

Aggravated assault 53.1 46.8 
With injury 60.1 61.3 
Attempted assault with weapon 48.3 41.6 

Simple assault 39.1 38.6 
With injury 58.7 48.8 
Attempted aseault without weapon 32.6 34.4 

Crimes of theft 36.0 36.7 
Personal larceny with contact 47.9 40.9 

Purse snatching 5704 49.0 
Pocket picking 38.9 30.7 

Personal larceny without contact 34.3 36.2 
Househcld sector, all crimes 51·7 50.3 

Burglary 56.1 57.3 
Forcible entry 73.6 76.5 
Unlawful entry without force 51.3 **43.9 
Attempted forcible entry 29·7 34.3 

Househcld larceny 31.9 29.1 
Less than $50 21.2 17.2 
$50 or more 56.2 50.9 
Amount not available 39.0 115.7 
Attempted larceny 29.7 20.8 

Motor vehicle theft 74.2 73.4 
Ccmpleted theft 95.6 95.6 
Attempted theft 32.4 32.2 

Ccmmercial sector, all crimes 73.4 79.2 
Burglary 70.8 78.0 
Robbery 88.0 82.5 

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values 
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent coilfidence level; 
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. 
The abence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values 
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. 

1Estimate, bli.61 on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 



APPENDIX I 
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 in­
formation on the characteristics of each household 
and of its 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 respond­
ent for 12- and 13-year-olds, incapacitated per­
sons, and individuals absent during the interviewing 
period. 

Once the screening process was completed, the 

interviewer obtained details of each revealed inci­
dent. 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 t'o screen for the occurrence 
of burglary and robbery incidents and to obtain de­
tails concerning those crimes. Form CVS-101 con­
tained separate sections for screening and gathering 
information on the characteristics of business places, 
on the one hand, and for eliciting data on the rele­
vant crimes, on the other. 

With certain minor exceptions that did not affect 
the comparability of results covered in this publica­
tion, the questionnaires used in the first and second 
rounds of the household and commercial surveys 
were identical. Following are facsimiles of the ques­
tionnaires used in the 1975 surveys. 
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Form ApPfo ... ed' 0 M B No -41"R2661 ... 
FORM NCS·3 and NCS·4(IC) NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau 15 confidential by law (Public 
le·!i_HI Law 93-83), All identifiable Information will be used only by persen:. cnc.aled in 

and for the purposes of the survey, and may nOt be disclosed or released to others 

u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
for any purpose. 

SOCIAL "'NO ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION Control number 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

ACTING AS COLLECTING AGENT FOR THE 
l.AW ENFORCEMENT ASSIsTANce AOMINISTRATION 

U,S, DEP"'RTMENT OF JUSTICE 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY PSU : Serial : Panel :HH : Segment 
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE - IMPACT CITIES : ; I I 

I I 
I I I I 
I , , 

FORM NCS·3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE I I , I 

FORM HCS·4 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

1. Interviewer identification 6. Tonur. (cc B) 
Code I Name @> , 0 Owned or being bought 

I a 0 Rented for cash I 
@) I 30 No cash rent 

I 

2. Record of Interview 

I Oate compl eted 
7. Typ •• 1 living qu.rt." (cc 15) 

Line number of household H.u.lng Unit 
respondent (cc 12) I @) 1 0 House, apartment, flat I 

I 20 HU in nontransient hotel, motel, etc. 
@ I 

I 30 HU - Permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc. 

3. R •••• n I.r n.nintervlew (cc 29d) 40 HU in .ooo~lng house 
sO Moblt\ hoQ,m~ or trailer 

T Y PEA (Enter reason and race) 
60 HU not~pt!':!Jied above - Describe] 

~ 
~Rea.an \' \'. , 0 No one home \ \'/) 
20 Temporarily absent - Rewrn date 

~, o~\RJlnlt v 30 Refused 
40 Other Occ. - Specify ~ \) 7 0 u~s not HU in rooming or boarding house 

~Race 01 h •• d 

v\\~\ 
\\ () B 0 U~ t not permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc, 

@ ,oWhlte \ 90 Vacant tent site or trailer site 
20Negro \.>' 00 Not specified above - Describe 7 
30 Other ~" '-\' 

TYPE B~, '" '\0' B. Number of hou.ing units In .tructure (cc 26) @) , 0 Vacant - Regular \, ' \ \ 
20 Vacant - Storage of HH fu ~ll(,e'" V @) '01 ·05-9 

30 Temporarily ~ed by pe ;;"1\.5'''11) URE a02 6010 or more 
• 0 Unfit or to b ~shed \)' 303 70 Mobile home or trailer 
.0 Under constr <Uu!....n~ ready 404 B 0 Only OTHER units 
6 0 Converted to tem~jbu5iness or storage 

~ ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD: 70 Unoccupied tent' trailer site 
9. (Other -than the ••• bu.ine .. ) d.e •• ny.n. in this hou.ehold 80 Permit granted, construction not started 

operate a business from this oddress? 
9 0 Other - Specify 7 

® '1:1 No 
a [.1 Yes - What kind .1 bu.ine .. Is that? 7 

TYPE C 

(ill) to Unused line of listing sheet 
20 Demolished la, Family Incomo (cc 27) 
30 House or trailer moved @ , 0 Under sl,OOO B 0 S7,SOO to 9,999 
40 Outside segment aD SI,OOO to 1,999 9010.000 to 11,999 
50 Converted to permanent business or .$t!Jrage 30 2,000 to 2,999 to 0 12,000 to 14,999 
60 Merged 40 3,000 to 3,999 11 0 15,000 to 19,999 
7 0 Condemned 50 4,000 to 4,999 ',2020,000 to 24,999 
B 0 Built after April I, 1970 60 5,000 to 5,999 '3025,000 and over 
90 Other - Specify] 7 0 6,000 to 7,499 

11. Hou .. h~ld members 12 year • 

TYPE Z 
• , ago and OVER r 

Interview not obtained for 7 @ Total number 
Line number 12. H.usehold member. UNDER 

@) 12 ye.rs 0' age 7 

@) Total number ® NOTE: Complete 
/4-2/ for each line 00 None 

@) num ber /I s ted 13. Crime Ineldent Rep.rts lilled f 
@) 

4. H.u.ehold .tatu. @ Total number 

@ t 0 Same household as last enumeration 00 None 
a 0 Replacement household since last enumeration 

CENSUS USE ONLY 30 Previous nonlntervlew or not In sample before 

5, Special ploce typo cod. (co 6c) @ @) @ @) 

@) 

N 
C 
S 

3 

a 
n 
d 

4 
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... ' ...... .. '. . I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I '.' ~ ," _ ....... ' ~·~V/;,;·Y.·'·;:{>· . '."< 
14. NAME 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. 120b. 21. 22. 23. What I. Ihrr highest 1~4. 

(01 hoosehold TYPE OF LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE IORIGIN SEX ARMED crad. (or )'111) or ,.cular Old yau 
rospondent) INTERVIEW NO. TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS FORCES school you hall. tver. compl,te 

HEAD BIRTH· I MEMBER aUendedl thal),lIrl I KEYER - BEGIN DAY I 
NEW RECORD (cc 12) (cc )3b) (cc 17) (cc 18) (cc 19a) I(cc 19b) (cc 20) (cc 21) (r;c 22) (cc 23) 

Lasl @) @ @ @ @ €V I ® (§) @) @) I 
I L:l Per.-Sell·resp. IOHe.d 10M. lOW. 

I l[lM I [lYes 00 [] Never o\lended 1 [lyes I 
'(J Tei.-Sell·resp. -- ,0 Wile 01 head -- ,OWd. 2IJNeg·I-_ 2[]F '[INO 

or kindergarten 2lJNo 
Flrsl 'I:J Per.-Proxy 'OOw~ child 'Do. ,[lOt. : __ F.lemenlary (01-08) 

'I:JTei.-Proxy • 0 Olher relo\lv. -OSep • I __ M.S. (09-12) 
I _. College (21-26+) • LJ Ni-FIII ,6-" 5DNon·relatlve 'ONM I 

CHECK t Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Hav. you been looking lor work during the past 4 we.ks? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumeration! (Box' marked) @ I 0 Yes No - When did you last work? 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa '0 Less than 5 years ago-SKIPto28a 

250. Old you live in this house on April 1, 1970? 3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 29 
• 0 N .ver worked 

@) 10 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B ,oNo 27. Is there any reason why you could nollok. a lab LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you liv. on April I, 1970? (State, loreign country, @ IONo Yes - , 0 Already has a job U,S. possession, etc.) 3 CJ Temporary illness 

State, etc. County ."') • [J Going to school 

c. Old you liye Inside the limits of 0 cit)', town, village, etc.? " ( s CJ Other - Specl(y~ 
@ I 0 No , 0 Yes - Nome o( city, town, viI/age, etc')l 

\ 1.-, 
280. For ~~ did you ~"lt~,ork? (Nome o( Company, 

§ II I I I I busin ~\organlzat' ~ther employer) 

d. Were you in the A,mod Forces on April 1, 1970? ~ \, @ I DYes ,DNa /'\ o ~ J 0 Nev'llr ~ed - SKIP to 29 

CHECK. Is thIS person 16 years old or older? \~ \ \ ~~hat kind 01 busln'''s or industry Is this? (For example: TV 
ITEM B . 0 No - SKIP to 29 0 Yes -'>. :~ 1. \ffd radio m(g., rel,all shoe store, State Lobar Dept., (arm) 

" •• Wh ...... , .. "'" ... , .. "" ..,~ ••• ':;. "\;J ~ III keeping liouse, going to schooi) or sam thin of,o? ' c. Were you -
(§) I 0 WorkIng - SKIP to 280 .0 Un b~ ork-S it:),o d @ lOAn e .. plolee 01 a PRIVATE company, busine .. or 

'0 With a job but not at ~ 0 Ret e. individual for wages, salary at commissions? 
3 0 Look~ng lor work ~ Olhe -::Jt>c9fYl 20 A GOVERNMENT employe. (F.deral, Stat., county, 
• 0 KeepIng house 

'",-
or locol~? 

50 GOIng to school .AJbAlmed Forces, SI(/P to 280) 30 SELF·!iMPLOYED In OWN busine .. , prole .. ional 

b. Did you do any work at all LA~~EK, not counting work 
procti,:e or farm? 

around the house? (Note: I( (arm or business operator In HH, • 0 Working WITHOUT PAY In lomily busine .. or lorm? 

@) 
ask about unpaid work.) d. What kind 01 work were you doing? (For example: electrica' 
a 0 No Yes - How many hours? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk, typist. (armer) 

c. Did )'ou have a lob or businus from which you were @ l J. J. J. 
temporarily absent or on layo// LAST WEEK? e. What were ),our most important activities or duties? (For 

@ IDNo 20 yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: typing, keeping account books, sel/lng cars. etc.) 
30 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

Notes 

fI' "M N I., • ~141 a C; (Ie) tit 



29. Now I'd IIko to a.k .ame quostian. about 'C'] Yes - How m.ny 
crlm.. Thoy rofer only to tho lo.t 12 month. _ : tim'" , 
bol" .. n ___ I, 197_and ___ , 197_.: r.J No 
During Ihe la.t 12 monlh., did anyan. break : 
Inlo or .om.how Illegally gel Inlo your : 
(aparlmenl/home), garage, or anolhor building , 
on your properly? : 

30. (Dlher Ihan Ihe Ineldenl(.) lu.1 menllonod) 
Old you find a door jimmied, a lock forced, 
or any olher .Ign. 0 an ATTEMPTED 
brook in? 

'("l Yes - How m.ny 
: « tlmlSl 

3 I. Was anylhlng at 011 .tolen that I. kept 
ouhld~ your home, or happened '0 be I.ft 
Qut, such as a bicycle, a garden hOI", or 
lawn furniture? (other than any Ineldenh 
already menlloned) 

:nNo , 
-,-.-

r 
\ 

; ["l Yes - How ... ny 
I tlmll, 

:rJN. , 

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 141 

32. Old anyono 10k •• omolhlng bolanglng 
I. you or to any member of thl. houuhold, 
from a plact whIr. you Dr they wer. 
lomporarlly 'Iaylng, .uch a. a frlond'. or 
relatlv.', homl, a hOhl or motel, or 
a vacation hom.? 

33. What was the 10101 numbor of molar 
vehlcl" (cars, truck., ole.) ownod by 
you or any olher momber of thl. houuhold 
during tho la.t 12 month.? 

34. Old anyone '1001, TRY 10 .teal, or U" 

(It/any of thom) wlthoul porml"lo.? 

35. Old onyono .tool or TRY to .tool part 
of (It/any of thom), .uch a. 0 battery, 
hubcap., tapo.deck, etc.? 

, 0 Yes-How m.ny 
1 11m .. , 

: DNa 
I , 
: ' 
I@) 
: a [J None-
I SKIP 10 36 
'101 
la02 
:303 
1404 or more 

, 0 Vas - How m.ny 
: lImll' 
'DNa , ---
: 0 yes - How m.ny 
I tlmUf 

iONa , 
I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS 1 

36. The following question. rofer only to thing. : n Yes _ How mlny 46. Old you find any eIV~14on~e thai .omeono 
Ihol happened to you during thelo.tI2monlh.-· tim .. ! ATTEMPTED to.t 01 omothlng that 

, belonged to you? (0 e "on any Incidents 
belween ___ I, 197_ond ___ ,197_. [IN. .~alreOdY \\IOned). ;~) 
Old you have your (pockel plcked/purse ; 
snotched)? : __ _ 

lOVeS-How mlny 
, tI"",.! 

IONO 
I , 
I , ---

37. Did anyone toke .omelhlng (01 .. ) dlroctly 'nVes-Howm.ny ,\f.9gtd au coll~'l.~ce du'iTng thola.t 12 , 

:rl'j;k~;~ !~g~~~~g ofro;h;;o~?ch o. by • i t~S\m.. ~nt u· ~hl~i;~~:~~Ir"!:~a: ~~r~:rd ! 
:ClN~ 0 nol count any call. made to tho , 
, , \\ \\ ' p II 0 concerning tho Incld.nts you i 

1---,--------------7"'~~.;.: ---\-'~4"""--':ld1\ ha Ius' told me about.) ! 
38. Old anyone TRY 10 rob you by u.lng forc.e~\pY.s -'il~.~'f.-> 0 No - SKIP 10 48 I 

:~;h{:;II:;~~: :f,!':J; ~:~;It(~thsor than \k a 'V'''' 0 Yes - What happen.d? ! 
I; I , , , 

!
~~ -- -------------I,foWCD 

39. Old anyone beat you up, attack u , It 'r:1 Yes ~ Haw mIRY ~ 
you with something, such 01 a roc ottl.?; . 11m .. ' -----------------i CD 
(other than any Incident. already mentioned) ',' r::l No 1 

-----------1 CD 
' 1 , , 

40. Wore you knifed, .hot at, or attacked with 
soml' ath., weapon by anyon, at all? (oth., 
than any Ineldenll alroady montloned) 

41. Old anyone THREATEN to beat you up or 
TH'lEATEN you with a knife, gun, or .ame 
olh" weapon, NOT Including telephone 
th".h? (other than any Inc Ide.,. alroody 
mentioned) 

42. Old anyone TRY to attock you In .ame 
other way? (other Ihan any Incidents already 
mentioned) 

, 
, r:1 Yes - How mIRY 
I" tlmll' , 
:[JNO , , , 
, n Yes - How m.ny 
: limn' 

:nNa , , , 
I t.1 Ves - How mIRY 
111m .. , 
I 

:C1Na , 
I , 

43. Duling the lo.t 12 monlh., did anyone sleal :C]Ves - How m.ny 
thing. thaI belonged 10 you from In.lde any car, . tlm'l! 
or truck, .uch o. package. or clothing? :[JNO 

44. Was anything .Iolen from you while you 
Wl'fe away from home, for instanc. at work, In 
Q theater or fn.aurant, or while traveling? 

45. (Other ,han any Incidents you've already 
mentioned) wo. anything (el .. ) at all 
,talen from you during the la.t 12 month,? 

, 
I , 
: n Yes - How many 
I . tim .. ' , 
:CjNO 
I , , , ---
i 0 yes - ~I~~~··y , 
iON. 
I , 
I , ---

CHECK 
ITEM C 

Look al 47. Was HH member 
12 + auaeked or threatened, or 
was something stolen or an 
attempt made to steal something 
that belonged to him! 

48. Old anything happen ta you during the la.t 
12 month. which you thought wa. a crime, 
but did NOT report to tho pollee? (athor 
than any Incidents already mentioned) 

o No - SKIP to Check Ilem E 

DYes - What happened? 

lOVes-How mlnY 
I tlm"l 
I , 
iONO 
1 , 
I 
I 
t 
1 ---

I , 
I , , , 
I 
I , 
1 
I 
1 , 

--------______ 1 

!@)[D 
--------------------------! CD 

CHECK 
ITEM 0 

CHECk 
ITEM E 

Look at 48. Was HH member 
12 t atlaeked or threateried, or 
was something stolen or an 
attempt made to steal something 
that belonged to him! 

!ITJ 
10 Yes-How .... y 
I tim'" 

iONo 
1 
I , 
1 , 

Do any of the screen questions conlaln any entries 
for "How many times!" 
o No - InterView neXI HH member. 

End Inler.,ew If lost respondent, 
ond fill lIem /3 on cover. 

o Yes - Fill Crime Incldenl Reports, 



142 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

if(':""';,,, :'",,:" " " ',' 
",. " 

' ."1 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I",',o"""j'~,,: ;';:""ji',<,? 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. ,20b. 21. 22. 23. What Is the hl,h .. t 24. 

HAlliE TYPE OF LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE IORIGIN SEX ARII'<!D grade (or year) of relular Did you 
INTERVIEW NO. TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS , ['DRCES school you have tVlr complet, 

HEAD BIRTH· I !lEMBER attended? IhatytaH 
KEYER - BEGIN DIoY I 

NEW RECORD (cc 12) (cc 13b) (cc 17) (cc 18) (cc 19a) l(cc 19b) (cc 2::) Icc 21) 'Icc 22) Icc 231 
Last @) @) @ @ @ @ , @) @ ® @) 

I 
'0 Per.-Self-!ssp. , o Head 10M. lOW. I 'OM lOves 000 Never attended loYes 
2oTel.-Sell·resp. 20WUe 01 head 2oWd. 20 NO,.: __ .0F 2oNo Of kindergarten 2oNo -- -- __ Elemenlary (OI-OS) FirM ~oPer.-P'oxy 300wnchild 300. 3001. : 
• 0 Tel. - proxy _ 0 OIher relative -oSep • 

, __ H.S. (09-12) , 
__ Collo,e (21-26+) 

soNI-FllllB-21 sO Non«lalive ·0NM 
, 

CHECK t Look at Item 4 on cover page. Is this the same '26d. Have y'''u been looking for worle during the post" weeks? 

ITEMA 
household as last enumeration! (Box I marked) @j) 10 Yes No - When did you lost work? 

DYes - SKIP t~ Check Item B DNa 2 CJ Less than 5 years ago- SKIP to 280 

250. Old you live in this house on April 1, 1970? 
305 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 
4 0 Never worked 

@) 10 Yes - SKIP to Check (tem B 20 No 27. Is there any reason why you could nat 'ake a lab LAST WEF.K? 
b. Where did you live an April 1, 1970? (Slate, foreign country, @) I LJ No Yes - 2 rJ Already has a lob 

U,S. possession, etc.) 
3 0 Temporary illness 

State, etc. County 40 Going to school 

c. Old you lIye Inside Ihe limits of a city, town, village, etc.? 
5 [J Other - Specify, 

@) 10 No 2 DYes - Name of city. town. village. etc')! .... "\ 
280. For wham ~~~~Iast) work? (Nome of company. 

@) I I I I I I ~ business, 0 a' tion or other employer) 

@ 
d. Were you In Ihe Armod Farcos an April I, 1970? 

