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PREFACE

This repoit focuses on change in the impact of
selected crimes of violence and theft, as determined
by victimization surveys conducted about 214 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 sampling 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
greater than 2.0 standard errors or, in other words,
tha: 4.2 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 standard errors, or
that there was a likelihood equal to at least 90 (but
less than 95) chunces out of 100 that the difference
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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 collected 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 crimes not reported to the police, as well as
those that are brought to official attention. Survey

data for each city reflect only those measured crimes
experienced by residents or commercial firms of
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 other hand, include all reported crimes
within the city limits, irrespeciive 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 correspondence between reference
periods for results of the city surveys and published
police statistics is not exact.

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis-
tics, the rates for personal crimes cited in this report
are based on victimizations rather than incidents and
calculated 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 I, as well as in the Glossary of
Terms, personal victimizations outniimber 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 information 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
theft, and both personal and household larceny.
Accordingly, the survey program was designed to
focus on these crimes. Murder and kidnaping are
not covered. The so-called victimless crimes, such
as drunkenness, drug abuse, and prostitution, also
are excluded, as are those crimes for which it is
difficult to identify knowledgeable respondents or
to locate comprehensive data records, as in offenses
against government entities.* Examples of the latter
are income tax evasion and the theft of office
supplies. Crimes of which the victim may not be
aware also cannot be measured effectively by the
survey technique. Buying stolen property may fall
into this category, as may some instances of fraud
and embezzlement. 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

' 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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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
yictimizations 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 vie-
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.

Although the survey-measured crimes and other
terms used in this report are defined in the Glossary
of Terms, the discussion that follows consists of a
detailed description of the offenses and of the 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 may or 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 attempted acts are included, and
incidents of both homosexual and heterosexual rape
are counted.

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

e



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,
no 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 lonc 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 “~l.ple.” 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 steaith. Such
crimes may or may not bring the victim into dircct
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 nature, it is distinguished from
household larceny solely by place of occurrence.
Whereas the latter transpires only in the home or
its immediate environs, the former can take place at
any other location. Examples of personal larceny
without contact include the theft of a briefcase or
umbrella from a restaurant, a portable radio from
the beach, clothing from an automobile parked in a
shopping center, a bicycle from a schoolground,
food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket,
etc. Lack of force is a major identifying element in
personal larceny. Should, for example, a woman
become aware of an attempt to snatch her purse
and resist, and should the offender then use force,
the crime would escalate to robbery.

In any criminal incident against a person, more
than a single offense can take place. A rape may be
associated with a robbery, for example. In classify-
ing the survey-measured crimes, each criminal
event has been counted only once, by the most
serious act that took place during the incident and
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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 persoms is:
rape, robbery, assault, and larceny. Consequently,
if a person were both robbed and assaulted during
the same incident, the event would be classified as
robbery; but if the victim were harmed by the 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 be classified as assauit. 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 premises. 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 removed 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 houscholds 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, o )
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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.! 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 percent
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

4 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. Both standard error
calculations are described in Appendix II.

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 in 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
farceny 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 rosec 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 personal 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 brought 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 atout 21 per-
cent. Household and commercial burglaiy 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 aggravated assault
was not strong enough to bring about a significant
change in the overall assault rate. The rates for
rape, robbery with injury, and simple assault re-
mained about the 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
increascs for the remaining houschold 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 which 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
1971/72. 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 crimes
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.
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Table A. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Percent of change g
between victimization rates for 1971/72 and 1974/75, Z
by sector, type of crime, and city @
Sector and type of crime . Atlanta Baltimore Cleveland Dallas Denver Newark Portland ~ = St. Louis
Personal sector N
Crimes of violence **.9.0 *+40.5 *e2 o dy #4+12,8 *%46.4 *-10.2 *420.4 *+15,0
Rape 0.0 **%478,6 +10.0 -15.0 -16.7 +7.1 +42.3 -28.6
Robbery +12.8 *4+31.4 el oy *+23.0 . +9.2 *-19,2 -4.8 *+20.3
Robbery with injury +10.5 *132.5 *+35.7 +22.2 +10.7 -12.8 +14..6 -2.0
Robbery without injury +12.7 *+30.4 +7.2 *424.7 +8.5 *-22,0 -12.8 *431,1
Agsault *-20.7 *+47.5 *433,8 *%411,0 +6.9 +9.9 *429 .5 *%413.7
Aggravated assault *.16.9 *$57.7 *430.3 *424.1 *41),2 **42 .6 *+40.0 +10.9
Simple assault *-25.0 *438.5 *438.1 +0.6 +1.9 -6.6 *422,8 +16.8
Crimes of theft LA *432,9 *$20.4 *421.0 +0.3 *-10.7 *416,1 *426.4
Personal larceny with contact =14.7 *440,2 +9.3 *4£61.5 0.0 *.30,9 +16.3 +7.1
Personal larceny without contact **b,5 *431,5 *421,9 *419,2 +0.3 =1.7 *£16,2 *429,1
Household sector
Burglary -1.9 +1.9 *4+10,0 *49.6 +49 *-20,7 *4+15.0 **%47,9
Household larvceny *t1h.5 *423.8 *431.,8 *321,), *411,3 +11.3 *426,2 *416.4
Motor vehicle theft **-15.8 *420.3 -3.8 4.1 -10.4 +8.d +9.1 ~2.1
Commercial sector
Burglary #-30.0 *-19.5 -3.7 *+19.5 -1.8 *-19.7 *%417.8 *-22.8
Robbery *-21,9 -8.5 **422.2 +14.2 *+hly 6 +8,7 *471,2 *452,8
NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries denotes that the percent change between rates for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent
coafidence 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 significence differed slightly in some instances,
—— e .
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Because the residents of Aflanta 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
tc 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 unc¢hanged among blacks.

11
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A decreasc was noted in the rate for those assauits
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 (i.e., purse snatch-
ing and pocket picking) accounted for the decline
in the overall rate for personal 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-
sonal larceny 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 1974/75 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 houscholds 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 nifarginally significant decrease also was
recorded for households headed by blacks, but 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 those businesses
with eight or more paid employees.



ATLANTA

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 sectar all crimes
Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72  197L/75 1971/72 1974]75
A1l crimes 119,000 104, 000 vee cen 100.0 100.0
Personal sector 54,600 *#45,100 100.0 100.0 45.8 43,4
Crimes of violence 17,600 *14,400 32.3 31.9 14.8 13.8
Rape 900 800 1.6 1.7 0.7 0.8
Completed rape 200 300 O 0.7 0.2 0.3
Attempted rape 700 500 1.3 1.0 0.6 0.4
Robbery 5,700 5,800 10.4 12.9 4.8 5.6
Robbery with injury 1,400 1,400 2.6 3.1 1.2 1.3
From serious assault 900 800 1.6 1.8 0.8 0.8
From minor assault 500 600 0.9 1.3 0.4 0.6
Robbery without injury 4,300 4,500 7.9 9.7 3.6 b2
Assault 11,000 *7,800 20,2 17.3 9.3 75
Aggravated assault 5,400 *4,100 9.9 9.0 bob 3.9
With injury 1,500 1,200 2.8 2.6 1.3 1.1
Attempted assault with
weapon 3,900 *2,900 7.1 6.4 3.3 2.8
Simple assault 5,600 %3, 700 10.2 8.3 4.7 3.6
With injury 1,400 *900 2.6 2.0 1.2 Q.9
Attempted assault without
weapon 4,200 %2, 900 77 6.3 3.5 2.7
Crimes. of theft 36,900 30,700 67.7 68.1 3.0 29,5
Personal larceny with contact L, 000 ¥3,100 7.3 6.8 3.4 3.0
Purse snatching 1,200 1,000 2,2 2.1 1.0 0.9
Pocket picking 2,800 #*2,100 5.1 4.7 2.4 2.0
Persongl larceny without
contact 32,900 - *27,600 604 61.3 27.7 26.6
Total population age 12 and aver 368,000 330,000 ves ves s vee
Household sector 45,800 46,000 100.0 100.0 38.5 442
Burglary 25,300 204,400 55.3 52,9 21.3 234
Forcible entry 12,000 12,200 26,2 26.6 10.1 11.8
Unlawful entry without force 6,800 6,400 14.8 14.0 5.7 6.2
Attempted forcible entry 6,500 **5, 700 14.3 12,3 5.k 5.5
Househald larceny 16,000 #18,000 35.0 39.1 13.4 17.3
Less than $50 9,000 9,400 19.6 20.4 7.6 9.1
$50 or more 5,400 #5,800 11.8 14.7 46 6.
Amount not available 500 500 1.0 1.1 .4 0.4
Attempted larceny 1,100 1,300 2.4 2.8 1.0 1.2
Motor vehicle theft 4,500 *3,700 9.8 8.0 3.8 3.5
Completed theft 3,300 2,800 7.2 6.0 2.8 2.7
Attempted theft 1,200 900 2.6 2.0 1.0 0.9
Total number of househaolds 157,100 153,900 “is ces ‘on cer
Commercial sector 18,600 *12,900 100.0 100.0 15.7 12.4
Burglary 15,400 #10,400 82.4 80.9 12.9 10.0
Completed burglary 11,300 *8, 4,00 60.6 65, 9.4 8.1
Attempbed burglary 4,100 *2,100 21.9 15.9 3.4 2.0
Robbery 3,300 #2,500 17.5 19.1 2.7 2.4
Completed robbery 2,500 *2,000 13.4 15.4 2.1 19
Attempted robbery 800 *500 L3 3.8 Q.7 Ol
Total number of cammercial :
establishments 20,700 20,100 s ces e e

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding, One asterisk (*) next to numbers for
197&/ 75 indicates that the change hetween values for the 2 years was statlstically significant
at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) dencte change significant at the 90
percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197&/75 data reflects either no difference
between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for appareat
change.
.s» 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)
op

Involving strangers Invalving nonstrangers

Number Rate Number Hate
Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75
Crimes of viodlence 12,700 %10, 300 344 31.3 5,000 *4,,100 13.5 12.3
Rape 600 600 1.7 1.7 200 200 0.7 0.7
Completed rape 200 300 0.k *¥0,9 (3z) (2z) 10.1 10,1
Attempted rape 500 300 1.3 0.8 200 200 0.6 0.6
Robbery 5,100 5,300 14.0 16.1 600 500 1.6 1.4
Robbery with injury 1,200 1,200 3.4 3.7 200 200 0.4 0.6
Frar serious assault 800 700 2.1 2.1 1100 1100 0.3 0.4
From minor assault 500 500 1.2 1.6 1100 3100 10,1 10,2
Robbery without injury 3,900 4,100 10.6 12.4 400 300 1.2 0.9
Assault 6,900 #),, 500 18.8 #13,5 4,100 #3, 4,00 11.2 10.2
Aggravated assault 3,300 *2,200 2.0 *6.6 2,100 1,900 5.8 5.7
With injury 700 *#,00 1.9 1.2 800 800 2,2 2.3
Attempted assauwlt with weapon 2,600 *1, 800 7.0 X5 L 1,300 1,100 3.5 3.4
Simple assault 3,600 *2, 300 9.8 #6.9 2,000 *%1, 500 5.% be5
With injury 600 400 1.7 1.3 800 *¥500 2,2 1.4
Attempted assault without weapon 3,000 *1,800 8.1 *5,6 1,200 1,000 3.3 3.1

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 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) dencte change significant at the 90

percent confidence level.

The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or

the lack of stabistical significance for apparent change.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

(%) Less than 50,

vL
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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 sge 12 and over)

1971/72 1974,

Type of crime (368,400) (3%0,{)'(7)?))
Crimes of violence 47.9 *4,3.6
Rape 2.4 2.k
Completed rape 0.5 *¥1.0
Attempted rape 1.9 1ok
Robbery 15.6 17.6
Robbery with injury 3.8 4.2
From serious assault 2.4 2.5
From minar assawlt 1.4 1.8
Robbery without injury 11.8 13.3
Assault 29.9 %23,7
Aggravated assault 14.8 *¥12.3
With injury 4.2 3.6
Atbtempted assault with weapon 10.6 ++8.8
Simple assault 15.2 *11.4
With injury 3.8 2,7
Atvempted assauvlt without weapon 1l #8,9
Crimes of theft 100.4 *93,0
Personal larceny with contact 10.9 9.3
Purse snatehing 3.3 2.9
Pocket picking 7.6 6.4
Personal larceny without contact 89.5 *%83.7

NCI'E: 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 vecorded 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 7 Female 77
1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (164,200) (146,700) (203, 900) (183,300)
Crimes of vidlence 62.8 58,9 35.9 **31. 4
Rape 101 10,0 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 241 27.2 8.7 9.8
Robbery with injury 6.4 6.3 1.7 2.6
Robbery without
injury 17.9 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 assavli 17.9 1,2 13.0 *9,1
Crimes of theft 114.1 #102.0 89.2 85.9
Personal larceny with
contact 10.6 *+8.0 11l.1 10.4
Personal larceny without
conbact 103.6 *%94.0 78.1 75.5

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to
entries for 197l+/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (¥*)
denote charge significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of
asterisks on 19714/75 data reflects either no difference between vslues recorded
for each year ar 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 2
-
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) ;
i White Black v Other ;
1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (168,000) (135,300) (198, 300) (193,000) (1,700) (1,700)
Crimes of violence 60,1 *49.6 37.9 39.7 111.3 120.1
Rape 2.9 2.3 2.1 2.5 10.0 20.0
Robbery 16.2 17.5 15.1 17.7 10.0 110.1
Robbery with injury 3.6 b2 4.0 4.3 10,0 10.0
Robbery without injury 12.7 13.4 11.1 13.3 10,0 110.1
Assault 41.0 26,8 20.7 19.5 111.3 110.1
Aggravated assault 16.8 14.0 13.1 11.3 10.0 10,0
Simple assault 2.2 *15.8 7.6 8.3 111.3 110.1
Crimes of theft 128.1 %112.0 76.8 80.0 104.7 159.5
Personal larceny wi.th contact 8.8 9.5 12.6 %9,1 110.4 119.6
Personal larceny without contact 119.2 *102,5 64.2 **70.9 94.3 139.9
NOTE: Detail may not adu o0 total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (%) next to entries for 19 1,/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 197)/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.
+ 1Estinate, 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)
12-15 16-19 20-24 25-34 35-49 _50-6l 65 and over
1971/72° 1974/75 1971/72  1974/7 1971/72  1974/7 97L/72° 1976/75  1971/72  19Th/75 197T1/T<  19TW/T5  1971/72  19TL/75
Type of crime (35,400) (29,6{}0) (38,300} (32,800? (42,600) <1,5,1+oo§ (68,900) (64,600} (69,900) (60,100} = (64,000) (55,900) (43,000) (41,600)
ri i . .5 1.2 *59.8 8. 80. 52. 48.3 34.8 37.2 29.0 25.0 141 16.5
01‘;:;: of viclence ?%g i‘ig 95.5 152.2 77.(3) 6.2 11.2 3.2 11.2 10.8 10.6 10,9 0.8 10
Robbery 16.4 13.9 19.9 16.3 15.8 22,1 15.6 20.7 17.7 16:5 15.7 16.8 17.1 *14.0
Robbery with injury 4.6 1 13,7 11.6 3.3 k.5 2.4 4.0 5.1 5.1 5.3 4.3 1.7 g.t.
Robbery without injury 11.8 9.9 16.2 .7 12.5 17.6 13.2 16.7 12.6 11.4 10.4 12.5 2.4 12.7
Assault 33.5 29.8 5.9 ¥39.3 55.5 51.9 35.1 2l 5 15.8 19.9 12.8 7.4 o2 ioa
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.'67 0
Simple assault 15.2 17.6 32.6 *18.0 31.5 2.1 15.9 11.5 7.9 9.4 6.7 **3,1 b é.g
Crimes of theft 81.1 88.5 124.2 122.2 145.7  *%127. 132.6 124.5 96.6 98.1 73.4 *55.5 38.3 30.
sonal 1 ith .
Pi;:lg:it ameeny wie 5.5 14.6 10.2 13.1 10,6 10.6 10.0 8.5 9.7 10.1 12.6 9.2 17.1 *8.7
E i t
Pi;,x:z% Lerceny withou 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
o b t add to total sh because of rounding. One asterisk (*), next to entries for 197A/75 indicates that the changé between values for the 2 years was statistically
nom ]s)gggﬁi‘;‘:itn:t :he 92 pgrieni gggfig;ic: level; two Esterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 19:]1;/7? 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 o1 zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
~ L’ e Lo ol
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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 separated
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/ 7; 1971/72 197&;7?

Type of crime (120,600) (113,600) (171,8%) (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 Th.b 3.4
Rape 3.1 b5 1.7 30,8 12,5 31,1 13,7 32,1
Robbery 7.9 21.1 12.5 12.1 3.0 14.0 28.5 30.4
Robbery with injury 4.0 5.0 3.2 1.9 1.0 4.0 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 L2.4 40.9
Aggravated assault 21.7 18.5 10.2 *6.7 5.5 12.7 22,3 22,1
Simple assault 2.h +18.0 9.7 #5,6 5.9 13,2 20.1 18.8
Crimes of theft 119.6 117.0 93:9 *80.9 53.9 16,2 1144 107.4
Personal larceny with contact 8.9 10.1 8.2 7.8 19.5 *9.8 21.0 *12,4
Personal larceny without contact  110.8 106.9 85,7 *73.1 344 36.4 93.4 95.0

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 asterisiks on 1974/75 data reflects elther no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of
statistical significance for apparent change, Figures in parentheses refer t¢ population in the group; excludes data on persons whose marital
status was not ascertained.

1Estimate, hased 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)

___Lga_a/__fm_an ss,ooo/ $?.OOO-$7,A99 ; $;.500—$9.999/ __$10,000-$1 9/ $1;.000—$;4,993 Sgsﬁgo orlggze’?
- 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/75 1971
Tyve of crine L GOy a0 (el GG (AN (are) (RS (GBiab)  (1iEb (a3 (27,305
Crimes of violence 68.0 62.6 48.2 54.8 40.9 30,0 45.3 *¥36,9 38.4 37.6 L42.6 #19,0
Rape 3.5 12,6 2.4 3.1 12,0 12.0 11,1 2.6 12.3 1.1 1.6 10.6
Robbery 21,7 4.6 18.4 *%23.3 18.6 12.2 12.4 1.l 6.0 *13.6 7.2 8.3
Robbery with injury 4.3 #xg,1 3.9 6.0 4.9 12,5 bl 2.9 11.9 12,6 10,8 10,0
Robbery without injury 17.3 16.6 14.6 17.3 13.8 9.7 8.3 1.5 bl %11,0 16.4 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
Aggraveted assault 21.9 19.8 14.5 15.8 9.3 9.2 16.6 %9.5 10,2 11,0 16.9 13,8
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 *6lob 82.1 83.7 99.7 97.5 121.5 *98,0 126.2 113.4 166.5 *123.8
Personal larceny with contact 16.1 11.2 13.3 11.6 7.3 9.6 9.1 7.5 5.5 6.7 3.8 7.6
Personal larceny without contact  63.9 *¥53, ) 68.8 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 shown because of rounding, One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197[./75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was
statistically significant abt 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 ro difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for spparent change. Figures in
parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose income level was not ascertained,

1Estimate, based on zero or 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

A1l incidents With weavon

Number Percent
Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Crimes of violence 15,000 *12,600 7,300 6,800 484 #53.9
Rape 900 . 800 300 300 35.6 38.2
Robbery 4,800 5,000 2,800 3,200 57.2 %6l 1
Robbery with injury 1,300 1,300 700 700 51.6 54.5
Robbery without injury 3,500 3,700 2,100 2,500 59.2 *#68.0
Assault? 9,300 *6,800 4,200 +3,300 149 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
Attempbed assault with weapon 3,000 *2,300 3,000 *2,300 100.0 100.0
Simple assault 4,900 *3, 4,00 0 (o} ves ces

MOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197A/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 confi-
dence level. The absence of asterisks on 19714/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of sta—
tistical significance for apparent change.

1Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon.
+e« 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 unknown

Type of crime 1971/72 9775 1971772 1974775 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974775
Crimes of violence 49.6 50.7 29.3 *#X2N, 1 19.3 22.3 11,9 12.8
Rape 48.4 306.7 136,) 130.0 115,2 123.3 0 10
Robbery 52.8 56.9 31.4 24.3 12.9 16.2 12,8 12.97
Robbery with injury 47.3 38.2 24.3 2.4 23.0 31.6 i5.4 7.9
Robbery without injury 54,7 62.6 34.0 *¥%24,,5 9.4 11.7 1.9 11.2
Aggravated agsault 4.5 45.1 27.2 23.6 23.9 28.3 11.4 12,9
With injury 28,8 2.2 27.1 22.2 424 53.5 11,7 10
Attempted assault with weapon 54.7 53,8 27.2 24.2 16.8 17.9 11,3 14.2

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197)4/75 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 1971;/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.
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates,
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75

(Rate per 1,000 househalds)

1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime (157,100) (153,900)
Burglary 161.2 158.2
Forcible entry 6.4 79.6
Unlawful entry without force 43.2 41.7
Attempted forcible entry 41.6 36.9
Household larceny 102.0 *116.8
Less than $50 57.2 61.3
$50 or more 34.6 ¥3.9
Amount not available 3.0 3.3
Attempted larceny 7.2 8.4
Motor vehicle theft 28,5 **24,0
Completed theft 21.1 18,0
Attenpted theft 7.5 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 1971;/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded Tor
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)

7 White /ﬁ 7 Black / / Other /
1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (79,800) (70,300§ (76,700) (82.800; (600} (8003
Burglary 145.8 144.8 178.0 169.6 176,5 1165.9
Household larceny 112.9 *%126,9 90.1 #108.14 3155.6 1103.5
Motor vehicle theft 28.7 25,6 28.6 **22,6 10.0 120.7

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197h/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.

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

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 7 20-34 / 35-49 / 50—@5 h/ /é5 and over9 /

1971/72 1974/75 1971772 197477 1971/72 1974/7 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775

Type of crine @300) Ol Gased) (53000 (36,500) (33500 GaEd)  (32.700) (277500) (280000
Burglary 155.1 %%229,1 209.4 2044 158.8 *186,1 149.8 *119.3 88.6 *%69.5
Household larceny 106.2 155.6 131.5 136.1 117.7 *149.2 82.5 93.8 49.3 60.5
Motor 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 between values for the 2 years was stabtistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. Tiie absence of asterisks on 197&/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 +o number of households in the group.

1Estimate, 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)

Less than $3,000 $3,000-37,499 $7,500-$9, 999 $10,000-$14, 999 $15,000-% 9 $25,000 or more
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1976775 1971772 1974/75 1971/72  1974/75 1971572 197&773%
Type of crime (32,500) . (29,900) (48,500)  (42,500) (18,200)  (15,900) (24,800)  (25,300)  (14,600) (18,700) {8,000) (10,600
Burglary 155.9 168.7 172.4 160.0 177.1 167.6 157.0 175.8 125.7 143.9 158.7 *#119 6
Household larceny 75.3 87.2 95.1 *117.3 110.4 120.1 131.3 134.7 114.8 *151.8 146.8 *%108.8
Motor vehicle theft 15.6 12.5 27.1 22.0 33.1 21.6 L6 *%30.5 39.9 45.7 116.8 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,
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent, change.

on households whose income level was not ascertained.

The absence of asterisks on 197[;/75 data reflacts either no difference between values
Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistirally 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 7 7 Four-Five v 7 Six or more
1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974775
Type of crime (40, 500) (&4, 700) (75,100) (173, 400) (=8, 700) (26,100) (12,800) (9,700)
Burglary 141.3° 139.7 160.6 165.4 185.4 172.0 173.4 152.9
Household larceny 63.7 *83,1 98.0 *%111.0 140.3 *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, '
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.
in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data on households whose number of persons was not ascertained.

The absence of asterisks on 1974/75
Figures
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Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates,
by type of crime and form of tenure,
1971/72 and 1974/75

(Rate per 1,000 househaolds)

Owned or being bought Rented
1971772 197147 7? 1971772 1974775

Type of crime (67,500) (64,300 (89, 500) (89,600)
Burglary 140.9 *124,2 176.5 182.6
Household larceny 101.2 *118. 4 102,5 #115.7
Motor vehicle theft 26.8 21.0 29.9 26.1

NOTE: One asterisk (¥) next to entries for 197[;/75 indicates that the change between values
for Yhe 2 years was gbatistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.