~: ~ ... ,,:,,,,,,,,P.,. 'OYer. 'ONo 

CHECK. Is thl. person 16 years old Or older! ~\ b. Who k f bu.lne .. or Industry i. Ihh? (For example: TV 
ITEM BONo - SKIP to 36 0 Yes /'\ .) ond~~~~g" retail shoe store. State Labor Dept" farm) 

,. ..... , '.'. , •• '.'" •• " •• un .m -~~ o I I I I 
koepl'ng h .use, going to •• hoal) or something I.e. ~.~ c. Were you -

@ I ° Worl:ing - SKIP to 280 60 Unable t,) ol\;,' K ~0d o lOAn emploree of a PRIVATI,; company, busln ... or 
20 W,th a lob but not at work ~ ~td " \ individua for wages, salrJry or commissions? 

lO Looking for work 8 ~ ~ Spe'f V 20 A GOVERNMENT ompl'Jyee (Federal, Slate, county, 
40 Keeping house ;> or local)? 

sO Go,ng to school W (If Ar~ell-'I"Qr~s. SKIP to 280) 3 0 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN busine .. , prafe .. ianal 

b. Did you do any work ~tm~E~~.at counting work 
practice or farm? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY in family busine .. or farm? around the house? (Note: m r business operator in HH, 
d. What kind of work ",ere you doing? (For example: electrical 

@) 
ask about unpaid work.) 
a ° No Yes - How man n? ___ SKIP to 280 engineer, stock. clerk. typist, former) 

c. Old you have a lob or busin..",,, hom which you were @l I I L I 
temporarily absent or an 101011 LAST WEEK? e. What were your mast important octivltiu or duties? (For 

@ I C] No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example; typing, keeping account books, selling cors, etc.) 
3D Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

• 

i I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUF.STlONS I 
36. The fallowing question. ref.r only to things that I 0 Yes - Ho'fll mlny 46. Did you find any evidence that ,..,meon_ , [J Yes - Ho. man, 

happoned to you during tho last 12 manlhs - : tlmn? ATTEMPTED to steal something that 1- tlmn? 

belwoon __ l, 197_ and __ , 197_. Old ,DNa belonged to you? (ather than any : DNa , 
Incidents already mentioned) , 

you havo your (packet plcked/pu"e snatched)? , 
37. Old anyone take something (olse) directly ~ U Yes - How mlny 

47. Did you call the police during Ih. la,t 12 manlh. to «part 

hom you by IJsing force, such as by a stickup, I Umtsl somathing that happened to you which you thought was a 

mugging Of threat? ' [JNa crime? (Do not count any calls mode to tfle police , -- @ concerning the Incidents you have juu told me about.) 
38. Old anyone TRY to rob you by using farce I 0 Yes - How mlny I±l Cl No - SKIP to 48 

or threatening to harm you? (other than any 1 limos? DYes - What happonJtd? 
Incldonts alroady montianed) iO

NO 
--

39. Old anyano beat you up, attack you or hit you : 0 Yes - HoW' mlny P-J with something, such a' a rock or bottle? I tlmlll 
(ather than any Incidents alroady montlaned) ,DNa t Lo·ok at 47 - Was HH member 12, : 0 Yes - Ho. mill 

40. Wore you knifed, shot at, or allackod with : 0 Yes - How many 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some· I tlml" y 

lome other weapon by anyone at all? (other I tlmelt ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :C1No 

than any Incidents already mentlan.d) 10No steal something that belonged to him?, 
, .-=;:;::::=-

41. Did anrno THREATEN to beat you up or : 0 Yes - How many 48. Old anything happen to you during the last 12 ma~th! which 
THRE TEN you with a knifo, gun, or same io No tim .. ! @ lOU Ihaught was a crlma, but did NOT ropart to tho police? 
athe, weapon, NOT Including telephano throats? , :IJ other than any .incldents already mentioned) 
(othor thon any Incldonts alroady monilaned) I o No - SKIP to Check /tem E 

42. Old anyone TRY 10 attack you In same I 0 Yes - How mlny i:±J 0 Yes - What hoppened? I 
ath~r way? (athor than any Incidents : lImu? 
alroady montlaned) .0No 

43. During the lasl 12 months, did anyan. steal : 0 Yes - How mlny t Look at 48 - Was HH member 12 t '0 Yes - Ho. many 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was some·' lip .. ! 

Ihlngs that belangod to you from Inside any car 10NO tlmn! ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to i 0 No 
or truck, such as package, o.r clothIng? steal something that belonged to him?' 

••• Was anything .tolon frOM you whilo ru wor. ; 0 Yes - tl:.~'n1 Do any of the SCfeen questions contain any entries away from home, fo( Inltance at war, In 0 

theat.r or r.'taura"t, or whll. havellng? 'oNo H t,for "How many times!" 

AS. (Othor than any Incldonts yau'.e alroady : 0 Yes - How many ~E~C~ 0 No - Interview neNt HH member. End interview 

montlanod) Was anything (.1 .. ) at all staloft 1 tim .. ? if last respondent. and (III item 13 on cover. 
from you during tho la.t 12 month.? :oNO -- DYes - Fill Crime InCident Reports. 

Pale 4 



SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 143 

>" " -- I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I ' ';, i ,,' ' ;, ~ <~ 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. :20b. 21. 22. 23. Whal I. Ihe hlghesl 24. 

NAME TYPE OF LINE RELATIOUSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE 'ORIGIN SEX ARMED grade (or yur) or regular Did you 
INTERVIEW NO. TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS , FORCES school you havi oyer complet, 

HEAD BIRTH· , MEMBER attended? that,..,,? 
KEYER - BEGIN DAY 

, 
NEW RECORD (cc 121 (cc 13b1 (cc 171 (cc 18) (cc 19.) I(cc 19b) (cc 20) (cc 21) (cc 22) (cc 13) 

Last @) @ @ @) @ @ 
, 

S @) (§) @ , , 
'0Per.-!ielf·resp. 'Ollead ,OM. 'Ow. I 'OM lOVes 000 Never altended I CjVes , 
20 Tel. - Self·,e.p. -- • 0 Wife of head -- 'OWd . 20 Neg.: __ 20F 'ONo or kindergarten 20No 

Flrsl 3 Cl Per. - P,o,y 3 1:.1 Own child 3Llo. 3001. , __ Elemenlary (01-08) 

, OTel.-P,o,y 'lJ Olher relallve 'OSep. 
, __ H.S, (09-12) , 

.r:JNI-FIII '6-21 sO Non·relaltve sONM 
, __ College (21-26+) 

CHECK t Look at item 4 on cover page. Is thl!> Ihe same 26d. Hav. you been looking for work during the past 4 w.eks? 

ITEM A 
household as last enumerallon! (Box I marked) @ , 0 Yes No - Wh'n did you la.t wor~? 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item B DNa • 0 Less than 5 y.ars ago- SKIP to 2Bo 

250. Did you Iiv, in this house on April I, 1970? 3 0 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 

@) 1 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 'ONo 
4 0 Never worked 

27. Is th.r. any r'oson why you could noltok. 0 job LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you live on April 1, 19701 (Stote, foreign country, @ , ONo Yes - • 0 Already has a lob U.S. possession, etc.) 

3D Temporary illness 

State. etc~ County ;'( 40 Going to school 

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, Yilla~o, etc.? \. sOOther - SPecifY)l 

C§ IONo z 0 Yes - Name of CIty, town, v,lIoge. OIc'l \ ;,\ 

280. ~~ did y~Ork? (Nome of company, 
(§ [ I I I I I bu n s, organlz tl n other employer) 

d. Werro you in the Armed ~o'i:.es on April 1, 1970? 
@) , 0 Yes 2[] No < ~ .• 0 "', .. -",'~ - "'" "" 

CHECK t Is thIS person 16 years old or old.,l ,~ ~hal kind of busln ... or industry is this? (For example: TV 
ITEM BONo - SKIP to 36 0 Yes ~ \. and radio mfg., retail shoe store, Slate Lobar Dept., fann) 

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (wo:~~'\ ~\ @j I I I 
,~.;"' '''''' ,.;.,,, ", •• 1)., '!~ \" '" c. Were you _ 

@ I [.J Work"ng - SKIP to 280 6 C] n'tb to work~ t @ , 0 An .mplor_. of a PRIVATE company, bu. In ... or 
• 0 With a lob but not al work 7 [J t~s: Individua for wages, salary or comMissions? 
3 [] Looking for work @." DOe ecify 1 • 0 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (Federal, Stol., county, 
40 Keeping house (~ or local)? 

5 [J GOIng to school Trf.{Irmed Mirees. SKIP to 280) 3 0 SELF-EMPLOY ED in OWN business, prof.ssionol 

b. Did you do any wor~ at all ~~,EK, not counting work 
practice or farm? 

around the house? (Note; If f usiness operator in HH. 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family business or form? 

@ 
ask about unpoid Work.) d. What kind of work were YOII doing? (For e,omple: electrical 
001'10 Yes - How many hours? __ - SKIP to 280 engineer. stock c'erk. typist, former) 

c. Did you have a job or busineu from which you were @) I I I I 
temporarily obs,nl or on layoff LAST WEEK? e. What were your most importont activities or duties? (For 

@ 1 r]No • 0 Yes - Absent - SKfP to 280 example; typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.) 

3 U Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I . "," 

36. Th. following questions refer only I. thing. that I 0 Yes - How m,ny 46. Did you find any evidence thot someone , [J Yes - How many 
happ.ned to you during the I.st 12 months - : Um.s1 ATTEMPTED to st.al something !h.t I tim. If 

between __ l, 197_ ond __ , 197_. Did ,ONo , belonged to you? (other than any IONO 

you hov. your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? 
, 

incidents already mentioned) , , --
37. Did anyone tak, som.thlng (el .. ) directly : 0 Yes - Ho~ man)' 

47. Did you call the police during the la.t 12 months to reporl 

from you by using force, such as by a stickup, I tlm'sf something that happened to you which you thought was 0 

mugging or threat? 'ONo crime? (Do not count Q!'y calls made to the police , -- @ concerning the incidents you have lust told me about.) 
38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force I 0 Yes - How moJo), =t=l 0 No - SKIP to 48 or threatening to harm you? (other than ony I times? 

DYes - What hopp.ned? 
incidents already mentioned) :ONO __ 

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you I 0 Yes - How many =r:::J with something, such as Q rock or bottle? 1 11m,,? 
{other than any incidents already mentioned} 'ONO t Look at 47 Was HH member 12 t :OV s H w ma 

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with I 0 yes - How mail)' 
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some- t e - tI~lI\ "Y 

some other weapon by anyone at all? (other : limn? ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to :ONo 

thon any incidents already mentioned) ,ONO steal something that belonged to him?: 

41. Did anyone THREATEN to boot you up or : 0 Yes - How m3n), 48. Did anylhing hopp.n to you during the last 12 months which 
THR EATEN you with a knife, gun, or sam. : ONo tim'" ~ you Ihought was a crime, but dld NOT report to tho pollee? 
other weapon, HOT i"ncluding telephone threats? , ::IJ (other than ooy incllonls already m.ntlon.d) 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) , -- o No - SKIP I: Check Item E 

42. Old anyone TRY 10 attock you In .om. I 0 Yes - HoW' mlny TI 0 Yes - Whal ' 'pp.n.d? 
other way? (other than any incidents 1 lIm .. 1 
already mentioned) ,ONO 

43. During the la.t 12 months, did anyon •• teal : 0 Yes - How many 
t Look at 48 - Was HH member 12 + '0 Yes - Now ma., 

CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some,l tlm .. l 
things thot helonged to you from Inside any car :ONO tlm .. l ITEM D Ihlng stolen or an attempt made to [0 No 
or truck, such os packages or clothing? steal something that belonged to him?' 

44. Was anything stolan from you while ~ou were \ 0 Yes - How ml.ny' Do any of the screen questions contain any entries away from home, for instonce tilt war, In a I tlm .. t 
, for "How many times!" theater or rostaurant, or while haveling? 'ONo 

~HE~C~ 0 No - Interview ne.t HH member. End interview 45. (Other than any incidents you've already ! 0 Yes - ~~:'lJnl 
m.ntion.d) Was anything (.I .. ) at all stol.n If lost respondent, and (III item 13 on cover, 

from you during the lost 12 months? IONO DYes - Fill Crime InCident Reports. , --



144 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

work n9 the po II 4 week I? 
n did you 10'1 work? 

2 0 Less than 5 years 
> 0 5 or more years ago 
40 Never worked 

you -
lOAn emplor'o of a PRIVATE company, bu,lno" or 

indlvldua for wages, solary or commiulon,? 
20 A GOVERNMENT employe. (Federal, Stat., county, 

or local)? 
3D SELF·EMPLOYED In own bu,lne", profes,lonol 

practice N farm? 
WITHOUT PAY I 

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 
CHECKt for "How many ;imes?", : 
ITEM EDNa - Interview ne~t HH member. End Interview 

If lost respondent. ond fill itelft 13 on cov~r. 
DYes -,Fil/ Crime IncidetitjReports •• 

Po,. 6 



SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 145 , " C\, I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I, ,', , ,: ': 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. :20b. 21. 22. 23. Whal Is Ih. hlghesl 24. 

NAME TYPE'OF LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL R,ACE 'ORIGIN SEX ARMED &fade (or yur) of regular Old you 
INTERVIEW NO. TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS , FORCES school you hay. tvar complet. 

IIEAD BIRTH' , MEMBER attendedl thal)'ur.? KEyrR - BEGIN DAY , 
NEW RECORD (cc 121 Icc 13bl (cc 17) (ec 18) (cc 19.) itcc 19b) (cc 20) (cc 21) (cc 22) (cc 23) 

Last @ @ @) @ @ @) 
, 

@ @ (§) @) , , 
10 Per ..... Self resp. 'Ollead 'OM. 'OW. , 'OM 'DYes 000 Never attended 'DYes 
, OTel.,-Self,resp, -- '0 Wile 0' head -- 'OWd. 'O Ne8.: __ 'OF 'DNa or kindergarten 'DNa 

First 3D Per.-pro,y 300wn ch,ld 30 0• 3001, \ __ Elemen,ary (Ol-OS) 

• 0 Tel. - Proxy "0 Other relative 4DSep. 
, __ H.S. (09 .. 121 , 

__ College (21 .. 2Gfl sI"JNI-F//f /6-2r 50 Non-fclatlye ,'lINM , 
CHECK t Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 we:eks? 

ITEM A household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) ® ' 0 Yes No - When did you lasl work? 
DYes - SKIP to Check /tem B DNa z 0 Less than 5 years ago- SKIPta 280 

250. Did you live in this hou'se on April I, 1970? ! 3 0 5 or mare years ago} SKIP to 36 

(§) , 0 Yes - SKIP 10 Check /tem B zONa 
4 0 N ever worked, 

27. Is there any reason why you could not take a iob LAST WEEK? 
b. Where did you live on April 1, 1970? (State, foreign country, C§ , LJNo Yes - 2 0 Already ~as a jab " , 

U.S. possession, etc.) 30 Temporary illne., 
State. etc. County 40 Going to school 

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, ~tc.? 
5 0 Other - SpecifY7 

(§) 'ONo z 0 Yes - Name of city, lawn, village, etc"j1 
280. For whom did~ (last) work? (Name of company, 

@) I I I I I I business. 0'0 . otjon or other employer) 

(§ 
d. W~rte you in thoe Armed Fcrce~ on AprU 1, 1970? ''\ . 

, DYes 20Na (§ ~ Never wp~';l\ ~KIP to 36 
CHECK. Is this person 16 years old or older? ( ~~ '~lI,~:.~~. '~"'" h .h<., I'" ... m"" '" ITEM BONo - SKIP to 36 0 Yes ond '0 g •• retail shoe store, Slate Labor Depl., farm) 

,~ ... ,' ,om ,00 .. ,., .... ,I "" .,,, -~~~ 4 I I \V/ ' 
keeping house, going to $chool) or something 0 \ c. Were you -

@) , 0 Working - SKIP to 280 6 0 Unable to er~ K~ 26d o 5 , 0 An empl0r-e of a PRIVATE company, business or 
~ [J With a jab but not at work 7 ~ " ' individuh for wages t salary or commissions? 

30 Looking (or work aL -;,~er - Spe i ~ z 0 A GOVEIH.MENT employee (Federal, Slate, county, 
40 K •• ping house ' or local)? 

50 Go,ng to school W (If A~M Fo~es, SKIP to 280) 30 SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN business, professional 

h. Did you do any work ~~~WE7~:IYounting work 
practice or farm? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY I~ family buslne .. or farm? around the hous~? (Note: r or bus ss operator in HH. 
d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical 

(§) 
osk about unpaid work.) 
a 0 No Yes - How mo h .,1 __ - SKIP to 280 engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer) 

c. Did you hove a job or business from which you were @ I I I I 
tomporarily absent or an layoff LAST WEEK? e. What were your most important activities or duties? (For 

@ 'ONo z L:J Yes - Absent - SKIP to 280 example: tyPing, keeping account books, selling cors, etc.) 

3 [J Yes - Layo(f - SKIP to 27 
, , I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I.' ',"".,?).'",," "":c' ",',(;'; 
36. Th,..-following questions _refer only to things that , [l Yes - How many 46. Did YOIl find any evidence that someone I 0 Ye. - How m.nr 

hoppened 10 you during the last 12 months - I times? ATTEMPTED to steal something Ihat I timlJ? 

b~tw .. n __ l, 197_ and __ , 197_. Old :ONO bolonged to you? (other than any lONe , 
incidents already m.entioned) , 

you have your (pocket picked/pune snatched)? , --
37. Did onyane take somolhlng (else) directly : 0 Yes - How many 

47. Did you call the polio. 'during the last 12 months to report 
something that happened to you which you thought was a from you by using force, such as by a stickup, I Umn? 
crimo? (Do not count any calls mode to the police mugging or tlueat? ' 'ONe , -- @ concernIng 'he incidents you have lust told me abo~t.) 

38. Did aO,1ane TRY to 'rob you by using farce I DYes - How mJny =fi 0 No - SKIP to 48 
Or t~reatening to harm you? (other than any I tlmlS? DYes - What happened? 
incidents ~Ircody mentioned) 10NO __ 

39. Old anyone beat you up, attack y~u or hit you I 0 Yes - HoW many ~ . " 

with somet.hlng, such as a rock or bottle? : times? 
(other than any incidents already mentioned) '.0 No __ t Look at 47 - Was HH member 12, 'O'Yos - HoW mlny 

.cO. Were you knifed, shot at, or aUacked with : 0 yes - HoW mJny 
CHECK attacked or threatened. or was same-I . tlmn?-
ITEM C thing stolen ~r an attempt made to : lJ<No ' some other weapon by anyone at all? (other I tlmts? 

steal something that bel~nged to himl: ' than any incidents already mentioned) ,ONe . 

41. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or 1 0 Yes - How many 48. Did anything happen to you during the la.t 12 months which 
THREATEN you with Q knife, gun, or some iO Um .. l @ ru \ho.ght was a crime, but .dld NOT rep.rt to the police? 
other w~~pon, NOT including telephone threots? , No t1J other than any Incidents already mentionod) l 

(othor than any Incidents already mentioned) 
, o No - SKIP to Check Item E , 

42. Old anyone TRY to attack you in some , IJ Yes - H." m'ny ~ 0 Yes - What happaned? 
othor way? (other than any incid,ents : - limos? 
alr .. ady mentioned) ,ONe t Look at 48 - Was HH member '12 + 10 Yes - How ... ny 43. During tho last 12 month., did anyone steal I 0 Yes - How mJn), CHECK attacked or threatened, or Was some·' tlmll!, 
things that h.longed 10 you from Inside any car IONa tlmlll ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt mad,e to : 0 No 
or truck, luch 01 packages or clothing? steal something that belonged to him?' '. ' 

44. Was anything slalen from you while JOu were \ 0 Yes - How min, Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 
away from homoft, for lnstance ot wo , In a I limit?, 

C E Kt for "How manY times?", ' theat.r Or restauran¥, or while traveling? 'DNa 

45. (Other than any Incidents you've already \ 0 Yes - rr~~.7'ny 
H C 0 No _ Inl.rvj~w n<xt HH member, End Interview 

mentioned) Was anything (01 .. ) 'at all stolon 
ITEM E If last respondent, and fill Item 13 on coVer, 

from you during the last 12 months? • :ONO '0 Yes - Fill Crfme Inerdent Reports. 

Pale 7 



146 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

., I PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS I 
14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 200. :20b. 21. 22. 23. What I. the hlgh .. t 24. 

NAME TYPE OF LtNE RELATtONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE 10RIGIN SEX ARMEO grade (Of year) at regular Did you 
INTERVIEW NO. TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS , FORCES school you have IIYer complete 

HEAD BIRTH' , MEMBER attended? thatyurl 
KEYER - BEGIN DAY 

, 
:(cc 19b) HEW RECORD (cc 12) (cc 13b) (cc 171 (cc IB) (cc 19a) (cc 20) (cc 21) (cc 22) (cc 23) 

Last @) @ @ @ @ @ 
, 

(§) @ @) (§) , , 
to Per.-SeU resp. 'OHcad 'OM. 'OW. r 'OM 'eyes 000 Never attended 10Yes 
20Tel.-Self·resp. 20 Wile of head -- 'CWd. '0 Neg.: __ 'OF '[JNo or kindergarten 20No --Fhst 30per.-Proxy ,DOwn chrld 'Do. 3001. : 

__ Eleml2nlilry (01-08) 

_OTel.-Pro,y - 0 Other relalive -oSep, I __ H.S. (09, 12) 
I __ CoUege (21 .. 26t) _ONI-FIII16-21 sO Non-relative 'nNM 
, 

CHECK 
ITEM A 

Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 
household as last enumeration? (Box I marked) 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item BONo 

250. Old you live 'In this house on April 1. 1970? 

® I 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20 No 

b. Where did you live on April I, 1970? (State. foreign country, 
U.S. possession, etc.) 

State, ~tc. County 

c. Did you live Inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.? 
, 0 No 20 Yes - Name of city, town, viI/age, etc., 

I I I I I I 

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks? 
@ , Cl Yes No - When did you last work? 

27. 

@) 

2 [:J Less than 5 years 3g0- SKIP to 2Ba 
3 [J 5 or more years ago} SKIP to 36 
4 [.J Never worked 

I. there any reason why you could not take a job LAST WEEK? 

, L.J No Yes - ~ [J Already has a job 

.... \ 

3 C] Temporary illness 
4 [] GOing to school 
5 r _] Other - SpecifY7 

280. For whom dida~'I6'st) work? (Name of company, 
business, organ a\i~or other employer) 

(\ 
~ 

d. We .. you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1970? 