The absence of asterisks on 197&/75 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year or the lack of statigtical 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? Tywo Three 7 / Four ; ;ive—nine ; ) Ten or more
R 1971772 1974/7 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 . 1974/Y 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974775
Type of crime (78,100) (73.160; (12,800) (11,900 (2,800) (2.700§ (8,200) (7.700§ (14,800) (16.600§ (37,300)  (38,300)
Burglary 143.7 131.6 184, %133.8 144.6 203.8 232.8 195.2 203.3 203.3 159.6 *184,8
Household larceny 109.0 117.0 92,9 #¥%121.6 91.3 *169.8 112.5 147.0 1R1.3 112.5 82,3 #110.8
Motor vehicle theft 28.4 #%22,1 19.5 31.5 252,0 236,0 46,0 **23.4 39.2  *%22,6 21.9 25.2

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197h/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant ab the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (*x) denote chenge significant at the 90 percent confidence level, The absence of asterisks on 197L/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.

1Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
2Estimate; 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 1974/7

Type of crime (20, 700) (20,100
Burglary 741.0 *#518.6
Campleted burglary Shlyu by ¥416.8-
Attempted burglary 196.7 *102.0
Robbery 157.3 %122,8
Completed robbery 120.0 *98, 5
Attempted robbery 37.4 *24.3

NOTE:

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for

, 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 (**)

sach year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.
in parentheses refer to number of business establishments.

The absence of

Figures

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

Burglary Robbery
Characteristic 1971/72 197,/75 1971772 1974775 1971/72 1974775
Kind of establishment
Retail 6,300 5,600 1,114.2 *662.8 327.0 *228,9
Wholesale 3,500 14,600 338.2 *24,8.9 128.6 69.7
Service 6,900 5,700 7654 642,2 121,0 97.9
Other 4,100 1,300 17644 454.9 70.2 73.9
Grogs annual receipts
Less than $10,000 2,200 1,800 681.3 969.4 153.2 158.8
$10,000-824,999 2,000 1,600 825.1 754.7 204.3 153,0
$25,000~$49,999 1,800 1,500 737.0 673.9 169.8 168.3
$50,000-$99, 999 2,400 2,100 1,115.8 #380.0 254.1 *#145.9
$100,000~$499,999 4,200 4,300 957.1 *4,78:5 192,9 **145,8
$500,000-$999, 999 1,600 1, 852,2 *4,76.2 106.8 11404
$1,000,000 or more 3,400 4,500 427.3 307.0 84.6 *%63,8
No sales 1,300 301.0 Lih.h 163.¢ 1101.5
Average number of paid employees
- . P e 6,300 5,600 760.8 *#563,2 144.2 166.6
=7 4,500 4,400 693.6 *475,0 149.0 151.7
8-19 3,900 3,800 951.7 *448,2 131.5 *%97.9
20 or more 3,900 4,000 629.0 **LL5. 5 201.1 *¥100.0
None 2,200 2,300 594.6 8.3 185,0 14,5

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 level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each
3Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statist

{

The absence of asterisks on 1974/75
ear_or the_ lack of statistical significance for apparent change.
cally 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 L5.0 48.1
Rape 36.0 **58,2
Completed rape 142.1 75.0
Attempted rape 31.9 %46.8
Robbery 55.8 56,7
Robbery with injury 62,9 68.6
From serious assault 66.3 79.3
From minor assault 58.0 53.4
Robbery without 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 39.7 149
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 L 27.7
Household sector, all crimes 45.3 45.7
Burglary 54.8 *%58,1
Foreible entry 6.7 76.8
Unlawful entry without force 38.1 *7.2
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 117.4 19,8
Attempted larceny 23.7 31.8
Motor vehicle theft ] 79.4 76.9
Completed theft 3.4 9.4
Attempted theft 39.0 30.4
Commercial sector, all crimes .5 82.8
Burglary 71.2 80.8
Robbery . 90.2 : 91.1

NOTE: One asterisk (%) next to entries for 197!;/75 indicates that the change between values
for the 2 years was statistically significent at the 95 percent confidence level; two
asterisks (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The
absence of asterisks on 197&/75 data reflects either no difference betweer values re-
corded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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For most of the measured crimes, substantially
higher rates in 1974/75 than in 1971/72 were
determined by victimization surveys conducted
approximately 2% 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 race 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 frequently. 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 crimes

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 beer
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 1871/72 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 nonstrangers
were the participants. All 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 a 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 in 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 wds 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 could 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 victimization 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 fell 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
.of crimes Percent of
Numbe:x within sector all crimes
Sector and type of crime 1971772 1974775 1971/72 1974,/75 1971/72 1974775
A1l crimes 188, 800 224,000 aee s 100.0 100.0
Personel sector 92,800 *124, 400 100.0 100.0 49.1 55.5
Crimes of viclence 38,400 *53,200 Kl 42,7 20.3 23.7
Rape 900 1,700 1.0 1.3 0.4 0.7
Completed rape 1200 500 10,2 Ok 10.1 0.2
Attempted rape 800 1,100 0.8 0.9 0.4 0.5
Robbery 18,200 %23, 600 19.6 19.0 9.7 10.5
Robbery with injury 5,700 *7,500 6.2 6.0 3.0 3.3
From serious assault 2,900 *}, 000 3.2 3.3 1.6 1.8
From minor assault 2,800 3,400 3.0 2.8 1.4 1.5
Robbery without injury 12, 500 *16,100 13.4 12,9 6.6 7.2
Assault 19,200 *27,900 20.7 22.1, 10.2 12,5
Aggravated assault 9,000 *14,000 9.7 11.2 4.8 6.2
With injury 4,000 *5,600 13 body 2.1 2.4
Attempted assault with
weapon 5,000 *8, 4,00 5. 6.7 2.7 3.7
Simple assault 10,200 ¥13,900 11.0 11.2 5.4 6.2
With injury 2,400 ¥3,700 2.6 3.0 1.3 1.6
Attempted assault without
weapon 7,800 *10, 300 8.4 8.2 L.l 4.6
Crimes of theft 5kLy 400 *71,200 58.6 57.3 28,8 31.8
Personal. larceny with contact 9,200 #12, 600 9.9 10.1 4.8 5.6
Purse snatching 4, 500 *6,000 4.8 4.8 2.4 2.7
Pocket picking L, 700 *6,600 5.0 5.3 2.4 2.9
Personal larceny without contact 45,200 *58,600 48.8 47.1 24.0 26,2
Total population age i2 and over 691,100 681,000 vee ves - sen
Household sector 71,300 *80, 100 100.0 100:0 37.8 35.8
Burglary 32,900 33,300 46.1 k1.5 17.4 14.9
Forcible entry 14,900 14,600 21.0 18.2 7.9 6.5
Unlawful entry without force 8,400 7,700 11.8 9.6 [ 3.4
Attempted forcible entry 9,500 *%10, 900 13.3 13.6 5.0 L.9
Household larceny 28,500 *35,000 39.9 43.7 15.1 15.6
Less than $50 17,300 *19, 600 24.2 24.5 9.2 8.8
$50 or more 8,100 *11,600 1.4 14.5 4.3 5.2
Amount not available 1,100 1,500 1.4 1.8 0.6 0.7
Attempted larceny 2,000 2,300 2.8 2.8 1.1 1.0
Motor vehicle theft 10, 000 #11,900 14.0 14.8 5.3 5.3
Completed theft 7,200 *%6,100 10.0 7.6 3.8 2.7
Attempted theft 2,800 *5, 800 3.9 7.2 1.4 2.6
Total number of households 284, 400 282,300 e “es vis e
Commercisl sector 24,700 %19, 500 100.0 100.0 13.1 8.7
Burglary 20,000 *15,400 81.1 79.1 10.6 6.9
Completed burglary 13,700 *10, 400 55.7 53.1 7.3 L6
Attempted burglary 6,300 *5,100 25,4 25.9 3.3 2.3
Robbery : 4,700 *4,100 18.9 20,9 2.4 1.8
Completed robbery 3,900 *2,900 15.7 14.8 2.1 1.3
Attempted robbery 800 *1,200 3.2 6.2 0.4 0.5
Total number of commercial
establishments - 34,600 33,100 o o cae vee

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 197&/75 date reflects either
no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance

for apparent change,
.+, Represents not applicable.

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




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 Tavolving nonstrangers _
umber: Rate Number Rate
Type of crime 1971772 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Crimes of violence 30,900 *4,2,400 L4.7 *62.3 7,500 **10, 800 10.9 *15.8
Rape 800 ¥1,300 1.1 *1.9 1200 400 - 10.3 0.6
Completed rape 1200 100 10,3 0.6 10 1100 10.0 0.2
Attempted rape 600 900 0.9 1.3 1200 1200 10.3 10.3
Robbery 17,000 *21,800 2.6 *32,0 1,200 **1, 800 1.8 2,7
Robbery with injury 5,400 *¥6,600 7.9 *9,7 300 *900 0.5 *#1.3
From serious assault 2,700 3,400 4.0 5.0 1200 600 10.3 0.9
From minor assault 2,700 3,200 3.9 L6 1100 300 10.2 0.}
Robbery without injury 11,600 *15,200 16.8 *22:3 900 900 1.3 1.3
Assault 13,100 *19,300 19.0 *28. 4 6,100 *8,600 8.9 #12,6
Aggravated assault 5,900 *9,500 8.6 *14,.0 3,100 *4,, 400 45 *6.5
With injury 2,600 *3,500 3.8 *5.2 1,400 *2,100 2.0 *3,0
Attempted assault with weapon 3,300 *6,000 4.8 *8.8 1,700 #%2, 4,00 2.5 ##3,5
Simple assault 7,200 *9,800 10.4 1l 3,000 *4,,200 Lok %6.1
With injury 1,600 *2,300 2.3 ¥ 800 *1, 400 1.2 *2.0
Attempted assault without weapon 5,600 *7,500 8.1 *11,0 2,200 2,800 3.2 Ll

NOTE: Detail may not add to total showm becaise of rounding. One asterislc (*) next 4o 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 197&/75 data reflects either no difference hetween values recorded for sach year or the lack of statig-
tical significance for apparent change.

1pstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is gstatistically 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)!

1971/72 1

Type of crime (691,400) (631,%38)
Crimes of violence ¥ 55,6 *78.1
Rape 1.4 *2.5
Completed rape 10.3 0.8
Attempted rape 1.1 **1.7
Robbery 26.4 *34.7
Robbery with injury 8.3 *11.0
From serious assault 43 *5.9
From minor gssault L3 5.1
Robbery without injury 18,1 *23.6
Assault 27.8 *41.0
Aggravated assault 13.0 *20.5
With injury 5.8 *8.2
Attempted assault with weapon 7.3 *12.3
Simple assault 14.8 *20.5
With injury 3.5 *5,0,
Attempted assault without weapon 11.3 *15,1
Crimes of theft 78,7 *104.6
Personal larceny with contact 13.2 *18.5
Purse snatching 6.5 *8.8
Pocket picking 6.8 *9,7
Personal larceny without contact 65.5 *86.1

NOTE:

Detail may not add to total

significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (¥*) denote change signif-
The absence of asterisits on 1974/75 data

icant at the 90 percent conf:

shown because of rounding.

idence level.

0 One asterisk (¥*) next to entries
for 197h/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically

reflects elither no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of sta~

tistical significance for agparent change,

1Estimate, based on zero or op a

Figures in parentheses refer to population.

out 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
1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (307,500} (303,300) (383, 500) (377,800)
Crimes of violence 78.4 %*112.3 37.3 *50,6
Rape 10.5 10.2 2.1 *4.3
Completed rape 30.2 10.1 10.3 1.3
Abtempted rape 10.3 10.1 1.8 *%2,9
Robbery 41.5 *53.6 14.3 *19.4,
Robbery with injury 12.7 #16.8 4.8 6.3
Robbery without injury 28.8 *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 *2l.6
Personal larceny without
contact 75.0 *97.4 57.8 *77.1
NOTE: Detall may not add to total-shewn because of rounding., One asterisk (*) next to -entries

th
1Estimate,

for 1974/75 indicates that the change hetwsen values for the 2 years was statistically

significant abt 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 statis-

tical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in

e group.

based on zerc or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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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)

7 White 7 7 Black i 7 Other 7
1971/172 1974/75 1971/72 197415 “1971/72 1974/7

Type of crime (371,600) (347,900) (315,300) (328,200) (4,100) (5.000?
Crimes of violence 53.9 *73.7 58.0 *83,2 122.4 145.1
Rape 1.1 1.7 1. *3.2 10.0 10.0
Robbery 23.0 #27.2 30.5 *)2.8 115.1 117.0
Robbery with injury 7.3 *%9.3 9.6 *12,9 10,0 15,4
Robbery without injury 15.7 17.9 20.9 30.0 115.1 111.5
Assault 29.8 *44.8 25.8 #37,1 17.2 128.2
Aggravated agsault 12.3 ¥20.0 141 *21,1 10,0 316.3
Simple assault 17.5 *21,.8 11.7 *16.0 17.2 111.9
Crimes of theft 92.8 *109.6 61.8 *99.9 9.6 75.9
Pergonal larceny with contact 12.1 *17.5 14.6 *19.6 16,8 1.4
Personal larceny without contact 80.7 %92.1 7.2 *80,1 87.8 64,5

ROTE: 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 con-
fidence level. The sbsence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects elther no difference between valuss recorded for each year or the lack of statis-
tical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group.

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 gr 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) ...

[A

IOWILTVE

12-1 16-19 2024 25-3h 35-49 50-6L 65 and gver
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 197, 7? 1971/72 197&/7? 1971/72 1974775 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1994/75 1971772 197&77;
Type of crime , {76,800) (74,600} (67,300) (8,500} (73,100} (73,000} (105,300) (108,400) (139,000) (126,200) (138,300) (137,900} (91,200) (92,400
Crimes of violence 90.5  *166.7 98,1  *132,7 46.9 = *93.5 56,4 *83,4, 43.0 *57.2 41.6 .6 25.0 26.2
Rape . 12.0 12,0 4.8 4.2 11.6 8.9 12,2 4.0 10,4 10.9 10.2 0.2 10.3 20.0
Robbery 341 *72.2 35.1 bha7 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 5.3 9.3 4.8 *13.8 .9 8.3 12.5 9.7 5.2 *%9,5
Hobbery without
injury 26,0 . %55.7 24,2 *%32,6 15.3 *23,7 15.3 *22,3 17.2 1.0 1704, 16.9 4.6 11.7
Assault Shedy  ¥92.4 58,2  %83,8 4.8 51.7 341 *#,3.3 16,0 *30.9 1.5 #17.8 4.9 5.0
Aggravated assault 25.2 ¥39.2 28,3 %49.3 18,9  w%26.1 17.5 %251 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 *40.5 2.5 3.2
Crimes of theft 3.2 *9%9.5 83.6  *131,7 108.1 - *151.1 119.8  *145.8 864 *%97.9 66.9 75.6 40.1 *56.0
Personal. larceny . - —
with coptact 5.0 6.3 7.8 9.4 by - *18.5 11.1 *17.6 15.9 16.2 19.9  *x25.7 18.0 *28,5
Personal larceny
without contact 38,2 %93.2 75.8  ¥122.2 101.7  *132.6 108.7  *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. 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 either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of stapistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses
refer to population in the group. - . . . . . . “s R

1Estimate; 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 separated
. 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1975775 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974775
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 *,7.0 32.4 38.6 79.6 *98,1
Rape 2.3 **3,9 0. 1.1 10.0 10.4 11,8 L.6
Robbery . 3h.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 U 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 13.1 13.1 16.3 21.2
Simple assault 23.8 *34.6 10.0 *#%12,6 4.9 5.8 17.7 20.3
Crimes of theft The5 *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 shown because of rounding. One asterisk (#) next to eniries for 197&/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 197h/75 data reflects either no difference bestweesn values recorded for each year or the lack of statis-
tical 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 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 $3,000 $3,000-87,499 $7,500-39,999 $10,000-814,999 $15.000—$&l,_,_;29_ $25,000 _or more
1971/72 1974/7 ? 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7 f 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72  1974/75 1971/72 1974/ 7;
Type of crime _ (77,800} (69,600 (200,800) (166,300} (92,500} (77,900 (142,500)  (145,700) (76,000) (108,500) (21,200) (34,300
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 I3 1.5 *%3,2 11.9 3.8 1.7 2.8 10.4 10.8 10.0 10.8
Robbery 37.7 39.3 28.5 *1,2.6 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 16.9 15,1
Robbery without injury 22.4 23.9 18.6 *28.6 16.5 *26.3 19.0 19.0 17.5 1876 7.0 24.6
Assault 40.7 42.0 283 *2.3 23.4 *¥43.3 26.5 *43,6 31.0 *4,3.5 28.8 347
Aggravated assault 19.6 23.4 13.2 *20.5 11.5 *24.5 12,7 *20.5 12.4 *#19.8 111.0 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 99.4 *125.0 121.6 133.6
. Personal larceny with
contact 20.7 *35.9 15.0 *24.8 1.4 *19,.5 10.5 10.8 8.5 11.9 15.7 4.4
Personal larceny without
contact 42:0 50.0 W7.1 *67.1 4.0 *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 between values for the 2 years was

statietically 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 income level was not ascertained.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample caseg, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those E

in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 z

O

A

All incidents With weapon m

Number Percent

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 197475 1971/72 1974/75
Crimes of violence 33,400 *,5,000 14,400 %21,100 543.2 **46,8
Rape 900 *1,600 2200 600 226.7 39.7
Robbery 16,000 %20, 300 7,100 *9, 800 b2 18,1
Robbery with injury 5,300 *6,700 2,200 *3,300 40.7 *¥4,9,0
Robbery without injury 10,700 %13, 500 1,900 *6,500 45.8 L7.8
Assault? 16,500 *23, 200 7,100 %10, 700 543.2 . 46,1
Aggravated assault 7,600 *11,100 7,100 *10,700 94.2 96.7
With injury 3,700 *4,, 700 3,200 *1;,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 e “es

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 con-
fidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197!;/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statis-
tical sighificance for apparent change.

1Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does nct involve the use of a weapon.
2Estimate, based on zero or on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
++e 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 Obher e_unknown

Type of crime 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974775 1971772 19775
Crimes of violence 35.4 34.2 27.4 28.1 34.6 33.8 2.6 3.8
Rape 111.1 43.1 LYY 38.4 EYNI 118.4 10,0 10.0
Robbery 43.5 41.2 26.2 30.1 26.5 25.5 3.7 3.3
Robbery with injuwy 26,2 21.0 25.3 24.7 43.1 49.1 15,3 15,1
Robbery without 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 .4 L7
With injury 16.7 11.9 23.2 18.2 58,3 61.9 11.8 8.1
Attempted assault with weapon 37.8 37.7 32.3 30.8 28.6 29.3 11.3 12,2

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 level;
two asterisks (**) denocte change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197h/75 data reflects either no difference between values:
recorded for each year or the lack of otatistical significance for apparent change.

1Estimate, 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

(Rate per 1,000 househdlds)

1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime (284, 400) (282,'300)
Burglary 115.7 117.9
Forcible entry 52.6 51.8
Unlawful entry without force 29,6 27.4
Attempted forcible entry 33.5 *%38.7
Househcld larceny 100.2 *124.0
Less than $50 60,8 %69.6
$50 or more 28,6 1,2
Amount not available 3.7 5.2
Attempted larceny T.1 8.0
Mcotaor vehicle theft 35.0 *}2,1
Completed theft 25.1 21.5
Attempted theft 9.9 *20.5

NOTE: Detail may nobt add to total shown because of rounding.
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 (¥¥)

dencbe change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.

One asterisk (*) next to

The absence of

asterisks on 1971;./75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded

for each year ar 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 househclds)

White 7 Rlack i 7 Other
1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/92 1974/75
Type of crime (163,900) (155,200) (118,700) (125,300) (1,800) (1,800)
Burglary 85.8 90.7 157.4 151.3 179.2 1133,6
Household larceny 103.1 *128.6 97.3 #117.6 315.6 176.4
Motor vehicle thefi 33.5 34.3 37.2 *52,1 132.5 114.8

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next torentries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95
percent confidénce level; two asterisks (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197L/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. . -

1Estimate, based on zero ar 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 househdlds)

121 20-34 ; ; 35-49 7 7 50-64 7 /65 and over e

1971/72 197417 1971/72 197417 1971/72 197417 1971/72 197477 1971/72 - 19787

Type of crine G0 - s (RdY (A (aibh) GRS (msd)  (radke Gl (eiibes
Burglary 205.7 141.3 160.2 1769 136.0 139.6 96,7 97.4 ©53.2 143.0
Househald larceny 165.9 117.2 135.2 *166.6 136.3 #169,2 75.1 *96.7 b6 53.0
Motor vehicle theft 5.6 42,7 45.7 5q.0 42,4 49.2 34,2 *T 4 12,3 16.4

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 dindicates 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 paren*heses refer to number of households in the group.

3Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.




Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
- and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75

(Rate per 1,000 househdlds)

" Less than $3,000 $3,000-87, 499 $7, 500-$9, 999 $10, 000-$1 $15,000-$24, 999 $25,000 or more
1971/72 1974775 1971/72 7 1974/75 1971/72 197475 1971/72 197&375 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)  (25,10)  (37,900)  (4,900) (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
Househadld 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: Ope asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the -change between values for the 2 years was stabistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197A/7B 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.

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 househdlds)

One 7 Two-Three 7 7 Four-Five iis 7 Six or more 7

1971/72 1974775 1971/72 . 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime - (67114'00) (7313(”) (130y200) (1261660) (571700) (571100) (29,20)) (25,1&)
Burglary 95.0 108.2 108.7 106.1 149.7 : 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 *#,1.9 48.5 63,1 51.9 59.5

NOTE: One asberisk {*) next to entries for 1971;/'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 197&/75
data reflects either no difference between valuss recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparént 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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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 1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime (127,600) (130,400) (156, 800) (151,900)
Burglary 90.1 97.4 136.4 135.4
Household larceny 116.8 #136.6 86.7 #113.2
Motor vehicle theft 38,1 #50.6 32.5 3.8

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1971;/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 §0 percent confidence level.
The abserce of asterisks on 1971;/75 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance far apparent change.
Figures in parentheses refer to number of househdlds 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)

Onel Two Three i i Four 77 /Five-lﬁne 7 ;en or more v
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974175 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/ 75 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime {131,300) . (179,900)  (34,300)  (32,400) (12,300} = (12,900) = (8,000) (7,600)  (17,700)  (17,300)  (27,400)  (27,900)
Burglary 107.4 110.8 91.4 **112,9 164.8 165.5 128.7 147.3 180.5 175.1 133.8 *102.4
Household larceny 120.6 *140.4 70.0 *96,4 65,7 *104.5 58,7 78.6 50,5 *102,1 65.8 **86,3
Motor vehicle theft 36.0 5.7 31.2 ° 39.3 22,5 29.8 37.6 61.3 34.9 *%18,9 37.6 36.7

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 astexrisks on 197[;/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.

1Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
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Table 18. Commercial crimes: Victim

(Rate per 1,000 establishments)

ization rates,
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75

1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (34,600) (33,100)
Burglary 577.6 *,65,2
Completed burglary 396.5 " %312,6
Attempted burglary 181.1 *%152.6
Robbery 134.7 123.3
Completed robbery 111.8 *87.0
Attempted robbery 22,9 *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 between values for the 2 years was
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (#*)
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.
in parentheses refer to number of business establishments.

denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence -level.

Figures

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 Burglary Robbery
Characteristic 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Kind of establishment
Retail 14,600 13,300 5674 590.2 225.4 204.8
Wholesale 1,900 1,800 897.4 763.4 113.3 175.7
Service 11,400 12,000 526.6 #322,1 70.9 *43.9
Other 6,800 6,100 596.9 386.,7 53.6 115.3
-Gross annual receipts
Less than $10,000 6,400 6,900 542,6 *417.3 96.0 105.6
$10,000-$24,999 3,700 3,300 531.5 486.1 122.9 *#%82,6
$25,000-$49,999 3,600 3,600 437:6 432.5 161.4 **117.5
$50,000~$99,999 4,200 4,100 459.9 417.6 134.2 *85,8
$100,000-3499,999 5,500 6,300 756.8 *507,0 164.1 150.9
$500,000-$999,999 1,700 2,000 756,2 608,0 220.6 *134.5
$1,000,000 or more 3,000 3,600 783.3 ##635,1 234.0 2541
No sales 2,000 1,700 771.7 *28L4.5 118.8 129.2
Average number of paid employees
1-3 10,600 9,400 539.0 *433.4 103.9 *72,1
47 5,900 5,900 586.0 *353:9 195.5 *147.0
8-19 4,400 4,400 615.4 535.6 157.4 201.6
20 or more 4,700 14,500 5.7 738.4 238.3 193.1
None 8,900 8,900 514.7 *,05,1 66.6 88.9

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 level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level., The absence of asterisks on 197A/7'5
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change,

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 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
Pergonal sector, all crimes 41.3 37.8
Crimes of viclence 51.4 48.8
Rape 53.2 55.7
Completed rape 168,79 83,0
Attempted rape 48,7 4.2
Robbery 57,2 *%52,0
Robbery vith injury 65.0 61.2
From serious assault 71.8 64,2

From minor assault 58.0 57.7
Robbery without injury 53.6 7.7
Assault 45.7 45.6
Aggravated assault 56.7 51.1
With injury 63.3 594
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 L5.9 #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 *5.4
Burglary 574 57.0
Forcible entry 78.2 75.3
Unlawful entry without ferce 46,8 50.6
Attempted forcible entry 34.3 36.8
Househald larceny 28.9 25,7
Less than $50 20.4 *1h4.4
$50 or niore Lhe5 46.1
Amount not available 29.5 21.8
Attempted larceny 38.1 *21.3
Motor vehicle theft 78.1 *71,0
Completed theft 93.8 93.9
Attempted theft 38.1 47.2
Commercial sector, all crimes 83.5 83.6
Burglary 81.0 81,8
Robbery 9%4.3 90.4

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;
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 ctatistical 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 white
population of the city; for black residents, the
victimization rates generally were not significantly
changed.