@ I 0 Yes 20 No ~ x Ol;le\er worked\ 'sl<jI? to 36 

CHECK" Is this person 16 years old or older? ~''fihat kiAd~.ine .. or industry i. thi.? (For example: TV 
ITEM B., 0 No - SKIP to 36 0 Ye, ("'\ }nd radl,\m~retail shoe stare, State Labor Dept., farm) 

260. What were you doing mo~t of LAST WEEK - (wor/Ong").. \ \~~ 05 '\ I J J I 
keeping house, going to school) or something else.~ ~~-\\' e. 'Were you _ 

@I 0 Working - SKI,P to 2Ba 6 0: ~e to wor~ I t :q6'/;,@'OA"emplore.ofoPRIVATECOmpany.busine .. or 
2 0 With a job but not at work 7 0 e~'r \\... individua for wages, salary or commhsions? 

• 0 Ke~ping house _"' or local)? 
3 C! Looking for work ~a ~ h (J.- pecify \,) 20 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal. State, county, 

50 GOing to school If Armea.",rc¥. SKIP to 2Ba) 3 0 SEL~-EMPLOYED in OWN busine .. , prole .. ional 
practice or farm? 

h. Old you do any work at all ,~~E EK, n'O't counting work 0 W k' ..., 
around the hou.e? (Note: If a a business operator in HH, 4, or 'ng WITHOUT PAY In lamtly bUSlne .. or farm. 
ask about unpaid work.) d. What kind of work were you doing? (For e~ample: electrical 

@ 001'10 Yes - How rnany hours? ___ - SKIP to 2Ba engineer, stack clerk, typist, farmer) 

c. Old you have a lob Or business from which you were 
temporarily ab.ent or on layoff LAST WEEK? 

, 0 No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2Bo 
3 0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP to 27 

@) I I I I ._ 
c. What were your most important activities Or duties? (For 

example: typing. keeping account books, selling cars, etc.) 

• ;l'~,;':)', " I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I 
36. The following que.tion. refer only to things that lOVes _ How ".ny 

happened to you during the last 12 months -: IInt15! 
betwe.n __ 1. 197_ and __ • 197_. Old IONo 
you hOVe your (pocket plcked/pu"e .natched)? I 

46. Did you find any evidence that someone 
ATTEMPTED to stool .omething that 
belonged to you? (other than any 
Incidents already mentioned) 

, n Yes - HoW m'ny 
1 • limes? 
: ['J No 
I 

37. Old anyone lake somolhlng (else) direclly '0 Yes How 'ny 47. Did you call Ihe police during Ihe 10.1 12 month. to report 
from you by using force, such as by a stickup,: - tlmts~ somothing that happened to you which you thought was a 
mugging or threat? 10 No crime? (Do not !fount any calls mode to the police 

1-::::--:::-:-:;';;"~-=",..,..--.,.---:--:-~----+'-----===-ItOs8' concerning .he i"cidents you have iust told me about.) 
38. Old any';n. TRY to rob you by using force , 0 Yes - How m.ny ~~ 0 No _ SKIP to 4B 

or threaloning 10 harm you? (othar than any I tim .. ! 0 Wh h d 
Incldenls already mentioned) : 0 No Yes - at oppene ?------------

39. Old anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you '0 Yes _ Ho .. m.ny III -~-------------------
with something, .ueh as a rock 01 bolll.? : tim .. ! f--'--J 

'0 '" k f d h k d h 'Y H CHECK attacked or threatened, or was same· 1'- os - tI~~.~·ny 
(oth'er than qny incldants already meniioned) '0 No , Look at 47 - Was HH member 12 t :,-] Y H 

~ • "er' you nl e , • at 01. or attac 0 wit ,0 es - tlmow •• m!.ny ITEM C thing stolen, or an attempt made to ,'1:1 No 
.ome othor weapon by anyone at all? (other . 
than qny incldenls already mentioned) : 0 No steal ,omething that belonged to him?: 

41. Old anyone THREATEN to beat ypu up or 10 Yes _ How tn'ny 48. Old anything happen to you during the lo.t 12 month. which 
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or .om. : ON tlmo" '059' you thought wo. a crime. but did NOT report to the police? 
othe, weapon. NOT intludlng telephon. threats? I a ~ (other than any incident. already mentioned) 
(other thap any Ineldonts already mentioned): LJ..-J 0 No - SKIP to Ch~ck Item E 

42. Old anyone TRY to attack.you in .ome 
oth., way? (other thon any Incidents 
alroady mentioned) 

43. During the last 12 month., did anyone .toal 
. things thol belonged to you frpm In.lde any car 

Or truck, such as packag., or clothing? 

44. Was anylhlng .tolen from you while you w·". 
awo), from ho",~~ for instance at work, In u 
thaiihu or restaurant, or while troveHng? 

45. (Oth.r than any Incidents you've already 
montlon,d) Was anything (el .. ) at all .tolen 
from you during tho la.t 12 months? 

, 0 Yes - How m.ny ±:j 0 Yes - What happened? 
1 • tim .. ? 
iO No , t Look at 48 - Was HH member i2 t , LJ Ye, - How m'n, 
10 Yes - HoW many CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some.1 UmlSl 
: 0 No tlm .. l ITEM 0 thing stolen or an attempt made to : f:J No 

steal something that belonged In hlm?1 
: 0 Yes - How many 
I tim.,? 
'DNa 

I 0 Yes - HoW many 
t tlmll1 
,DNa 
I. --

00 any of the screen questions contain any entries 

t for "HolY many times?" 

f:E~~ 0 No - Interview next HH member. Eno Interview 
If last respondent, and fill item 13 on cover. 

DYes - Fill Crime Incident Reports. 



SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

Form Approved: a.H.B. No. "'1-R2661 , KEYER - Notes NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau is confidential by law 
(Public Law 93-93). All Identifiable information will be used only by 

BEGIN NEW RECORD persons engaged in and for the purposeS of the survey, and may not be 
disclosed or released to others for any purpose. 

Line number ia?:~~t~CS.4 (Ie) u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
@) SOCIAL ANe ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

Screen question number 
A.CTlNG AS COLLECTiNG AGENT FOR THE 

L"'", ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE AOMINjSTRATION 

@) U,S. DEPARTMENT OF" JUSTICE 

FORM NCS-4 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
Incident number 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 
@) CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE - IMPACT CITIES 

10. You sold Ihoi during Ihe losl 12 monlhs - (Refer to 50. Were you a customer, employee, or owner? 
appropriate screen question for description o( crime). 

@) 1 [1 Customer 
In whol monlh (did Ihis/did Ihe firsl) incldenl happen? 2 [] Employee (Show flashcard if necessary. Encourog: respondent to 
give exact month.) • [J Owner 

• [1 Other - Specify 

@) Month (01-12) b, Did Ihe person(.) slool or TRY 10 sloal anylhlng bolonglng 
to the store, restaurant, office, factory, etc.? 

Is this incident report (or a series of crimes? @ 1 [JYes } 

@) CHECK t 1 C I No - SKIP to 2 2 [] No SKIP to Check Item B 
ITEM A 2 r'] Yes - (Nole: series must have 3 or • lJ Don't know more similar incidents which 

respondent can't recall sep.:1roi.ely) 60. Did Ihe off.nd.~ livo Ihere or have a righl 10 bo 

b. In what month{s} did these incidents take place? there, such ~~st or a workman? 

~ (Mark all that apply) @ I:~S - S. Check /tern B 
® I 0 Spring (March. April, May) 

~. \\:> 20 Summer (June, July, August) 

~ :0/"""" • 0 Fall (September, October, November) 
• 0 Winter (December, January, February) \) b pid 1:~Or(S) oClually gel in or jusl TRY 10 gol 

c. How many incidenls were Involved in tl'is series? (~ 
In the ti t Ing? 

@) 6 1 0 Actually got in 
I 0 Three or four ~ \ 20 JUSt tried to get in 20 Five to ten \ '\ 

30 Eleven or more \,,\~ • [) Don't know 

• 0 Don't know 40, c. Was there any evidence, such as a broken lock or broken 

INTERVIEWER -If ~~he fOIl~,~q~\.tions'vPter window, Ihol Ihe offender(s) (forced his way in!TRIED 

• 10 lorce his way In) the building? only to the most recen InCl ent. 
(@) I [1 No 

2. Abaul whal time did (:::251 rec~ v 
incident happen? Yes - What was the evidence? Anything else? 

@) t 0 Don't know 
(Mark 0/1 that apply) 

20 During the day (6 a. p.m.) 2 [: J Broken lock or window 

} At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) • [] Forced door or wi ndow 

• 0 6 p.m. to midnight 
' (or tried) SKIP 

.0 Midnight to 6 a.m. 
• C] Slashed screen to Check 

50 Don't know s r~ Other - SpecifY, Item B 

30_ Did this incident take place inside the limits of this 

(§) 
city or somewhere else? d. How did Ihe offender(s) (gel in/lry 10 gel in)'f 
I [.1 Inside limits of this city - SKIP to 4 @) 1 [] Through unlocked door or window 21. J Somewhere else in the Uniled States 
• ! : 1 Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 2 [:) Had key 

b. In what Stole and county did this Incident occur? • Cl Don't know 

• [] Other - Specify 
State Was respondent or any other member 01 

@) 
this household present when this 

County CHECK t incident occurred1 (If not sure, ASK) 

@) c. Did it happen inside the limits of a city, town, villogo, etc •. ITEM B I [] No - SKIP to 130 
I [] No 

2rHes 
2 [J Yes - Enter name of city. town, etc'

f 
@ I I I I I I 70. Did the person(s) have a weapon such as a gun or knife; 

or something he was using as a weapon, such as a 
4. Where did Ihls Incidenllake place? 

},,"" '0 
• bottle, or wrench? . 

@) I [J At or In own dwelling, in garage or @) IONo 
other building on property (Includes 
break-in or attempted break-in) 20 Don't know 

20 At or in va~ation home. hotel/motel Yes': Who I was Iho weapon? (Mark all that apply) 
3 CJ Inside commercial building such as ,0Gun 

store, restaurant, bank, gas station, 
}ASK .(] Knife public conveyance or station 50 

.0 Inside office, faclory, or warehouse sOOther Specify 
5 C] Near· own home; yard, Sidewalk, b. Old Iho person(s) hit you, knock you down, or oClually 

.. driveway, carport, apartment hall attack you in some other way? 
(Does not include break-in or 
attempted oreok-in) SKIP @ 10 Yes - SKIP to 7( 

60 On the street, In a park, field, play- to Check 2oNo ground, school grounds or·p.rklng lot /tem B 

70 Inside school c. Old Iho porson(s) Ihreoton you with harm In any way? 

B 0 Other - Specify-, @ I 0 No - SKIP to 7e 

20Yes 
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'148 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS -) 

," CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued I 
7d. How were you threatened? Any other way? 9c. Did insurance or any health benefits program pay for all or port of 

the total medl col expen ses? ~ • (Mark all that apply) 
@ • 0 Verbal threat 01 rap. 

• 0 Verbal threat of attack other than rape 
3 0 Weapon present or threatened 

@ • ~I Not yet settled} 
':::::.1 None. • • • • . • SKIP to 100 
3[jAII ....... . 
4 [J Part with weapon 

40 Attempted attack with weapon 
(for examp Ie. shot at) 

SKIP 
to 
IDa d. How much did insurance or a health ·benefits program pay? 

s r.J Object thrown at person 
6 [.I Followed, surrounded 

I@ $ , [QQ] (Obtain an estimate, If necessary) 

7 [.l Other - SPecify ________ J 100, Did you do anything to protect yourself or your property 
dUring the incident? 

e. cW"'h-a-t-a-c-tu-a""lI-y-h-a-p-p-.n-.-d-?-A-n-yt-h-in-g-.-'-s-.'-. ----I@l;:INa-SKIPto/l 
• (Mark all that apply) ~':';l",:.!..I.:.Y.::.es=-_____________________ -l 

@ • 0 Something taken without permission * b. What did yau da? Anything el .. ? (Mark all that apply) 
• 0 Attempted or threatened to @ 'OUsed/brandished gun or knife 

take something • 0 Used/tried physical force (hit, chased, threw object, used 
3 CI Harassed, argument, abusive language other weapon, etc.) 
4 C.J Forcible entry or attempted 3 C1 Tried to get help, attract attention. scare offender away 

forcible entry of house SKIP (screamed, yelled. called for help. turned on lights, etc.) 
5 CJ Forcible entry or attempted to 40 Threatened, argued. reasoned, etc .. with offender 

cntry of car 100 5 CJ Resisted without force, used evasi .... e action (ran/dro .... e away, 
6 CJ Damaged or destroyed property hid, held property, locked door. ducked. shielded self, etc.) 
7 [] Attempted or threatened to 60 Other - Specify . ./\ 

damage or destroy property lOot ",\ . 
8 CJ Other _ Specify 11. Was the crime committe-fT'..9J\ly one or more than one person? 

'@l[J Only ~~\;, 1\\r: keon't know - 3, 1 More than one, 

\ '" ~~to 120 I. Haw did the pe"on(.) attock you? Any 
• oth.r way? (Mark ofl that apply) o,\o~,~th perso~'e \.,.. I. How many persons? 

@ \[jRaped ~ '~vol? @ 
• C] Tried to rape .~ \38 1 1 ale 
3 C 1 Hit with object held In hand, shot, knife , : g. Were they mol. or femol.? 
4 [J Hit by thrown object \ i' \\ 'll ale @ • t: 1 All male 
5 r.J Hit. slapped. knocked down ~ "t\ \\ \3 ['J Don't know "1 1 All female 
60 Grabbed, held, tripped, illmpe~ \~~d. etc. 1\ V V __ -_________ -l 3,: i Male and female 
7 [J Other Specify ,,\ I) b. Howald would you soy 4 ~.I Don't know 

80. WhO,' were the In'lur~.~ s ~uffe:red, ~SPri '\. the person was? ....::.:...-Id.,-------------l ~. • " '\/ h. How a "_ .'~ you soy the * Anything .I •• ? (,"ark I apply) @ • [I Under 12 youngest was? 
@ ,[~ 1 None - SKIP to f I Ii45' • i ,I Under 12 s' i 21 or over-

'[1 Raped .[.2-14 \!::!I '1.112-14 'SKIPtoj 
3r.l Attemptedrape 3[:1 15- 17 3,.115-17 6':IDon'tknow 
4 Ll Knife or gunshot wounds 4,,,: 1 18-20 4: 118-20 
S l' 1 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
6~: Jlnternal injuries, knocked unconscious 
7 C 1 Bruises. black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling 
8 CJ Other - Spec! fy 

b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed 
medicol attention after the attack? 

@ • l'J No - SKIP 10 100 
• CJ Yes 

c. Did you receive any treatmont at a hospital? 
@) 1 [1 No 

• CJ Emergency room treatment only 
3 [j Stayed overnight or longer -

How many days?, 

d. What was the total amount of your medical 
•• pen •• s r.sultlng /rom thl s incident, INCLUDING 
anything paid by insurance? Include hospital 
and doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and 
any other Iniury.related medical expenses. 
INTERVIEWER - If respondent does not know 
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimate. 
a CJ No ccst - SKIP to 100 

S ·1001 
x 0 Don't know 

90. At thllt time of the incident, were you covered 
by any medIcal Insurance, or were you eligible 
for b.nefits from any other type 01 health 
benefits program, such as Medicaid, Veterans 
Admlnl.t,atlan, or Public W.If.re? 

@ IONo , ••••• }SKIPtoiOa 
20 Don't know 
'OYes @ 

b.;D~,~d~y-o-u~f~lI-o-a-c~l-o~lm--w7It7h-a-n-y-o~/~t7h-•• -e~ln-.-u-ra-n-c-e--~ 
campania. or proQrams In order to get port or all 
01 you, modlcol o.pen ... paid? 
1 0 No - SKIP to 100 
zOYcs 

s ~:121 or oller i. Howald would you soy the 
oldest was? 

_6_r_:_I_D_o_n'_t_k_no,_w __________ ~~ • ::1 Under 12 41 '\18-20 
• : , 112-14 s ~ , i 21 or over c. Was the person someone you 

knew or was he a stranger? 

• [I Stranger } 
• [I Don't know 

3 :', 1 Known by SKIP 
sight only to e 

4 [J Casua.1 
acquaintance 

5 [J Well known 

d. Was the person a relative 
of yours? 

1 Ll No 

Yes -,What relationship? 

• [J Spouse or ex,spoUse 

3 r: 1 Parent 

4 [I Own child 

s [1 Brother or sisler 

6 [j Other relative -
SpecifY, 

•• Woo h./,he - } 
• [J Whit.? 

• Cl Negro? SKIP 

• [J Other? - SpeCify, \~o 

.0 Don't know 

3:: 115-17 6,' J Dan't know 

j. Were any of the persons known 
or related '0 you or were they 
all strangers? 

• :. 1 All strangers } SKIP 
2!:l Don'tknow tom 
3l~ 1 All relalives } SKIP 
41: 1 Some relatives to I 
5 [': 1 All known 
6 [ 1 Some known 

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

§ 1 [I By Sight only } 
• r,l Casual SKIP 

acquaintance(s) to m 

3 L 1 Well known 

I. How were they related to you? 
• (Mark "" that apply) 

@ 1 [J Spouse 0, 4 [, 1 Brothers/ 
ex~spouse sisters 

• r: J Parents S [, J Other -
3 [I Own Specify, 

chi Idren 

m. W., •• 11 .1 them -
@ '[JWhlt.? 

2 [1 Negro? 
3 [J Other? - Specify, 

4 [I Combination - Specify, 

5 r.J Don't know 



SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 149 

I CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Contlnue& i . , .. 
120. Were you the only person there beside. the of/ender(s)? 

@ I CJ Yes - SKIP to 130 
2 r:J No 

b. How many of these persons, not counting yourulf, were 
JQbbed; harmed, or threatened? 00 not include persons 
undor 12 years of ago. 

0l:INone-SKIP to 130 

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken? 

t (Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f) 
CHECK 
ITEM DONo - SKIP to Check Item E 

DYes 

140, Hod permission to uso the (car/motor .ohlele) eVer boen 
givon to the person who took it? 

@) IONO •••••• } 
Number of persons . .....,-__ -,-,.-_-1 • CJ Don't know SKIP to Check Item E 

c. Are any of these persons members of your household now? 3 [J Yes 
Do not include household members under 12 years of ogo. _________ :--....,-____ .,.-______ -1 
a L J No b. Did the person r.turn the (car/motor vehicl.)? 

Yes - How many, not counting yourself? ~ 
\!§ I [J Yes 

(Also mark "Yes" in Clleck Item I on poge (2) • [] No 
130. Was something stolen or token without permission that 

belonged to you or others in the household? Is Box I or 2 marked In 131! 

INTERVIEWER -Include anything stolen from CHECK t ~o - SKIP to 150 
unrecognizable business in respondent's home. ITEM E .,-
Do not include anything stolen from a recognIzable (r es 
busfness In respondent's home or another business, such .,.--.",-,----,\-\~-'t-,-.......,,.------:__----_J 
as merchandise or cash from a register. c. wa~"",e (Purse/{~I (molney) on your person, for Instonce, 

: It' II ~:s - SKIP to 13f I~:'n a o~et orb bei by you when it was token? 

• (3 jO~ 
b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take .omethlng thfu~at\ \' • 0 NO 

belonged to you or others in the household? I-.lr-".C-=--}"....::.-----------------i 
@ II I No - SKIP to 13e (,",",\, \ '\ ,was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked In 13fJ 

'1 I Yes \ \. ~_HECK 0 Yes _ SKIP to 160 

c. Whot did they try to take? Anyth"~ g ~ •• ? ~Sl\ ITEM F 0 N 
" (Mark nl/ that apply) '~'\ \ \,10' a 

I\s6' I I I Purse I---------------------------i 
\!3' [ ., W II 150. Altogether, what wos tho volue of tho PROPERTY 

• 
@ 

• ,I 0 et or mane " that was token? 

• r: I Cor INTERVIEWER _ Exclude stolen cash, and enter SO for 
41. J Other motor vehicle stolen checks and credit cords, even If they were used, 
s [: 1 Part of car (hubcap ta deck, etc.) 
6 [: J Don't know 
7 LJ Other - SpecIfy 

CHECK .. 

ITEM C " 

Old they try to take a pu"e, wallet, 
or money? (Box I or 2 marked In 13c) 

Ll No - SKIP to 180 

1:1 Yes 

d, Was the (purse/wallet/monoy) on your person, for 
Instance In a pecket or being held? 

I !.I Yes} SKIP to 180 • r:J No 
e. What did happen? (Mark all that apply) 

I [ I Attacked 
'l:J Threatened with harm 
3[ I Attempted to breok Into house or garage 
4[: I Attempted to break Into car 
5 [: J Harassed, argument, abusive language 
6 I": J Damaged or destroyed property 
7[:.1 Attempted or threatened to damage. or 

destroy property 
8 [I Other - Specify _______ _ 

SKIP 
to 
180 

• 
@) 

,I]E] 
b, How did you decide the value of tho property that was 

.tolen? (Mark all that apply) 
I 0 Original cost 
• [] Replacement COSt 
3 0 Personal estimate of current value 
40 Insurance report estimate 
50 Poll.ce estimate 
6 0 Don't know 
70 Other - Speclfy' ____________ _ 

160. Was all or part 01 the .tolon money or prop~rty ,ecovored, 
except lor onythlng recolvod from Inluronco? 

@ 10None} 
20 All SKIP to 170 

'0 Part 

b. What was recovored? 

Cash:S _____ • ~ 
and/or 

• 
--~================~---I@Y f, What was taken that belonged to you or others In 

Property: (Mark 0/1 that apply) 
a 0 Cash only recovered - SKIP ta 170 
.10 Purse 

the hous.hold? What el.o? r;;;;-]. 

Cash: $ • tJ!Q.j 
and/or 
Property: (Mark all that apply) 

a 0 Only cash taken - SKIP to 14c 

I C] Purse 
• o Wallet 

·DCar 
40 Other motor vehicle 
50 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc,) 

60 Other - SpeCIfy 

Pale II 

'OWallet 
'OCar 
40 Other motor vehicle 
50 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc,) 

60 Other - Specify ____________ _ 

c. What was the value of the property rocovored ( .. cludlng 
recovor.d cosh)? 



150 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

k;i!:::.h,':?; , . ',;, >i"c, '] CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued I 
170. Was there any insurance against theft? 200. Were the police informed of this incident in any way? 

<§) I [J No ••••• 
@ I r.1 No 

} SKIP to 180 
2[, J Don't know - SKIP 10 Check Item G 

2 Cl Don't know Yes - Who ,old them? 

_I : 1 Household member} 
3 [::J Yes 4[ : 1 Sumeone el se SKIP 10 Check Ilem G 

b. Was this loss reporled to an insurance company? 
5 r I Police on scene 

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

@) ,UNo", .• 
b. What was the rca son this incident was not reported to 

} . Ihe police? (Mork 01/ Ihal opply) 

• C) Don't know 
SKIP to 18a @ I I: 1 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 

'1: I Did not think it important enough 

30Yes 3 ["l Police wouldn't want to be bothered 

- 4l" ) Did not want to take time - too Inconvenient 
c. Was any of this loss recovered through insurance? 5 C I Private or personal mi'1tter I did not want to report it 

@> I CJ Not yet settled 
} SKIP 10 180 

6 L J Did not want to get involved 
7 r: J Afraid of reprisal 

zONo ••••••• Bel Reported to someone else 

3 Cl Yes 
9 £: J Other - Speci(y .-- .~ ~ .... ---

Is this person 16 years or older? 
d. How much was recoveted? CHECKt ~1~ - SKIP 10 Check Item H ITEM G l\l es - ASK 210 

INTERVIEWER - I( property replaced by insurance 
o;:ompony instead of cash settlement, ask for eSCimQte 

l~[~~" · "~6r" 'M, ,,,", .. b.",.~, o( va;ue o( the property replaced. 
183,_ I [ 11~ -SKIP (0 C lIem H 

z [] es ____ ~_ .. ____ 

@)s .I]QJ ""(\ 
\)b. What 7:~;b? 

18 I l. J Sam described in NCS·3 items 28a-e ." SKIP to 

.... '" ." b •• ,.b." ...... , ..... , " •• "\:s. \, \ Check Item H 

2[: J Different than described In NCS·3 items 28a-e 
~'" .... ,"', .""'",' ~ '~ .. _------

@) 0 C.l No - SKIP to 190 ~ \\ \\ ), c. For whom. did you work? (Name of company. business, 

Yes - How ~rs? 
organizatIon or other employer) 

.-----~ 
d. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV 

and radio mig., retail shoe store, Stat4 Labor Dept., (arm) 

b. How much time wos lo~gether? @) I I I I ~--------.--.--------

@ I r! Less than I day 
e. Were you -

@) 1 Ll An employee 01 a PRIVATE company, busines. or 
2 [11-5 days individual for wages, salary or commissions? 

3 t:~ 6_10 days z r:J A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, Stale, counly or local)? 
3[~J SELF·EMPLOYED in OWN busine .. , professional 

4 L] Over 19 days practice or farm? 

51:1 Don't know 4 [: J Warking WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm? 

190. Was anything damaged but not taken in this Incident? f. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical --
For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clerk, typist, former) 
damaged, or damage done to Q car, etc.? @> I I I I . __ . ________ 

@) I l: 1 No - SKIP 10 20a 
g. What were your most important activitie!i or dutie'S? (For example: 

• []Yes typing, keeping account books, selling cars. finishing concrete, etc.) 

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

@) I r: 1 Yes - SKIP to 19d Summarize this incident or series of InCidents. 

CHECK t 
2CI No ITEM H 

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the 
damaged ilem(.)? 

@) S ~} , . SKIP to 200 

X C I Don't know 

d. How much was die repair or replacement cost? 

@) X [: 1 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an entry 
for "How many?" 

CHECK t [] No 

s l,w"l ITEM I r] Yes - Be sure you ha ", on InCident Report lor each ----_. HH memb.r 12 years 01 age or over who was 
e. WilD paid or will pay for the repain or replacement? robberl, harmed, or I,hreatencd In this t"C/dent. 

(Mark 0/1 lhat apply) 

t 
Is this the last Incident Report to be filled lor this person? • 

@ I 0 Household member CHECK [] No- Go to next InCIdent Report. 

ITEM J r:J Yes - Is this the last HH member to be interviewed? 
20 Landlord [] No - Interview next HH member, 

3D Insurance 
CJ Yes - END INTERVIEW. Enler '0101 

number o( Crime Incident Reports 

40 Other - Specily 
(illed (or this household in 

- Item 13 on the cover o( NCS·3. 

Page 12 



KEYER - Notes 

BEGIN NEW RECORD 
",-

Line number 

@) 
Screen question n-u~ 

@) 
Incident number 

@) 
10. You soid thot during tho lost 12 months - (Refer to 

appropriote screen question for description of crime), 
In whot month (did this/did tho lirst) incident hoppen? 
(Show flashcard if necessary. Encourage respondent to 
give exact month., 

@) ___ " __ Manth (01-12) 
- .. ---------~-~.'"- .. ---~--

Is this incident report for a series of crimes? 

@) CHECK t tl I No - SKIP to 2 
ITEM A 21 J Yes - (Note: senes must have 3 or 

more simIlar inCidents which 
respolldent can't recall separately) 

b. In what month(sfdid these "incidents take place? 

• (Mark all that apply) 

:~ 
(§ I: 1 Spring (March. April. M,y) 

21 J Summer (June, July. August) 
31 J Fall (September. October. Novemb~A \ .. 
41 1 Winter (December. January, Februa \\ .. 

c. ,;;, ••• ; '.d";;;;:~. Ihl',\&;--
@) I i 1 Three or (our CS2 \ 

'I ",..... ~. 
3 i j Eleven or more 
4 ~ ,. Don't know 

INT~RV/EWCR-:"I( se,,~;:;;;e -- win;;;est,an, r;;;;-
only to the moSt recent Incident. 

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

@) I ! . ! Don't know 
2' 1 DUring the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 

At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 
3 I 16 p.m. to midnight 
4; ~ Midnight to 6 a.m. 
5: Don't know 

30. D;~ this incident take place inside the limits at this 

@) 
city or somewhere else? 

II i InSide limits of this city - SKIP to 4 
21 I Somewhere else in the United States 
3 I, . : Outside the United States - END INCIDENT REPORT 

b. In what Stat; Qnd~~;;.y-did this incid;~;-;;~--

State 

County 

@) c. Did it hoppen inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc •. 

IlJ No 
2 I : J Yes - Enler nome of CIty. town. etc. "1 

@) I I I I I I 
4. Where did this incident toke place? 

},,'" ., @) I LJ At or in own dwelling. in garage or 
other building on property (Includes 
break-in or attempted break-in) 

21 J At or in vacation home, hotel/motel 

31- J Inside commercial building such as 

}ASK 
- store. restaurant, bank, gas station, 

pUblic conveyance or station So 
4l:1lnsidc office, factory. or warehouse 

s! ] Near own homei yard, Sidewalk. 
driveway, carport, apartment hall 
(Does not include break-in or 
attempted break-in) SKIP 

5["] On the street, In a park, field, play- to Check 
" ground. school grounds or parking lot Item 8 

1 [J Inside school 

B [] Other - Specify., 

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 151 

Form Approved: a.M.B. No. "1-R2661 
NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau is confidential by law 
(Public Law 93-83), All identifiable information will be used only b)' 
personS engaged in and for the purposes of the survey, and rnay not be 
disclosed or released to olhers for an)' purpose, 

r8~:.~ .. ~CS.4 (Ie) U,S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTR"TlON 

BUREAU OF THE cENSUS 
"CTING A' COLLECTINC AGENT FOil 1HE 

LIo,W ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE AOMINI!HR"TION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FORM HCS-4 - CRIME iNCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE - IMPACT CITIES 

So. Were you a customer, employee, or owner? 

@) I l:1 Customer 

2 I] Employee 

3l] Owner 

4 I -1 Other Specify 
b. Did tho person(s) stool or TRY to steal anything belonging 

to the stOUt, restaurant, office, factory, otc.? 

@) II]Yes } ___ ) 
2 [] No 1~ to Check Item 8 
3 I " J Oon)\knaw ':3, 

••. '" Ih. :!~',~~:,~ . ",M I. h. ~ 0, suc a a guost 0 a wo man? 

@ \)U Yes - K e Check Item 8 

~,''". ~~ Oon'[ know 

b. Did, tho oflondor(s) actually got in or just TRY to got 
in tho building? 

16 I fJ Actually got in 

2 [J Just tfled to get In 

3 r] Don't know 

c. Was there any evidence, such as a broken Jock or broken 
Window, thot tho oflondor(s) (forcod his way in/TRIED 

* to forco his way in) tho building? 

@ I IJ No 
Yes _ What was the evidence? An/thing olso? 

(Mark all that apply) 
2[ " I Broken lock or Window 
3 i "J Forced door or Window 

- (or tried) } "" 4 I] Slashed Screen to Clleck 
5 [] Other - Specify, Item 8 

d. How did the offendor(s) (gel In(lry to get In)? 

@) I I:r Through unlocked door or window 

2[JHad key 

3 [:1 Don't know 

4 [: J Other - Specify 

Was respondent Of any other member of 

@) 
this househoJd present when this 

CHECK, incident occurred? (/f not sure. ASK) 
ITEM B I [J No - SKIP to 130 

20Yes 

70. Did the person(s) have a wcgpon such as a gun or ~njfo, 
or something he was using as Q weapon, such as a 

• bottle, or wrench? 

@ t [J No 

2 [1 Don't know 

Yes - What was the woopon? (Mark all that apply) 
3 LJ Gun 

4 LJ Knife 

5 [J Other - Specify 

b. Did the person(s) hit ~ou, knock you down, or actually 
attack you In some ot er way? 

@) I lJ Yes - SKIP to 7f 

z[J No 

c. Old the person(s) threaten you with harm In any way? 

@ I Cl No - SKIP to 7e 

2 CJ Yes 

N 
C 
S 

4 

N 
C 

I 
D 
E 

Pi 
T 

R 

E 
p 

o 
R 
T 
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152 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

" ···1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued 1 .. . :-. 
'. 

7d. How were you threatened? Any other woy? 9c. Old In.uronc. or any health ben.flts program pay for all or port of 
• (Mark all that apply) the total medlcol expenses? 

@ I 0 Verbal threat of rope @ I:J Not yet settled} 
20 Verbal threat of attack other Ikon rap. 20 None. • • • • • • SKIP to 100 
30 Weapon present or threatened SKIP 3CAII ........ 

with weapon 
to '0 Part 

• 0 Attempted attack with weapon 100 d. How much did In.uronco or • heolth ben.fits program poy? (for example, shot at) 
sO Oblect thrown a! person @) S . ClliiJ (Obta,n on estimote. if necessory) 
60 Followed, surrounded 
1 0 Other - Spec; fy 100. Old you do anything 10 protect yours.1f or your property 

during the incident? 

e. Whot octuolly happened? Anything .I •• ? (ill) I f:J No - SKIP to 1/ 
2 ::J ,(es 

• (Mark all that apply) 
b. What did you do? Anything el •• ? (Mork all that apply) @ 10 Something taken without permiSSion • 

20 Attempted or threatened to @) lOUsed/brandished gun or knife 
take something 20 Used/tried physical force (hit. chased. threw object. used 

3 [J Har~ssed, argument; abusive language other weapon, etc.) 

• [J Forcible entry or attempted • [] Tried to get help. attract attention. sca,e offender away 

forcible entry of house SKIP 
(screamed. yelled. called for help. turned on Ii~hts. etc.) 

sO Forcible entry Or attempted to 40 Threatened, argued, reasoned! etc" with offender 

entry of car lOa sO Resisted without force. used evasive action (ran/drove away, 

60 Damaged or destroyed property hid. held property, locked door, ducked, shielded self. etc.) 

1 CJ Attempted or threatened to 6 CJ Other - Specify 
damage or destroy property 

11. Woo the crimo committed ~~y ono or more than on. person? 
B 0 Other - SpeC! fY"1 

@ , 0 Only one 7 i - on't know - 3.J More than one-, 

f. How did the person(.) attack you? Any 
/\ '....11 IP to 120 

• oth.r way? (Mark all that apply) 

'1~f~~ ~ 
f@ f. How many person.? 

@ 10 Raped 
or e1 

20 Tried to rape ~' ., '0 "" .". ~I'" •• ,. " ..... ,." I","~ \ 2 __ male 
g. W.re th.y mol. 0' femal.? 

• 0 Hit by th,own oblect @ '.JAII male 
sO Hit, slapped, knocked down ~o ,'<I~, 2! • I All female 
.0 Grabbed, held, tripped, lumpe~ed, et ,\ 3 .: Male and female 
1 0 Other - Sped fy ow old would you .ay 4 i . j Don't know 

.,. ,,, .. , ...... -"'''~;'''j\S'Z'> ,)' the penon was? h. Howald would you .ay the * Anything el.o? (Mar a at apply) @ 10 Under 12 youngest was? @ 10 None - SKIP to a 
2!:J 12-14 @ I, -j Under 12 s! i 21 0' over -

20 Raped 2, :112-14 - SKIP to j 
30 Attempted rape '0 15-17 ' .. J 15-17 6. : I Don't know 
• 0 Knl fe or gunshot wou s ,CJ 18-20 4 I J 18-~0 
sO Broken bones or teeth knocked OUt 

5 CJ 21 or over i. How old'would yau .ay the 
0 

.0 Inlernal Injuries, knocked unconscious olde.t wo.? 
7 0 B,ulses, black eye. cuts, scratches. swelling .0 Don't know @) '::J Under 12 • U 18-20 
B 0 Other - Sped fy 

c, Wos the person lomlano you 2 .112-14 5 ~ : 1 21 or over 
b. W.,. you Inlu,od to the .. lent that you n.od.d knew or was he a stranger? • ': J IS-17 • i . J Don't know 

m.dlcal ottontlon alto, the attack? J. Were any of the penons known 
(ill) I 0 No - SKIP to lOa @ 10 St,ange, 

or ,,1 CIted to IOU or war. th.y 
2o'(es 20 Don't know all strangers 

c. Old you ,.colye any treotm.nt at a ho.pltol? 3 t:J Known by }5K1P @ " . I '" """." ~ 5K IP @) 'oNo to. 2j": Don't know to m 
20 Emergency room treatment only 

sight only 
• i :; All relatives SKIP 

30 Stayed overnl ght or longe, - • 0 Casual .;: 1 Some relatives to I 
Haw many day.? "1 acquaintance 5 I : J All known 

@ s C) We II known • t : i Some known 

d. Whol wo. tho total omaunt of yau, medical d. Wo. the p."on a ,.Iallv. 
k. How woll Were Ihey known? 

expon ... , .. uitlng from Ihl. Incident, INCLUDING • (Mark 01/ that apply) 
onylhlng paid by In,ulonce? Include ho.pltol of you,,? 

@l '.:J" """'" } and docto, bill., medicine, th.,opy, b,oc .. , and @) I [J No 2: : i Casual SKIP 
any othe, Inlury·r.lal.d modlcol •• p.n .... 

Yes - Whot relotlon.hlp? acquaintance(s) to m 
INTERVIEWER -If respondent does not know 3 i .1 Well known 
eXact amount, encourage him to give an estimate. ?~] Spoyse or ex-spouse 

@ a 0 No cost - SKIP to 100 3 CJ Parent t. How w.re they relaled to you? 

.[QQJ • ClOwn child • (Mark 0/1 that apply) 
$ @ I i:.l Spouse or '::J Brothersl 
X 0 Don't know 50 Brother or sister ex-spouse s~sters 

90. At th. tim. of the Incld.nl, w.r. you cov.r.d • r:J Other relative -
2 [: J Parents 5 f J Other-

by any medical Insuranco, or We'D ~au eligible Specifv, 3 LJ Own Specify, 
for ben.flts from any othe, typo of .alth children 
benefits program, such as Me~lcDld, VetDrans' ----
Admlnl.tratlon, or Public Welfa,.? 

@) I 0 No •••••• } Skip to 100 _. W .. h,I,'_ _ } m. Were 011 of. them -

20 Oon't know (@) 10 Whll.? 
@) '[J While? 

30 Yes 2 [] Neg,o? 

b. Old you fII. a claim with any of Ih ... Inluranco 2 [J N.gro? SKIP 3 [J Oth.r? - Specify, 

companl.1 or programs In or~., to gDt port or all 30 Oth.r? - Specify, \'20 
of your m.dlcol •• p.n ... paid? • [J Combination - SPedfY, 

@) I 0 No - SKIP to lOa 
20 '(e. • 0 Don't know s rJ Don't know 

P.,. I ~ 
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I':'>,',:,' ;" ,/,' I \ '; 
>' 

CRIME IHCIOEHT QUESTIOHS - Conllnued 
" 

120. Wore you the only person there be. ide, tho olftndor(s)? Was~a car or other motor vehicle taken? 

@)" It] Yes - SKIP to 13a CHECK t (8ax 3 or 4 marked in 131) 

2 [) No ITEM 0 [] No - SKIP to Check /tem E 

b. How mony of 'these penon1f nof counting yourself, Were [JYes 
robbed, harmed, or thre~tened? Do not irtclucle persons 
under 12 years of age. 140. Had permls.sion to use the (cor/motor ve~icle) eYer been 

@ a [:J None - SKIP to 130 given to the person who took it? 
@) I l"J NO •••••• } 

SKIP to Check Item E Number of persons 2 CJ Don't know 
c, Are any of 'hese persons members of your hou sehold now? 

l [1 Yes 
Do not Include household members under 12 years of [190. 

@ aUNo b. Did the person return the (cor/motor .,.chicle)? 
Yes - How many, not counting yourself? 

@) , [] Yes 

(Also mark "Yes" in Check Item I an page 16) 20No 

130. Was something stolen or taken without permission that 
Is Box I or 1 marked In 13fl belonged to you o. othe .. in the household? 

, ~~s- SKIP to 150 
INTERVIEWER - Include anything stolen from CHECK 
unrecognizable business in respondent's home. ITEM E 
Do nat include anything stolen 'rom a recognizable 
business In respondent's home or another business, such 

@) 
as merchandise of cash (rom a register. 

c. Woo t~purse/Wi~~Y) on your person, lor instanco, 
I l:1 Yes - SKIP to 13f ~C~~in h d y you when it was tok.n? 2 CJ No 

b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to ,oke .omething that 
\) % No belonged to you or others In the hou •• h.ld? \\~ 

@ 1 [: J No - SKIP to 13e ~ \: ~ • Was only cash taken I (80x 0 marked In 13f) 
21:JYes \ 

~ ECK 0 Yes - SKIP to 160 

'. Wh .. '" .h., '" ...... , '""h;"~ ~ \ TEM F 

• (Mark 011 that apply) \ DNa 

(ill) 
'C1'"'" ~ '> 150. Altogether, what was the value 01 the PROPERTY 2[] Wallet or money that was taken? 
J t:l Car 

INTERVIEWER - Exclude stolen cosh, and enter SO for 
• L] Other motor vehicle stolen Checks and credit cords, even if they I';ere used. 
• (") Part of car (hubcap, pe- ck, etc.) @) ,00 6 [j Don't know $ 

7l] Other - Specify b. How did you d~t1d. the value 01 the property that was 
• .tolen? (Mark all that apply) 

t 
Old they try to take a porse, wallet, @) , 0 Original COS! CHECK or money? (Sox I or 2 marked In 13c) 

ITEM C I: I No - SKIP to 180 20 Replacement COSt 

I:J Yes 3D Personal estimate of current value 

d. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for 
40 Insurance report eStimate 

50 Pollee estimate instdnce in a pocket or being held? 
G 0 OOO'! know 

@) ,[ JYes} 70 Other - Specify 2 r~J No SKIP to /80 

• e. Whol did happen? (Mark all that apply) 

@ , l:J Attacked 160. WelS all ot port of tllo stolen "loney or prOlHnty recovered, 

.l: 1 Threatened wi th harm @) 
oxcopt fat anything tttC4ivod fC'om tu.urance? 

l L"J Attempted to break into house or garage 'ONone} 

• [J Attempted to break Into car 
20 All SKIP to 170 

5 [] Harassed. argument, abusive language SKIP 30 Part 
to 

6 CJ Damaged or destroyed property 180 b. What was recovered? 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to damage or @) .~ destroy property 

Cash: $ 
80 Other - Specify andlar 

• Property: (Mark all that apply) 
@) o 0 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 

I. Whot was token thot belonged to you or others In '0 Purse 

@) the hou.ehold? What el •• ? [QQJ 20W.llet' 
Cash: $ • 00: 

JoC.r 
andlor .0 Other motor vehicle 

• Property: (Mark all that apply) 
.0 Part ef car (hubc." tape-deck, etc.) @) a [] Only cash taken - SKIP to 14c 

, C] Purse 
6 0 Other - Specify 

2 C1 Waltet 

l LJ Car 

• 0 Other motor vehicle c. What woo the value 01 t~. property ,"co.<r.d ( .. cludln9 
5 CJ Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) recovered cash)? 