Overall, 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.c., 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 nolice was about the same
overall in 1974/75 as in 1971/72. Personal robbery
was more apt to have been reported in 1974/73,
howaver, On the other hand, there was some indica-

tion that the reverse was true for motor vehicle
theft.

Personal crimes

For violent personal crime, the overall rate rose
13 points, from 54 per 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 statistically 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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'w'ere not strangers were both higher in 1974/75.
 Overall, 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
1974/75. 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.

Commercial 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 1971/72 197475 1971/72  197L]75 1991/92 1974/75
M1 crimes 146,100 162,800 100.0 100.0
Personal sector 67,600 *77,600 100,0 100.0 h6.3 7.6
Crimes of violence 29,200 *34,100 43.2 44,0 20.0 21,0
Rape 1,100 ) 1,100 1.6 1.4 0.7 0.7
Completed 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 bok 5.0 2.1 2.4
From serious assault 1,800 2,100 2.7 2,7 1.2 1.3
From 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 assault 8,400 *10, 300 12,4 13.3 T 5.8 6.3
With injury 2,400 *#%3,200 3.6 Lol 1.7 1.9
Attempted assault with
weapon 6,000 **7, 200 8.9 9.2 Lol bayy
Simple assault 6,900 *8,900 10,2 1.4 Uo7 5.4
With 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 L3
Crimes of theft 38, 400 #4,3,4,00 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 1ok 1.5
Personal larceny without
contact 33,700 *38, 600 49.9 49.8 23.1 23,7
Total poputation age 12 and over 544,000 511,000 er Cees ver
Household sector 64,1700 *70,600 100.0 100.0 4.3 43.4
Burglary 28,700 30,600 L3 43.3 19.6 18,8
Forcible entry 12,600 13,200 19.5 18.7 8.6 8.1
Urlawful 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 5.9 Lo
Household larceny 18, 500 *23,600 28.5 33.4 12.6 ek
Less than $50 10,100 *13, 000 15.6 18.% 6.9 8.0
$50 or more 55400 *7,600 8.4 10.8 3.7 b7
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 vehit¢le theft 17,600 16,400 27.2 23.2 12.0 10,1
Completed theft 12,000 #%10, 500 18.6 14.9 8.2 6.0
Attempted theft 5,500 5,900 8.6 8.3 3.8 3.6
Total number of househalds 230,400 223,400
Commercial sectar 13,800 14,700 100.0 100.0 94 9.0
Burglary 11,400 11,600 82,7 79.0 7.8 7.1
Completed 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 17.3 21.0 1.6 1.9
Completed robbery 1,800 2,200 13.1 15.3 1.2 1.4
Abtempted robbery 600 800 L2 5.7 0.4 0.5
‘Total number of commercial
establishments 31,000 32,800 ven ‘es s iee

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
19’{4;/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was stabtistically sig-
nificant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant

The absence of asterisks on 197h/75 data reflects either

at the 90 percent confidence level. :
no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance

for apparent change.
++s Represents not applicable.

One asterisk (*) next to numbers for
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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)

Involying strangers Involving nonstrangers

Number Rate Number Rate
Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1975/ 75 1971/72 1974/75
Crimes of violence 23,200 *26,500 h2.7 *51,8 6,000 *7,600 11.1 *15.,0
Rape 800 800 1.5 1.6 300 300 0.5. 0.6
Completed rape 3200 300 10.3 0.5 1100 1200 10.2 0.4
Attempted rape 600 600 1.2 1.1 1200 1100 10.3 10.2
Robbery 11,800 12,500 21.7 *#%2l,.6 1,000 1,300 1.9 2.5
Robbery with injury 2,600 *%3, 4,00 4.9 *6,7 400 500 0.7 1.0
From serious assault 1,600 1,800 2.9 3.4 1200 300 10.5 0.5
From minor assault 1,100 #¥1,600 2.0 *3.1 1100 1200 10.3 10.4
Robbery without injury 9,200 9,200 16.9 17.9 600 800 1.2 1.5
Assault 10,600 #13,100 19.4 25,6 4,700 *6,100 8.7 %*12.0
Aggravated assault 6,100 6,800 11.2 *%13,2 2,300 *3,600 4.3 #7.0
With injury 1,600 1,700 2.9 3.3 900 *1,400 1.6 *2,8
Attempted assault with weapon 4,500 5,100 8.3 9.9 1,500 #2100 2.7 *.1
Simple assault 4,500 %6,300 8.2 #1214 2,400 2,600 A 5.0
With injury . 900 1,100 1.6 2.2 600 800 1.2 1.5
" Attempted assaulb without weapon 3,600 *5,200 6.6 *10.2 1,800 1,800 3.3 3.5

NOTE: Detail may not add 4o 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.

1Estimate, based on zero or on sbout 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}

1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime ( 584,000) (511,000)
Crimes of violence 53,7 *$6.8
Rape 2,0 2.2
Completed rape 0.5 0.9
Attempted rape 14 1.3
Robbery 23,6 *27.0
Robbery with injury 5.6 *7.6
From serlous assault 3.3 Lol
From minor assault 2.3 *%3.5
Robbery without injury 18,1 19.4
Assault 28,1 *¥37.6
Aggravated assault 15.5 *20,2
With injury b5 6.2
Attempted assault with weapon 11.0 *14.0
Simple assault 12.6 *17.4
With injury 2.8 3.7
Attempted assault without weapon 9.9 *#13.7
Crimes of theft 70,6 85,0
Personal larceny with contact 8.6 9.4
Purse snatching L6 [ANS
Pocket picking - 4.0 4.8
Personal larceny without contact 62,0 *75.6

NOTE: Detail may not add to totel shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to
entries for 1971,/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (¥%)
dencte change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of
asterisks on 197,';/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded
for each year ar the lack of statisticel 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 mge 12 and over)

Male Female
1971/72 197L/75 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (243,300) (229, 700) (300, 700) (=81,300)
Crimes of violence 68.8 *38.0 41.5 *%9.5
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 17.5 19.3
Robbery with injury 7.2 *%9,9 e 5.8
Robbery without injury 23.9 26.6 13.3 13.5
Assault 37.6 #51.3 N5 #26.4
Aggravated assault 22.5 #30,3 9.8 12.0
Simple assault 15.1 *21.0 10.7 *1hohy
Crimes of theft 76.0 *99.4 66.2 **73.3
Personal larceny with
contact 49 6.2 1l.5 12, ¢
Persongl larceny without
. contact 711 %93,2 5l **§1,2

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (¥} next to
entries for 197b/ 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
asterisgks on 19'?1./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 statistically unreliabie.
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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) g

7 White 7 7 tack 7 7 Other §

1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 =

Type of crime (329,400) (306,900) (207,400} (201,800) (7,200) (2.%01) )Z>

Crimes of violence 46.1 *67.3 66.9 66.5 123,0 119.4 W]
Rape 2.0 2,1 2.1 2.3 10.0 10,0
Robbery 17.2 *22.3 34.3 3h.4 3111.3 10,0
Robbery with injury L7 *6.8 7.0 8.9 13,7 10.0
Robbery without injury 12.5 **15,5 27.2 25.6 17,6 10.0
Assault 27.0 *,2.8 30.5 29.8 111.7 119.4
Aggravated assault 13.1 *21,5 19.5 18.3 18,1 110.2
Simple assault 13.9 *21.4 10.9 11.5 13,6 19.3
Crimes of theft - 66.0 *#92.1 79.3 4.3 129,1 178.7
Perscnal larceny with contact 6.7 8.6 11.9 10.8 10.0 10,0
Personal larceny without contact 59.4 *83.5 67.5 63.6 129.1 378.7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1971./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 sta-

tistical 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 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)

7 12-15 i 7 16-19 i 7 2 7 722-251974/75 7 35-49 7 50-6 976 gnd over
1971/72 1974/75 1971/92 1974L/7 1971/72 1974/7 1971 1971/72 1971775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/7 1974/7
Type of crime (57,900)  (53,400)  (51,500) (h9,100§ (59,000) (56,000} (79,200) (77,900) (108,400) (96,800) (111,800) (106,900)  (76,200) (71,000§
Crimes of vidlence 69.1 *97.3 106.6 *134.7 97.7 98,7 62.6 &, 9 43.3 45.4 28.8 34,5 145 %29,7
Rape 1.5 11,8 6.9 13,5 7.8 6.3 10,7 12,2 11.0 2.7 20.3 10.2 10,0 10.7
Robbery 29,8 *%39, 1, 33.9 43.5 35.4 31.4 25.8 30.1 21.5 20,k 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 46 7.0 33,2 8.0
Pobbery without .
injury 21.1 **30,8 27,9 3 . 30.0 23.1 19.6 22,6 15.5 4.2 1hal 13.2 7.7 10.8
Assault 37.9 *56,1 65.8 *87. ( 5heb 61.0 36.0 #52,6 20.8 22,3 9.9 *¥1),1 3.6 *10.3
Aggravated assault 17.8 22,6 33.1 *#,9,0 33.5 35.5 21.4 28.0 12.1 13.7 5.1 8.0 11,8 5.0
Simple assault 20,1 *33,5 32.8 38.6 21.1 25,5 14.7 *2h.6 8.7 8.6 b8 6.0 11.8 5.3
Crimes of theft 80.7 *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 larceny ' L -
with contact 12,8 Ul 8.6 8.9 5.9 8.9 8y 5.0 8.8 9.2 10.3 13.1 12:4 13.8
Personal larceny
without contact 77.9 *%94,..8 99.0 1129 93 #116.5 91.6 103.0 60.6 2.4 35.0 **42,6 10.9 *27.1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total s_hglwn because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197h/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statis-
tically significant at the 95 Percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote &hange significant at the 90 percent confidernce 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.

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or i‘ew’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)

yever'married 7 7 Married / 7 Widowed Divorced and separated

1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 197477 1971/72 1974/7

Type of crine (165,800)  (E5,900)  (Bei00) (i) (i) (L] (i Eoy  (iedbes
Crimes of violence 81.8 *103.4 37.0 *4h T 23.1 #35.8 85.8 88.2
Rape 3.5 3.1 10.8 1.1 11.0 10.5 34.5 6.7
Robbery 32.9 **%30.7 16.8 16.2 15.0 *%23.8 39.3 L1.4
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 454 *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 13,1 14.7 16.6 16.3
Crimes of theft 94.0 #107.7 58.3 *75.0 41.6 47.3 88.2 98.7
Personsl larceny with contact . 6.2 8.4 6.2 6.9 7.1 19.3 19.5 15.0
Personal larceny without contact 87.9 99,2 52.1 *68,2 2.6 28.0 68.7 **#83.8

NOTE: Detail may not add to total Showrd because of rounding. 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 level; two asterisks (**)} denote change significant at the 90 percent
confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects nither no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of
statistical significance for apparént 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. 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 $3,000 $3,000~$7, 499 $7,500-$9,999 $10, 000-$14,999 $15,000-$24 i $25,000 or more
1971/72  197L/75 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974,/75 1971572 197137§ 1971572 1972773

7
Type of crime (76,800)  (63,700)  (146,900) = (121,200)  (66,000)  (50,500)  (109,300)  (118,600)  (43,400) (75,900 (6,200) (156,500
Crimes of violence . 64.0 *93.3 61.1 *#¥70,0 C 48,7 *72.3 54,5 61,9 43.3 *57.4 61.6 68.7
Rape .32 4.9 2.6 3.5 2.1 22.0 1.3 1.8 10.6 10,6 10.0 10.0
Robbery 33.1 46,0 28.5 30.6 © 22,2 *%32.0 17.6 18.8 17.0 18.5 122.4 17.6
Robbery with injury 9.2 +#16.6 7.1 8.1 Lol *4g,6 L.2 5.5 12.0 5.1 Wk 14.3
Robbery without injury 23.9 29.4 2.4 22:5 18.1 23.4 13.4 13.2 15.0 13.3 117,9 213.4
Assault 27.8 *,2.4 40.0 . 35.9 245 *38.3 35.6 41.3 25,6 *38,3 139.2 51.1
Aggravated assault 15.8 24,6 17.9 19.3 14.0 *23.1 16.4 *#21,5 12.4 18,6 117.4 26,3
. Simple assault . 1240 **17,9 12.1 *#16,6 10.4 15.1 19.2 19.8 13.2 19.6 121.8 2.8 0
Crimes of theft 687 . 6.1 64:7 *81,8 67.5 #483, 5 77.9 83.4 95.6 110.6 1191 ©119.8 o
Personal larceny with <
contact 17.7 20.6 9.7 12.3 bl *10,0 5.4 3.9 3.9 5.7 113.1 17.2 m
Personal larceny without : . ;
contact 51,1 554 55,0 *69.5 63.4 73.5 2.4 79.6 91.7 104.9 106.1 112.5 Z
NOTE: Detail may not, add to total shown because of rounding, One asterisk (¥) next to entries for 197h/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was O

" statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of
asterisks on 19714/75 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.

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample.cases, 35 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

A1l incidents With weapon

Number Percent
Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Crimes of viclence . 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
Assault? 12; 800 *16, 400 6,200 *g, 200 48.9 49.9
Aggravated assault 6,600 *8, 4,00 6,200 *8, 200 9.1 *97.6
With injury 1,900 *2,700 - 1,500 %2, 500 79.4 #92,7
Attempted assault with weapon 4,700 *¥5,600 4,700 *%5,600 100.0 100.0
Simple assault 6,100 *8,000 ‘0 0 e see

NOTE: Detail may not add o total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to enbries for 197[;./75 indicates that the cliange between values for
the 2 years was statistically significant gt 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.

3Includes data on simple assault, which by definition deces not involve the use of a weapon.

.s+ 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 197475

Firearm Knife Other e unimown

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974]75 1971/72 197L]7T5 1571/72 1978775
Crimes of viclence 55.4 543 23.1 *17.4 18.9 **23.3 2.4 .9
Rape 241.9 150.0 132.6 140,6 125,6 13,1 10,0 16,3
Robbery 61.4 62.6 24.8 20.8 11.8 11.7 12,0 L9
Robbery with injury 50.7 45.9 20.5 17.6 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 L1.7 20.9 %13.8 26.0 *33,6 13,1 4.8
With injury 27.8 18.4 19.1 12,9 50,6 61.4 12,4 17.4
Attempted assault with weapon 57.3 61.6 2L *¥14,3 17.7 20.5 13,5 13.7

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1972;/75 indicates that the change between valués for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95
percent confidence level; two asterisks {**) denote change significant at the 9O percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197&/ 5
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime (230,400) (223,400)
Burglary 1244 *136,8
Forcible entry 54.8 59.2
Unlawful entry without force 38.7 **¥,3.8
Attempted forcible entry 31.0 33.9
Household larceny 80.1 *105.6
Lless than $50 43.8 *58,1
$50 or more 23.6 *34.,2
Amount not available 3.0 L2
Attempted larceny 9.7 9.1
Motor vehicle theft 76.3 73.4
Completed theft 52.3 L7.1
Attempted theft 24,1 26.3

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 for apparent change.
Figures in parentheses refer to mumber 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)

White Black Other
1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 ©1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime {145,100) (138,700) (82,700) (83,800) (2,600) (2,0C0)
Burglary 88.4 *125,2 * 188.3 *157.2 101.3 1443
Household larceny 79.6 *120.1 81,3 82,2 173,5 166.,0
Motor vehicle theft 67,6 64.9 90.8 87.8 101.2 143,97

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 197[;/75
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparenb change. Figures
in parentheses refer to number of households in the group.

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

Table 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 2034 35-49 5064 65 and over
1971772 1974/75 71/ 197,775 1971]72 975 9772 1975775 1971772 97675
Tyge of crime (2,800) (3,000) (57,500) (58,000) (58,000) (53,000) (63,500) (62,600) (48,600) (46,90G)
Rurglary ) 154.3 - 167.8 162.5 **18L.9 153.8 - 164.5 108.6 116.0 63.3 71.9
Household larceny 136.3 108.1 112,8 *148.2 * . 104,11 *139.7 63.0 *85,5 31.9 41.0
Motor vehicle theft 134.6 158,8 107.1 120.7 97.7 92.8 69.7 *51.7 25.8 22.9

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197h/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 sach year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change., Figures in parentheses refer to number of househiolds in the group.

1Estimate, 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 househadlds)

Les; than sa.oz% s;. ooo—$7.t+99/ $;, 500—$9.99?7 $17,ooo-$1u.923 $1;. 000-$2h.99?_ sz;.ooo or mz;'e
1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/ 1971/72 1974/ 1971/72 1974/75  1973/72  1974]75
Type of crime (45,900)  (40,200)  (63,500) (57,000) (26,300) (21,soo§ (38, 500) (u5,000§ (12,900)  (26,100) = (1,800) (4,900)
Burglary 127.5 126.8 134.1 134.9 116.0 141.2 126.6 142.7 1544 166.1 194.4 197.5
Househald larceny 60.4 *79,3 89.6 89.9 104.6 108.8 90.9 *132,6 104.8 *145.3 181.9 179.3
Motor vehicle theft 34.7 33.7 The3 *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 197.4/75 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 197&/75 data reflects either no difference between values

recorded for eath year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer tn number of househdlds in the group; excludes data
on households whose income level was not ascertained,

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

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

(Rate per 1,000 househdlds)

Cne . Two-Three Four-Five Six _or more
1971/92 1974775 1971/72 1974775 1971772 1975 1971/ 72 1975715
Type of crime (58,000) (62,000) (106,100) (101,100) (46,300) (42,700) (20,000} (17,500)
Burglary 88.h 100.8 120.6 130.1 1521 *#180.4 . 184.7 195.1
Househald larceny 32,1 *50.8 69.6 *98.8 125.7 #160.0 169.5 *¥206, 8
Motar vehicle theft 39.1 37.5 761 7.5 114.2 115.2 98.1 110.3

NOTE:. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197A/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was stat,:‘s.s-bically‘ signiricz}nt at the 95
percent confidence level; two asterisks (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on !.97&/75
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack ‘of statistical significance for apparent‘ gharzge. 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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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
1571/72 1976/75 1971772 197775

Type of crime {111,700) (109,900} (118,700) (113,600)
Burglary 118.2 *134.7 130.2 138.9
Household larceny 83.5 *112.8 7.9 98,6
Motor vehicle theft 70.0 63.8 82.4 82,8

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 gbsence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values
o} recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.
. Figures in parentheses refer to number of househalds 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 househdlds)

Onet 7 Two A7 7 Three e ’ 7 Four i /Five-Nine Ten or more
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974775 1971772 1974775
Type of crime (103,70c)  (101,800)  (57,200)  (59,400)  (9,600)  (8,800)  (12,500)  (11,300)  (13,900)  (13,900)  (26,500)  (25,900)
Burglary 116.8 #139.3 125.2 131.0 135.7 148.3 139.5 *¥196. 4 157.9 124.0 122.0 120.4
Househald larceny 90.1 *#114.9 78.4 *102.2 104.3 113.6 62,7 *147.0 76,0 88,7 L8.7 *468.8
Motor vehicle theft 70.7 71.2 78.1 8l.4 101.3 86.5 90.1 647 82,0 *#53,0 72,1 68.7

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 level;
two asterisks (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. ‘The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects eibher 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,
1Includes data on mobile heomes, not shown separately.
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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 l97h/7§

Type of crime (31,000) (32,800
Burglary 367.0 353.5
Completed burglary 269.4 246.9
Attempted burglary 97.4 106.7
Robbery - 7.0 **0h, 1
Completed robbery 58.1 68.5
Attempted robbery 18.8 25.6

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 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 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 ary Robbery
Characteristic 1971/72 1974775 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974775
Kind of establishment
Retail 10,100 8, 700 465.5 *573.0 147.2 *¥197,2
Wholesale 1,400 2,100 389.4 346.9 109.1 72.6
Service 13,600 15,6000 27,7 254.5 39.4 h1,5
Other 5,900 6,900 404.8 293.9 35.6 .8
Gross annual. receipts
Less than $10,000 4,300 3,700 367.3 435.9 81l.1 107.8
$10, 000~$24, 999 3,300 3,300 356.6 323.2 e 9 110.6
$25,000-$49, 999 2,700 3,200 320.4 37hedy 137.7 109.8
$50, 000-$99, 999 3,500 4,400 385.0 379.8 146.4 *8h,1
$100, 000-$499, 999 4,800 6,400 340.1 371.3 53.7 99.9
$500, 000-$999, 999 1,700 2,000 532.6 397.9 129.4 111.8
$1,000,000 ar more 2,700 3,700 476.8 *¥343,1 70.9 63.9
No sales 1,500 1,800 403.9 *168,3 168.0 118.9
Average number of paid employees
1-3 11,100 12,300 298,2 358,6 71.0 69,6
47 6,400 . 6,000 286.4 358,3 85,1 #153,6
8-19 3,900 4,100 480.2 *%359,2 44,9 78,5
20 or more 3,900 4,200 553.8 *369.3 71.0 101.0
None 5,500 6,200 378.8. 328.5 102.7 92,0

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the ch

ange 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 lével. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75
data reflects either no difference betwsen values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change,
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Table 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
Personel sector, all crimes 35,3 36.0
Crimes of vi.clence 46,1 48.9
Rape 55.0 59.8
Completed rape 73,1 41,3
Attempted rape 50,0 72,7
Robbery 53.3 #60. 4
Robbery with injury 64,9 69.3
From serious assault 5.6 1.6
From minor assault 49.2 59.0
Robbery without injury 49.8 **57.0
Assaulb 39.4 L0.1
hggravated assault 46,4 50.2
With injury 59,6 62.9
Attempted assault with weapon 41,9 447
Simple assault 30.9 28.2
With injury 3644 40,7
Attempted assault without weapon 29,2 249
Crimes of theft 27,4 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 4.2
Household sector, all crimes 49.5 W6k
Burglary 53,0 51.9
Forcible entry 75.4 *¥70,0
Unlawful entry without force 42,7 42,0
Attempted forcible entry 26,2 *¥33,0
Household larceny 19.7 22,6
Less than $50 11,7 12.9
$50 or more 37.3 41.8
Amount not available 1.3 111.6
Attempted larceny 174 17.6
Motor vehicle theft Th.9 *¥70,3
Completed theft 95,6 9,.8
Attempted theft 29.7 26,7
Commercial sector, all crimes 77.2 5.6
Burglary Thek h.3
Robbery 90.4 80.4

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 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.
1Fstimate, based cn zere or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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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 crimes 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 nonstranger 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 assauits
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.