6 CJ Other - Specify @) S . (][I 
Pa •• 15 
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", ' ::,.:,1 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued I '. : , .. ".::\ 
170. Was there any insurance against theh? 200. Wore the police inlormed 01 this Incident In any way? 

@) tnNo •••• , 
@) 1 !.I No 

} SKIP 10 ISa 
'1',1 Don'\ know - SKIP to Check Item G 

2 [: 1 Don't know 
Yes - Who told them? 
ll'l H~usehold member } 

l[!YCs -I: I Someone else SKIP to Check /lem G .- 5 [ 1 Police on scene 
b. Was this loss. reporled to an insurance compony? 

@ 
b. Whot was 1he feaSOn 'his ;nddcn. WGS no1 reported. to 

t Cl No ••••• } • the police? (Mark all thai apply) 

2 L I Don'\ know 
SKIP to ISa @) 1 1'1 Nothing could ~e done - lack of proof 

21') Did nOt think It Impollan\ enough 

1 L"J Yes 31: I Police wouldn't Want to be bothered 

c, Was any of this loss r.,.covered through InsurAnce? 
4l . I Did nOt want to take time - too inconvenient 
51 .1 Private or personal mauer, did not want to report It 

@) 1 [] Not yet souled} 
6 Ll Did not want to get Involved 

SKIP to 180 7[: I Afraid 01 reprisal 
2C)No, •••••• B l: I Reported to someone else 

3 [.1 'fes 
9 [; I Other - Specify -

Is.6 erson 16 years or older? 
d. fiow much was reco't'IHed? CHECKt Ll\: ,)SKIP to Check Item H ITEM G 

INTERVIEWER - I( property replaced by ,"surance .. < l:l eli ASK 210 

company ,nstead o( tash settlement, ask (or estimate 210. Did y~~ a job ~tme this incident happened? 
of value o( the property replaced. 

~'" -"" .. " "." 
A0 

~ [lye V\ 

@) $ F@ • hat was !\vvrab? 
• 'v< @ t C IS.me as <iescribed in NCS·3 Items 28.-e - SKIP to 

"" '" •• , h .... h." ••• h .. I ..... , " •• "~ ~ ~ C~k~H 
h" ....... .,. ,~","" ~ 2l:1 Different than deSCribed in NCS,3 items 28a-e 

@ 0 Cl No - SKIP to 19a , ~ c. For whom did you work? (Name of company. business, 

' .. -" .... ~' organization or other employer) 

d. What kind 01 busine .. or industry ;;-thi.? (For examPle: TV 
and rodio mrg .. retajl shoe store, State Labor Oept., (orm) 

b. How much t"lme was lost ~ther? @) I I I I ---
@) I [: 1 Less than I day 

4:. Weu: you-

@) 1 LJ An employee 01 a PRIVATE company, busin ... or 
2 L:J 1-5 days individual for wages, salary or commissions? 

1 L J6-10 days 
2 !: I A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or local)? 
ll.1 SELF,EMPLOY'EO in OWN business, pral ... ionol 

• ClOver 10 days practice or farm? 

5 [:1 Don't know -1:1 Working WITHOUT PAY in lamily bu. In ... or larm? 

19a. Wao anything damaged but nol token in this Incident? I. What kind 01 work were you doing? (For example: electrical 
For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing engineer, stock clerk, tyPist, rarmer) 
damaged, or damage done to ci car, etc.? @) I I I I @) 

._. 
1 Cl No - SKIP to 200 g. What were your most important activities or duties? (For tXample: 
2 CJ Yes typing, keeping account books, seiling cars, (inlshing concrete. etc.) 

b. (Wo./wer.) Ih. damaged Ilem(') ,.palred or replaced? 

@) I CJ Yes - SKIP to 19d Summarize this incident or series of incidents. 

CHECK t 
2 Cl No ITEM H 

c. How much would It cost to repair Or replace the 
damaged ltem(5)? 

@) ~} S • ' SKIP to 200 
X Cl Don't know 

d. How much was the rcpolr 0, replacement cost? 

@) X [I No COSt or don't know - SKIP to 200 Look at 12c on Incident Report. Is there an entry 
for "How many?" 

$ ____ .00 CHECK t [] No 

ITEM I [..1 Yes - Be sure you have on Incident Report (or each 
HH member 12 yeors o( age or over who wos 

e. Who paid Q, will pay /ar the repal" or replacoment? robbed, harmed, of threatened in this Incident. 

~ 
(Mark ~" that apply) 

t 
Is this the last Incident Report to be filled for this person? 

@ lO Household member CHECK ONa- Ga to next Incident Report. 
ITEM J I.J 'fes - Is this the las\ HH member to be in,erollewed? 

20 Landlord o No - IntervIew next HH member. 

1 0 Insurance 
l:l Yes': END INTERVIEW, Enter total 

number or Crime Incident Reports 

40 Other - SpeCify 
filled (or this household in 
/tem 13 on the cover 0' NCS·3. 

page t6 
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Form Approved: OM B No. 41·R2662 ... 
HOTICE-Youl fepOI\ \0 the Censul Buteau js confldenUal b'llaw(Publlc FOR~ CVS.l0l 
Law 93-83). All Identifiable infotmaUon will be used onl~ by persons 10-21·74' 

engaged In and for the purposes of the SUJvey, and may not 00 disclosed u.s, DEPARTMENT OF (:OMMERCe: 

01 released to others for any purpose, SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION 

1. IDENTIFICATION CODES 
DIJRt::AU of THE CENSUS 

"C;TING AS cot..L.ECTIN(; "GENT FOR 

a, PSU r Seg."en, r Line No. r Panel LAW ENFORCEMI:;NT ASSISTANCE "DMINISTRATIOtf 
U,S. OEPARTMENT OF JUSTiCe 

o. RO r In'e,',.'''' code r 10'" nu",b., COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY 
of Inc:ldents 

CITY SAMPL~ , 
INTRODUCTION 

Good morning (allernoon). I'm Mr(s.) __ lyour nBme} __ lrom Ihe U.S. Bureau 01 Ihe Census. 
We are conducting a SUFey in this area to measure the .,tent to which businesses are victims ot 
burglaries andlor robb~·lies. The Government needs to know hoW much crime there is and where It Is 
10 plan and admlnlste; programs which will have an impacl on the crime problem. Vou can help by 
answering Some questions lo( me. 

~ Po,r I - BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS , .. ,) 
2a. Is this establishment owned QI opera led as an Incorporated 7. Did anyone else ope\aia.~ departments or 

business? conceSSi ns or some Qlhe uslness ac1lvUy 

I r1 Ye, - SKrp ro J 
In this 'is bllshment ~ 12·monlh 

( 
.~eriod e dl g 1 

2 [-1 No 

~ ,,,. '" ~"'''-''-'~'''''' \ bins activity on it separate 1100 01 
b. How Is this business owned or operaled? 

(t~ 
on V 0' the segmont toldcr, It not 

I r! IndiVidual proprietorship 
a ready listed. Complete II separate 
questionnaire for each Dna th1t lalls on 

2' r ~ Partne(shiP '.~ \'\ 
a samplo IIno. 

, r 1 Go,ommen' - Conllnue inrer. W,O L Y II \~~ 2 r" No 
liquor store or a y \) 
~rrallon DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART /I AND ANY 

4 r 'i Other - Spect! ~ INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE flEEN COMPLETED 

:~ 8. What were your approximate grr,ss sales 01 merchandise 
andlor receipts trom services at this establishment 

Do you (the ow'ner) operaftr.nr6re than one establishment? 
lor the previous 12 months erdlng ? 

3. (Esll~ale annual ~ales andhr receipts it not In 
l r ' Ye, business lor entlr~ r 2 mont'ls.) 
2("" : No t r: None 

4. Did you (Ihe owner) operate Ihis eslabllshmenl at 2. r i Under- SIO,OOO 
Ihis location during the entire 12.month period J [ I sIO.OOO '" S24.99~ 
ending ? 4 r~: $25.000 to S49.9g9 

I{ , Yes: S r \ $SO,OOO to s.qq,crqq 

2 ! I No - How many months during I Monlh, 
G [' : SIOO.OOO '0 Si'19.9?9 

. the designated period? 7 r 1 $500,000 to .s'J99,999 

e rl SI,OOO,DOD i'lnd over 

5. Excluding you (the owner)(the partners) how 9 ~ 4 , Olhet _ SpociJy 
many paid employees did this establishment average 
dUring the 12·monlh perlo~ ending 1 INT~RVIEWER USE ONLY 

" j None • r! 8-19 9a. Recold ollntelvlew 
2! . i 1-3 5 { . ; 20 or more (11 D.te 
,[ , 4-7 

(2) Name of respondenl 

Sa. What do you consider YO'ur kind 01 business 
In be .1 this IDeation? (3) Title of respondent I OFFICE USE ONLY 

(4) ~ IArea cOdel Number I F)(tenslon 

b. Matk IX) ono box b. Reason tor non· Interview 
RETAIL MANUFACTURING TYPE A 

,[ i Food • r J Dumbl. I r ·'1 P,e.sent oc;c.upilnt in bUSineSS at end of 

2 ["1 Eating and drinking F f" [Nondurable 
survey period but unable to conlact 

:2 f"/ Refusal and In bUsiness iH end ojf survey pCflod 
~ f 1 General merchandise , I': 011101 Type A - Spac'IY7 
• [ . I App ... \ REAL ESTATE 

5 r·' Furniture and or , Apartments -. appilnnc:e H!~ i Other real estate TYPE B 
61'1 Lumber, hardware. 

4 r ! Pre.'5ent occupant not In busIness nt end mobile home dealers I [ 1 SERViCE of .survey pCHlod 
7 r I Automotive $ i . , Vacant Of closed 
e r"l Drug and propnel<!.ry J f'1 BANKS 

6 r· I Other Type 8 (Sensonal, etc.) - SpecllY"7 
• r I Llquo, K r: I TRANS PORTATION 
A r 1 Gasoline Service 

L r I ALL OTHERS - Spec/ly, TYPE C sti'ltlons 

B rl Other retail 7 { 1 Occupied by nonltstable actiVity 

• ['1 DemolIShed 
WHOLESALE ,r I O'her Type C - SPoOl/y, 

c CJ Ou,.ble 
D 0 Nondurnble 
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• Part Ii - SCREENING QUESTIONS 

Now I'd like to ask some quesllons about particular kinds of !hell 01 attempted thell. 
These questions reler only to this establishment for the IZ.month period beginning and ending 

10. During this period did anyone break into or some- 18. Why hasn't this establiShment ever been insured against 
how Illegally get into this place of business? burglary and/or robbery? 

... 1 Number 
' 0 Couldn't afford It 

, ('1 Yes - How manY IImes?_ to Couldn't get anyone to insure ,,/OU 

(Fill ar' Incldenl Reporllor each) 10 Didn't need it 

·CJNo " 0 Self·lnsured 
5 0 Premtum too expensive 

11. (other than the incldent(sllust mentioned,) during this • 0 Ot~er - specl/Y"7 
period did anyone find a door jimmied, a tock forced, 
or any other signs of an ATTEMPTED break-in? 

19a. What security measures, b. When Wele these 

~ f Number 
if any, are present at security measures 
this tocation now, to Ilrst installed 

1 Cl Yes - How many limes?_ protect II alalnst .~"\ or otherwise 
(Fill an Incidenl Reperl lor each) burglary and/or rObbery\ ( undertaken? 

2CJNo -) En'e,'h. 
appropriate code 

IZ. During this period Vlere you, the owner, or any X)all~IY '0 lrom Ihollsl 

employee held up by anyone using a weapon, o. given below. 

force or threat of force on these premises? .,....,. WAI rm s),st side 
h. Codes 

, rI Yes - How many times? _I NumN \,\ 
rl glng, bull In rm ••••• 

2 ['] urglnr alann - Inside ringing 
• (Fill an Incld.nl Reporl lor 0(\ \ '\.~ . ~ l\ 1 C. ntral 01 ann - rings at police 

2[ 1 No department or seoulty agency 

Il. 
"" .. th," th'I"~~ ,\) 'V 

4l-} Reinforcing de .... ices. such 
- as bars on windows. grates, 

did anyone ATTEI,' Id up you t ower, or gales, etc •••••••••••••• 
any employee by us gear threat ni . 

5 [1 Guard. watchmnt1 ••••••••• harm you While on th re es? ~.-
~I Number , I:J Yes - How many m • 6 r: J Watch dog •••.•••••••••• 

(Fill an Incldenl Ro lor each) 70 Fireamls •••••••••••••• 
2[lNo 

8 r"l Cameras •••••••••••••• 

14. (other than the incldenl(sllust mentioned,l during 
9 LIMirrors ••••••••••••••• this period were you, the owner, or any employee held up 

while delivering merchandise or carrying business money A [I Locks •••.•••••••.• '" outside the business? 
B I ] Comply with National 

_I Number 
.. Banking Act ( ror 

,r'.IYes - How many tlmes?_ banks only) •••••••••••• 
c ["'1 Llghts - outside or additional (FilIon Incidenl Reparl lor .acl,) .. inside ................... 

2C1No o Ll Oth .. - SpocllY7 

IS. (Other than the incldent(s) just mentioned,) did 
anyone ATTEMPT to hold up you, the owner, or any Er~INone 
employee while delivering merchandise or carrying 

:,.,'. ,'; '';)',: ·-cCodes lor Use in ilem 19b :. ..... business money outside the business? 

I Number LESS THAN 1 YEAR AGO IIORE THAN 1 YEAR 
, II Yes - How many times?_ 1 - January 7 - J~ly 0- 1-2 )'f!'US ago 

(Fill on Incidenl Aeparllor each) "2 - February 0- AUlUSl 

2 (" I No 3 - March 9 ... Seplember 
E - 1-5 'tears ago 

16a Is this establishment insured against burglary and/or 4 - April A _ October F - M()Ite lhan 5 
robbery by means other than self·insurance? 5 -Mol), 8 - November 

years ago 

I r·1 Yes 
6 - June C - December 

2[ INo JS/<tPIOI7a 
31 I Don't knnw ZOo INTERVIEWER ~ Were there any incidents 

b. Does Ihe insurance also cover other types of crime losses, CHECK tTEM reported in 10-iS? 
such as ~andallsm or shoplifting and employee Ihelt? 1.1 No - D.'ach Incldenl Reperls, 

tl IVes } 
enlee "/)" In Item 19 on 
page 1, anel conlinue 

21 INo SKIP 10 190 wflh fI'em 8. 
31.1 Don't know I. J Yes - ?,n!(tr number 01 incidents 

17a. lias this establishment ever been Insured against bUlglary In ,1em tg on page 1. and 

and/or robbelY by OIeans other than self·lns"rance? cord/nue with IIrst Incldenl 
Rr;pcrl. 

'I.lVe, NOTES 
21 INo -SKIP 10 18 
11, lOon', know - SKIP 10 190 

b. Old Ihe InsUlance also cover other types 01 cril"" losses. 
such as vandalism or shoplifting and emptoyee thelt? 
I rlYes 
21"1 No --

t. Old you drop the Insulance or did the company uncel 
your polley? 
'I~ leu.ln.,sm"" d'ooped 11 ••••••• }SKIP 10 lsa 
21 !Insurance company CllOcelled polic), 

'0 " .. nM c '0' 10~" '''' Pau 2 



SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

Form Approved' O.M.B. No. ~1'R2662 

U.S. CEP"IlTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECoNOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

aU~ltAu OF THF.: C£N,U' 
ACTINQ AS C'Ol.LEeTING ACENT "'OR 

LAW E.NFORCEMENT ,l.Ul,T.t.NCE ADMIN. 

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARA TE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIOENT INCIDENT ~ESp~~;RTMENT OF JUSTICE N 

IDENTIFICATION CODE COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY - CITY SAMPLE C 
a. PSU 

'

b, S.gmen, Ie. Line No. Id. Panel '0. RO f. In;'deno ,. INCIDENT NUMBER 
N • Record whioh indelent 11, 2, .tc,) 

is covered by this page D 
~--~------~------~--~~--~----~--~~~~~~----------~E 

You said Ihal during Ihe 12 monlhs beginnllii___ 7a. Were ycu, Ihe owner, or any employee Injured In Ihis 
and ending (refar 10 screening quo.r,on. incldenl, seriously enough to require medical a!lention7 
10-15 lor descrJptiCin of crime). 

1. In what month did this (did the first) Incident happen? 
'0 Yes - How many? ___ --; •• JNumb .. 

I ~~' Ji'1Oo " r~ ~ Apfli 7 r--: July AD OCl. , 0 No - SKIP 10 9a 
1 [-: Fe~. 5 [~i May 8 r~~ Aug. B 0 Nov. 
, ri Mar. 'n June 9 n Sepl. cO Dec. b. HoW many ollhem stayed in a Number 

2. About what lime did II happen? hospital overnlghl or longer? 

I J" ~~::~'h:h(~ ~~~.(:a6m;.;;;.16 p.m.) 8. 01 those receiving treat~e~~n or out 01 a hospital, did 
2:- 6 p.m. _ ~l,dn,ght this business pay lor anx ou~medical expenses nol 
11"1 Mldn,£hl _ 6 a.m. covered bX a,{egular heal 6, lits program? 
4:· t Don" know what time. at nIght 10 Yes ~\H' much ~--) @[J 

3, ~~e;eO;~'tt:i:o:cident lake place? ~'~o a aid? S V" • 

I" ) At thiS place of busme:ss 0~ ~ ~on't kno 

2 r 1 On delivery \ '\1--->,->,------------------1 
'l ; Enrou\. 10 bank \. \ ~ 9a. O~ ~Y deaths occur as a resull ul this incidenl? 
4 r 1 Other - Specify '\ !\ I r""(Ye5. 

4. ~er.e you, Ihe owne.r, or any emplo,y~r~nt wh'ile\)'0h\ :/. ["1 No -SKIP 10 rSa 
InCident was occurl,~(Sg? ...::.'-------------------j 
I rl Ye; b. Who was killed? t. flow manY?7 . rl No -SKIP to I (Mark (X) nl/ Ihal Rpoly' 
3 L 1 Don't know 1 CJ Owner(s) ••• 

Sa. Old the person holding ~ hJve a weapon or something • Cl Employees 
Ihat was used as a weapt>Q.Jjl(h as a boll Ie or wrench? .... f------~ 
I 1- Yes 3 CJ Customers ' ,. • . , ••••. 
2[- No l . 
3 r Don't kno~ SKIP to 6a 

b. What was the weapon? (Mark (X) al/ mot apply) 

If" Gun 
2 [- Knife 
J r-' Other -- Specify 

6a. How many persons were Involved in committing Ihe crime? 
I 0 One - Continue with 6b below 

,oTwo } 
, 0 Th'.. SKfP 10 6. 
4 0 Four or more 
sO Don't know - SKIP to 78 

b. HoW old would you say the person was? 
r r I Unn.r 12 4018-20 
2 ["112-14 5 0 21 or over 
'r-115-17 ,0 Don'l know 

c. Was Ihe person male or lemale? 
IOM.le 
20 Femnle 
30 Oon"l know 

d. Was he (she) -

2 rJ Black? 
, [-: Other?- Specl(y_____ SKIP 10 7a 

40 Innocent bystandcr(s) . ---
5 0 Offcndcr(~} •••••••••••••• f-------I 

60 Polite, 

70 O,h" - SpecllY
7 

-------- '-------
SKIP fo 150 

10. Old the ollender enter, atlempt to enler, or remain In this 
establishmenllllegally? 

'OYes 
'ONO, 
Discontinue use allncident Report. Enter at tl1e top ot 
this sheet Out 01 Scope-Larceny.' erase incIdent 
number, chango the answers 10 screening quesf/ons 10-15, 
change number of Incldants In lIem 7g, pBge 1. and go 
on 10 the ne)(t reported Incldonl, /I no a/hot lnc/dents 
are reported, return to page' a"d complete Items 
Band 9 and end the Interview. 