DALLAS 61

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 erimes
Sector and type of crime 1971772 1974775 1971772 197475 1971/72 1974/75
All crimes 196,500 233,300 ere Ve 100.0 100.0
Personal sector 88,600 *104,300 100.0 100.0 45.1 W7
Crimes of violence 27,300  %30,600 30.8 29.3 13.9 13.1
Rape 1,300 1,100 1.4 1.0 0.6 0.4
Completed rape 400 500 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.2
Attempted rape 900 600 1.0 0.6 0.4 0.3
Robbery 6,400 *7,800 7.2 T4 3.2 3.3
Robbery with injury 1,700 2,100 2.0 2.0 0.9 0.9
From serious assault 900 1,300 1.0 | 1.2 0.4 0.5
From minor assault 900 800 1.0 0.8 0.4 0.3
Robbery without injury 4,600  *%5,700 5.2 5.5 2.4 2.
Assault 19,700 %*21,700 22.2 20.8 10.0 9.3
Aggravated assault 9,000 *11,100 10.2 10.6 4.6 b7
With injury 3,200 3,700 3.6 3.5 1.6 1.6
Attempted assault with
veapon 5,800 *7,400 6.6 7.1 3.0 3.2
Simple assault 10,700 10,700 12.0 10.2 5.4 L.6
With injury 2,500 2,400 2.8 2.3 1.3 1.0
Attempted assault without
weapon 8,200 8,300 9.3 8.0 4.2 3.6
Crimes of theft 61,300  *73,700 69.2 70,7 . 31.2 31.6
Personal larceny with contact 2,500 *,000 2.8 3.8 1.5 1.7
Purse snatching 1,000 1,400 1.1 1.3 0.5 0.6
Pocket picking 1,500 *2,600 1.7 2.5 0.8 1.1
Personal larceny without
contact 58,900  *69,700 66.4 6.8 30.0 29.9
Total population age 12 and over 637,000 633,100 ves ves ver ‘oo
Household sector 89,000 *106,700 100.0 100.0 45.3 45.7
Burglary 41,100 *47,300 46.1 bhe3 20.9 20.3
Forcible entry 14,500  %*19,700 16.3 18.4 7.4 8.4
Unlawful entry without force 17,500 16,600 19.6 15.6 8.9 7.1
Attempted foreible entry 9,100 - *11,100 10.2 10.4 4.6 L7
Household larceny 41,100  *52,500 L46.2 49.2 20.9 22,1
Legs than $50 ‘ 23,800  ¥28,500 26.7 26.7 12.1 12.2
$50 or more 13,400  %19,900 15.1 18.6 6.8 8.5
Amount not available 1,600 1,200 1.9 1.1 0.8 0.5
Attempted larceny 2,200 2,900 2.5 2.7 1.1 1.2
Motor vehicle theft 6,800 6,900 7.7 6.4 3.4 3.0
Completed theft 5,000 5,100 5.6 L7 2.5 2.2
Attempted theft 1,900 1,900 2.1 1.7 1.0 0.8
Total number of households 280,300 294,800 s Ve vee eee
Commercial sector 18,800 22,200 100.0 . 100.0 9.6 9.5
Burglary 16,500 **19,700 88.0 88.4 8.l 8.4
Completed burglary 12,700 #¥15,200 67.7 68.5 6.4y 6.5
Attempted burglary 3,800 1,400 20.3 19.9 1.9 1.9
Robbery 2,300 2,600 12,0 11.5 1.1 1.1
Completed robbery 1,900 1,800 9.9 8.2 0.9 0.8
Attempted robbery 400 700 2.1 3.3 0.2 0.3
Total number of commercial .
establishments 46,600 46,400 es e ven ves

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 197[;/75 data reflects either
no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance
for apparent change. "
++s 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 nonstrangers

r Rate Number Rate
Type of crime 1971/72 197475 1971/72 1975775 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75
Crimes of viclence 19,400 *#%21, 500 30.5 7,900 #%9,100 12,3 **14.0
Rape 900 1,000 1.5 300 1100 0.5 10.1
Completed rape 1200 400 10.3 0.7 31200 (*z) 10.2 (xz)
Attempted rape 700 500 1.1 0.8 1200 1100 10,2 10.1
Robbery 5,700 6,500 8,9 10.3 700 *1,300 1.1 *2.1
Robbery with injury 1,500 1,300 2.4 2.8 1200 1300 10,3 10,4
From serious assault 800 1,100 1.3 1.8 1100 1100 0.2 10.2
From minor assault 700 700 1.1 1.1 1100 1100 10,2 10,2
Robbery without injury 4,200 4,700 6.5 7.4 500 *1,000 0.7 #1.6
Assault 12,800 14,000 20.1 22.1 6,900 7,700 10.8 12.2
Aggravated assault 5,900 **7,100 9.3 *#11.2 3,100 *#%3,900 4.8 #%6,2
With injury 2,100 2,300 3.3 3.6 1,100 1,400 1.7 2.2
Attempted assault with weapon 3,900 *%4,, 800 6.1 *%7,6 2,000 2,500 3.1 L.0
Simple assault 6,900 6,900 10.8 10.9 3,800 3,800 6.0 5.0
With injury 1,500 1,100 2.3 1.7 1,000 1,300 1.6 2.0
Attempted assault without weapon 5,400 5,800 8.5 9.2 2,800 2,500 Loy 4.0

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rourding, One asterisk (¥) next to entries for 1971;/75 indicates that the change between values for
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (¥*) dencte change significant at the 90 percent con-
fidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197A/75 data reflects 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.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimizatior 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)

1971/92 1974/75

Type of crime (637,000) (633,100)
Crimes of violence 42.9 * 8.4
Rape 2.0 1.7
Completed rape 0.6 . 0.7
Attempted rape 14 0.9
Robbery 10.0 *12.3
Robbery with injury 2.7 3.3
From serions assault 1.4 2.0
From minor assault 1.3 1.3
Robbery without injury 7.3 *9.1
Assault 30.9 *%34.3
Aggravated assault 1.1 *17.5
With injury 5.0 5.9
Attempted assault with weapon 9.1 *11.6
Simple assault 16.8 16.9
With injury 3.9 3.7
Attempted assault without weapon 12.9 13.1
Crimes of theft S 96.3 *116.5
Personal larceny with contact b 3.9 *6.3
Purse snatching 1.6 2.2
Pocket: picking 2.3 *ha 1
Personal larceny without contact 92.4 ¥110.1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk {¥*) next to entries
for 197b/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 paresntheses 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)
Crimes of violence 60.7 *68 2 27.8 314
Rape 10,4 10.1 2.3 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 b *%6,3
Robbery with injury k7 4.8 1.1 1.9
Robbery without injury 11.9 **%14,.6 3.4 by
Assault 43:7 **LBT 20.0 22,1
Aggravated assault 21.3 *26.6 8,1 9.7
Simple assault 22,4 2.0 12.0 12.5
Crimes of theft 102.2 *129.3 91.3 *105.5
Personal larceny with
contact 4.0 *6.5 3. *6,2
Personal larceny without
contact 98.2 " %1228 87.5 ¥99, 4

NOTE: Deteil may not add to total shown Bscause of rounding. One asterisk (¥) next to entries
for 197A/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 contidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data re-
flects either no difference between values recurded for each year or the lack of sta-
tistical significence for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to population
in the group.

lEstimate, bgsedpon sero 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)

7 White / 7 Black 7 Other
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7
Type of crime (473,700) (468,300) (153,000) (161,400) (10,400) (3,300§
Crimes of violence 46.1 47.1 33.7 *#51.6 30.5 160.5
Rape 1.6 1.3 . 3.1 2.7 13,1 10,0
Robbery 10.0 11.3 10.6 *15.7 13.0 10,0
Robbery with injury 2.7 3.2 3.0 3.5 10.0 10.0
Robbery without injury 7.3 8.1 7.6 *12.2 13,0 10.0
Assault 34.5 34.6 20.0 *33.2 2.5 140.5
Aggravated assault 14.5 16.4 12.9 *20.4 115.6 125.7
Simple assault 20.1 18.1 7.1 *12.8 18.9 134.8
Crimes of theft 108.0 *116.7 62.6 %116.2 58.1 96.2
Personal larceny with contact 3.7 *5.2 4.3 *9.8 36,1 10.0
Personal larceny without contact 104.3 *111.5 58.3 *106.3 52.0 96.2

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 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 level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent con-
fidence level, The absence of asterisks on 1971;/75 data 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.

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

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and age of victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75

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

¥9
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12-15 1619 20-2), 25-3 35-49 5064 65 and over
1971/72  1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974/75 1971772 197675 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974775 1971/72  1976/75
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) (67,1200) (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 12.5 13.9 5.5 15.3 Le2 13,1 2.6 12.1 310.9 10.2 10.3 10.0 310.0 i0.0
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 13,4 7.1
Robbery with injury 12,5 5.5 7.2 1.2 13,9 Lol 12,1 3.7 2.5 12,3 1.1 32,2 12,4 12.1
Robbery without N
injury 16.0 19.5 18.7 14.8 10.7 10.5 Loy #10,6 5.8 6.2 3.2 4.0 11.0 5.1
Assault 66.2 60.4 82.0 79.2 55.0  #*67.5- 28.4 3ty 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 *%11.2 3.5 4.3 12,9 11.7
Simple assault 40.7 32.0 43.8 37.2 28,2 34.0 15.1 15.0 6.2 *11.3 5 4.5 3.3 13,8
Crimes of theft 118.5 %*137.6 159.5 175.8 137.2  ¥186.8 121.0 *149.8 92,6 **103.5 W84 *61,2 22.4 *31.9
Personal larceny ’
with contact 5.0 6.5 4k 9.7 6.9 1.9 2.9 *%5,3 4.2 5.9 12,4 T %57 12.8 5.5
Personal larceny
without contact 113.5 **131.1 155.0 166.1 130.4  *178.9 118.2 *1hh.5 88.4 97.6 46,0 **55,5 19.6 26.5

i ndi i 3 indi tween values for the 2 years was statis-
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding, One asterisk (*) next to entries for 19714/75 indicates that the chargge be "
tically sz.rgnii’icant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at ?hg 90 percent confidence level. The algsence of asterisks on 1971;/75
data veflects sither no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to '

ulation in the group. .
1Est.:'|.rpm?e, based on zerog orpon about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.



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 77 Married '/ Widowed Divorced and separated

197172 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/7

Type of crime (172,800) (178,900) (360,100} (342,500) (47,300) (h6,800§ (54,400} (63.500§
Crimes of violence 89.5 88.7 22,2 *28.9 1.7 16.8 5744 63.8
Rape 4.0 3.5 10.6 10,6 11.3 10,6 15,2 13.2
Robbery 20.8 20.9 4.9 *8,2 15,0, 7.5 13.7 1ol
Robbery with injury 5.1 6.1 1.3 1.6 12,2 13.1 15,2 1.6
Robbery without injury 15.7 4.8 3.6 *6.7 13,3 1l 8.5 9.7
Assault 64.7 TN 16.6 #20.1 7.9 8.7 38.6 46.2
Aggravated assault 28.7 31.5 7.9 *#10.0 4.7 15,7 17.8 *27.7
Simple assault 36.0 32.9 8.8 10.1 3.3 13.1 T 20.8 18.5
Crimes of theft 135.5 *162.7 82.2 *Oh.5 42,8 39.4 112.2 ¥162.2
Personal larceny with contact 5.7 8.1 2.7 *%Y, 2 13.3 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

NOTE: Detail may not add to tobal shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 19 4/75 indicates tLhat the change between values for
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks {**) denote change significant ¢t the 90 percent con-
fidence level., The absence of asterisks on 197[,,/75 date reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of sta-
tistical sigr‘_ii“;rclance 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 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 $3,000 $3,000-87, 499 $7, 500~59,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-32%, 999 + $25,000 or.more
1971772 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1978775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 197L/75
Type of crime (66,200)  (58,600)  (165,800)  (138,400) (72,500)  (6,300)  (130,100) (139,200) (103,800) (122,200) (47,200) (71,900)
i tolenc 6. 6.6 1 *58, 6.6 1 6. 9. 9.6 39,3 38.2 16,7
Cr;ﬂ:: of violence 52.3 153.5 42.2 53,2 132.2 ffz; i*12 i+1.t':9> i+1.e3 10,7 10.0 10,0
Robbery 9.5 *17.5 9.8 *1h.6 11.7 14.6 10.4 10.0 11.6 8.8 9.4 13.7
Robbery with injury 12,8 4.5 2.9 3.8 13,1 Yk, 2,9 2.8 3.4 11,7 12,0 12,5
Robbery without injury 6.7 *13,1 6.9 *10,7 8.6 10.1 7.4 7.2 8.2 7.1 T 11.2
Assault 34.2 35.6 29.2 *40, L, 22.7 29,2 34.7 38.8 36.2 29.7 28,8 33.0
Aggravated assault 21.0 21.5 hedy ¥22.6 9.5 **15,5 - 16.3 18.9 . 113 12.3 10.8 16.1
Simple assault 13.3 1.1 147 17.7 13.2 13.8 8.4 2.0 a8 *17. 4 18.1 16.9
Crimes of theft 59.0 *83.7 72.6 *94..0 84,7 *131.4 111.2 **123.7 1374 133.0 147.5 139.4
Personal larceny with
gitact v 6.6 9:9 I *8.5 13.0 8.8 4l -5 12.4 3.7 1.0 13,3
P 1 la: ithout )
25:::213 roeny ¥ 5240 #73.7 68.1 *85.5 ‘81.7 ¥122.6 107.1 *#118.6 135.0 129.3 W34 136.1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. OUne asterisk (¥#) next to entries for 197[;/75 indicates that the change betiween 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_income level was not ascertained.

1Egbimate, 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 >

A}l ineidents With weapon
Number Percent

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Crimes of violence 23,900 25,600 10,700 **12 100 Lh.5 57.3
Rape 1,300 1,000 2300 2100 220.0 213.0
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 without injury 1,100 4,900 2,300 2,400 53,4 £9.%
Assault? 17,000 18,100 7,400 *%g, 700 L3.5 *¥18,3
Aggravated assault 7,600 *9,000 7,400 #%g, 700 98.0 97.2
With injury 2,800 3,300 2,700 3,000 oL. L 92.4
Attempted assgult with weapon 4,700 *%5 900 4,700 *%5 700 100.0 100.0
Simple assault 9,500 9,100 0 4] ven PN

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 19 b,/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 refl~:ts either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of stabis-
tical significance for apparent change.

3Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon.
2Estimate; based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
.++ 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 1974/75 1971772 1974/75 1971772 197775 1971572 1974/75
Crimes of violence 33.3 35.8 31.9 29.8 33.3 29,8 311.5 W)
Rape 135.7 176.9 153.6 10.0 110.7 - 123,1 10.0 30,0
Robbery 33.1 *L6. 3hod 31.8 29.4 *#20,1 13,1 11.7
Robbery with injury 120,0 119.6 127.5 129.3 52.5 Lleb 10,0 36,5
Robbery without injury 37.2 *56.2 36.8 32.7 21.9 111.2 4.1 10,0
Aggravated assault 33.3 31.1 30.0 29.4 35.6 33.7 131.0 15,8
With injury 16.1 14.8 2.8 30.6 59.1 *45.7 10,0 1g.8
Attempted assault with weapon 42.9 40.0 32.9 28.8 22.7 27.% 11,6 1.1

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

1Estimate, based on zerc 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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime (280, 200) (294, 800)
Burglary 146.5 *160.5
Forcible entry 51.7 66,7
Unlawful entry without farce 62,4 *%56,3
Attempted forcible entry 32.5 *¥*37.5
Househald larceny 146.6 *178.0
Less than $50 84.9 *¥96.7
$50 or more 47.9 *%7.5
Amount not available 5.9 4,1
Attempted larceny 8,0 9.7
Motor vehicle theft 24,0 23.4
Completed theft 17.7 17.1
Attempted theft 6.7 6.3

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 for apparent change.
Figures in parentheses refer to number of households.

67




89

sv1iva

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

White Black Other
1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 - 1971/72 1974/7
Type of crime (214,100) (223,500) (62,600) (70,000) (3,700} . (1.1,003
Burglary 135.7 132.5 186.2 #250.1 102.,9 1162.7
Household larceny 152.6 *173.0 128.2 *195.2 35055 1101.9
Motor vehicle theft 21,7 20.8 33.0 31.4 ) 131.2 140.4

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; two asterisks (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197[;/75
data reflects either no difference between valuss recorded for each year-or the-lack of statistical significance for apparent change. Figures
in parentheses refer t0 number of households in the group.

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

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

{Rate per 1,000 households)

12-19 20-34 ___35-19 506l 65 and over
©1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 197:;/7§ 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7§
Type of crime (£,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 *219.9 122.7 *%143.2 58.3 *100.3
Motor vehicle theft ~ 16.6 151.8 34.9 32.2 26.7 25.7 20.2 18.8 16.8 16,2

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries i‘or‘197h/75 indicates that the change Letween 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 l97b/75 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year gr the lack of statistical significance for apparent change., Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group.

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




Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Less_than $3,000 $3,000-37,499 $7,500-39,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 $25,000 or more

. 1971/72 197h/7§ 1971/72 1974/7§ 1971/72 1971;/7§ 1971/72 197A/7§ 1971/72 197&/733 1971/72 1974, 7§
Type of crime (37,400) (36,300 (77,400) (69,800 (32,600) (32,700 (52,900) (61,100 (38,800) (49,100 (17,200) (27,700
Burglary 129.1 *186.7 138.1 *160.9 130.7 *#160.5 149.9 144.7 185.8 *149.3 206.8 209.5
Household larceny : 89.3 *134.3 119.7 *152.4 140.8 *185.1 188.9 *217.4 196.3 199.4 198.5 194.7
Motor vehicle theft 9.2 13.9 -~ - 2h.1 2.0 28.1 - 31.0 32.4 25.2 28.8 19.9 31.0 32.1
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 197&/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 iricome level was not ascertained.

v

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)

7 One 7 7 Two-three 7 7 Four—five / 7 Six or more 7
1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/7
Type of orins (61,300) (RG] (UikD) (1360 (56,300 Geadd  (140) (182005
Burglary 122.3 127.5 132.9 *151.6 194.8 216.1 179.3 204.6
Household larceny 82.5 *113.3 132.7 *163.5 222.0 *259.0 224.6 *323.8
Motor vehicle theft 15.7 14.0 2.9 . 23.8 29.8 33.4 L45.5 31.4

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197h/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 197&/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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Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates,
by type of crime and form of tenure,
1971/72 and 1974/75

(Rate per 1,000 househalds)

Oz/vxﬁd or being bought Rented

. 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (153,400) (155,700) (127,000) (139,Z00)
Burglary 143.6 152.9 150.2 *169.0
Household larceny 149.5 *172.7 143.2 *183.8
Motor vehicle theft 22.3 18.7 26.9 28.7

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 asterisks on 197[;/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)

Onel Two Three Four Five-nine Ten or more
1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1971;/7§ 1971/72 197a/7§ 1971/72 1974/75 T 1971/72 197L/75 1971772 1974775
Type of crime (183,700)  (181,500)  (11,800) (12,400 (1,700) (1,800 (14,100)  (15,300)  (17.200) (23,100)  (k5.500) (58.,700)
Burglary 143.9 *160.6 89.9 ¥152.5 2139.3 2164.5 154.1 177.8 152.8 135.1 162.9 169.5
Household larceny 147.8 #179.0 140.3 17h.6 3120.8 381.5 124.7 135,0 161.6 #%203.7 141.9 %180, 8
Motor vehicle theft 23.1 19.6 212.2 27.7 217.0 215,), 29.1 40,4 35.5 29.6 27.0 28,5

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 19714/ 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 197A/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.

1Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
9Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabtdstically 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)

Type of crime

1974/75

(46,400)

Burglary

Completed burglary
Attempted burglary

Robbery

Completed robbery
Attempted robbery

*421,.3
*328,7
95.6
55.4
39.6
15.9

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 (¥*)

denobe change significant ab the 90 percent confidence level.
asterisks on 197[;/'75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for

each year or the lack of statistical gignificance for apparent change.

in parentheses refer to number of business establishments.

The absence of

Figures

Table 19. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics

of victimized establishments and type of crime,
1971/72 and 1974/75

" (Rate per 1,000 sstablishments)!

Number of establishments v Robbery
Characteristic 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/%2 1974775
Kind of establishment
Retail 13,400 11,900 494.0 530.0 130.6 104.9
Wholesale 3,400 4, 800 240.3 231.9 120.2 31.1
Service 17,300 16,300 264,0 *77.9 18.1 *50.3
Other 12, 500 13,400 363.0 334.2 19,8 26.2
Gross annual receipts
Lesg than $10,000 6,300 4,700 L549.5 #*626,7 62,0 42,2
$10, 000-524, 999 4y 500 5,500 519.6 i72.8 7.8 60.5
$25,000~$49, 999 4,800 5,700 299.5 345.1 31.8 Lhe2
$50, 000-$99, 999 5,700 6,700 400. 5 #%539.8 b7 59.7
$100, 000~$499, 999 9,500 11,400 382.7 167.0 78,4 a9
$500, 000-8999, 999 2,500 3,500 232.6 341.5 134k 3
$1,000,000 or more 5,100 6,300 297.1 260.7 123,8 5¢.6
No sales 3,000 2,500 126.6 157.9 10.0 15,7
Average number of pald employees
1-3 17,200 16,400 301.6 322.8 42,4 54.8
47 ) 10,000 401.6 383.8 63.3 53.1
8-19 6,900 6,700 479.6 *362,3 42,0 Lh.7
20 or more 5,600 4,800 305.9 %6528 66.8 118.1
None 7,700 8,300 348.0 #5943 36.0 32,2

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1971;/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 1971;/75

data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 ar fewer sample cases, is statis

ear or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change,
cally 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 3.1 31.6
Crimes of vidlence 41.0 42,7
Rape 57.6 57.6
Completed rape 164.,9 Tl
Attempted rape 52,9 k.1
Robbery 51.7 47.8
Robbery with injury 69.0 *REL L
From serious assault 82,0 *¥6l, 6
Fron minor assault 55,3 136,7
Robbery without injury 45.0 45.4
Assault 36.5 40.1
Aggravated assault 4.3 48.4
With injury 57.5 5204
Attempted assault with weapon 41,8 46.5
Simple assault 27.4 31.4
With injury 32,0 34,7
Attempted assault withoub weapon 25.9 30.4
Crimes of theft 26.8 27.0
Personal larceny with contact 32.7 38,3
Purse shatching W64 58.0
Pocket picking 23.0 27.9
Personal larceny without contact 26.5 2644
. Household sector, all crimes 41,6 43,1
Burglary 50,2 *57,7
Forcible entry The2 #4799, ),
Unlawful entry without force L1k *¥7,2
Attempted forcible entry 29.0 346
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
Motor vehicle theft 76.3 7.0
Completed theft 89,9 89.1
Attempted theft 4L0.4 31.9
Commercial sector, all crimes 75.9 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;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the:30 percent confidence level.
The absence of asterisks on 19714/75 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year ar the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.
1Estimate; based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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As ascertained by the victimization surveys, resi-
dents of Denver had a marginally greater 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
victimjzation 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,
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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 166—was
not statistically significant. There was some indica-
tion that the ratc 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

Percent
of crimes Percent of
Number within sector all crimes
Sector and type of crime 1971772 197775 1971772 1974175 1971772 197775
All crimes 167,800 174,300 P e 100.0 100.0
Personal sector 83,200 84,500 100.0 100.0 49.6 48.14
Crimes of violence 27,800 29,300 33.4 34.7 16.5 16.8
Rape ' 1,200 1,000 1.4 1.2 0.7 0.6
Completed rape 200 300 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.2
Attempted rape 1,000 808 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4
Robbery 7,200 7,800 8.7 9.3 4.3 Laoby
Robbery with injury 2,300 2,500 2,8 3.0 1.4 1.4
From serious assault - 1,200 1,500 1.4 1.7 0.7 0.8
From minor assault 1,100 1,100 1.3 1.3 0.7 0.6
Robbery without injury 14,900 5,300 5.9 6.2 2.9 3.0
Assault 19,300 20,500 23,2 24.2 11.4 1.7
Aggravated assault 8,200 **9,300 9.8 11.0 4.9 5.3
With injury 2,500 ¥%3,100 3.0 3.6 1.4 1.8
Attempted assault with
weapan 5,700 6,200 6.8 7.3 3.4 3.6
Simple assault 11,100 11,200 13.3 13.2 6.6 6.4
With intury 2,900 3,200 3.4 3.8 1.7 1.8
Attempted assault without
weapon 8,200 8,000 9.9 9.4 4.9 Leb
Crimes of theft 55,400 55,200 66.6 65.3 33.0 31.6
Personal larceny with contact 2,400 2,400 2.9 2.8 1ok 1.4
Purse snatching 1,100 1,100 1.4 1.3 0.7 0.6
Pocket picking 1,300 1,300 1.6 1.4 0.8 0.7
Personal larceny without
contact N 53,000 52,800 63.7 62.4 31.6 30,3
Total population age 12 and over 415,000 412,000 ves e ‘e ee
Household sector 72,100 #76,600 100.0 100.0 43.0 44,.0
Burglary 30,800 32,400 42.7 42,3 18.3 18.6
Forcible entry 12,700 12,400 17.6 16.2 7.6 7.1
Unlawful entry without force 10,700 11,500 14.8 15.0 6.4 6.6
Attempted forcible entry 7,400 %%8,500 10.2 11.0 Lely 4.9
Household larceny 32,700 *36,500 45.3 L7.6 19.4 20.9
Less than $50 19,400 20,500 26.9 26.7. 11.5 11.7
$50 or more 9,900 *12,300 13.7 16.1 5.9 7.1
Amount not availlable 900 900 1.2 1.2 0.5 0.5
Attempted larceny . 2,500 2,800 3.5 3.6 1.5 1.6
Motor vehicle theft 8,600 7,800 12,0 10.1 5.2 Liky
Completed theft 6,100 5,400 8.4 7.0 3.6 3.1
Attempted theft 2,500 2,400 3.5 3.1 1.5 1.4
Total number of households 194,600 195,300 ‘oo ses ses ‘ie
Commercial sector 12,500 13,200 100.0 100.0 Tedy 7.6
Burglary 11,200 11,200 89.1 84.7 6.7 6.4
Completed burglary 7,900 8,300 62.9 62.7 57 L.7
Attempted burglary 3,300 2,900 26.2 22.0 2.0 1.7
Robbery 1,400 *%2,000 10.9 15.3 0.8 1.2
Completed robbery 1,100 1,500 8.8 11,6 0.7 0.9
Attempted robbery 300 500 2.2 3.7 0.2 0.3
Total number of commercial

establishments 25,200 25,700 ves vee Ver vea

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 (*) denote change significant at the 90 percent
confidence level., The absence of asterisks on 197l+/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 nonstrangers

Number Rate Number Rate
Type of crime 197172 1974775 97172 1994775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Crimes of violence 20,200 *%22, 500 48.7 *5L.7 7,500 6,800 18.2 16.5
Rape 1,000 *#700 2.5 **1.,7 200 300 0.5 0.8
Completed rape 1200 1100 10.4 10.2 (12) 1200 10.1 10.4
Attempted rape 800 600 2.0 1.4 1200 1200 10.Y 10.4
Robbery 6,100 *%7,100 14.6 **17,1 1,200 *800 2.8 ¥1.8
Robbery with injury 1,900 2,300 b6 5.6 400 200 1.0 0.6
From serious assault 1,000 1,300 2.4 3.1 200 1200 0.6 0.4
From minor assault 900 1,000 2.2 2.5 200 1100 0.5 0.2
Robbery without injury 14,200 4,800 10.0 11.5 700 500 1.8 1.2
Assault . 13,100 *%14,800 31.6 *35.9 6,200 54700 14.8 13.9
Aggravated assault . 5,800 *7,100 13.9 *17.3 2,400 2.200 5.9 5.2
With injury 1,700 *#%2,200 4l **5 L 800 900 1.9 2.1
Attempted assault with weapon 4,000  ¥%4,900 9.8 *11,9 1,600 1,300 4.0 3.2
Simple agsault 7,400 7,600 17.8 18.5 3,700 3,600 9.0 8.6
With injury 1,700 1,900 L2 4.6 1,100 1,300 2.8 3.1
Attempted assault without weapon 5,700 5,700 13.6 13.9 2,600 © 2,300 6.2 5.5

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 19 h/75 indicates that the chaunge between values for
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**Z denote change significant zt 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 stabistically unreliable.
(2) 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)

Type of crimes

1974/75

1971/72
{412,000)

(415,000}

Crimes
Rape

Completed rape
Attempted rape
Robbery
Robbery with injury
From serdious assault
From minor assault
Robbery without injury
Assault
Aggravated assault
With injury
Attempted assault with wespon
Simple assault
With injury
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* Crimes of theft
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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 st 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 gppsrent 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 197475 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (191,100) (191,800) (223,900) (220,300)
Crimes of violence 89.9 *XOB by §7.2 4.5
Rape 10,2 10,0 5., ¢ 47
Gonpleted rape 10.1 0.0 0.9 1.2
Attempteéd rape 310.1 10.0 hedy 3.5
Robbery 27.0 29.2 9.2 10.1
Robbery with injury 8.7 9.7 3.0 3.1
Robbery without injury 18,4 19.4 6.2 7.0
Assault 62,7 *%69, 2 32.6 32.8
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 L.6 6.4 6.9
Personal larceny without .
contact 141.1 149.5 116.2 109.4

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 levelj two asterisks (**) denote change signif-

dcant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data
reflects elther no difference between vslues recorded for each year or the lack of
statistical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to popu~
lation in the group.

1gstimate, based on zero or ca sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 5. Personal crimes: Vicﬁmizatiqn 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 1976775 1971772 1974775

Type of crime (370,600) (367,500) (38,100) (40,600) (6,300) (3,900)
Crimes of violence 66.7 *73.0 4.5 56.3 90.2 56.5
Rape 3.1 2.5 1.7 3.1 16,8 10.0
Robbery 17.6 19.4 13.8 15.4 129.5 119.8
Robbery with injury 57 6.0 3.8 7.8 110.3 14.5
Robbery without injury 11.9 13.3 10.0 7.6 119,2 1152
Assgult . 46.1 *51.2 49.1 *%37.8 53.9 3136.7
Aggravated assault 18.4 *22.8 31.1 ##21.9 128.7 15.1
Simple assault: 27.7 28.4 18.0 15.9 125.2 131.,6
Crimes of theft 135.4 134.7 117.6 126.9 121.4 126.5
Personal larceny with contact 5.6 5.8 7.8 .8 16.7 10.0
Personal larceny without contact 129.7 129.0 109.8 120.1 114.7 126.5

NOTE: Detail msy 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 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 group.

1Bstimate, 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)

12-15 16-19 20-2), 25— 35-49 50-8 65 and over
. 1971772 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 197k 15 1971772 1976775 ~197i/72 1974/75 1971772 1974/715 1971/72 1974775
Type of crime (37,000) (33,300)  (37,900) (34.400)  (55,700) (54,300)  (78,200) (84,400) (77,200) (71,200) (74,400) (77,300)  (54,600)  (57,200)
Crimes of violence 152.8 *¥130.1 151.7 144 105.5  *138.4 62.3 *80.1 38.7 36.1 23.7 26.8 15.6 19.8
Rape 13,3 1.8 7.9 4.7 5.9 8.2 3.9 3.0 10.8 31,2 11.1 10.0 10,7 10,0
Robbery 54,2 *%40,3 27.4 31.3 19.8  %33.5 143 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 ke *8,9 4.8 4.3 4.0 L6 k7 5.7 5.3 4.6
Robbery without
injury 41,3 *28,0 19.5 23.6 15.7 %26 9.5 10.8 6.9 5.4 4.0 6.7 13,3 6.6
Assault 95.5 8g.1 116.4  108.1 79.8  %96.7 ° 44.0 *61.6 27.0 2,.9 13.8 14.3 6.3 8.7
Aggravated assault 35.8 33.0 52,4 51.8 37.5 13.7 20.0 *31.1 9.4 10.0 5.2 6.3 11.9 3.8
Simple assault 59.6 55.1 64.0 56.3 42,3 *53.0 2,0 *%30.5 17. 15.0 8.6 8.1 by 4.9
Crimes of theft 4.6 136.6 22,1  201.7 205.7  209.6 1647  *185.7 127.0  121.9 75.0 72.4 33.8 41.0
Personal larceny
with contact 15,4 5.0 5.7 7.1 7.2 6.0 5.0 3.4 I 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 v 117.9 69.6 65.4 25.3 315

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197h/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 197!;./75
dat§~ reﬁects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for appirent change. Figures in parentheses refer to popu-
lation the group.

1Estimate, based on zerc 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 separated

) 1971/72 1975775 1971/72 197475 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime {127,700) (227,400) (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 4.6
Robbery 35.4 31.8 7.3 *10,2 14.5 13.0 20.4 *%30,2
Robbery with. injury 10.3 9.5 1.9 %3,9 9.3 35,2 9.6 8.6
Robbery without injury 25.1 R2.3 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 1.2 #15.3 15,9 13.2 26.0 32.0
Simple agsault 49.0 17.6 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 2 L7 3.6 10.6 11,7 10.8 8.8

Persanal larceny without

contact 173.7 178.9 110.8 *100.7 45.6 51.3 142.2 *177.7

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; two asterisks (**) denote change significont 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. . )

3Estimate; based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is-statistically unreliable.

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

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

less than $3,000 $3,000-87,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-32/,,9 $25,000 or more
1971/72 197/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971772~ 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1971373 1971772 19 A77§
Type of crime (45,800)  (35,700)  (106,900)  (88,000)  (53,300)  (42,700)  (96,300)  (97,100)  (é2,700)  (8%,200) (22,000) (37,000
Crimes of violence 87.1 102.6 a7 75.2 56.4 ¥l 645 64,3 56.5 65.8 65.5 59.8
Repe 4.8 6.2 4.0 3.8 12,6 14.3 2.3 2.3 10,9 10.7 12,7 10.0
Robbery 29.4 34.2 18.6 19,8 141 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 1.2 2.7 *¥5,3 - 4.2 EAA 13,6 5.4
Robbery without injury 14.2 *20,..8 12.1 11.1 10.2 11.3 13.4 12,4 8.8 12.7 . 125 8.8
Assault 52,8 62.2 52.0 51.7 39.7 *54.5 45.9 L4 3 42.5 49.0 46.6 45.:6
Aggravated assault 2.6 29.3 22,9 26.3 18.6 *30.0 19.4 19.5 15.0 19.4 16.0 18,1
Simple assault 28.2 - 32.9 29.1 25.3 21.0 2.5 26.4 24,7 27.5 29.6 30,4 27.5
Crines of theft 125.1 #10k. 6 123.4 130.6 112.3 *143.9 146.0 149.6 152, **#135.6 168.5 154.8
Personal larceny with ‘
contact 10.7 13.7 6.5 6.2 12,6 8.2 47 5.2 4.8 Lol 17,2 12,7
Pergonal larceny without . ]
contact 1 dy, *90.9 117.0 1244 109.6 *135,8 141.3 1l by 147.5  #*131.5 161.3 152.0

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterigk (*) 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 abt 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 whoge income level was not ascertained,

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

s

All incidents With weapon

Number . Percent
Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 19775
Crimes of violence 23,300 21,500 9,000 *%10, 200 38.7 k1.6
Rape 1,200 1,000 300 2200 21.4 216.0
Robbery 6,100 6,600 2,500 *3,200 Li.h *ehE,1
Robbery with injury © 2,000 2,200 800 1,000 42.6 5.0
Robbery without injury 4,100 4,400 1,700 *#¥32,200 40.8 **4,9.9
Assault? 16,000 16,900 6,200 6,800 39.0 L0. 4
Aggravated assault 6,500 7,200 4,200 6,800 ' 96,4 9.6
With injury 2,000 2,400 1,700 2,000 88.3 e3.7
Attempted assault with weapon 4,500 1,800 k500 4,800 100.0 100.0
Simple assault 9,500 9,700 0 0 ves ves

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to enbtries 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 bebween values recorded for esch year or the lack of
statistical significance for apparent change.

Includes data on simple assaull, which by definition does not involve the wse of a weapon.
2Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
.o+ 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 o772 1975 /72 197705 1971772 1974775 1971%72" 19747705
Crimes of violence 36,0 *28.1 28.2 3244 33.2 *%38,7 2.7 *7.0
Rape 114.3 10.0 3464 162,5 139.3 137.5 10.0 30,0
Kobbery 39.1 *%29,5 30.4 33.6 26.7 28.1 13,8 8.8
Robbery with injury 317.0 R2.4 £0.9 *%25.0 39.8 36.2 2.3 116.4
Robbery without injury 50.6 33,2 25,0 *38.1 19.9 23.9 4.5 4.9
Aggravated assault 35,6 *25.6 26,6 28.3 35.6 404 12.3 5.7
With injury hed 10.6 22,7 2.5 61.3 59.1 11,7 15,8
Attempted assault with weapon 43.8 *31.9 28.1 29.9 25.7 ¥32,5 2.4 5.7

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197L(/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 1971;/75
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significerce for apparent change.

YEstimate, based on gero 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

(Rate per 1,000 horseholds)

1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime (194,600) (195,300)
Burglary 158.0 165.8
Forcible entry 65.3 63.7
Unlawful entry without force . 54.9 58.8
Attempted forcible entry 37.3 **43.3
Household larceny 167.8 *186.8
Less than $59 99.4 104.7
$50 or more 50.8 *63.0
Amount not available k.6 b7
Attempted larceny 13.0 14.3
Motor vehicle theft Wy 39.8
Completed theft 31.4 27.5
Attempted theft 13.0 12.3

NOTE: Detail may not add to tobal ghown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries
for 1974/75 indicatés 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 betwsen 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 ver 1,000 households)

ST White 7 77 Black 7 7 ) Other 7
1971/7 1974115 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974775
Type of crime (175,300) (175,100) (16,700) (18,500) (2, 600) (1,800)
Burglary 148.2 *¥158.1 260.9 23,2 158.8 127.3
Household larceny 163.1 *182.9 220.0 219.7 153,14 129,1
Motor vehicle theft 40.0 37.2 89.4 *RET A, 151.8 111.9

MOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statisbically significant at the 95
percent confidence level; two asterisks (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 19714/75
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. ’

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

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

| - (Rate per 1,000 households)

121 20-34 35-49 50“§it 65 and over
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 97775 1971/72 1974/75 197172 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)
Burglary 202.3 260.5 211.7 212.2 182.6 186.2 119.2 128.3 4.6 *%93,7
Household larceny 142.4 *%220.9 222,0 **251,8 201.7 *232.7 140.8 152.1 674 75.6
Motor vehicle theft 75.3 *¥34,2 - Bl 57.8 - 53.1 45.5 30.5- 32.5 11.4 9.9

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 ebsence 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 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 $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9;999 $10,000-$1 $15,000-$: ) $25,000 and more
1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 19715 72 197’3 75 19715 72 1974175

Type of crime (30,800) (25,100) (55,500) (47,300) (24,200) (21,800) (39;300} - (42,300) (23,200)  (32,100) (7,600) (13,300}
Burglary 165.4 186.2 164.8 162.6 142.1 *176.6 155.2 163.7 158.7 172.4 191.4 158.9
Household larceny 132.5 130.9 161.4 #%183.5 168.4 188.2 207.2 221.3 193.2 209.5 185.6 194.3
Motor vehicle theft 30.2 26.4 46.6 #32.9 46.6 42.3 42,0  ¥%55,9 63.0  ®y.8 37.1 39.8
NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197l;/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was sbatistically significant at the 95 percent confidence levet;

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 wuas not ascertained.

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

__Onme 7 7 Two-three 7 vers Four-five 7 7 Six or more i
1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (55,800) (5211003 (92,300) (93,100) (35,100) (31,500) (11,400) (8,500}
Burglary 126.2 134.2 150.2 **164..9 199.6 212.4 2,8.8 234.5
Household larceny 46 *96.4 159.1 *181.1 2717 *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

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 level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75
data reflects either no difference betwsen values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for spparent 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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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 bousht Rented
] 1971/72 197475 1973/72 1974/73
Type of crime (99,000) {99,200) (95,600) (96,100)
Burglary 146.7 150.8 169.7 181.3
Household larceny 184.4 *¥198,1 150.6 #175.2
Motor vehicle theft 39.7 35.6 49.3 b1

NOTE: Oae asterisk (*) next to entries for 1971;/75 indicates that the change between values
for the 2 years was stabistically 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 date reflects elther 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 Ten_or more
: 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1975775 1971/72 1974775
Type of crime (124,400)  (116,300)  (10,700)  {12,200) (3,400) (3,200) (4,200)  (5,000) (9,200)  (10,500) (41,700)  (46,000)
Burglary 162.7 172.1 177.5  *%217.8 207.1 177.8 126.7  *¥%188.L 175.8 209.7 136.0 125.2
Household larceny 194.1 %211.6 206,0  #*257,7 1574, 217.5 159.0 201.2 164.6 195,2 82.3 #101.8
Motor vehicle theft 4L5.4 41.8 642 49.6 253,3 3543 247.6 4l.4 42.6 43.4 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 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 cliangé. 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.

1TIncludes data on mobile homed, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 18 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 crime (25,200) (25,700)
Burglary 2.7 4347
Completed burglary 312.6 321.6
Attempted burglary 130.1 113.1
Robbery 54.3 *78.5
Completed robbery 43.5 *%#59,8 .
Attempted robbery 10.9 18.9

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 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 level; two asterisks (**) denote change signif-
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data
reflects eithsfno 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

____i(Rate per 1,000 establishments)

r

Number of establishments Burglary Robbery

Characteristic 1971772 197475 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974775
Kind of establishment
Retail 6,700 5,300 572.4 **1709,0 156.3 %#239.2
Wholesaie 2,200 3,200 597.1 543.8 122.4 48,2
Service 10,600 9,700 3344 363.0 23.6 *39.3
Other 5,700 7,500 430.3 288:4 13,0 28,9
Gross annual receipts
Less than $10,000 2,300 2,000 386.9 565.3 130.1 111.6
$10,000~$24,999 2,300 2,300 396,1 #711.0 80.9 64.6
$25,000-849,999 2,700 3,200 389.6 295.5 151.0 51.8
$50,000~$99, 999 3,000 3,800 496.8 #325.1 15.8 61,2
$100,000~3499,999 5,200 6,200 476.6 L4 101.4 80,
$500,000-$999, 999 1,800 1,700 4£51.6 L65.7 10.0 145.3
$1,000,000 or more 2,400 2,800 514.1 538.0 70,2 118.1
No sales 1,500 1,500 570.8 *218,5 10.0 122.7
Average number of paid employees
1-3 8,600 8,900 4130 412.8 Wyed **82,6
L=~ 5,500 4,900 458.5 432.1 31.0 71.3
8-19 3,600 3,800 518.3 482.0 82.9 66.2
20 or more 3,500 3,200 524.3 573.3 123.3 119.8
None 4,100 4,900 342.2 346.7 1244 61.9

YIANIA

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197L;./75 indicates that the chauge between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent
confiderice 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.
1Egtimate, 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
Pergonal sector, all crimes 34.9 33.1
Crimes of violence 50,5 39.9
Rape 55.6 *36,5
Completed rape ig1.8 137.0
Attempted rape 49.5 36,4
Robbery L1 45.1
Robbery with injury 60.1 62,0
From gerious 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 hhe3
With injury 55.0 59.1
Attempted assault with weapon 41.8 37.0
Simple assault 32.4 32.7
With injury L34 U1
Attempted assault without weapon 28.5 28,0
Crimes of theft 32.1 *29. 0,
Personal larceny with contact 45.9 47.1
Purse snatching 47.8 **6h. 6
Pocket picking bh.2 31.7
Pergonal larceny without contact 31.5 *28.7
Household sector, all crimes 474 *43.2
Burglary 57.3 54.6
Forcible entry 77.3 78.7
Unlawful entry without force n7.7 45.3
Attempted forcible entry 36.7 31.9
Household larceny 30.2 *26.6
Less than $50 17.4 %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 7.9 73.9
Completed theft 94.3 91.2
Attempted theft 38.9 35.0
Commeércial sector, all crimes 7.9 82.7
Burglary 75.7 81.8
Robbery 96,2 87.9

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197&./75 indicates that the change between values
for the 2 yeers was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (**) denote chenge significant at the 90.percent confidence level.
The abaence of asterisks on 197&/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.
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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 victimizZations
in 1971/72 to 50,600 in 1974/75. Violent personal
crime, ie,, 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-
ally significant increase in the rate for those violent
victimizations 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 1974/75. The decrease in the rate for
robbery without injury was especially notable.
Women 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 was 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-
portionately, there was less frequent recourse to
knives. Ot:wrwise, the choice of weapons used in
armed rapcs, 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 groups 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 cntry 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 significantly, 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 rcpresented ‘a major exception to the
overall pattern of decline in 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

Percent
of crimes Percent of
* Number within sector all crimes
Sector and type of crime 1571/72 97778 1971/72 1974/75 167192 197L/75
All crimes 61,200 *50,600 vee e 100.0 100.0
Personal sector 25,400 #21,900 100.0 100.0 41.6 434
Crimes of violence 11,600 *10,000 45.6 45.8 18.9 19.9
Rape 400 40D 1.5 1.8 0.6 c.8
Gompleted rape 100 100 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.2
Attempted rape 200 300 1.0 1.4 0.k 0.6
Robbery 7,900 #6,100 30.9 27.9 12,9 12,1
Robbery with injury 2,400 *%2,000 9.3 9.0 3.9 3.9
From serious assault 1,200 1,100 4.6 5.0 1.9 2.2
From minor assault 1,200 **900 4.7 4.0 2.0 1.7
Robbery without injury 5,500 #1,,100 21.6 18.9 9.0 8.2
Assault 3,300 3,500 3.1 16,0 5. 7.0
Aggravated assault 1,700 2,000 6.6 9.2 2.7 4.0
With injury 800 Q00 3.1 3.9 1.3 L7,
Atbtempted assault with
weapon 900 *%1,200 3.4 5.3 L4 2,3
Simple assault 1,700 1,500 6.6 6.9 2.7 3.0
With injury 500 400 1.9 1.9 0.8 0.8
Attempted assault without
weapon 1,200 1,100 LT 4.9 1.9 2.1
Crimes of theft 13,800 *11,900 Shob 5L,2 22,6 23.5
Personal larceny with contact 14,200 *2,800 16.4 12,6 6.8 5.4
Purse snatching 2,500 #1,500 9.9 6.9 Lol 3.0
Pocket. picking 1,600 ¥1,300 b 5.7 2.7 2,4
Personal larceny without
contact 9,700 9,100 38.0 41.6 15.8 18.1
Total population age 12 and over 275,000 265,000 aes ces ces Ves
Household sector 21,800 *19,200 100,0 100.0 35.6 37.9
Burglary 13,100 *10,000 60,3 52,3 21,4 19.8
Forcible entry 7,000 *,,600 32,0 24.0 11.) 9.1
Unlawful entry without force 2,900 *2,300 13,2 12,1 L7 L6
Attempted forcible entry 3,300 3,100 15.1 16,2 5. 6.1
Household larceny 54,700 5,000 21,6 26,3 7.7 10.0
Less than $50 2,100 2,000 9.7 10.4 3.4 3.9
$50 or meore 1,700 *2,300 7.9 11.8 2.8 body
Amount not available 300 200 1.4 1.8 0.5 0.7
Attempted larceny 600 400 2,6 2,3 0.9 0.9
Motor vehicle theft 3,900 14,100 18,1 21, 6.0 8.1
Completad theft 2,900 3,200 13,1 16,7 I 6.3
Attempted theft 1,100 900 5,0 4.8 1.8 1.8
Total number of households 106,700 102,7 ves aes vee ves
Commerci.al sector. 14,000 *9,500 100.0 100.0 22.8 18.7
Burglary 12,100 *7,800 86.6 82.6 19.8 15.4
Completed burglary 8,700 #6,100 $2.4, 64,8 143 12.1
Attempted burglary 3,400 *1,700 21,2 17.9 5.5 3.3
Robbery 1,900 1,600 13.4 17.4 3.1 3,2
Completed robbery 1,100 1,300 8.1 13.9 1.8 2.6
Attempted robbery 700 *300 5.3 344 1.2 0.6
Total number of commercial
establishments 19,200 15,400 ves vis ves oae

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding, One asterisk (*) next to numbers for
197L/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 differ-
ence betweéen values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent
change.
++s  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)

6

HAVMIN

Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers
Number Rate Number i Rate

Type of crime 1971/72 197L/75 1571772 1978775 1971/72 1974775 1971/72

Crimes of violence 10,300 *8,500 37.6 *32,0 1,300 1,600 heb

Rape 300 100 1.1 1.4 1100 (*2) 10.3
Completed rape 1100 1100 10.3 0.4 1100 10 10.2 10.0
Attempted rape 200 200 0.8 0.8 (22) (2z) 10,1 10.1
Robbery 7,500 *5,700 27.3 *21.6 400 1,00 1.3 T4
Robbery with injury 2,200 *#1,800 8.1 6.9 200 200 0.6 0.6
Fron serious assault 1,100 1,000 3.9 3.8 1100 1100 10.4 10.3
From minor assault 1,100 *#800 L2 **3,1 1100 1100 10.2 10,2
Robbery without injury 5,300 #3,900 19.2 *11,.8 200 200 0.7 0.9
Assault 2,500 2,400 9.2 8.9 800 *1,200 3.0 *holp
Aggravated sssault . 1,200 1,300 Lok 5.0 500 #4700 1.7 *2,6
With injury 500 500 1.9 1.8 300 400 1.0 L4
Attempted assault with weapon 700 900 2.5 3.2 200 300 0.7 *%1,2
Simple assault 1,300 1,000 4.8 3.9 400 500 1.3 1.8
With injury 400 300 L. 1.0 100 200 0.4 0.6
Attempted assault without weapon 900 800 3 2,9 300 300 0.9 1.2

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 19’;&/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 lsck of

statistical significance for apparent change.
Z Less than 50.
1Estimate, based on zeroc or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over, by type
of crime, 1971/72 and 197475

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

1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime (275,000) (265,000)
Crimes of viclence 42.2 #37,9
Rape 1.4 1.5
Completed rape 0.5 0.4
Attempted rape 0.9 1.1
Robbery 28,6 ¥23,1
Robbery with injury 8.6 7.5
From serious assault 43 4.1
From minor assault Ledy *#%3.3
Robbery without injury 20.0 *15.6
Assault 12,1 13.3
Aggravated assault 6.1 *#7 .6
With injury 2.8 3.2
Attempted assault with weapon 3.2 LIA
Simple asssult 6.1 5.7
With injury 1.8 1.6
Attempted assault without weapon 43 4ol
Crimes of theft 50.3 *40 .9
Personal larceny with contact 15,2 ¥10.5
Purse snatching 9.2 *5.7
Pocket picking 6.0 *hT
Personal larceny without contact 35.1 34.5

NOTE: Detail may nob add to total shown because of rownding, OUne asterisk (*) next to entries
for 1974/75 indicates that the changé between values for the 2 years was statistically
significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asgterisks (¥*) 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
statigtical 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 per 1,000 resident populaticn age 12 and over)

, Male 7 Female 7
1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (121,éoo) (nzf:éof)) (153,800) (150,400)
Crimes of violence 52.8 51.7 33.8 *27 .4
Rape 10.1 20,0 2. 2,7
Completed rape 10.0 10.0 0.9 0.8
AMtempted vape 10.1 10,0 1.5 2.0
Robbery 38.9 #%33,8 " 20.5 ¥14.9
Robhery with injury 11.2 11,0 6.6 *%,8
Robbery without injury 27.7 *22.8 13.8 *10,1
Asgault 13.8 *17.9 10.9 9.8
Aggravated assault 7. *10,7 . 5.0 5.3°
Simple assault 6.3 7.2 5.9 45
Crimes of theft 45.0 42,8 5445 *6.5
Personal larceny with
contact 6.5 LT 22.0 *14.8
Personal, larceny without
contact 38.5 38.1 32.5 31.7

NOTE: Detail may not add to tobal shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to
entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 yearg was
stabigtically significant at the 95 percent conlidence 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.