11. Old the ollender(s) aclually gel In or Jusl try to gel In? 
I C] AClually 10\ In 
2 CJ Ju~t Hied to lIet In 

Ir~\\'hlle? } 

4~i ·_i_
D

,.,0_n·_I_k_no.,..w __ --, ___ --,...:::. __ -: ___ -l12. Was there a broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any 
II. How old would you say the youngest person was? olher evidence that Ihe ollender(s) lorced (tried to lorce) 

t [.! Under 12 • [', IB-20 his (lhelr) way In? 
'1' 12-14 ,r ,21 orover-SKIPl06g loyo, 
3!·; IS-17 e r:1 Oon·t know 

I. How old would you say the oldest person was? 2 C] No - SI(IP 10 f4 

I [-I Under 12 • r '1IB-20 13, Whal was the evidence? /Mark 01/ that opply) 
i!1112-14 sr121orovet 
3,""1 15-17 6 ri Don't know 

g. \Vore Ihey male or lema Ie? 
1 [J All mAle 3 r·; Male llnd femllie 
2 [] All femal e 4 r- ~ Don o{ know 

h, Were they -
I C1 Only white? 
2 D Only black? 
, 0 Only olher? - Spacl/y ________ _ 
40 Some combination? - Specl/y ______ _ 
& Cl Oonlt know 

t r" Broken lock or windoW 

2 r' ~ Forced dOIH 

3 r~~ Alarm 

4 Cl Other - Speclly 

}SKIP to r58 

14. HoW did the ollender(s) gel In (try 10 gel In)? 
I 0 Through unlocked door or wlndClW 

20 Had. koy 
'0 Olher - Spocl/y ___________ _ 

.: 0 Don't know 

Pille 3 
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T 
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'158 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 

15a. Vias anylhlng damaged in Ihls incldenl? For example, 
a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, elc. 

18a. Did you, Ihe owner, or any employee here lose any Ume 
hom work because 01 this inddent? 

t 1_1 Yes 
2 ~·.I No - SKIP 10 16a , [] yes _ How many people? _INumber 

b. Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaCld? 2 ;:j No - SKIP fa 198 

'LJ Yes - SKIP 10 15d b. How many work days were losl allogether? 
Z{JNb 

1 ~ ll:.'ess than I day 

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace Ihe da~ages? 2l:1 1-5 days 
(Estimate) 

3 U 6-10 days • IDays 
S - . 00 } SKIP 10 IS. 

4 L lOver 10 days - How many?----+--

Xl, i Don't know s ; ~ 1 Don't know 

d. HOW much did it coslto repair or replace the dama,_s? ", ••• , ,., '''''''' ... '~~" ,II" "I, '"Id ,,' 10 

$ .~ " 
prot~ct the eslablishmenl ro ~ure Incidents? 

'l.IYe. $~ 
v : ~ I No cost - SKIP to 16a 2 '-~ No - S ~~' 0 20a ... -:), 
xi. J Don't know 

b. ~~m asure.,~n? .... """ .11' ... ,,, .. , ""I .. " ' .. ''''~ lark } ailihat pp-
(Mark (X) ,,/1 Ihal app;y) ~\ 1 l .1 '\larm system - outside ringing 
I L ! This busmess \ 

~ 2 r..' rglnr ararm - inside ringing 
2 I I Insurance 

3 [ . J Owner of bulldlnr (landlord) ~ ~ 3 L I Central alarm 

4 I .i O,her - Speclly 4 L.; Reinforcing devices, grates. galeS, 

5 LJ Don', know (~ \ \.).~ \ V 
bars on window. etc 

16a. Did Ihe ollender(s) ~~ey, m'\5anitt1e. 
5 L j Guard, wntchman 

equlpmenl, or supplies? . 6 L 1 Wa'ch dog 

11.1 Yes ' 1:1 Firearms 

2 t. i No .... SKIP 10 18u 8 [. 1 Cameras -_._-------- 9l~J Mirrors 

b. How much money Was laken?-+ S . [ill A [} Locks 

c. What was Ihe lolal value of merchandise, equipment, or B L I Li&ht.s - outside or additional inSide 

supplies taken? c LJ Other - Specify 7 

S .00 
v I INone } 203. Were Ihe police informed of this incident in any way? x I J Don't know SKIP 10 17. 

I [..J No 

d. How was the value (merchandise, equipment, or supplies 2 LJ Don't ~now - SKIP 1021 
taken) determined? 

LI'" - ~"." ... , 7 } 1 l J Original cost 

2. [J Replacement cost 
3 L 1 Owner(s) 

3 LJ Othor - Speelly 
4 [J Employee 

SKIP to 21 
s [, ] Someone el se 

17a. How much, " any, of the stolen money andlor property 6 [1 Police on scene 
was recovered by Insurance? b. What was Ihe reason this Inddent was not reported 

S .~ 
10 the police? (Mark (X) "II I/.al apply) 

1 Lj Nothing could be done -laCk of proof 

vi J Nolle - Why not? -, 2 L 1 D~d not think It Important enough 

1 i :i Didn't report It 3 Ll Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
2 ; I Does not have Insurance- 4 LJ Old not want to take the time - too inconvenient 
J t.1 Nat settled yet 

4 i.1 Policy has a dt!duc:libfe 
5\"" I PrivatI.! or personal matter, did not want to report it 

5 i _ j Money and lor mel'~handlse was recovered 6 [1 Did not wrmt to get Involved 

X {_I Don't know 7 LJ Afraid of reprisal 

b. How much, II any, of Ihe stolen money andlor pro~~rty 
8 f.y ; Reported to someone el SI! 

was fecoveled by means othp'lthan insurance? 9 t .1 O'her - Speclly 7 

$ .[B[] 
v L.1 None 1- SKIP ro IBa 21. I~TERVIEWER ~ Are there more Incidents 
x LJ Don', know.J CHECK ITEM to record? 

c. Uy what mean's was Ihe stolen money and.'or Ll No - Relum 10 page I, 
prop~lty r .. covered? complete Itoms 8 and 

I LjPOIl<o 
9, and end Inlervlow. 

e] Yes - Fllilhe no,'lnelden' 
2 Ll 'D,her - Specify Reporl. 

l'" 
Page" GPO 880.16' 



SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

FOR'" CVSo.10l 
le'21-74' 

Form Approved' 0 M B No 41-R2662 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN. 

BU~E"U Of." THE CENSUS 
ACTING 1.5 COt..t..ECTING AGENT FOR 

L.AW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTA.NCE AOMIN. 

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENT/FICA TIDN CODES FROM ITEM 1 
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE II SEPARA TE 
INC/DENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT INCIDENT ~~p~e:;RTMENT OF JU5TICF. N 

IDENTIFICATION CODE COMMERGIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY - CITY SAMPLE C 
o. PSU I b. Segment I c. Line No. r ~anel 10

• RO 
No. Record which incident (1, 2, etc.) 

f. Inciden. I. INCIDENT NUMBER I 

is covered by 'his page D 

You said Ihat during Ihe 12 monlhs beglnnlng __ _ 
and ending (refer to screening questions 
10-15 lor description 01 crime). 

1. In what month did this (did Ihe first) incident happen? 
IIi Jon. 4 ["1 April 7 r-: July A 0 Oct. 
~ f " , Feb. 5 r \ f'-1ay 8 r i Aug. D 0 Nov, 
3!";M.-"lr. 6r"lJune 9r~lSept. cDDec:. 

2. About what lime did it happen? 

7a. Were you, the owner I or any employee injured in this 
Incident, seriously enoug~ 10 require medlc~1 ~ttenlion? 

I 0 Yes - How many? ____ • Number 

2 [J No - SKIP ro ga 

b. How many 01 them stayed in a 
hospital overnight or longer? 

N~lmber 

E 
N 
T 

R 
E ~ ____________________ L-________ ~p 

1 I·" i Outing the day (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 
A. nIgh. (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 8. Ollhose receiving Ireatmenhjn or out 01 a hospital, did 
21- : 6 p.m. - Midnlgh. this business pay lor a (oUll. medical expenses not 
31 1 Mldnlgh' - 6 a.m. covered by a regular he Ih\penefits program? 
41 \ Don'( know what time at night I 0 Yes -:JWw m~ch ...... ) r;O~n 

s! ! Don', know \WaS Paid? s \ . ~ 
3. Where did Ihis incident take place? 3. g No \ \~ \::::-> 

1 r I At thiS place or business ('3 ~j dvn'l kno\ 

2 [ IOn delivery I--..".\....\, \)"-:yl---\-\-'"'7''''-------------l 
3 f 1 Enrou •• \0 bank ("\ 9a. ~d: dealhs oc~as a result ollhis incident? 
4 i 1 Other - Specify . \_ t r I es 

4. ~er.e you, the owne!, or any employee presenl Wh;l~ Ihf\ \\~~2 r 1 _ SKIP 10 15a 
incIdent was occurlng? ~",' \' 
I r- I YeS b Who was killed? 
2 r I No - SKIP 10 10 \\ (Mark IX) .IIIIJal apoly' 

3!'IDon·.know ~ ,\\ .[JOwnerCs) •...•.•••. 

c. HoW many? 7 

Ihal was used as a wea n, as a bOI~r wrench? - . 'i-------j 5a. Did I.he person hOlding~~have. a we~.of~~:thlng 2 [::-J Employees ....... . 

I I I Yes 3 r:J Cus tomers , ...•...•.••. 
2!'INo l 
31 : Don'l kno::!.f SKIP to ~ 4 LJ Innocent bysIMder(s) .. , .. 

b. What was the weapon? (Mark IX) all Ihdl apply) 5 [J Ofrende,(sl •.•••.••••...• i-------j 
" I Gun 
2[ I KOII. 
3 I ' ; Other ~. Specify 

Ga.oHow many persons were involved in committing the crime? 
I [·1 One. -- Continue with 6b below 

2 t.::J Two } 
3 lJ Th,e. SKIP 10 60 

l+ CJ Four or more 
5 CJ Oon'l know - SKIP ID 7/1 

b. Howald would you say the person was? 
, I' 1 Und., 12 4 [J 18-20 
2[ 112-14 s[]210,ove< 
J! l1S-17 6[1 Don't know 

c. Was the person male or lema Ie? 
I [IMole 
2 [I FClIlnle 
3 L] Oon'l k.now 

61:J PDII,~e. , ..••.....• 

7 CJ Olher - SpeCilV, 

SKIP 10 150 

.. . 
1----------1 

10. Did Ihe of/ender enter, attempt 10 enter, or remain in this 
. establishment if/ega f/y? 

,DYes 

, [lNO, 

Discontinue flse 0/ Incldont nepor'. Enter at the lOp of 
this sheel . Oul of Scopc-Laleeny: crlJse incident 
number, elmnge Ihe answors 10 Screening questions 10-15, 
change numbel 01 mciritm/s in item Ig, page t, Dnd go 
on 10 the nexl rOpoilClel incldont. 11 no other mCldents 
nrc reported. return to pagrJ. I nnd comptete IIems 
8 ami 9 lind (ori Ille inle/VleW. 

d. Was he (she) -
I; While? 1 II. Old the olfender(s) aclually get in or jusl try to get in? 
2! . Black? I L I Ac.ually go. on 

3! . other? - Spoclly _____ SKIP 107" '[J Just 'ned '0 ~e, In 
4 f f Don't know J 
,.,--,.,-.--:-:----:----...::..-0--:----112. Was Ihere a broken window, broken lock. alarm, or any 

e. Howald would you say the youngesl person was? other evidence that the olfender(sJ lorced (tried to lorce) 
• 1 I Under 12 41 ! 18-20 his (Ihelr) way in? 
2{ 112~I4 sf ,21 or over -SKtP 106g 
31 1 IS-17 61 : Don't knClw 1 [J Yes 

t. How otd would you say the oldest person was? 2 [I No - SKIP 10 14 

" I Unde. 12 41'118-20 
21 ! 12-14 51 121 or ovcr 
31 115-17 6 f I Don't know 

g. Were they mate or lema Ie? 
I l~J All male 3 f . Mille otnd fem.,lc 
2 [1 AU female 41 I Don't know 

h. Were Ihey -
• I:! Only white? 
z f.1 Only black? 
J I 1 Onty other? - Specily ____ .0_._ . ___ _ 
4101 Some combination? - Specl/y _________ _ 

s {' J Oon'tl(now 

13. What Was the evidence? (Matk .,11/"" apply) 

I f I Broken lock or Wlntlo ..... 

2! ~ Forced do!)r 

3 :"j Alarm 

'1'1 Other - Spec/ly 

14. How did the olfender(sJ get In (fry to get In)? 
I CJ Through unlocked doot or window 

21:1 H.,d a key 
, I~ I Olher - Spocily _________ .. __ ~_ 

(I':J Don', know 

Page 5 
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160 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 

INCIDENT REPORT - Contlnuod 
15a. Wal anylhlng damaged In Ihll lncldenl? For example. 

a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc. 
ISa. Old you, Ihe ownor, or any employee here lose any lime 

from walk because 01 this Incident? 

" 
... ! Yes 

2 -.- No - SKIP 10 IB8 '0 Yes - How many people? _INumber 
I 

b. Vias (werel the damaged Item(s) repaired or replaced? 2'::,i No - SKIP 10 198 

" 
_, yes - SKIP 10 ISd b. How many work days were lost altogether? 

2 No 
"' 1:':1 Less than I day 

c. How much would It cost to repair or replace tre damages? z ~~ 1-5 days 
(Esllmalel 

3 ~.~J 6-10 days Days 

S - . [QQJ } SKIP 10 15. 
4 i.. ~ Over 10 days - How manY1---....1' 

, Don t know 5 . i Don't know 

d. flow much did It cosl to repair or replace Ihe Damages? 19a. Vlere any securily measures taken alter this Incident 10 

S . [ill 
protect Ihe establlshm~nJ(m fulure Incidents? 

-- 1::1 Yes \ 

V I No cost - SKIP to 16a 2 i.lNo -;§!{,P 10 20. \ ~> 
<. 000·\ know 

b. Whal measll~es\~ere taken~~ 
c. Who paid or will pay lor the repairs or replacemenl? 

~X)all\~) (Mark IX) alllhar apply) t:D 1 larm sy UlSlde ringing 
I ThiS bUSiness 

s;Q 2 ~ Ihsuranc:e 
2 : urglar ala - Inside ringing 

J ; Owner of buildinF (landlord) l Central alarm 

• . Other - Specily 

) 
4,-; einforclng devices, grates, gates, 

5 Don't know C\ \"h~\ 
bars on window, etc 

5 r ~ ; Guilrd. watc.hmaF'l 

", .• " """,."j,,,,k, '"' "''''~' \)V 
6

1
: i Watch dog 

'''''''''. " '" .. '~ , t 'Yes ( 7 I .. ; Firearms 

Z _ ( No - SKIP 10 ' • Cameras 

b. How much money was la n S • 00 
9 • Mirrors 

A L tl.od:s --------- --- ---:---
c. Whal was Ihc lolal value of merchandise. equipmenl, or 8 ; ~ , Lights - outside ('If additional insIde 

supplies laken? c . _ i Other - Specify 7 

S .~ 
v ,None } 20a. Were Ihe police inlormed ollhls incidenl in any way? .' j Don', know SKIP to 17" 

I' I No 

d. How was Ihe value (merchandise, equipment, or supplies 2:. ; Don't J.:now - SKIP 10 21 
laken) defermined? 

., Yes - Who laid them? 7 1 I. j Ongmal eost . , ' Replacement cost 
3 I.! Owner(s) 

" I Oth!!r - SpecIfy " ,Employee J SKIP ro 21 , 5, ! Someone el se 

17a. How much, il any. ollhe slolen money and:or property 6 :' Pollee on sc.ene 
wal recovered by Insurance? b. Whal wal the reason Ihis incident was nol reported 

S .[2I] to Ihe police? (Mar .• (X) alll/,.t apply) 

1 L i Nothing could be done - lack or proor 
v . No',e - Why nol? 7 2 i . ~ Old not think It Importnnt enough 

I Oldn~t report If J \ Police wouldn't want to be bothered 

• I Does not halle Insurance • ! Did not want to take the time - too Incon .... enlent 
l : Not settled yet 

• . Policy has." deductible 
s· 1 Pr' .... ate or personal matter, did f'lOt want to report It 

5 I Money nnd/or metehandue was recovered 6'".1 Old not want to get Involved 

x: I Donlt know 7' .! Afraid of reprlsnl 

b. How muc~:, 11 any, of Iho stolen money and'or property • ,j Reponed to someone else 

was recovered by means other Ihan Insurance? 9 • _ • a,h" - Speclly 7 
1 

S ,[QQJ -
v : Nona } SKIP 10 /80 21. INTERVI EWER ~ Are there mote Incidents x , _; OO"l t know 

CHECK ITEM to record? 
c. By whal meanl was the sloleo mOlley and 'or .. No - Retum to pDgO I I 

property recovered? complete Hems Band 

1,- Police 9, and end Interview. 

, •• j a.hor - Spaclfy " 
Yo, - Fllllh. noxl Incldenl 

Repor'. 

NOTES 

" 

OPO 860.1111 



SURVEY INSTRUMENTS 161 

Form ApPloved' O.M.B. No "1·R2M.l 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

SOCIAL. AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS AO"UN. 
8U"EAU OF' "tHE CENSUS 

ACTING AS COLLECTING AGENT FOJ\. 
LAW ENFORCEMENT A.SSISTANCE AOMIN. 