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




Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

-

by type of crime and race of victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75

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

; White 7 Black Other
1971772 197/75 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7
Type of crime (115,200) (118,900) (142,100) (13%1:400) (17,700) (b??oo?
Crimes of violence 33.0 30.0 52.3 *45.9 20,7 3.5
Rape 10.2 1.1 2.3 2.0 11,6 10,0
Robbery 20,2 18,2 37.0 *27.5 15.8 5.9
Robbery with injury 7.7 6.7 10,2 *xg, 1 2.4 6.0
Robbery without injury 12,5 11.5 26.9 *19.4 13.5 19.8
Assault 12,6 10.7 12.9 15.4 13,3 115,6
Aggravated assmult 4.5 5.2 7.8 9.5 11,6 19,6
Simple asssult 8.0 *5,5 5.1 5.8 11,6 15,0
Crimes of theft W9k *40.6 52.4 49.2 39.8 314
Personal larceny with contact 12.4 10.0 18.2 *11,2 9.3 14.0
Personal larceny without contact 37.0 %*30.6 3.2 38.0 30.5 27.4

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

the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95

conlidence level.

The abgence of asterisks on 197,
statistical signiticance for apparent change.

One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1 h/75 indicates that the change between values for
ercent confidence level; two asterisks (#*) denote change significant af the 90 percent

75 dats rveflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of

2Estimate, based on zero or on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

Figures in parventheses refer to population in the group.

by type of crime and age of victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75

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

s e e TR TR T T E e
971]72 1971727 1976/75  1971/92  197h/75 971/72 1974/75 X E /15 271 2
Type of crime (31,000)  (31,500) (26.3(/>0) (26,600) (30.6{)0) (25,900) (51,100) (47,700) (60,800) (56,500) (46,900) (47,000) (28,300) (29,800)
Crimes of violence 6.0 6. W6 65.9 473 3.4 41,8 *¥*33.7 37.8 32,2 42,0 *31.1 31.2 26.9
rg:pe of viclene 30.9 513 231 3.8 Z.1 43.9 11.3 2.4 1.1 10,2 10.9 10.8 10.0 10.0
Robbery 27.7 22,1 33.6 30.7 247 21.3 27.8 2.4 28,3  *R0 3341 *22.9 24.0 21.0
Robbery with injury bob b2 7.6 7.2 541 6.8 8.3 *L.5 9.1 8,3 13.1 g, 10.2 11,3
Robbery without 7
injury 23.1 - *¥15.9 26.0 23,5 19.6 14.5 19,5 17.9 19, LV N 20.0  *¥14.5 13.8 9.7
Assault 17.4 23.4 189 *31.4 18.6 18.2 127 9.0 8.3 9.3 8.0 7.4 7.2 5.9
Aggravated assauli 6,9 *13,4 9.2 *18,6 8.6 10.5 7.9 6.6 45 5.3 3.5 4.0 3.9 10.9
Simple assault 10.5 10.1 9.7 12,8 10.0 7 4.8 *xoly 3.9 40 by 3.5 3.4 5.0
Crimes of theft 21,2 25.9 36.7  **48.0 65.8 56.9 62,5 5644 57.4 50.0 53,8 *43,8 35,1 *%25,7
Personal larceny .
with contact 12,8 12,8 7.0 L7 14.0 12,3 18,8 *12,6 15,3 12,4 21.1 *13,8 21,0 9.6
Personal larceny :
without conbact 18,4 22,9 29.7 *43.3 51.8 Ihob 4347 43,8 422 37,6 32.7- 29.9 el 16,1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk {*) next to enbries for 197h/75 indicates thet the change befuween 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
197,/75 daba refleécts either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of sbatistical significance for apparent change.
refey to population in the group.

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

Figures in parentheses
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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 separated
1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1574/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 197/75
Type of crime (921300) (95,700) (1271000) (114,300) (23, 00) (231300) (29,400) (301300)
Crimes of violence 48,7 51.2 32,1 *25.4, 40.8 ¥28.5 64.3 *49.8
Rape 11.1 2. 1.4 0.9 1.2 10,6 12,3 11,9
Robbery 30.3 *%25,7 22.8 *18.7 33.2 *21,4, 440 *32,)
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 k.2 13.2 19.8 *11,3 3h.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 Ll 2.9 13,5 12,2 10.3 8.7
, Simple assault 9.3 9.0 3.9 2.9 13,0 he3 7.6 7.1
Crimes of theft 40.5 41.7 51.4 *£46.0 56,0 %397 T0.4 *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 31.6 345 38.5 36.2 26,2 23,0 37.3 37.0

NOTE: Detail mey 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 1971;/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the
lack of gtatistical 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 unreliable. te

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 $§§000 $;,OOO—§Z,Q_‘22 $7,500-8 $10,000-$14,9 $15,000-$24,99 $25,000 or more
971/ 72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/'75 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 197475 1971572 1974/ 75

1971772
Type of crime (33,400)  (29,100)  (205,300)  (93,200)  (40,000)  (35,800) (49,900)  (52,300)  (21,100)  (27,400)  (3,100) (5,500)
Crimes of violence 6.4 *13.0 16l **),0,6 38,5 31,7 30.4 36.8 30.7 29.4 113,5 33.4
Rape 12.2 11,8 2.2 1.8 11,0 :1».8 11[1+ :3.3 ;213 ;;g I;g.ts) ;g.g
Robber: 46,7 *24,.9 32, *2L.5 25,5 21,0 7. 22, . . . .
ORobb}erry with injury 12,9 10.7 9.7 7.9 6.8 7.3 5.2 6.0 1.5 6.5 18,9 10,0
Robbery without injury 33.8 *14,.,2 22.8 #16,6 18.7 13.8 12,2 16.0 9.9 12.7 1.6 22.3
Assault 13.5 16.4 11.8 1.3 12,0 8.9 11,9 1.1 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. 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 10.0 12,2
Crimes of theft 50.0 *33.0 46.8 *39.2 52.2 *36.6 50.9 56.0 60.6 64,0 83.6 5844
Personal larceny with
contact 25.5 *11,2 -18.0 *12,0 11,3 ¥ 3 11,0 8.9 5.2 ¥12,7 19,1 113,5
Personal larceny without
contact 24,6 21.2 28.8 27.2 40.9 #29.3 40.0 *k47.2 55.4 51.3 Tha5 4.9

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 vas

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 statisticel significance for apparent change. Figures

in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose income level was hot ascertained.
1Estimate; based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ls 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

A1l incidents With weapon

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 with injury 2,200 *¥*1,900 1,000 900 13.0 49.7
Robbery without injury 5,000 *3,600 2,700 *2,100 53,0 57.5
Assaultl 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 8.1
Attempted asseult with weapon 800 900 800 900 100.0 100.0
Simple assault 1,500 1,400 0 0 vee .o

NOTE:

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95

confidence level.
statistical significance for apparent change.

One asterisk (*) next to entries for 19
ercent confidence level; two asterisks (¥

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

«.s Represents not applicable.

/75 indicates that the change betwsen values for
dencte change significant at the 90 percent
The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects elther no difference between values recorded. for each year or the lack of

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 Kni. Other e unknown

Type of crime 1571/72 1974775 1971772 1974775 1971772 1576]75 1971/72 1974775
Crimes of violence 23.1 25,8 52,0 *h 22.7 23.6 2.3 *6,2
Rape 5.4 % 217,6 136.4 764 19,1 15,9 19,1 10,0
Robbery 22.4 *¥28, 4 57.6 *}7.5 18.1 17.5 11.9 6.6
Robbery with injury 18.9 13.4 56.4 W5k 31.7 28.9 13,0 12,4
Robbery without injury 274 *¥35,0 58,2 *h8. 4 12.8 12,6 1.4 14.0
Aggravated assault 22.7 2.4 39.0 35.1 36.2 36.9 12,1 6.5
With injury 110,2 4.1 32,2 30.1 57.6 575 10.0 18,2
Attempted assault with weapon 32.1 35.1 543.2 39,4 21,0 21.3 13,7 14.3

NOTE: One asterisk (*) nexbt 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.
data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistica

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

The absence of asterisks on 1974/75

1 significance for apparent change.
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates,
by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75

(Rate per 1,000 households)

1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime (106,700) (102,700)
Burglary 123.1 *97.6
Forcible entry 65,3 *4h.8
Unlawful entry without force 29.0 *%22,6
Attempted rovcible entry 30.7 30.2
Household larceny 4.1 9.1
Less than $50 19.8 19.5
$50 or more 16,1 *22,0
Amount not available 2.9 3.3
Attempted larceny 5.3 Lol
Motor vehicle theft 36.9 40.0
Completed theft 26.7 *¥¥31,1
Attempted theft 10.1 8,9

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 signif-
icant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197&/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)

White Black . Other
) 1971/72 1974775 1971772 1974175 1971772 1974175
Type of crime (44,900) (46,100) (54,800) (54,200) (7,000} (2, 500)
Burglary 70.0 63,2 169.3 *129,0 101.1 *50.3
Household larceny 39.8 41,4 50.5 Sheks 21.3 *#75.9
Motor vehicle thelt 31.3 33.4 L3.4 45,2 21.4 *¥50,8

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was stabistically significant at the 95
percent confidence level; two asterisks (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 19714/‘75
dats reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statisticel significance for apparent chnage. Figures

in parentheses refer to number of households in the group.

s c s

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 e / 20-34 77 i 35-49 ve / 50~6l; 7 /65 and over 7
1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 197L/75 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/75 1971/92 1974/7
Type of crine bty (5 (Bdi)  (Bohsy  (hg0) (B9 (ai00)  (Biey  (16:900) (1810805
Burglery 173.7 135.6 153.7 %1246 136,3 %1143 104.9 *81.8 62.4 *5,2
Household larceny 110.9 153.9 51.6 53.5 57.1 62,1 35.3 *49.9 20.5 19,2
Motor vehicle theft . 10,0 118.3 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 indicstes that the change between va..es for the 2 yesrs was statistically significant at the 95
percent confidence level; two asterisks ?**) denote change significent 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 paréntheses refer to number of households in the grecup. :

1Egtimate, 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)

Less than $3,000 $3,000~$7,499 00-39,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 $25,000 or more
9717 1 1971/7 1971/72 1974/75 971/72 197475 1971;72’ 1971;;775 971772 1974775
Type of crine (18,300)  (16,500)  (43,000)  (37,900) (13,800)  (13,000) (15,800) (17,100)  (6,200)  (8,200)  (800)  (1,500)
Burglary 130.7 © ¥*107.2 120.6 *94.0 119.5 *88.9 128.3 *101.1 110.7 94.9 67,7 151.0
Household larceny 26,5 29.9 37.6 40.8 64,45 *4,0.4 65.5 69.8 62.8 *93.7 13,8 67.6
Motor vehicle theft 7.7 10.8 29,9 26.4 59.9 5427 51.5 XRG4 75.0 76.5 169.3 103.4

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 level;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant ab 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. :

iEstimate, 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 f 7 Four-Five / 7 Six or more /

197172 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime (24,600) (25,000) (46,4)0) (46,4100) (24,900) . (22,BOO§ (10,700) (8,700)
Burglary 101.7 *486.3 114.1 *91,9 143.6 %111,3 163.2 C ¥124.5
Household larceny 243 25.2 33.7 40.5 70.2 73.2 Tha2 #%99,7
Motor vehicle theft 15.6 #%23,8 34.7 39.3 51.3 S 5909 61.3 *38.4

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 level; two asterisks

**) denote change significant ab the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1972;/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 dabta on households whose number of persons was not ascertained.
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Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates,
by type of crime and form of tenure,
1971/72 and 1974/75

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Quned or being bought Rented
1571/72 19747 75 1971772 1975775

Type of crime (23,500) (23,500) (83,300) (79,200)
Burglary 117.9 *#98.4 124.5 *97,4
Household larceny 54,9 *#69,8 541.0 42,9
Motor veliicle theft 47.9 48.0 33.8 37.7

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
ebsence 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.

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)

Onet Two Three Four Five-Nine Ten or more
1971/72 19747775 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1975/75 1971/72 1974775 1971772 1974/'15
Type of crime (11,700)  (11,100) (19,i00)  (18,800)  (23,900)  (23,300)  (5,200)  (5,00) = (32,700) (13,000) (32,300)  (30,200)
Burglary 122,1 #88.1 99.9 90.5 12,8 *89,6 116,1 87.9 150.4 126.8 111,1 99.8
Household larceny 60,7 68.9 51,1 52,7 48.0 56,0 ° 22,2 *HL5 .0 28,9 2.0 39.7 37.7
Motor vehicle theft 38,2 48.9 7.1 36.6 404 455 35.2 23,0 34,2 31.4 29.7 *40.9

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 level;

two asterisks (*¥) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

on households for which the number of units in structure was not ascertained.
1Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.

The ‘absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values
Figures in parentheses refer to mumber of households in the group; excludes data

<0l
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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 crime (19,200) (15,400)
Burglary 630.6 #506.1
Completed burglary L5h.6 396.6
Attempted burglary 176,0 *#109,5
Robbery 97.8 106.3
Completed robbery 58.9 *xg5 0,
Attempted robbery 38.7 *20.9

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries
for 197L/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

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

1971/72 and 197475

(Rate per 1,000 eatablishment.;)_‘

Number of establishments Robbery
Characteristic 1971772 197475 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Kind of establishment
Retail 6,600 54300 946.2 *T04.,4 162,8 180.7
Wholesale 800 800 299.5 *%579,1, 143.4 1111,0
Service 8,800 7,300 463.7 11,6 6445 60,6
Other 2,900 2,100 513.3 310.8 66.4 7.1
Gross annual receipts
Less than $10, 2,300 2,100 739.6 *503,3 116,1 105.0
$10,000-824,999 2,800 1,900 650.9 505.1 57.0 126,5
$25,000-849,999 2,500 2,000 687.7 *369.6 106.3 *187.8
$50,000-899,999 3,500 1,600 549.8 67442 45.1 187.6
$100,000-$499,999 3,600 2,300 535.7 625.), 110.3 138.9
$500,000-$999,999 900 700 578.1 591.5 198.,7 180,2
$1,000,000 or more 1,000 1,100 828,5 6470 186.7 146.2
No sales 600 900 34344 460.3 13125.7 142,0
Average number of paid employees
- 8,200 6,300 552,79 480.4 90.2 113,7
47 3,700 2,500 628.7 *420,1 75.5 121,8
8-19 2,000 2,000 78L.6 #526,8 107.2 101,1
20 or more 1,600 1,200 1,046.4 84,6 102.4 142.1
None 3,600 3,400 555.4 481, 132.9 *h.2

MOTE: 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 197!;/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 unrelieble.
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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

Settor and type of crims 1971/72 1974175
Personal sector, all crimes 40.9 40.3
Crimes of violence 49.7 *5E,1
Rape 57.9 75.0
Completed rape 57,1 190.0
Attempted rape 58.3 73.3
Robbery 49.7 *57.4
Robbery with injury 599 59.6
From serious assault 68,1 68,2

From minor assault 52,5 50.0
Robbery without injury 45.1 *56,3
Agsault 48.6 48,9
Aggravated assault 60,2 62,2
With injury 59.0 62,8
Attempted asssult with weapon 60.2 61.2
Simple assault 36.7 31.8
With injury 42,9 41,9
Attempted assault withoub 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 50,0
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 ##23,0
Less than $50 23.1 *14.5
$50 or more 39.0 32.7
Amount not available 119, 114.7
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 80.0 787
Robbery 75.3 87.7

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates thet the change between values
for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent corfidence level;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
The absence of asterisks on 197./75 data reflects either no difference between values
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent chenge.

1Estimate, based on zero or on sboubt 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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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,
ie., 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
higher in 1974/75 for those victimizations in which
victim and offender 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
1974775, 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 1974/73 rates for forcible en-
tries, both completed and attempted, the overall

household burglary rate climbed 23 points, from
151 per 1,000 houscholds 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.

‘Commercial 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, housevhold, 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 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974775 1971772 197L/75
M1 crimes 114,400 138, 900 ves e 100.0 100.0
Personal sector 57,300 67,400 100.0 100.0 50.1 48,5
Crimes of violence 18,600 *22, 1,00 32,4 33,2 16.2 16,1
Rape 800 *%1,200 14 1.7 0.7 0.8
Completed rape 200 *%,00 Ok 0.6 0.2 0.3
Attempted rape 600 700 1.0 1.1 0.5 0.5
Robbery : 5,200 5,000 9.1 7.4 5.6 3.6
Robbery with injury 1,500 1,700 2.7 2.6 1.3 1.3
From serious assault 700 800 1.3 1.2 0.6 0.6
Fron minor assault 800 900 1.4 1.4 07 Q.7
Robbery without injury 3,700 3,200 6.4 48 3.2 2.3
Assault 12,500 *16, 200 21.8 241 10.9 11.7
Aggravated assault 1y 9C0 *6, 600 8.5 10,2 43 9
With injury 1,500 ¥2,200 2.6 3.3 1.3 1.6
Attempted assault with
weapon 3,400 *),,600 5.9 6.8 3.0 3.3
Simple assault 7,600 *9, 4,00 13.3 13.9 6.7 6.7
With injury 1,900 #2,800 3.2 b1 1.6 2,0
Attempted assault without
weapon 5,800 **6, 600 10.0 9.8 5.0 4.8
Crimes of theft 38,800 *4,5,000 67.6 66.8 33.9 32.4
Personal larceny with contact 1,600 1,800 2.7 2.7 o4 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 43,200 64.9 64.2 32.5 31.1
Total population age 12 and over 316,000 316,000 ves e ees vee
Household sector 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
Forcibie entry 7,700 *9,600 16.0 16,2 6.8 6.9
Unlawful entry without force 9, 5C0 10,300 19.6 17.4 8.3 Tedy
Attempted forcible entry 4,600 | #5,900 9.6 10:.0 4.0 42
Househaold larceny 21,600 *27,800 W7 47,1 18.9 20,0
Less than $50 12,800 *16,000 264 27.1 1.2 11.5
$50 or more 6,400 *8,600 13.2 145 5.6 6.2
Amount not available 600 900 1.3 1.4 0.6 0.6
Attempted larceny 1,900 *2, 400 3.8 Lei 1.6 1.7
Motor vehicle theft 4,900 54500 10.1 9.2 4.3 3.9
Cempleted 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 househclds 144, 700 147,700 ‘e e eie es
Cormercial 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
Completed burglary 5,700 ##8, 000 65,7 64,0 5.0 5,7
Attempted burglary 2,100 2,800 2L.4 22,3 1.8 2.0
Robbery 900 %1, 700 9.9 13.7 0.7 1.2
Completed 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 ves ves vee ‘es

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 sighificant
at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (¥*) denote change significant at the 90
percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1971;/’.’5 data reflects either no differ—
ence between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for
apparent change.
.+« Represents not applicabl~.




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)

oLL

ANV1LI0d

Invalving sbrangers Involving nonstrangers

Number Rate Number Rate
Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/172 19747175
Crimes of vioclence 13,800 *16,300 43.8 *51.6 4,700 ¥6, 000 15.0 19,1
Rape 600 *#¥900 2.0 **2,9 200 300 0.6 . 0.8
Completed rape 200 #%300 0.5 *#1.1 1100 1100 10,2 10.3
Attempted rape 500 600 1.5 1.8 1100 200 10.4 G.5
Robbery 4,600 4,200 14.6 13.4 600 700 2.0 2.3
Robbery with injury 1,300 1, 500 Lol 4.8 200 200 0.8 0.7
From serious assault 600 700 2.0 2.4 1100 1100 10.4 10.3
From minor assault 700 800 2.1 2.5 1100 1100 10.4 10.5
Robbery without injury 3,300 *#2, 700 10.5 48,6 400 500 1.2 1.6
Assault 8,600 #11,200 27.2 #35.4 3,900 *5,000 12.4 #16.0
Aggravated assault 3,500 ¥4, 900 11.2 *15,6 1,400 ¥1,900 4.3 *6.1
With injury © 1,000 *1, 700 3.0 *5,2 600 600 1.8 1.9
Attempted assavlt with weapon 2,600 %3,300 8.2 *10.4 800 *1,300 2.5 *.2
Simple assault 5,100 *6,300 16.0 *19.8 2,600 #%3, 100 8.1 *%9,9
With injury 1,000 #1,600 3.3 *5,2 800 *#1,100 2.6 3.5
Atbtempted assault without weapon 4,000 4,600 12,7 14.6 1,700 2,000 5.5 6.3

NOTE: Detail may uot add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next +to entries for 197h/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 197)4//75 data reflects eidther no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of
statistical significance for apparent change.

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

1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime (316,400) (312,600)
Crimes of vioclence 58.7 *70.7
pe 2.6 #%3,7
Completed rape 0.7 *1.4
Attempted rape 1.9 2.3
Robbery 16.5 15.7
Robbery with injury 4.8 5.5
From serious assault 2.4 2,6
Fron minor assault 2.5 2.9
Robbery without injury 11.7 10.2
Assault 39.6 *51.3
Aggravated assault, 15:5 *21.7
With injury 4.8 7.1
Attenmpted assault with weapon 10.7 *14.6
Simple assault 24.1 *29,6
With injury 5.9 *8,7
Attempted assault without weapon 18.2 **20,9
Crimes of theft ) 122.7 *142,5
Personal larceny with contact 4.9 5.7
Purse snatching 1.9 1.5
Pocket picking 3.1 *¥f, 2
Personal larceny without contact 117.7 #136.8

NOTE: Detail may nobt 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 (¥)
dencte change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of
asterisks on 197h/75 data reflects either no difference between wvalu>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 crime and sex of victims,
1971/72 and 1974/75

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

Male v Female
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 197/
Type of crime (145,400) (142%00) (170,700) (129,638)
Crimes of violence 76.4 *93,1 43.7 *51.4
hape 10,6 0. 5.3 %6.8
Completed rape 10.2 10.0 1.2 *2.5
Attempted rape 30.4 10,1 3.2 53
Robbery 23.8 22.3 10.3 10.1
Robbery with injury 6.7 7.0 3.3 L3
Robbery without dnjury 17.2 15.3 7.0 5.8
Assault 52.0 *70.7 29.1 *3L,.6
Aggravated assault 21.7 *32.7 10.2 12.2
Simple assault 30.3 *38.0 18.9 *#H22, Ly
Crimes of theft 137.7 *154.8 109.9 *131.9
Personal larceny with
contact I *7.0 5.3 L.6
Personal larceny without
contact 133.2 *147.9 204.6 *127.3

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 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 level; two asterisks (%)
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of
asterisks on 197h/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.

1Bstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabtistically 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)

7 White 7 7 Black 7 7 Other 7
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (292,600) (289,600} {17,300) (19,800) (6,200) (6,600)
Crimes of violence 58.5 *71.9 67.5 58.6 43.9 56.1
Rape 2.7 #%3.9 11,9 10.8 10.0 14.6
Robbery 16.5 15.9 16.2 15.0 116.8 19,3
Robbery with injury 4.9 5.6 ) 14,7 15.9 12,5 12,4
Robbery without injury 11.6 10.3 11.5 9.2 114.2 6.9
Assault 39.3 ¥52.1 49.5 42.8 27.2 4L2.2
Aggravated assault 15.3 ¥21.8 20.7 22.4 110.1 116.3
Simple assaunlt 24.0 %30.3 28.8 20.5 117.1 26.0
Crimes of theft 120.9 *143.9 151.1 *%123.3 127.4 1;7.2
Personal larceny with contact L7 5.8 18.0 5.2 1.9 7.3
Personal larceny without contact 116.1 *138.2 143.2 **119.1 122.5 129.9

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 population in the group.

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

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and age of victims, 1971/72 and 1974/75

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

cLL

ANV11IAOd

12-15 16-19 _ 20~ 25-34 35-49 50-6L 65 and over
1971772 197675 19772 197k/75  C1971/72  197A/75  197i/72  199h/75 197i)72  197h/75 197372 19775 1971f12 190675
Type of crime (251200) (21{4300) (291500) (261100) (331100) (l&lylm) (l{‘)vl&w) (581300) (521900) (1;31000) (66,6%) (63l700) (51&1306) (531900>
Crimes of violence 111.9 126,2 138.6 . *187.3 86.6 *115.0 175 €0.8 38,3 **7.1 26.3 30.8 13.6 13.4
Rape 10.6 13,8 10.7 4.7 5.9 9.1 12.5 12.1 1., 12,2 10,9 10,7 10,3 10.9
Robhery .. 30.8 30.4 37.1 40.6 19.1 18.9 17:1 13.8 12.6 11.5 10.9 10.8 7.2 6.2
Robbery with injury 8.4 7.1 7.3 1i.5 6.4 8.0 3.7 5.1 4.3 Le2 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 **8,7 8.3 7.3 6.6 7.2 4.2 12,2
Assavlt 80,5 92,0 90.8 *132.0 61.7  #87.0 58.0 64.9 2.3 *33.4 U b 19.2 6.2 6.3
Aggravated assault 27.1 30.5 38.7  %65.3 25.0  ¥36.7 24.6 26.5 10.4 13.0 3.8 #8.3 12.0 3.8
Simple assault 53.4 61.5 52,1  *%66,7 36.7  #50.L 33.4 38.4 14.0 *%20.4 10.7 - 11.0 4.2 12,5
Crimes of theft 134.0 *183.0 213.5 ¥KOLL,2 207.8 2174 147.8.  *184.6 121,2 *147.2 83.1 81.7 35.2 .8
Personal larceny )
with contact 6.6 4.5 8.1 9.8 13,2 6.1 12,8 3.4 L6 5.1 5.3 5.0 5.6 7.7
Personal larceny :
without gontact 127.4  *178.5 205.4  ¥231.4 204.6  211.0 145.0 ¥181.1 116.7 *142,1 77.9 76.7 29.6 k1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next tc entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statis-
tically significant at thé 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence léevel. The absence o%‘ asterisks on
197A/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. = D ‘ . .

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




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 separated
- 1971772 197477 1971/72 1974175 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 197&/7;
Type of crime (90,600} (92,600 (167,500) (163,600) (29,000) (28,200) (27,400) (30,9
Crimes of violence 101.7 %#131.2 35.1 35,4 26,8 20.7 96.0 *122.9
Repe 5.8 oh 1.1 1.2 11.5 11.7 12,8 *7.9
Robbery 29.2 28.5 8.6 *¥6. 1, 11.0 11.4 29.3 30.5
Robbery with injury 7.7 8.8 2.7 2.1 4.1 14.9 .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 #5.L 25.4 27.7 14.3 **7.6 64.0 *8h.5
Aggravated assault 245 *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 1774 *206.5 98.5 *114,,0 56,4 55.3 160.1 *%182.8
Personal larceny with contact 6.7 8.1 3.0 2.3 7.8 10.4 3 12.5
Personal larceny without
contact 170.7 *198.4 95.5 *111.8 48.5 45.0 151.9 170.3

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

lack of statistlcal significance for apparent change.

whose marital status was not ascertained.

2Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unreliable,

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 level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90
percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197!;/75 data reflects either no differencu between values recorded for each year or the
Figures in pareutheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons

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 populaiion age 12 and over)
P

Less than $3,000

$3,000-87,479

$7, 500-$9,999

$10,000-514,999

$15,000-$24,999

$25,000 or more

. 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 197475 1971/72 197477 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 - 1974/7
Type of crine (Gohy, (ol (Y (o0 Cram, (B (aisbo) (ks Giaisbs (4048 (B (23
iol 2. ¥101.8 68. 8., 58.6 63.3 52.0 *#65.1 L4, 0 *59.5 [ *42.6
hﬂ;: of vielence 75.2 7.2 3.Z **5.2 12,4 13,6 11.5 11,4 10.7 3.2 15,1 114
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 *¥14..7 5.9 6.1 6.l 5.6 3.3 3.6 12.7 3.5 13.8 12.7
Robbery without injury 20.9 21.2 14.9 11.4 6.l 9.3 8.7 by 7.9 8.7 12,7 6.9
hgsault 38.3 *58.7 4.8 *61,6 43.5 4.8 38,0 *52,5 32.8 44,1 43.1 31.6
Aggravated assault 18.1 *HRDT L, 17.6 *28.6 19.2 18.5 bk #21.0 11.3 14.8 16.5 16.5
Simple assault 20.2 #31.3 a7.2 33.0 2h.3 26,4 24,0 %31,6 21.5 #29,3 26,6  ¥*15.1
Crimeg of theft 108,3 113.9 123.1 *141.5 133.1 145.8 125.0  ¥144. 126.0 #161.6 122.2 *166,5
Pergonal larceny with . . :
(e:ontact i 13.2 15.5 5.3 *kE,3 13,2 13,1 3.3 3.2 3.4 3.5 10,0 12,0
P al la: ithout
:ggggct reeny W 95.1 98,4 117.8 #133.2 129.9 142.7 121.8 #140.8 122:6 #158.0 122,2 . %164.5

HOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk {¥) next to entries for 197&/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 yedrs was
statistically significant st the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.  The absence of
asterisks on 197,/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change., TFigures
in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose income income level was not astertained.

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 1G 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

Al) incidents With weapon .

Number ent
Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971772 1974775
Crimes of violence 15,800 *18,900 5,700 *6,800 36.1 35.8
Rape 800 *¥1,100 2100 300 210.5 26,5
Robbery 4,600 4,200 2,000 ##1,600 - 434 *%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 15.6 39.2
Assaultt 10,400 ¥13,600 3,600 *,,900 34.8 36.4
Aggravated assault 3,800 *5, 200 3,600 *)¢, 900 95.3 9.1
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 ees ves

NOTE:

confidence level.
gstatistical significance for apparent change.

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95
The absence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of

One asterisk (¥) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for

ercent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent

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

++s 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 QOther e _unknown
Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 197i/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75
Crimes of violence 29.1 25.8 29.9 31.0 36.6 39.4 Loy 3.7
Rape 140.0 116.1 130.0 5.8 120.0 129,0 110.0 10.0
Robbery 30.2 23.9 346 43.6 30.2 25.8 3.9 16.7
Robbery with injury 114.3 118,0 121.4 12,0 55.4 54.0 18,9 14.0
Robbery without injury 36.9 26,8 38,9 #%52,17 20.8 13.4 33,4 37.1
Aggravated assault 28.0 27.2 27.4 25.4 40.3 Wbl 4.3 3.0
With injury 19,8 13.6 17.9 21.0 68.8 59.3 13,6 16.2
Attempted assault with weapon 35.8 33.6 31.5 27.5 28.1 *#37.4 4.6 11.4
NOTE:

percent confidence level; two asterisks

One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197?/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95
#*) 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.
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Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates,

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

(Rate per 1,000 househdlds)

1971/72 1974,/75

Type of crime (144, 700) (147,700)
Burglary 151.1 *¥17h 4
Forcible entry 53.6 *64,.8
Unlawful entry without farce 65.6 69.7
Attempted forcible entry 32.0 %39,9
Househald larceny 149.4 %188, 5
Less than $50 88,2 *108.4
$50 or more 44,0 *58,0
Amount not available Lok 5.8
Attempted larceny 12,8 **16,2
Motor vehicle theft 33.9 37.0
Completed theft 26.5 25.0
Attempted theft Tk *11.9

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

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 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 1974775 1971/72 1978/75 1971/72 1974775
Type of crime (134, 500) (136,200) (7,500) (8,600) (2,700) (2,800)
Burglary 147.7 *168.3 227.2 *HRRT2, 7 110.6 167.7
Household larceny 148.1 #190.2 191.4 163.1 95.5 *180.0
Motor vehicle theft 32.8 36.8 52.0 36.7 137.0 145.2

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 (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197&/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.

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

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

12-19 20-34 3549 50-64 65 and over
197172 1974175 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1970/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 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 k.2 142.0 66.5 71.7
Household larceny 192.1 201.5 206.9 %256.9 209.9 #275.2 131.4 | OEXRLL9.5 56.7 *#76. 0
Motor vehicle theft 131.5 51.5 58,0 59.1 49.1 .8 22.7 30.5 8.1 8.1

NOTE: One asterisk (¥) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was stabtistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 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 significsnce for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group.

1gstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is sbtatistically unreliable.




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 $3,000 $3,000-87,499 $7, 500-$9, 999 $10,000-$1 9 $15,000-324,999 $25,000 or_more
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1970775 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974/7 1971/72 1976/75 1971372 1974]75

Type of crime (27,800)  (21,000)  (39,500)  (37,500)  (16,300)  (14,200)  (30,200) (30,700§ (15,200)  (24,100)  (4,000)  (7,500)
Burglary 133.7 *179.2 150.9 **172.3 157.9 175.4 FISZ;.'? *#178.1 152.2 171.4 303.8 *200.6
Household larceny 79.5 95.8 149.8 155.7 174.2 *217.9 193.3 #235.4 191.1 *256.5 180.4 *245.8
Motor vehicle theft 18.4 22.0 34.2 35.2 34.8 L6 38.8 L2.6 50,2 L7.4 131.0 37.7

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next td 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 statisbtical significance for apparent change. Figures in parentheses refer t0 number of households in the group; excludes data
on households whose income level was not ascertained.

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

[

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

(Rate per 1,000 househdlds)

One Two-Three 7 7 Four=Five 7 7 Six or more /
1971/72 197L/75 1971/12 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 *,7h.2
Motor vehicle theft 18.0 19.0 31.0 *42.8 54.2 L48.7 90.3 69.9

MOTE: 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; two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 197&/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 t0 number of households in the group; excludes data on households whose number of persons was not ascertained.
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Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates,
by type of crime and form of tenure,
1971/72 and 197475

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Owned cr being baughh7 7 Rented
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7
Type of crime (80,000) (79,700) {64, 700) (67, 9603
Burglary 141.8 152,9 162.6 *199.6
Household larceny 155.5 *195,2 141.9 *180.5
Motor vehicle theft 30.0 29.6 38,8 45,6

NOTE: One asterisk (¥) next to entries for 1974/75 indicstes 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 apperent change.
Figures in perentheses refer to number of households in the group.

(Rate per 1,000 households)

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

Onel Two Three i Four / /Five—Nine Ten or more 7
1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/15 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (99,800)  (97,500)  (6,800) ~ (7,800)  (1,300)  (1,600)  (4,400)  (5,500) = (6,200)  (7,000) . (25,600) (26,100}
Burglary 160.6 #178.8 168.9 *236.1 2245 314.5 160.6 199.5 169.9 156.0 100.9 %1332
Household larceny 172.8 %218.3 168.5 198.0 121.0 158.8 147.6 135,0 1084 #151.1 68.3 *99.4
Motor vehicle theft 36,7 38.3 37.6 b9 LYY 786 35.9 35.9 43.8 32.0 19.3 *%29,5

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 1971;/75 data reflects either no difference between values

recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apperent change. Figures in parentheses refer to nhumber of households in the group; excludes dats

on households for which the number of units in structure was not ascertained.
1Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.

2Estimabe, based on zero or on aboub 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 crime (22,000) (25,700)
Burglary 355.6 ##,18,8
Completed burglary 259.3 *¥310,7
Attempted burglary 96.2 108.0
Robbery 38.9 ¥66.6 .
Completed robbery 28.2 *47.8
Attempted robbery 10.8 *18.9

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 stabistical 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

) o (Rate per 1,000 establishments)\

Number of establishments Burglary Robbery
Characteristic 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Kind of establishment
Retail 5,300 5,200 146.0 *678.6 100.4 *172, 4
Wholesale 2,600 3,000 192.1 #,83.5 16.4 127.4
Service ' 8,200 10,300 318.1 348.5 31.0 47.0
her 5,900 7,200 399.0 304.5 18.5 35,0
Gross annual receipts
Less than $10,000 2,200 2,500 L01.4 483.3 130,2 16,7
$10,000-~824, 999 : 2,300 2,700 354.8 359.6 9.1 tig.8
$25,000-$49,999 2,200 2,900 345.0 532.0 i22.8 92.8
$50,000~$99, 999 2,400 3,700 309.6 380.6 . 135.2 114.2
$100,000~$499, 999 4,500 5,500 395.1 377.9 52.0 #92,1
$500,000-$999,999 1,400 1,800 406.6 430.7 134.6 346.2
$1,000,000 or more 2,900 4,000 287.0 518.0 140.3 542
No sales 1,400 1,700 575.9 *294.1 10.0 139.4
Average number of paid employees )
1-3 7,800 9.:200 361.3 342.1 49.6 58.0
47 3,800 4,800 419.6 411.5 43.6 *87.6
8-19 3,300 3,600 351.3 546.5 135.8 ©75.6
20 or more 3,500 3,800 370.1 499.6 48.1 *88.8
None ‘ 3,600 44300 268.8 418.5 4.8 119.6

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 confiderice level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75
data refiects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.

iBstimate, 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 1971/72 197&/75
Personal, sector, all crimes 33.8 *31.3
Crimes of viclence 39.7 L0k
Rape 42.2 48.7
Completed rape 150.0 55.8
Attempted rape 37.3 43.2
Robbery 45.2 LAk
Robbery with injury 61.4 63.2
From serious asgsault 60.8 Tholy

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
With injury 43.0 37.1
Attempted assault without weapon 26,1 30.3
Crimes of theft 31.0 *26.8
Personal larceny with contact 38.5 35.6
Purse snatching 40.9 52.1
Pocket picking 37.1 29.8
Personal larceny without contact 30.7 %264,
Household sector, all crimes L3.9 2.6
Burglary 50.4 51.9
Forcible entry Tl The2
Unlawful entry without force 4.3 h2.2
Attempted foreible enbry 27.6 32.6
Household larceny 29.2 28.6
Less than $50 17.1 15.6
$50 or more 56.2 55,7
Amount not available 28.6 284
Attempted larceny 20.5 20.4
Motor 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 8g.2 88.3

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 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.
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ST. LOUIS

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 assaunlted 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 offenses.

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 unlawful 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 srome 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 1,000
residents age 12 and over was 3 points higher than
that recorded for 1971/72. The increase reflected
rate changes for simple assault, up marginally in
1974/75, and for aggravated assault, up insignifi-
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 regis-
tered in the rate for stranger-to-stranger assaults.
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There was some indication that blacks, 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.

Household crimes

The marginally significant increase in the house-
hold burglary rate—from 125 per 1,000 households
in 1971/72 to 135 per 1,000 in 1974/75-—resulted
almost wholly from a comparable rise in the rate for

those burglaries accomplished by forcible. gnfry. - -

There was some indication that black househalds
had a higher rate in 1974/75, but the apparent rate
increase registered in white households was not
statistically . significant, Significance also could not
be attached to seemingly higher 1974/75 rates for
homeowners and renters. No consistent pattern of

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 not 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 significantly higher
or lower rate in 1974/75.

Commercial crimes

The drop in the rate for commercial burglary, .

reflecting a downturn in both completed and -at-
tempted offenses, was from 531 per 1,000 estab-
lishments in 1971/72 to 410 in 1974 /75. Businesses
of all kinds contributed to the apparent rate decline
in .1974/75 over the earlier period, although only
the decrease for retail stores was significant.
Survey data showed that the commercial robbery
rate rose from 94 per 1,000 establishments in
1971/72 to 144 per 1,000 in 1974/75. For com-
pleted robberies, the 1974/75 rate_also clearly was
higher. Retail ouflets had a higher 1974/75 com-
mercial robbery rate, as did businesses with from
one to three 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

Percent,
of erimes Percent of
Number within sector all crimes
Sector and type of crime 1971772 19710775 1971772 19714-775 1971772 1974775
Al crimes 116,100 120, 700 ‘ee ves 100.0 100.0
Personal sector 51,000 #5%7,000 100.0 100,0 43.9 47.3
Crimes of yialence . 18,600 19,600 36.6 3haly 16.1 16.3
Rape 600 400 1.2 0.7 0.5 0.3
Completed rape 1200 1100 10.4 10.2 10,2 30.1
Attempted rape 400 300 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.3
Robbery : 7,000 7,700 13.8 13.6 6.0 6.4
Robbery with injury 2,300 2,100 Loy 3.6 2.0 1.7
From serious assault 1,100 1,200 2.1 2,1 0.9 1.0
From minor assault 1,200 900 2.4 1.5 1.1 0.7
Robbery without injury L4700 *%5,700 9.3 10.0 %) L7
Assault 11,000 11,500 21.6 20.1 9.5 9.5
Aggravaped assault 5,700 5,800 11.2 10.2 4.9 4.8
With injury 2,200 *1, 500 body 2.7 1.9 1.3
Attempted assault with
weapon 3,500 *#,, 300 6.9 7.5 3.0 3.5
Simple assault 54300 5,700 10.4 9.9 h.6 47
With injury 1,300 1,600 2,6 2.8 1.1 1.3
Attempted assault without
weapon 4,000 4,000 7.8 7.1 3k 3.3
Crimes’ of theft 32,400 *37,4,00 63,4 65.6 27.9 31.0
Personal larceny with contact 3,800 3,700 Tbs 6.4 3.2 3.1
Purse snatching 1,800 2,100 3.6 3.6 1.6 1.7
Poclet pleking 1,900 1,600 3.8 2.9 1.7 1.3
Personal larceny without contact 28,600 %33, 700 56.1 59.1 24,6 28.0
Total population age 12 and over 445,000 407,000 “es m ‘ee tes
Househald sector 49,900 51,600 100,0 100.0 43,0 12,7
Burglary 24,600 25,200 49.3 48,9 21.2 20.9
Forcible entry 11,700 12,400 23.4 24,0 10,1 10.3
Unlawful entry without force 6,300 6,000 12,5 11.7 504 5.0
Attempted forcible entry 6,600 6, 800 13.3 13.2 5.7 5.6
Household larceny 16,000 **17, 700 32.0 34.3 13.8 14.7
Less than $50 . 9,500 9, 500 19.1 18.4 8,2 7.8
$50 or more k100 46,100 8.3 11.9 3.6 5.1
Amount not available . 800 800 1.5 1.6 0.7 0.7
Attempted larceny 1,500 1,200 3.1 2.4 1,3 1.0
Motor vehicle theft 9,300 8,700 18.7 16,8 8.0 7.2
Completed bheft 6,200 5,700 12.4 11,0 5.3 47
Attempted theft 3,200 3,000 6.3 5.8 2,7 2.4
Total number of households 197,100 187,200 vee veo ‘e o
Commercial sector 15,200 12,100 100.0 100.0 13.1 10,0
Burglary 12,900 - *g, 900 84,9 Th.Q 1.1 ok
Completed burglary 8,400 *#5,900 55,2 48,6 7.2 49
Attempted burglary 4,500 *3,100 29.7 25:4 3.9 243
Robbery. 2,300 3,100 5.1 26,0 2.0 2,6
Campleted robbery 1,500 *2,100 10.0 17,6 1.3 1.8
Attempted robbery ) 800 1,000 5.1 8.4 0.7 0,8
Total number of commercial .
' establishments 244,300 21,800 ‘e s ‘e ves

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 statletically significant
at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (#*) denote change significant at the 90
percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1971;/7‘5 data reflects either no differ-
ence between valuss recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for appsrent

change.
+++ Represents not applicable. . 7
1Eztimate, based on zero or on about 1) or fewer sample cases, is statisticaliy unreliable.
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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

. Nunber Rate Number Rate
Type of crime 1971772 1974775 1971/72. 197475 1971/72 1974175 1971/72 197475
Crimes of violence 14,800 14,400 33.4 35:4 3,800 *5,200 8.6 *12.8
Rape ‘ 400 200 0.8 0.5 200 -200 0.5 0.5
Completed rape 1100 (*z) 10.3 (*2) 1100 1100 10,2 10.2
Attempted rape 300 200 0.6 0.k 1200 1100 10, 10.3
Robbery 6,400 7,000 WUl *17.2 600 700 1.4 1.8
Robbery with injury 2,000 1,900 Ly I - 300 1200 0.7 10.)
_ From serious assault 900 1,100 2.1 2.6 1100 1100 10.3 10.3
From minor assault 1,000 800 2.3 2.1 200 (*2z) 0.5 30,1
Robbery without injury 14,500 5,100 10.0 *12.6 300 *600 0.6 *1.4
Assault 8,100 7,200 18.1 17.6 3,000 *1,,300 6.7 *10.6
Aggravated assault 4,300 3,700 9.7 9.2 1,400 *2,100 3.2 *5,1
With injury 1,500 *800 3.5 *2,0 700 700 1.6 1.8
Atdempted assault with weapon 2,800 2,900 6.2 7.2 700 *1,300 1.7 *3.3
Simple assault 3,800 3,400 8.5 8.4 1,500 *2,200 3.5 *5.5
With injury 800 700 1.9 1.7 500 *900 1.1 *2.3
Attempted assault without weapon 2,900 2,700 6:6 6.7 1,100 1,300 2.4 3.2

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 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.

(2) Less than 50 or 0,05,
1Estimate, based on zerc 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)

1971/72 1974/75

Type of crime (445,000) (407,000)
Crimes of viclence 41,9 *,8,2
Rape 1.4 1.0
Completed rape 10,4 20.2
Attempted rape 0.9 0.8
Robbery 15.8 *19.0
Robbery with injury 5.1 5.0
From serious assault 2.4 2.9
From minor assault 2.8 2.2
Robbery without injury 10.6 *3.9
Assault 24.8 28,2
Aggravated assault 12.9 14.3
With injury 5.0 *%3.8
Attempted assault with weapon 7.9 *10.5
Simple assault 11.9 **13.9
With injury 3.0 4.0
Attempted assault without weapon 9.0 2.9
Crimes of theft 72,7 %91.9
Personal larceny with contact 8.5 9.1
Purse snatching L1 5.1
Pocket picking 4.3 4,0
Personal larceny without contact 64,2 *82,9

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 ab the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (¥¥)
denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of
asterisks on 197!;/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 ar 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
197172 1974/75 1971772 197475
Type of crime (190, 300) (171, 900) (254, 700) (235,100)
Crimes of vidlence 61.2 66.4, 27.5 *34,9
Rape 10.3 10,1 2.2 1.7
Campleted rape 10.0 10.0 10.7 0.4
Attempted rape 10.3 10,1 1.4 1.3
Robbery 25.6 25.6 8.4 *1h4e1
Robbery with injury 7.3 5.8 3.5 b5
Robbery without injury 18.3 - 19.8 4.9 *9.6
Assault 35.3 **0,7 16.9 19.1
Aggravated assault 20.3 21.9 N 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
contact 5.3 5.0 10.8 12.0
Personal larceny without
contact 67.5 %99,0 61.8 ¥71.1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to
entries for 197&/75 indicates that the ¢henge between values for the 2 yesrs was
statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks (**)
denote change significant abt 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 zerc or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.




Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persohs 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)

¥hite Black Other

1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974/75 1971772 197L]75

Type of crime (270,300) {241,100) (173,200) (164,200) (2,500) (1,800)
Crimes of violence L5.1 *%50,1 35.8 *,5.6 172.9 144.6
Rape 0.9 1.0 1.9 11.1 115.3 10,0
Robbery k.1 **17.4 17.6 #*21.6 199.3 10.0
Robbery with injury 5.8 5.2 5.4 4.9 142.8 10.0
Robbery without injury 9l *12.2 12.2 *16.7 156.5 10,0
_Assault 30.0 31.7 16.3 *22.9 158.4 4.6
Aggravated assault 14.6 1.4 10.3 *14.1 10.0 122,2
Simple assault 15.4 17.3 6.0 **g,8 158.4 122,
Crimes of theft 86.1 *107.6 51.7 *68,2 373.3 160.6
Personal larceny with contact 8.9 9.0 7.8 9.1 10.0 110.1
Personal larceny without conbtact 77.2 *98.6 43.9 *¥59,1 373.3 150.5

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95

confidence level.