TRANSCRIBE THE /DENT/FICA TION CODES FROAI ITEAI I 

OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT I~CIDENT ~~p~~;Rn4ENT OF JUsTICE N 

~~~~r.-~~I~D~E~N~T~lf~I~C=A~T~IO~N~C~O~DrE~~~~~~~~COMM~~E~R~CI~A~L~C~R~IM~E~~~CT~IM~ll~A~T~IO~N~ru~R~V~EY~_~a~T~Y~S~AM~P~LE~~ C o. PSU lb. Segment Ie. Line No. Id. Panel Ie. RO I. Inciden. I. INCiDENT NUMBER 
No. Record which incident (1, 2, etc.) 

i. cover.d by this page 0 
~-----k-------k-------k---~----~----~--~~~~~~~--------~E 

You said Ihal during Ihe 12 monlhs beglnnlnC____ 7a. Were you, the owner, or any employee injured in this 
and ending (r.f.r fa screening que,,"ons incidenl, seriously enough to lequire medical allenlion? 
10-75 tor description 01 crime). 

I. In what monlh did this (did the first) incident happen? 
1 ! '1 Jan. 4 f~1 AprU 7 f· July " 0 Oct. 
2r'lfeb. 5~'1r"'a)' sf·;Aug. eoNo". 
3 riM... • [I Juno 9 r-' $ept. cO Dec. 

1 0 '(es - How many1 ____ , Numbe~ 

• 0 No - SKIP 10 9a 

b. How many 01 them stayed In a 
hosp,l., oV.lnilM 01 longer1 

Number 

N 
T 

R 
E 2. About what time did it happen? 

1 n During the db)' (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 
At night 16 p.m. - 6 •• m.l S. ot thost receiving trntme~n 01 oul 01 a hospital, did 

~------------------L----------lp 

2 [16 p.m. - Midnight Ihis business pay for a of e medical expenses nol 
ll~1Midnl.h' - 6 .,m. covered by a re,ular he th ;e>nefit,s program? 
4 r-l Oon't know what time at night 1 0 Yes ~~w much"" r;;'lOO 

5 r 1 Don't know W paid? S .l!:!!.J 

3. Where did this incident take place? /-El{I0 V-
\ r-l At this' ptac.e at business. \ 3"t~ Oyn'l ~nn 

~ rl ~,:::~V~'Yb'~~ ~ (\1-90....):""": ~.d~.;.Y-d-e.-t-hs....lo~l,-."r .... s"-a-re-s-U-It-O-I-th-I-S -in-c-id-e-n-t?----l 
4 n Oth., - Speclly \"1 

4. ~er .. you, the owne!, O( any 'i!mploye.~e present Wh~1 .I\~'\ \\~, : 1-, :'- SKIP 10 IS. 
rncrdenl was occurlng? \ 
r rI y.s '" '~ • Who was killed? • r-l No -SKIP 10 ro .".,......... \) (IJark (X) art IIlal ,'poiy' 

1 rJ Don't know f "'"'-..) 1 0 Owner{s) ••••••••••••••• ~-------l 

c. How many?, 

that was used as a weap , c as a bo~ or wrench? 2 0 ~mploy.es ••••••.••••••• 1-------1 Sa. Did Ihe person hOldi:~OU ave a weVp\n ¥Something 

1 [1 yes J 0 Customers ••••••••••••• 

trINe l 
.3 r'l Don't kno~ SKIP (0 ... 0 \nnot.en\ bysumd'Cf(-s) ........ 1-______ -1 

b. What ",as the weapon? (IoIork (X) all rhal apply) 

1 ['I Gun 
tl"! Knife 
3 r'l O.he< - Specify 

6a. How many persons were involved in committing Ihe Cli,..? 
1 0 One - Continue with 6b lxJlow 

20TwD } 
J 0 Threr: SKIP 10 6e 
4 D FOUl or more 
50 OonOt know - SKIP (0 7a 

b. How old would you say the person was? 
, r I Under 12 • 0 18-20 
21' I 1'2-14 5021 or ovt!!:r 
31-115-17 .CI Don't know 

c. Was the person m~le 01 female? 
10M.le 
20 Ft!!:mi\le 
10 Don't lcnow 

d. Was he (she) -

2 r'l Black? 
31 I Other? _ Specify _____ SKIP 10 Tn 

sO Offender(s) •••••••••••••• ~-------l 

60 Pol,,:e. , ~ •• , 

70 O.h .. - Spec/lY71 

SKI" to 150 

.. "'~----l 

10. Did the offender enter, allempt to enler, ollemaln in Ihis 
establishment Illegally? 

, DYes 

'OND, 
Oisconrlnue &lse ollncidont Report. Enter at thu top 01 
this sheet 0 Out of Scope-Larceny: erase jncldent 
number, change the answers '0 screening questions 10-15, 
change numbOI 01 IIlC1denls In ilem 19, page 1. and go 
on '0 the next reported incident, "no other ;nc{denls 
are reported, return 10 page 1 alld complete Items 
8 and 9 and end the ;nlerview. 

11. Did the olltndells) atluallYlet in or jusl try 10 get in? 
, C] Actually got in 

20 JUSl tried to gel in 

t f'IWhite? } 

41 ~ I Don't know 
...:.._-._-.-_______ -"' ______ -112. Was the!e > bro~en window, b!o~en 10t~, alarm, ur any 

e. HoW old would you say the youngest person was? oth., evidence thai the offendel(s) lorced (tried to force) 
t I', Undo, 12 • r 118-20 his (their) way in? ' 
211 12-14 sr-:2IorOYer-SKIPI06g 'DYes 
31 115'-17 ~ r~ I Don't know 

I. How old would you say the oldest person wos? 20 No - SKIP 10 14 

t I"' Under (2 '1",8-20 13. Whal was Ihe .vldente~ (Malk a" Iha! opply) 
'1 ]12-14 5 r 12' or DVO' 
J rl15-17 6 r·1 Oon'l know 1 r i Broken lock or 'window } 

g. Were they male or female? z r ! Forced door 
to All male 1 r t Male and remal(l j l·~ Alarm SKIP 10 ISa 

20 All female 4 r- ~ Don't know cl:-lOther - SpocUy 

h. Were Ihey -
1 1:1 Only while? 
2 [J Only black? 
3 [:1 Only othel? - 5poolly _________ _ 

• [] Some comb Ina lion? - spool/y _______ _ 

5 [1 Don't know 

14. How did Ihe ollendells) let In (try to let in)? 
1 0 Through unlOCked door or WIndow 

• 0 Hod. key 
'0 Other -Speclly ___________ _ 

.c 0 Doo'l know 

o 
R 
T 
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INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 
15a. Was anylhlng damaged In Ihls Incldenl? For example, 

a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, elc. 
18a. Old you, Ihe owner, or any employee here lose any lime 

Irom work because of Ihls Incldenl? 
'LlYe, 
• L:J No - SKIP 10 16a 1 [J Yes - How many people? _INumber 

b. Was (were) Ihe damaged ilem(s) repaired or replaced? • ..:J No - SKIP 10 19a 

I I_J Yes - SKIP to 15d b. How many work days were lost allogelher? 
'LiNo 

I ~-.... J Less than I day 
c. How much would II cosllo repair or replace the damages? 2 t:J 1-5 days 

(Eslimale) 
.3 (J 6-10 days Days 

S 
• [Qil}SKIP to 15. 

4 LJ O .... er 10 days - How many?---.. r 
X; i Don't know 5 i:~ 1 Don't know 

d. How much did it cosllo repair or replace Ihe damages? 19a. Were any securlly measur~~n after Ihis Incident 10 

S . [ill 
prolect Ihe eslablishmenl ro~ulure incidents? 

ILlYes S~ '\"> v I. j No cost - SKIP to 16a '_~NO -S P 020a \.-'\ 
x LJ Don't know 

b)~~~;rres:~:? \/ , ... _ .. " ",III,., ,,, .. , ",.,,, " """"~ ta (X al/ thaI p ) 
(Mark (X) all that apply) ~rm system outSide rlngong 
1 l I This business . \ 

2. i j Insurance .. ~ ~ 2:. ' rglar al.rm - onSide ringing 

'l I Owner of bUlldon, (landlord) G '\ 3 L j enm~1 alarm 

-I I Other - Speclty 4l..J Reinforcing devices, grates, gates, 

5[ I Don't know r"\ \ \\ \ bars on wmdow. etc 

.. ,. m' .. , _II,.,,,,,, :~" "~ 5 LJ Guard, watchman 

equipmenl, or supplle 6 r: 1 Watch dog 

r I I Yes 7 L:J Firenrms 

2' J No - SKIP to 18a B l ~ 1 Cameras 

,!]Q] 
9 L.l Mirrors 

b. How much money was laken?->- S A I_I Lock. 

c, What was the tolal value of merchandise, equipmenl, or B L} Lights - outside or additional Inside 

supplies laken? c L J Other - Spec/{y 7 

S .00 
V I I None } 20a. Were Ihe police Informed o/Ihis incidenl in any way? x I "j Don't know SKIP to 17a 

'UNo 
d. HoW was Ihe value (merchandise, equipmenl, or supplies 2 LJ Don't know - SKIP (0 21 

taken) determined? 
'."" - ~- ..... ,,' 7 } I{ j Original cost 

2 f _ J Repl ac~cnt cost ' IJ Owoer(,) 

'I , Othor - Speclly 
4 [J Employee 

SKIP to 21 
5 f. j Someone else 

17a. How much, if any, of Ihe slolen money and lor properly 6 [1 Police on scene 
was recovered by Insurance? b, Whal was Ihe reason this incident was nol reported 

S ,~ 
10 the police? (Mark (X) all that apply) 

1 [.1 Nothing could be done - lack of proof 
v U None - Why nol? ., z LJ Old not think it Important enough 

t j .; Didn't report it 3 Ll Police wouldnjt want to be bothered 
zl I Does not have Insurance 4lJ Old not want to take the time - too inconvenient 
3 r.J Not settled yet 

5 L) Private or personal matter, did not want to report it 4;.: Policy has a deductible 
s L .. l Nancy arid/or merchandise: was recovered 6 [J Old not want to get Involved 

xl. j Don't know 7 C} Afraid of reprisal 

b, How much, If any, of Ihe slolen money and lor property 
B ~.~ I Reponed to someone el se 

was recovered by means other Ihan insurance? 9 LJ Other - Specify 7-

S ,~ 
V[JNone } 

SKIP to 18a 21. INTERVIEWER ~ Are there more Incidents 
)( [1 Don't know 

CHECK ITEM to record? 

c, By whal means was Ihe slolen money andlor LJ No - Relum to page I, 
prope/ly recovered? compllJte Items 8 and 

I LI Police 9, Dnd end Interview. 

2 L 1 Olher - Specify 
~:l Ye, - Fill the next IncIdent 

Report. 

NOTES 

Page 8 GPO a80. I 61 



APPENDIX" 
TECHNICAL INFORMATION 

ON THE HOUSEHOLD SURVEYS 

With respect to crimes against persons and house­
holds, results contained in this publication are 
based on data collected through two separate surveys 
in each city, conducted during the months of 
July-November 1972 and March-May 1975. The 
required information was gathered from persons 
residing within the city limits of each of the eight 
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 
personnel living in military barracks, and institu­
tionalized persons, such as correctional: facility in­
mates, 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 pos­
sible to secure interviews v/ith all eligible members 
of the household during the initial visit, interviews 
by telephone were permissible thereafter. The only 
exceptions to the requiremnt for personal inter­
view applied to 12- and 13-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 representa­
tive 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. 

iSAMPLE DESIGN AND SIZE 
The basic frames from which the samples were 

drawn for the two household surveys in each of the 
eight cities were the complete housing inventories 
fpr 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 character­
istics. Occupied units, which comprised the ma­
jority, were grouped into 100 strata defined by a 
combination of the following characteristics: type 
of tenure (owned or rented); number of household 
members (five categories); household 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 cleri­
cal 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, 
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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 
12,294 housing units per city was designated for 
the sample. Of these, an average of 1,887 per city 
were visited by interviewers but were found to be 
vacant, demolished, converted to nonresidential use, 
temporarily occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise 
ineligible for the survey. At an average of an addi­
tional 331 units visited by interviewers it was im­
possible to conduct interviews because the occupants 
could not be reached after repeated calls, did not 
wish to participate.in the survey, or were unavail­
able for other reasons. Thus, interviews were taken 
with the occupants of an average of 10,076 housing 
units per city, and the average rate of participation 
among units qualified for interviewing was 96.8 
percent. Participating units were occupied by an 
average of 21,178 persons age 12 and over, or some 
2.1 persons of the relevant ages per unit. Interviews 
were conducted with an average of 20,950 of these 
persons, resulting in an average response rate of 
98.9 among eligible residents. 

ESTIMATION PROCEDURE 

For each of the surveys, data records generated 
through interviewing were assigned two sets of 
final tabulation weights-one for crimes against 
persons and another for crimes against house­
holds. For interviews conducted at housing units 
selected for the sample, the following elements 
determined the final weights: (1) a basic weight, 
reflecting the selected unit's probability of being 
included in the sample; (2) a factor to com­
pensate for the subsampling of units, a situation 
that arose in instances where the interviewer dis­
covered many more units at the sample address 
than had been listed in the decennial Census; (3) 
a within-household noninterview adjustment, applied 
solely in tabulating crimes against persons, to ac­
count for situations where at least one but not all 
eligible persons in a qousehold 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 household ratio estimate factor for bringing esti­
mates developed from the sample of 19.70 housing 
units into adjustment with ,the complete Census 

count of such units;' and (6) a population ratio 
estimate factor, applicable only to crimes against 
persons, which brought the sample estimates into 
accord with post-Census estimates of the population 
age 12 and over; the estimator adjusted the data for 
possible biases resulting from undercoverage of the 
pnpulation. 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 
sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin of 
error in the tabulated survey results. It also com­
pensated for the exclusion from each stratum of any 
households that already were included in samples 
for certain other Census Bureau programs. The pro­
cedure was not applied to interview records gath­
ered from residents of group quarters or of units 
constructed after the Census. 

In producing estimates of personal incidents (as 
opposed to those of personal victimizations), a 
further weighting adjustment was required in those 
cases where the basic unit of tabulation was an in­
cident involving more than one person, thereby 
allowing for the probability that such incidents had 
more than one chance of coming into the sample. 
Thus, if two persons were victimized during the 
same incident, the weight assigned to the record for 
that incident (and associated characteristics) was 
reduced by one-half so that double counts were not 
introduced in the tabulated data. When a personal 
crime was reported in the household survey as 
having occurred simultaneously with a commercial 
burglary or robbery, it was assumed that the com­
mercial survey accounted for the incident, and, 
therefore, it was not counted as an incident of per­
sonal crime. However, the details of the outcome of 
the event as they related to the victimized individual 
would be reflected in the results of the household 
survey. 

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 crimi­
nal act was defined as having been experienced by a 
single household. Thus, the concept of multihouse­
hold incidents was inapplicable, and an adjustment 
comp9.mble to that made in the personal sector to 
account for multiperson incidents was unnecessary. 



SERIES VICTIMIZATIONS 

As' discussed 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 eight cities, Table II lists the estimated number 
of series victimizations by type of crime. These series 
victimizations, 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 under­
way conc.erning the nature of series Victimizations, 
focusing on their relationship to non series victimiza-
tions. . 

i RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES 
As previ~usly noted, statistical data contained in 

this report are estimates. Despite the precautions 
taken to minimize sampling variability, the esti­
mates 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. Esti­
mates derived from. different samples may vary 
somewhat; they also may differ from figures obtain­
able 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 pos­
sible samples. The estimate and its £IssochUed 
standard error may be used to, construct a con­
fidence interv.al, that is, an interval having a pre­
scribed probability that it would include the average 
result of all possible samples. The average value of 
all possible samples ma~ 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· re~ult of all possible samples 
by less than one standard error. Similarly, the 
chances are abolft 90 out of 100 that the difference 
would be less than 1.6 times the standard error; 
about 95 out of 100 that the difference would be 
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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 esti­
mate minus the standard error and the estimate plus 
the standard error; the chances are 68 in 100 that 
a figure from a complete census would faU 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 pre­
sented in this report are subject to so-called non­
sampling error. Major sources of such error are 
related to the ability of respondents to recall victi­
mization 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 re­
called of the crimes measured by the victimization 
surveys. Besides reasons relating to memory failure, 
the coverage of assault probably is deficient because 
of the observed tendency of victims to underreport 
to interviewers those crimes committed by offenders 
known to them, especially jf they are relatives. In 
addition, it is suspected that, among certain societal 
groups, crimes that contain the elements of as-' 
sault are a part of everyday life and, thus~ are simply 
forgotten or are not considered worth mentioning to 
a survey interviewer. Taken together, these prob­
lems 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 
tb! magnitude of telescoping has not been deter­
lD',ned. 

Methodological research undertaken in prepara­
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi­
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are 
reported when one household member reports for 
all. persons residing in the household than' when 
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each household member is interviewed individually. 
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted 
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response 
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the 
only exceptions to the rule. 

Additional nonsampling errors can result from in­
complete or erroneous responses, systematic mis­
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper 
coding and processing of data. Many of these errors 
would also occur in a complete census. Quality 
control measures, such as interviewer 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 tc 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 house­
hold 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: Atlanta, 150; Baltimore, 250; Cleveland, 
250; Dallas, 300; Denver, 200; Newark, 100; Port­
land, 150; and St. Louis, 200. 

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 
5T ANDARD ERROR 

For each of the eight cities, first and second sur­
vey results presented in this report were tested to 
determiIlle whether or not statistical significance 
could be associated with observed differences, or 

changes. Differences' between corresponding pairs of 
values from each survey were tested to determine 
Whether they equalled either 2.0 standard errors 
(95 percent confidence level) or 1.6 standard errors 
(90 percent confidence level). The results of these 
tests are rioted on the data tables by means of 
asterisks. For purposes of this report, apparent dif­
ferences that failed the 90 percent level test were 
not considered statistically significant. 

For personal and household crimes, the proce­
dun~s for computing standard errors and for per­
forming 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 pro­
cedure for computing the standard error of a dif­
ference is given by the.following formula: 

Standard error of the difference (Xl - X 2 ) 

= j x, (al + il) + X~ (a. + ;"e) 
The symbols are defined as follows: 

Xl-the estimated level for a given crime cate­
gory, 1971/72. 

X 2-the estimated level for the corresponding 
crime category, 1974/75. 

Parameters developed from the full sample 
and obtained when generalizing the stand-

al ard errors. For each city and survey, "a" 
bl and "b" parameters were obtained for 
U:! personal victimizations, personal incidents, 
b2 and household victimizations. These are 

displayed in Table III, at the end of 
this appendix. 

To illustrate ~!-~ use of the formula, Data Table 
1 for Atlanta shows that the estimated number of 
victimizations from aggravated assault was 5,400 in 
1971/72 and 4,100 in 1974/75, a difference of 
1,300 victimizations. Substituting the appropriate 
values into the formula yields: 

Standard error of the difference (5,400 - 4,100) 

(5 400)~ (00069575012 + 22.194851 ) ,. 5~0 , + 
(4 100F (.00037841499 + 21.373180 ) 

, ~100 



I 
I. 

r 
~. 

29,160,000 (.0048059077125) + 
16,810,000 (.0055913857217) 

= V 140,140.2688965 + 93,991.193981777 

= y 234,131.46287827 

483.871, which rounds to 484. 

The chances are 68 out of 100 that the difference 
(5,400 - 4,100 = 1,300) lies between 816 and 
1,784 (1,300 plus or minus 484) and 95 out of 100 
that the difference is between 332 and 2,268 (1,300 
plus or minus 968). The ratio of differences to 
tbeir standard error defines values that can be 
equated with levels of significance. For example, a 
ratio of about 2.0 (or more) denotes that the dif­
ference is 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 (1,300) to its standard 
error (484) equals 2.69. Therefore, it was con­
cluded ihat the difference between the number of 
victimizations for 1971/72 and 1974/75 was statis­
tically 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 between the 
percentages displayed on Data Tables 9, 10, and 20. 

Standard error of the difference (PI - po) 

_ jbl >< PI X, (l-PI) + b. X p. >< (l-[J2) 
- Y1 Y2 

The symbols are defined as follows: 

PI - a victimization rate (e.g., 52.3 per 1,000) 
or a percent (5.2%) for 1971/72; the value 
is expressed in decimal form, i.e., .0523 
(rate) or .052 (pertent). 

P2 - the victimization rate or percent for 1974/ 
75, also expressed in decimals. 
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bl and b2 - The parameters described above and 
listed in Table III. 

Yt - the number of persons (or households) in 
the group on which the 1971/72 rate is 
based; or, the base for a 1971/72 percent. 

Y 2 - the number of persons (or households) in 
the group on which the 1974/75 rate is 
based; 01', the base for a 1974/75 percent. 

To illustrate the application of this formula, Data 
Table 20 for Atlanta shows that the proportion of 
household burglaries reported to the police was 54.8 
percent in 1971/72 and 58.1 percent in 1974/75, a 
difference of 3.3 percentage points. Substituting the 
appropriate values into the formula yields the 
following: 

Standard error of the difference (.548 - .581) 

(19.096463) (.548) (.452) + 
25,300. 

(19.054978) (.581) (.419) 
24,400 

4.730117499248 + 4,638724789342 
25,300 24,400 

= ,l-:Oooi869611659 + .0001901116716 

=vf.0003770728375 

.019418, which rounds to .019. 

The confidence interval at one standard error around 
the difference of .033 would be from .014 to .052 
(.033 plus or minus .019). The ratio of the differ­
ence (.033) to its standa;:-d error (.019) is equal 
to 1.74. Thus, it was detelmined that the absolute 
difference between the percentages of household 
burglaries reported was significant at 90 percent' 
(1.6 standard errors), the minimum level of con­
fidence applied in this report. 

A third formula was used for calculating the stand­
ard error associated with each relative change (or 
percent difference) between victimization rates. This 
formula, appearing belOW, differed from that used in 
calculating the standard error of the absolute differ­
ences between the victimization rates themselves. 
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Consequently, the results of the significance tests 
differed in certain instances. The formula, incor­
porating symbols defined previously, was used for 
computing the standard errors of the relative changes 
discussed in the "Summary findings" and to a lesser 
extent in the "General findings." 

Standard error of the relative difference (PI; P2 ) 

..P.:. J'b l X (1 - PI) + b2 X (1 - P2) 
PI YlPI C Y 2P2 

To illustrate the use of this fonnula, Table A shows 
that the rate for personal crimes of violence among 
St. Louis residents was 15.0 percent higher in 1974/ 
75 than in 1971/72. Substituting the appropriate 
values into the formula gives the following: 

Standard error of the relative difference 

( 
.0419 - .0482) 

.0419 

.0482 
.0419 

25.509284 X .9581 
445,000 X .0419 

22.512494 X .9518 
407,000 X .0482 

+ 

= 1.15036 24.4404450004 + 21.4273917892 
18,645.5 19,617.4 

= 1.15036 V .0013107959025 + .0010922646114 

= 1.15036 .; .0024030605139 

= 1.15036 (.049021) 

= .05639 

The confidence interval at one standard error around 
the relative difference of .15036 would be from 
.09397 to .20675. The ratio of the relative differ­
ence (.15036) to its standard error (.05639) is 
2.666, a figure higher than 2.0. Thus, it was deter­
mined that, at minimum, the relative increase in the 
rate for personal crimes of violence was statistically 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level. 
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Table I. Household surveys: Sample size and rates of response, 
by city and year of survey 

Number of housing units Unit response Number of oersons 

City and year vi' survey Designated Elig"\.ble Inte rviewed rate (percent) Eligible Interviewed 

Atlanta 
1972 11,593 9,811 9,490 96.7 20,641 20,516 

1975 11,730 9.609 9,362 97-4 19,333 19.206 

Baltimore 
1972 11,993 10,872 10,276 94·5 23.467 23.157 

1975 11,975 10,700 10,367 96.2 23,666 23,306 

Cleveland 
1972 12,038 10,132 9,443 93.2 20,953 20,039 

1975 12,572 10,459 9,968 95.3 21,471 21,213 

Dallas 
1972 11,846 9,965 9,523 95.4 20,840 20,:343 

1975 12,446 10,499 10,326 98.4 21.585 21,469 

Denver 
1972 11,827 10,649 10,045 94.3 20,994 20,671 

1975 12,352 10,688 10,379 97-1 20,638 20,483 

Newark 
1972 11,897 9,866 9,241 93.7 20,438 19,906 

1975 12,399 10,317 9,836 95.3 21,376 21,124 

portland 
1?72 11,860 10,567 10,278 97.3 21,014 20,858 

1975 12,032 10,783 10,468 97·1 20,578 20,302 

St. Louis 
1972 12,119 9,717 9,213 94.8 19.802 19,546 

1975 12,844 10,117 9,902 97.9 20,775 20.497 

Pereonal response 
rate (percent) 

99·4 
99.3 

9fJ.? 
98.5 

95.6 
98.8 

97-6 
99.5 

98.5 
99.2 

97·4 
98.8 

::I: 99·3 
98·7 0 

C 
V> 

98.7 m 
96.7 ::I: 

0 
r-
0 
V> 
C 
.~ 

'< e 
jU'l 

j...l. 

$ 
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Table II. Personal and household cnmes: Number of series victimizations, " 0 

by sector, type of crime, and city, 1971/72 and 1974/75 

:J: Atlanta Baltimore Cleveland Dallas 0 Sector and type of crime 1971772 1974775 197171'2- 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 I~'i4775 
C 

Personal s€otor 3,100 2,800 7,500 8,500 5,200 4,500 7,200 7,500 tfl 
1"1' 

Crimes of violence 1,200 1,100 3,900 5,300 3,000 2,400 3,100 3,600 :c 
Rape 10 'Z 'Z 1100 'Z '100 1Z 1Z 0 
Robbery 300 300 1,300 1,600 900 700 800 900 r 

Robbery with injury '100 1100 500 600 400 300 '100 '200 0 
Robbery without injury 200 200 800 1,000 600 400 700 700 Vl 

Assault 900 800 2,500 3,600 2,000 1,600 2,400 2,700 C Aggravated assault 500 400 700 1,300 900 700 900 800 
~ With injury '100 '100 '200 400 300 '100 '200 400 

Attempted assault with a weapon 300 300 600 1,000 700 700 700 400 m 
Simple assault 500 400 1,800 2,200 1,100 900 1,500 1,900 ~ \;ith injury '100 '100 300 300 300 1200 '200 300 

Attempted assault without a 
weapon 400 300 1,500 1,900 800 700 1,300 1,600 

Crimes of theft 1,900 1,700 3,600 3,100 2,300 2,100 4,100 4,000 
Personal larceny with contact '100 200 300 300 '100 '200 '0 '100 
Persona.l larceny without contact 1,800 1,500 3,300 2,800 2,200 1,900 4,100 3,800 

Household sector 3,200 3,000 5,800 6,100 4,300 4,400 7,100 6,800 

Burglary 1,800 1,700 2,800 2,700 1,500 1,800 3,700 2,700 
Forcible entry 900 900 1,200 1,000 700 700 1,300 1,000 
Unlawful entry without force 500 400 500 600 300 500 1,600 1,000 
Attempted forcible entry 500 400 1,000 1,000 400 600 800 700 

Household larceny 1,200 1,200 2,600 2,700 1,800 2,~ 3,200 4,000 
Motor vehicle theft '100 1100 400 700 900 1200 '100 

Denver Newark Portland St. Louis 
Sector and type of crime 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974175 1971772 1974775 1971772 ICj7"4775 

Personal sector 6,900 6,100 2,200 1,100 4,300 4,500 4,400 3,400 
Crimes of violence 3,700 3,500 1,300 600 1,800 2,000 2,500 1,800 

Rape lZ 1Z 1Z '0 lZ 1100 'z 10 
Robbery 1,000 800 800 300 400 300 600 300 

Robbery with injury 200 300 200 100 1100 1100 1100 '100 
Robbery without injury 700 500 600 200 300 200 500 200 

Assault 2,700 2,700 500 300 1,400 1,600 1,900 1,400 
Aggravat.ed I.Issault 800 800 200 100 400 500 700 500 

With injUry 300 200 100 100 '100 1100 300 200 
Attempted assault with a weapon 500 600 100 100 400 300 500 300 

Simple assault 1,900 1,900 300 200 1,000 1,100 1,200 1,000 
With injury 300 400 100 100 200 200 200 200 
Attempted assault without a 
weapon 1,600 1,500 200 100 900 900 900 800 

Crimes of theft 3,200 2,600 900 500 2,500 2,500 1,900 1,600 
Personal larceny with contact 1100 1Z 100 100 1100 '100 1100 'z 
Personal larceny without contact 3,100 2,500 800 400 2,400 2,500 1,800 1,600 

Household sector 5,400 5,100 2,200 1,200 3,800 3,900 ·3,700 3,400 
Burglary 2,000 2,100 1,400 700 1,700 1,200 2,000 1,700 

Forcible entry 700 700 900 400 800 600 1,000 900 
Unlawful entry without force 700 600 200 100 700 400 500 300 
Attempted forcible entry 600 700 300 200 300 300 500 600 

Household larceny 3,200 2,700 500 300 1,900 2,500 1,400 1,400 
Motor vehicle theft 200 300 300 200 200 '100 400 300 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Z Fewer than 50 series victimizations. 1Estimate, based on zero or on abol.'~. 10 or fewer' sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

__ -.l _____ ~ __ .. __ ~_ __ ----~ 
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Table III. Personal and household crimes: Parameters used in calculating 
the standard errors of differences for personal victimizations, 

personal incidents, and household victimizations, 
by city and reference period; 

Personal victimizations Personal incidents Household victimizations 
City and reference period Parameter "a It Parameter lib" Parameter "a It Parameter !lbl! Parameter "a" Parameter IIbl! 

Atlanta 
1971/.72 
1974/75 

Baltimore 
1971/72 
1974/75 

Cleveland 
1971/72 
1974/75 

Dallas 
1971/72 
1974/75 

Danver 
1971/72 
1974/75 

Newark 
1971/72 
1974/75 

Portland 
1971/.72 
1974/75 

st. Louis 
1971/.72 
1974,/75 

.00069575012 22.194851 

.00037841499 21.373180 

.00024694949 33. 289i17 
'.00042398367 32.962429 

.00066247489 31·240975 

.00013999920 28.353367 

.00046477094 32.471796 

.00032311678 28.843959 

.000010548159 22.135864 

.00095829088 21.733203 

.00045638904 13.039860 

.00010318682 12·445130 

.00032395869 16.461010 

.00014510844 17-864636 

.00029265881 25.509284 

.00029147975 22.512494 

.00064375624 19.301914 .0000055572018 19.096463 

.000046540983 18·382499 .00018791482 19.054978 

.000084917992 30.958149 .00010908954 31.966964 

.00061812811 27.011628 .00019911304 31.392678 

.00060272310 28.624974 .00010334421 28.951358 

.00031995494 24.380126 .00040417910 25.064252 

.00020027161 29.458598 .00014441367 33.046236 

.00012875907 26.133000 -.000039167702 34.502501 

.00018288940 20.847041 .000061699189 21.750651 

.00085731689 18.189762 -.000025874935 23.215444 

.00063698087 12.003587 .000074256212 13.525635 

.00028954446 11.065675 .000081516802 11.419693 

.00030955207 14.530455 .00017836504 17.091098 

.00051865401 14.107697 .000052401796 17-486160 

.OG053647906 22.214227 .0000039599836 23.937472 

.00011215173 20.220304 .000026123598 23.361706 

:r: 
0 
C 
Vl· 
m 
:J: 
0 
r 
0 
Vl 
C 

~ 
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APPENDIX III 
TECHNICAL INFORMATION ON THE 

COMMERCIAL SURVEYS 

Commercial victimization surveys conducted in 
selected cities, including the eight covered by this 
report, have focused on business establishments, 
but coverage has extended to other organizations, 
such as those engaged in religious, political, and 
cultural activities. Units of Federal, State, and local 
government operating within the city limits generally 
have been excluded. In applicable cities, however, 
government-operated liquor stores and transporta­
tion systems were within the scope of the survey, 
these having been the only exceptions to the general 
exclusion of government entities. Organizations other 
than businesses have accounted for a relatively small 
part of each city sample. Survey data were person­
ally gathered by interviewers from the operators 
(usually managers or owners) of businesses and 
other participating organizations. Because they are 
based on sample surveys rather than· complete enu­
merations, all results are estimates. 

As in the household surveys, eligible businesses in 
each of the eight cities were surveyed twice, during 
October 1972 and during May 1975. The refer­
ence period for each round of surveys consisted of 
12 months, ending with the month that preceded 
the month of interview. 

. SAMPLE DESIGN AND SIZE 

For the purposes of sample selection, each of the 
cities was segmented into geographical units known 
to have contained at least four but not more than 
six commercial establishments, whether retail, 

service, or a combination of the two kinds. Estab­
lishments of other types were not taken into con­
sideration in designing the sample; nevertheless, 
visually recognizable establishments of all types and 
selected nonbusiness organizations within each seg­
ment during the field survey were eligible for inclu­
sion in the sample. Segments already being sampled 
in connection with the nationwide commercial vic­
timization survey were excluded from the sample. 

For the first and second surveys in each city, de­
tails concerning sample size and rates of response 
among eligible commercial establishments appear in 
Table IV of this appendix. In the second round of 
surveys, an average of about 2,470 businesses (in­
cluding other organizations) per city was designated 
for the sample. Of these, an average of 816 were 
found to be out of business at the time of. tl~e field 
interviews, no longer operating at the designated 
address, or othenvise ineligible to participate. At 
&:l1 average of an additional 17 establishments it 
was impossible to conduct interviews because the 
operator could not be reached, declined to partici­
pate in the survey, or was otherwise not available. 
Therefore, interviews were taken in an average of 
about 1,637 establlshments per city, and the average 
response rate among businesses eligible to partici­
pate was 98.9 percfmt . 

ESTIMATION PROCEDURE 

For each of the sur.veys, data records produced by 
the interviews were assigned final weights, applied 
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to each usable data record, enabling city-wide esti­
mates of victimization data to be tabulated. The 
final weight was the product of the following ele­
ments: (1) a basic weight, reflecting each selected 
establishment's probability of being in the sample; 
(2) an adjmtment 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 ineidents involving such 
businesses and not the complete inventory of those 
establishments. This factor was obtained by multi­
plying the basic weight of each part-year operator by 
12 and dividing the resulting product by the number 
of months the establishment was active during the 
reference period. Then, the result was multiplied by 
the ratio of required records divided by the number 
of usable records, the result being applied to the 
record of each part-year operator. 

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 sect(;r because recordkeeping 
generally enabled respondents to provide details 
concerning all victimizations, including any that may 
have occurred in series. Thus, aU reported cases of 
burglary and robbery (up to a maximum of 10 inci­
dents 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 estimates that were 
derived through probability sampling methods rath­
er than from complete enumerations. For each sur­
vey, 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 aver­
age of a nllmber of different samples would be ex-

pected to be in near agreement with the results of 
a complete enumeration using the same data col­
lection procedures and processing methods. Simi­
larly, 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, know!} as 
the random group method, was used for calculating 
the coefficients of variation, or relative errors, for 
estimates generated by the surveys. Because the 
relative errors are the products of calculations i~l­
volving estimates derived through sampling, each 
error in turn is subject to sampling variability. 

As in the household surveys, estimates of crimes 
against businesses are subject to nonsampling errors, 
principal among these being the problem of recalHng 
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 com­
mercial 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 pro­
cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable 
to telescoping. 

In addition to those relating to victim recall 
ability, nonsampling errors may have arisen from 
deficient interviewing and from data processing 
mistakes. However, quality control measures com­
parable to those used in the household surveys were 
adopted to minimize such errors. 

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10 
or fewer sample cases have been considered unreli­
able. Such estimates are qualified in footnotes to 
the data tables. For both surveys in each of the 
cities, the minimum estimate considered sufficiently 
reliable to serve as a base for statistics on commer­
cial crimes was 150. 

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.· 



• 
r 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 signi­
ficance 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 equiva­
lent either to 2.0 standard errors (95 percent Cl n­
fidence 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 actu­
ally associated with selected data in this report-
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changes in the number 9f victimizations and in the 
rates of victimization, by type of crime. To illustrate 
the use of this table, Data Table 1 for St. Louis 
shows that the overall number of commercial burg­
lary victimizations was 12,900 in 1971/72 and 
8,900 in 1974/75, a difference of 31 percent. The 
applicable standard error can be found on Table V: 
it is 5.0 percent. Dividing .31 by .05 yields 6.2, 
which is above 2.0 standard errors, or the 95 per­
cent confidence level. Ther~fore, the change in the 
level of victimization was considered statistically 
significant. 

Referring to Data Table 18 for St. Louis, it can 
be seen that the 1971/72 rate for attempted robbery 
was 31.9 and that the one for 1974/75 was 46.7, a 
difference of 46.4 percent. Table V shows that the 
appropriate standard error is 36.2 percent. The 
result of dividing .464 by .362 is 1.28, a figure 
below 1.6 stm:'': ";td errors, the minimum criterion 
for significant change used in this report. In this 
case, the seeming increase in the rate was considered 
statistically insignificant. 



Table IV. Com.mercial surveys: Sample size and rates of response, 
by city and year of survey 

Number of Number of establishments 
Ci ty and year of survey segmonts Dooignatcd Eligible Interviewed 

Atlanta 
1972 66 1,504 1,283 1,272 
1975 66 1/690 I,m 1,195 

Baltimore 
1972 181 2,522 2,003 1,829 
1975 182 3,001 2,005 1,958 

Gleveland 
1972 171 2,459 1,867 1,770 
1975 181 3,170 1,963 1,950 

Dallas 
1972 100 1,665 1,:340 1,297 
1975 100 4,208 2,788 2,787 

Denver 
1972 79 1,722 1,534 1,474 
1975 79 2,110 1,550 1,545 

Newark 
1972 98 1,425 1,124 1,097 
1975 98 1,620 895 854 

Portland 
1972 107 1,503 1,317 1,309 
1975 107 1,947 1,542 1,5:37 

St. Louis 
1972 175 1,861 1,408 1,405 
1975 175 2,014 1,268 1,268 

Response rat.e 
(percent) 

99.1 
97.8 

91.3 
97.7 

91 •• 8 
99.3 

96.8 
100.0 

96.1 
99.7 

97.6 
95.1, 

99.4 
99·7 

99·8 
100.0 

Table V. Commercial crimes: Selected standard error estimates for percentages 
of change in the number of victimizations 

and in the rates of victimization, by city 
(68 chances out of 1V,o) 

Item Atlanta Baltimore Cleveland fnllas Denver 

Number oC victimizations' 
Burglary 9.0 5.2 7.7 10.3 7.6 

Completed burglary 11.0 6.2 8,5 11.7 9·4 
Attempted burglary 15.8 9·5 17.5 20.8 12.8 

Robbery 8.3 5.8 15.8 13.6 23.1 
Completed robbery 9.8 5.7 17.0 12.4 21,.8 
Attempted robbery 14.9 21.6 :33·5 53.4 60.5 

Rates of victimization" 
Burglary 6.0 ;'·7 6.9 7·3 6.9 

Completed burglary ?5 4.4 7.9 8.3 8.4 
At.tempted burglary 9·7 8.5 14.2 14.8 11.9 

Robbery 6.6 6.6 12.7 17·9 18.6 
Completed robbery 9.7 6.7 14.0 16.7 19.9 
Attempted robbery 11.1 24.1 29.0 74·6 48.7 

'The standard errors shown are applicable to the number oC victimizations for all establishments (Data Table "1). 
"The standard errors shown are applicable to the rates of victimization for all establishments (nata Table 18). 

Newark 

4·9 
6.0 
8·3 

10.9 
20.4 
8.6· 

7.1 
9.2 

10.6 
15.4 
26.2 
15.4 

Portland st. :Louis 

17.9 5.0 
21.2 6.3 
33.1 8.7 
20.6 14.2 
25.8 17.9 
51.0 22.9 

10.4 7.3 
12.:3 9.1 
19.0 12.2 
15.4 21.7 
18.1 27.3 
29.6 :36.2 

~ 
fin 
~ 





GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

Age-The appropriate age category is determined 
by each respondent's age as of the last day of 
the month preceding the interview. 

Aggravated assault-Attack with a weapon result­
ing in any injury and attack without a weapon 
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken 
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of 
consciousness) or in undetermined injury re­
quiring 2 or more days of hospitalization. Also 
includes attempted assault with a weapon. 

Annual family income-Includes the income of 
the household head and all other related per­
sons residing in the same household unit. Cov­
ers the 12 months preceding the interview and 
includes wages, salaries, net income from 
business or farm, pensions, interest, divi­
dends, rent, and any other form of monetary 
income. The income of persons unrelated to 
the head of household is excluded. 

Assault-An unlawful physical attack, whether 
aggravated or simple, upon a person: Includes 
attempted assaults with or without a weapon. 
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as 
attacks involving theft or attempted theft, 
which are classified as robbery. 

Attempted forcible entry-A form of burglary in 
which force is used in an attempt to gain en-
~. . 

Hurglary-Unlawful or forcible entry of a resi­
dence or business, usually, but not necessari­
ly, attended by theft. Includes attempted forci­
ble entry. 

Commercial crimes-Burglary or robbery of busi­
ness establishments and certain other organiza­
tions, such as those engaged in religious, polit­
ical, or cultural activities. Includes both com­
pleted and attempted acts. Additional details 

concerning entities covered by the commercial 
survey appear in the introduction to Appendix 
III. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in which 
force is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a 
window or slashing a screen). 

Head of household-For classification purposes, 
only one individual per household can be the 
head person. In husband-wife households, the 
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the 
head. In other households, the head person is 
the individual so regarded by its members; 
generally, that person is the chief breadwin­
ner. 

Household-Consists of the occupants of separate 
living quarters meeting either of the following 
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem­
porarily absent, whose usual place of resi­
dence is the housing unit in question, or (2) 
Persons staying in the housing unit who have 
no usual place of residence elsewhere. 

Household crimes-Burglary or larceny of a resi­
dence, or motor vehicle theft. Includes both 
completed and attempted acts. 

Household larceny-Theft or attempted theft of 
property or cash from a residence or its imme· 
diate vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted forci­
ble entry, or unlawful entry are not involved. 

Incident-A specific criminal act involving one or 
more victims and offenders. In 'situations 
where a personal crime occurred during the 
course of a commercial burglary or robbery, it 
was assumed that the commercial victimization 
survey accounted for the incident and, there~ 
fore, it was not counted as an incident of per­
sonal crime. However, details of the outcome 
of the event as they related to the victimized 
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individual would be reflected In data on per­
sonal victimizations. 

Kind of establishment-Determined by the sole or 
principal activity at each place of business. 

Larceny-Theft or attempted theft of property or 
cash without force. A basic distinction is made 
between personal larceny and household larce­
ny. 

Marital status-Each household member is as­
signed to one of the following categories: (1) 
Married, which includes persons having com­
mon-law unions and those parted temporarily 
for reasons other than marital discord (em­
ployment, military service, etc.); (2) Separated 
and divofCted . .separated includes married per­
sons who have a legal separation or have part­
ed because of marital discord; (3) Widowed; 
and (4) Never married, which includes those 
whose only marriage has been annulled and 
those Jiving together (excluding common-law 
unions). 

Motor vehicle-Includes automobiles, trucks, 
motorcycles, and any other motorized vehicles 
legally alloWed on public roads and highways. 

Motor vehicle theft-Stealing or unauthorized tak­
ing of a motor vehicle, including attempts at 
such acts. 

Non stranger-With respect to crimes entailing 
direct contact between victim and offender, 
victimizations (or incidents) are classified as 
having involved nonstrangers if victim and 
offender are related, well known to, or casual­
ly acquainted with one another. 1n crimes in­
volving a mix of stranger and non stranger 
offenders, the events are classified under non­
stranger. The distinction between stranger and 
non stranger crimes is not made for personal 
larceny withO\.lt contact, an offense in which 
victims rarely see the oifender._ 

Offender-The p.erpetrator of a crime; the term 
generally :is applied in relation to crimes entail­
ing contac:t between victim and perpetrator. 

Offense-A crime; with respect to personal 
crimes, the two terms can be used inter­
changeably irrespective of whether the appli­
cable unit of measure is a victimization or an 
incident. 

Personal crimes-Rape, robbery of persons, as­
sault, personal larceny with contact, or per-

sonal 1~l'ceny 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 per­
sonal larceny with contact and personal larce­
ny 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 at­
tempted theft, without direct contact between 
victim and offender, of property or cash from 
any place other than the victim's home or its 
immediate vicinity. In rare cases, the victim 
sees the offender during the commission of the 
act. 

Race-Determined by the interviewer upon obser­
vation, and asked only about persons not relat­
ed to the head of household who are not pres­
ent at the time of interview. The racial catego­
ries distinguished are white, black, and other. 

Rape-Carnal knowledge through the use of force 
or the threat of force, including attempts. Sta­
tutory rape (without force) is excluded. In­
cludes 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, ei­
ther 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 mi­
nor (e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts, ~cratches, 
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 weap­
on, but not resulting in injury. 

Simple assault-Attack without a weapon result­
ing either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black 
eyes, cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undeter­
mined injury requiring less than 2 days of hos­
pitalization. Also includes attempted assault 
without a weapon. 

Stranger-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
contact between victim and offender, victimi­
zations (or incidents) are classified as involving 
strangers if the victim so stated, or did not see 
or recognize the offender, or knew the offend­
er only by sight. In crimes involving a mix of 
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events 
are classified under nonstranger. The distinc­
tion between stranger and non stranger crimes 
is not made for personal larceny without con­
tact, an offense in which victi~s rarely see the 
offender. 

Tenure-Two forms of household tenancy are dis­
tinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwell­
ings 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 es­
tablishments. 

Victimization-A specific criminal act as it affects 
a single victim, whether a person, household, 
or commercial estavlishment. In criminal acts 
against persons, the number of victimizations 
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is determined by the number of victims of 
such acts; ordinarily, the number of victimiza­
tions is 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 conjunction with either commercial burglary 
or robbery are not counted as incidents of per­
sonal crime. Each criminal act against a house­
hold or commercial establishment is assumed 
to involve a single victim, the affected house­
hold or establishment. 

Victimization rate-For crimes against persons, 
the victimization rate, a measure of occur­
rence among popUlation groups at risk, is 
computed on the basis of the number of vic­
timizations per 1,000 resident population age 
12 and over. For crimes against households, 
victimization rates are calculated on the basis 
of the number of incidents per 1,000 house­
holds. And, for crimes against commercial es­
tablishments, victimization rates are derived 
from the number of incidents per 1,000 estab­
lishments. 

Victimize-To perpetrate a crime against a per­
son, household, or commercial establishment. 

Weapon-With respect to personal crimes of vio­
lence 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), sur­
vey 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 con­
stitutes "use." In other words, expressions 
such as "weapons use" apply both to situa­
tions in which weapons served for purposes of 
intimidation, or threat, and to those in which 
they actually were employed as instrurrients of 
physical attack. 

"U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1976 241-090/527 1/3 



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