One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for
rcent confidence level; two asterisks (**) denote change.significant at the 90 percent

The absence of asterisks on 1974/7% data reflects either no difference between values recorded for each-year or the lack of

statistica) significance for apparent change.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically unreliable.

Figures in parentheses refer to population in the group.

Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,.I
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 16-19, 0-2, - 25-3) . 35=49 . 50-64 65 and over
1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974/75 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974775 1971712 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (46,200) (40,700)  (42,800) (38,700)  (45,400) (44,800}  {(55,800) (54,800) (78,600)  (65,800) (91,800) (83,700) (®4,600) {78,600}
Crimes of violence 53.3 60.0 91.6 88.9 75.9 79.2 50.7 #67.3 33.2 *4,3.9 20.4 25.8 17:9 18.7
Rape 115 12,0 1.5 13,6 13,5 11.8 11.6 LS 30.3 10.6 10.5 10.0 10.3 10.0
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 12,5 6.9 5.2 8.0 6.7 5.8 4.8 4ol 7.2 3.7 45 3.8 43
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 *,2.7 62.2 57.3 48.5 55.3 34.6 43.3 18.6 214 9.8 10.6 6.9 4.8
Ageravated assault 10.9  *18.8 39.0 *x28.5 30.0 31.0 18.0 22.8 9.7 10.5 2.7 *%5,2 2,1 2.6
Simple assault 17.2 2,0 23.2 28.8 18, ) . 16.6 20.5 8.8 10.9 7.1 5.5 4.8 12.2
Crimes 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 40.56
Personal larceny
with contact 11,5 11.5 5.7 6.5 L5 8.4 8.6 8.8 9.3 7.3 10.2 11.1 13.0 141
Pergonal larceny .. :
without contact 35.8  *50.2 76,0 *101.3 106.8  *137.3 107.9  *i41.3 72.1 *97.5 57.2 64.3 22.6 26.5

NOTE:

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

tically significant at the 95 percent confidence levelj two asterisks (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.

One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statis-
The absence of asterisks on

1974/75 data reflects either no dirference 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 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 Married Widowed Divorced and separated
19717 72 1975775 1971/72 1974/ 75 1971/72 1974775 1971772 1974775

Type of crime (139,600} (132,500) (205,600) (181,400) (54,500) (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 10.9 10.4 10.4 10,0 11.6 11.0
Robbery 23.6 23.3 11.3 12.9 11.2 *19.4, 17.4 *32.4
Robbery with injury o 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 1.1 7.3 26.3 *38.5
Aggravated assault 20.0 21.2 10.1 10.5 4.9 13,7 12.9 *21,7
. Simple asseult 17.7 *%22,3 9.4 10.0 6.2 13.6 13.4 16.9
Crimes of theft : 67.8 *93.1 79.3 *98. 4, L5.4 *x56, 4 92.6 99.7
Personal larceny with contact 4.9 7.0 77 7.0 18,0 17.3 12.0 14.9
Personal larceny without
contact 62.9 *86.1 7.6 *91: L 27.4 *39.2 80.5 . 84.8

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 197. /75 indicatts 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.

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

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

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

Less than $3,000 $3,000-37, 499 $7,500-$9,9 $10,000-$14, 999 $15,000-3 $25,000 or more
197172 1974/75 1971/72 . 1974/75.  1971/72 197475 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1974375 1971572 197475

Type of crime (87,300)  (67,300)  (136,200)  (113,000) (56,000)  (42,800)  (€1,000)  (81,900)  (33,000)  (44,000) (5,100)  (10,200)
Crimes of violence 40.2 *56.4, 48.4 45.0 35.9 *51.8 4.1 **50,8 35,8 39.2 40.7 **71.5
Rape 11.9 12,1 2.1 10.9 10.0 10.5 10.3 11.7 10.7 10,0 10.0 10.0
Robbery 18.3 *26.2 18.0 16.6 11.8 *2,.7 12,7 15.5 13.1 14.9 113,5 27.0
Robbery with injury 5.6 6.5 6.0 42 3.7 #X8,0 Lo L3 13.4 12,7 10.0 111.7
Robbery without injury 12.8 *19.6 11.9 12.4 8.1 *16.7 8.3 11.2 9.7 12.2 113.5 - 115.4
Assault 20.0 *28,1 28.4 27.5 2.1 26,7 28.1 33.6 22.0 24.3 27.2 Wi 5
Aggravated assault 11.4 13.9 16.2 15.4 10.8 **16.9 13.4 16.2 8.3 2.0 14.9 115.4
Single assault 8.6 *14.2 12.2 12.1 13.3 9.8 14.6 17.3 13.7 15.3 22.3 29.1
Crimes of theft 41.9 *67.5 6445 #75.6 86.1 #107.6 98.1 *#%#111.2 106.3 114.5 146,14 159.1
Personal larceny with R
contact 11.3 *%16.9 10.8 10.0 5.2 8.0 5.6 5.9 15.4 4.5 10.0 5.8
Personal larceny without
contact 30.6 ¢ *50.6 53.8 *65,6 81.0 #99.7 . 924 *#105,3 100.9 109.9 146.4 153.2

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 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 statistlical significance for epparent change.
in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose income level was not ascertained.

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Number of total incidents and of those

7]

st}

in which offenders used weapons, by type of crime, 1971/72 and 1974/75 5

‘ -

All_dincidents . With weapon «

Number Percent

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974175 1971772 1975775
Crimes of violence 15,500 16,100 7,400 7,800 47.6 48.5
Rape 600 400 2100 2100 21,1 24.3
Robbery 5,900 6,500 3,000 3,500 514 54.6
Robbery with injury 2,100 1,800 800 800 37.2 16,7
Robbery without injury 3,800 *4;, 700 2,200 2,700 59.2 57.7
Assaultt o 9,100 9,300 4,300 4,200 46.8 45.3
Aggravated assault 43500 Ly400 - 4,300 4,200 95.5 96,1
With injury A 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 assault ’ 4,700 4900 o] 0 ‘ee ‘oo

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to entries for 19 l./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.

1Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon.
3Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
««s- 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

]

Pirearm Knife Other ¢_unknown

Type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971/72 1974/75 197172 1976175
Crimes of violence - 39.7 43.2 » 25.1 28.9 32,6 *23.5 2,6 Lody
Rape 150,0 19,1 135.7 373.7 314.3 118.2 10,0 10,0
Robbery 41,7 4.3 ) 28,4 30.4 24,9 19.6 4.9 5.7
Robbery with injury 1231 29,5 1240 121.6 t 462 37.5 6.4 1114
Robbery without injury 48.1 48.7 30.0 33.3 17.3 14.0 14.8 13.9
Aggravated assault ' 37.8 43.2 22.4 26.2 38.7 *27.1 1,1 13.5
With injury 19.8 116.5 19.2 22.0 59.9 Skl 11,2 17.3
Attempted assault with weapon 48,7 52.4 24,4 27.6 26.2 *¥17,8 10.7 12,2

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 (¥*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The sbsence 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.

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

Table 11. Household crimes: Victimization rates,

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

(Rate per 1,000 househdlds)

1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (197,100) (187,200)
Burglary 124.8 #4134, 7
Forcible entry 594 **%66,2
Unlawful entry without force 31.8° 32,2
Attempted forcible entry 33.6 36,3
Household larceny 81,1 *hody
Less than $50 L8.4 50,
$50 or more 20.9 *32,8
Amount not available 3.9 body
Attempted larceny 7.8 6.7
Motor vehicle theft 47.3 46.3
Completed theft 31.3 30.2
Attempted theft 16,0 16.1

NOTE: Detail mey not add to total shown because of rounding. One asterisk (*) next to
entries for 197L/75 indicates that the chenge between values for the 2 years was

statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level; two asterisks

(#*)

denote change significant at Lhe 9Q percent confidence level. The abgence 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.
in parentheses refer to number of households.

Figures
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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)

) Ve White 7 7 Black 7 Other
197 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72
Type of crime (127,600) (118,300) (48,222) (68,000? (7063
Burglary 108.9 113.5 1540 *171.3 1148.8
Household larceny 43.9 *#94.0 h9 *#95.3 1173.1
Motor vehicle theft Llub 41.8 58.2 54.5 159,0

NOTE: One asterisk (%) next to entries for 1971;/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
date reflects either no difference between values recorded for each year or the lack of statisticel significance for apparent change.

in parentheses refer to number of households in the group. o e
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

[AN3

SINO1T "LS

12-1 20~34 _35-49 T _ﬁ_uﬁﬁ_c»é
1971/72 1974/75 1971/'72 197h/'/§ 1971772. 1974/75 1971/72 197L/75

65 and over
1971/72

Type. of crine (2,400)  (1,900) (42,900) . . (43,500 (42, 700) (37,900) (53,200) (49,800) (54,100)
Burglary 217.2 297.3 179.9 #209.1 1443 163.2 115.6 117.2

Fousehold larceny 88.8 155.4 112.0 *133.3 125.6 140.3 6.5 78.7 *3.4
Motor vehicle theft E 168.8 119.8 83.6 5.6 65.0 61.6 39.1 . 41:1 17.8

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entriss for 197&/75 indicates that the chinge between values for the 2 yéars was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level;
two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 9O percent confidence level. The sbsence 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.

3Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ) i




Table 14. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and annual family income, 1971/72 and 1974/75

(Rate per 1,000 househadlds)

Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7, 500~ $10, 000-$1, $15,000-$. $25,000 or more
1971/72 1974/75 1971772 1974775 1971:/2 72 197477 1971/72 19713 5 1971/72 19713 I 19715 72 1975775

Type of crime (50,500)  (41,200)  (61,500) . (53,900)  (22,100)  (18,500)  (29,500)  (31,100)  (10,500)  (15,400)  (1,700).  (3,300)
Burglary ' 114.8 129.9 143.7 137.0 119.9 #152.8 123.6 141.5 116.2 *157.6 160.4 211.3
Household larceny £9.6 *%62,5 81.9 93.3 110.9 103.3 107.5 *137.0 126.1 137.7 196.9 128.6
Motor vehicle theft 20.3 19.6 46,2 38.6 59.7 62,2 77.7 80.5 92.5 77.0 162,5 139.2

NOTE: One usterisk (*) 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 income level was not ascertained. .

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

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

(Rate per 1,000 househalds)

. One Two-Three Four-Five Six or more
" 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 1974/7 1971/72 197L]7
Type of crime (60,300) (61,200) (88,000) (31,3oo§ (30,000) (28,800§ (18,800) (15,800§
Burglary 8.1 9.9 12),.8 133.6 175.1 172.7 175.0 %222,7
Househald larceny 3441 *,6,0 6.4 **87.7 141.6 158.5 157.1 %*199,0
Motor vehicle theft 20.1 21.0 51,9 - 50.8 7.6 63.8 74.8 89.5

NOTE: One asterisk (%) next to entries for 197&/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was stabtistically significant at the 95
percent confidence levelj two asterisks (**) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The abgence 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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Table 16. Household crimes: Victimization rates,

veEL

SINO1T "1S

by type of crime and form of tenure,
1971/72 and 1974/75 _

(Rate per 1,000 househdlds)

Owned _or being bought Rented
1971/72 1975775 1971/72 1974/75
Type of crime (85,300) (84,300) (111,800) (102,900)
Burglary 118.9 129.3 129,2 139.0
Househdld larceny 93.5 103.0 1.7 *87.4
Motor vehicle theft 48,9 53.6 46.1 50,4

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 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 velues
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)

Onet Two . Three Four Five-Nine Ten or more
1971/72 197L175 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72  197/75  1971/72 1975775 1571/72 197475
Type of crime (93,200)  (79,600)  (40,300)  (42,600).  (3,300) (3,300) (24,200) (27,800)  (8,800)  (20,000) (22,300)  (20,000)
Burglary 123.1 **137.8 115.8 123.8 99.2 123.8 133.7 151.7 167.9 174.9 119.0 103.7
Hougehold larceny 90.3 *%102.1 83.1 *%#101,7 59.3 *137.3 82.0 95.2 85.6 79.3 L2 54.2
Motor vehicle theft 48.4 51.7 51.3 41.6 213.3 250,8 48.0 42,3 61.8 49.8 29.6 42,8

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1971(./75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the 95 percent confidente levél;

two asterisks (#*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.
on households for which the number of units in structure was not ascertained.

1Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.

The absence of asterisks on 197&/75 data reflects either no differéence between values

Figures in parentheses refer to number of households in the group; excludes data

2Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, i 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 crime . (24,300) (21,800)
Burglary 531.3 *410.4
Completed burglary 345.3 *269.4
Attempted burglary 186.0 *141.0
Robbery 94.3 *144.1
Completed robbery 62.3 %97.3
Attempted robbery 31.9 56,7

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; 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 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 establishmients Burglary Robbery
Characteristic 1971/72 : 197L/75 1971/72 1975/75 1971/72 197475
Kind of establishment .
Retail 7,500 6,500 688.9 #547.5 174.8 *271.1
Whalesale 2,600 2,500 319.8 243.3 153.4 90.2
Service 9,800 8,600 418.5 379.5 66,5 72.3
Other Ly 4,00 4,200 639.6 360.7 43.6 126,7
Gross annual receipts
Less than $10,000 5,600 4,200 542.,6 573.2 104.7 105.6
$10, 000-$24;, 999 2,800 2,900 518.0 *%339, 2 85.1 146.2
$25,000-$49, 999 2,200 2,600 518.9 44,0.1 100.6 213.5
$50, 000-$99, 999 2,400 2,500 726.6 #*321.7 101.3 153.8
$100, 000-$499, 999 3,500 3,600 524.6 *#355.4 115.1 180.0
$500, 000-$999, 999 1,100 : 1,300 599.3 4oL, 1 245.8 177.9
$1,000,000 or more 2,000 2,200 622.3 429, 5 160, 4 195.3
No sales 1,100 2,100 767.7 %358.1 131.4 310.0
Average number of paid employees
1-3 75900 6,500 423.1 395.3 80.7 *177.7
47 4,100 3,500 493.3 404.9 71.0 58.6
8-19 2,400 2,200 772.2 *1ho1 107.9 148,9
20 or more 3,100 3,000 626,0 505,7 2144 287.3
None 6,600 6,500 557.6 #3847 65.0 90.2
95

NOTE: One asterisk (*) next to entries for 1974/75 indicates that the change between values for the 2 years was statistically significant at the
percent confidence level; two asterisks (**§
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 abéut 10 or fewer sample cases, is shatistically unreliable.

denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level. The absence of asterisks on 1974/75
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136 ST. LOUIS

,Tab!e 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 41.2 IARY
Crimes of violence 50.2 50.3
Rape 43.3 57,1
Completed rape 176,4 1€0.0
Attempted rape 126,2 150.0
Robbery 57.2 61.1
Robbery with injury 59,2 *82.4
Fron serious assault 67.6 ) 81.4

From minor assault 52,0 #83.0
Robbery witheut 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
Attempbed assault without weapon 32,6 3oy
Crimes of theft 36.0 36,7
Personal larceny with contact 47.9 40.9
Purse snatching 574 49.0
Pocket picldng 38.9 30.7
Personal larceny without contact 34,3 36.2
Household 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
Househald 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 The2 73.4
Completed theft 95.6 95.6
Attempted theft 32.4 32,2
Commercial sector, all crimes 734 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 confidence level;
two asterisks (%*) denote change significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
The abence of asterisks on 1974/75 data reflects either no difference betwsen values
recorded for each year or the lack of statistical significance for apparent change.
1Estimate, bassd on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.




APPENDIX |
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

For each of the two rounds of household surveys,
a basic screen questionnaire (Form NCS-3) and a
crime incident report (Form NCS-4) were used to
elicit information on the relevant crimes committed
against the household as a whole and against any
of its members age 12 and over. Form NCS-3 was
designed to screen for all instances of victimization
before details of any specific incident were collected.
The screening form also was used for obtaining 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 to 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 cxceptions 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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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Form Approved: 0,M.B, No. 4!-R2661

rorm NCS-3 and NCS4(10)
18.8.74)

U5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau is confidentlal by law (Public
Law 93-83). . All identifiable information will be used only by persens engaged in
and for the purposes of the survey, and may not be disclosed or released to others
for any purpose.

SOCIAL AND ECONROMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

ACTING AS COLLECTING AGENT FOR THE
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION
U,5, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE - IMPACT CITIES

FORM NCS-3 — BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

Control number

PSU | Serial Segment

,4_..-....

FORM NCS-4 — CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

1. Interviewer identification
Code | Name

®

6. Tenure {cc B)
1 [T} Owned or being bought
2 [] Rented for cash
373 No cash rent

2. Record of interview

Line number of household

Date completed
respondent (cc 12)

3. Reason for noninterview (cc 29d)
TYPE A (Enter reason and race)
P> Reason
i+ [] No one home
2 [7] Temporarily absent — Return date
3 [] Refused
4[] Other Occ. - Specify

\

P> Race of head (\
@3) 1 [] White \
= QL
3 [7] Other "\\“ \‘.\ h
N\

TYPE B <\ DN N
1 [J Vacant — Regular Y \
2] Vacant - Storage of HH fu \ix\Ur,e\\ bl

3 [T] Temporarily gecupied by peqri:ns'wi) URE

4[] Unfit or to b &}fﬂshed \J >

5 {__} Under constriesion, not ready
& [] Converted to tem) o@l)business or storage
7 (] Unoccupied tentgi.m_ trailer site

8 [] Permit granted, construction not started

9 [7] Other — SpecifY7

>

()

\\)lo [ Not specified above - Describe

7. Type of living quarters {cc I5)
Housing Unit
1 7] House, apartment, flat
2 [JHU in nontransient hotel, motel, etc.
3 [J HU ~ Permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc.
4[] HU in rodiping house
5 (] Mobife hgme o trailer

s [CJHU no?\gﬁé{:}ﬁed above ~ Describe
A n
N, N

AN
g

W\

o\\?\rz_unn

7 udrtets not HU in rooming or boarding house
)} \

s 8 ] Untt po

9 {1 Vacant tent site or trailer site

t permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc,

7

8. Number of housing units in structure (cc 26)

! s[]5-9
212 &[] 10 or more

a[J3 7 [T Mobile hame or trailer
4[4 8 [ Only OTHER units

>

TYPE C

1 2] Unused line of listing sheet

2{7] Demolished

3T House or trailer moved

4[] Outside segment

5[] Converted to permanent business or storage
6 [_] Merged

7] Condemned

a (] Built after April |, 1970

9 (7] Other — Spet:l{y7

ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD:
9. (Other than the . . . business) does enyone in 'h,is houschald
operate @ business from this address?
1[71No
2[71Yes ~ What kind of business is that? 7

10, Family income (ce 27)
1 ] Under $1,000
21 51,000 to 1,999

8 [7]$7,500 to 9,999
9.[]10,000 to 11,999

a{"] 2,000 to 2,999 10 7] 12,000 to 14,999
4] 3,000 to 3,999 11 {7 15,000 to 19,999
s[7] 4,000 to 4,999 12[]20,000 10 24,999
s [} 5,000 to 5,999 13 (7] 25,000 and over
7 [J 6,000 to 7,499

TYPE Z
interview not obtained. for 7
Line number

NOTE: Complete
14=21 for each line
niimber listed

11. Household members 12 years
of age and OVER 7

Total number

12, Household members UNDER
12 years of age 7

Total number
o) None

Household status

1 [[JSame household as ast enumeration

2 [T} Replacement househald since last enumeration
3 [T] Previous noninterview or not in sample before

o

® 666

13, Crime Incident Reports filled 3

Total number

o [T} None

CENSUS USE ONLY

5. Special place type code (cc 6¢)

®

F - W Y- w2
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140 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

“ 7 5] PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS [

T4, NAME T 6. |77 T, o, (206, J21. J22. 23, What 1s the highest ) 3%,
{ol housetold TYPE OF LINE [RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL | RACE ORIGIN| SEX [ARMED |&rade (or year) of regular Did you
rospondent) INTERVIEW. . NO. |TO HOUSEHOLD | LAST STATUS FORCES “hW" You havie ever. complete
HEAD BIRTH- MEMBER thalyear?|
KEYER - BEGIN DAY
NEW RECORD (cc 12)|(ce 13b) (ce 17) |{cc 18) {ee 19a) t{ce 19h) |{cc 20) {{cc 21) (t.c 22) (cc 23)
bt
11 Per,~Selt-resp, 1 [ Head 1O 1w, tZIM]y (2] ves] 0o [T Never attended 1[0 ves
2{7] Tet, - Selt-resp. | v |2[TIWife of head | e {2JWd, {2(ZJNegd — [2(TJF|2[INo or indergarten 2| )Mo
Flrst 317 Per,~Proxy 1] own child 3. {270t ——— Elementary (01-08)
A[7])Tel,~Proxy 4[] Other relative a{]5ep, — 5. 109-12)
s [J NI ~Fill 16-21 s [T Non-relative s[TINM s College {21~261)
Look at item 4 on cover page. |s this the same 26d, Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
::THEEA::’: household as fast enumeration? (Box | marked) 1 Yes No — When did you last work?
[C] Yes — SKIP to Check jtem B [ No 2 7] Less than § years ago—~SKIPto 28a
5 or mol ars a
750, Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 : g Never worved ‘°} SKIP to 29
b ;”‘D Y:Sd_ SKlIP to C:ed: 'Ile”]“;:o 5 Z’D No 27, s there any reason why you could not take a job LAST WEEK?
» Where did you live on Apri ? (State, foreign country, - -
.S, possession, etc, ! 1 Ne Yes 2 [[] Already has. a job
3 [T] Temporary illness
State, etc. County -7\ 4[] Going to school
o] -
¢, Did you live inside the limits of o city, town, villoge, etc.? \ V\/\s ] Other Specl!y7
1 [T1Ne 2 (7] Yes — Ndme of city, town, village, etc, N
¥ 28a. For \:&n did you Ha3y) work? (Name of company,

I—T_T_I_I_] busin §§\orgcnizau :\»’o}\zher employer)
)\

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707 \ A
1[C]Yes  2[TINo A O # (] Nevly worked — SKIP to 29
CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older? /\\ \\\ bAWhat kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
NN

ITEM B ) No — SKIP to 29 [ Yes nd radjo mfg., reiail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)
YT T

260, What were you daing most of LAST WEE {workin
¢ Were you =

NN
keeping house, going to schooi} or somithiny elze? \‘\]B\
1 {7} Working — SKIP to 28a &[] UnblR\to'york — SKiP(oN6d 1 JAn umpicree of a PRIVATE company, business or

2 ] With a job but not at (7] Rethrey,: individval for wages, salary or commissions?
3 [7] Looking for work \[:] Othe -\’SP@Yy 2} A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
a[7] Keeping house . or local)?
5[] Going to school _AlbAlmed Forces, SKIP to 260) 3] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
b. Did you do any wark at afl LASY-WEEK, not counting work practie or form?
. ] YDU I'\Y oK Q + NOt counting wor . . .
around the house? {Note; If farm or business operator in HH, 4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?
ask about unpaid work.} d. Whot kind of work were you doing? (For example; electrical
o[JNo  Yes — How many hours? - SKIF to 280 engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)
¢. Bid you have a job or business from which you were @ LT 1
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? . e. Whot were your most important activities or duties? (For
V[INo 2[7]Yes — Absent ~ SKIP to 280 example: typing, keeping account boaks, selling cars, etc.)

3[7] Yes - Layoff — SKIP to 27

Notes

FORM NCEI(IC) 15.9:74) Page 2



SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

29, Now I'd like 10 ask some questions tﬁmu' =
crime. They refer only to the lost 12 months - |

i
between 1, 197__and RLT I
During the last 12 months, did anyone break
into or somehow illegally get into your

(apertment/home), garage, or another building

Yes - How many
= times?

mNo

3

e

(Other than the incident(s) just mentioned)
Did you find a door ’Imml'd, a lock forced,
an ATTEMPTED

t
'
i
on your property? !
3
t
t

or any other signs o

¥
breok ia i

Yes ~ How many
£ times?

[TINo

i

\

3

Was anything of all stolen that s kept
outside your home, or happened to be left
out, w:‘ as o bicycle, o garden hose, or
lawn furniture? (other than any incidents
olready mentioned)

"] Yes - How many
times?

L

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS [i: - = = 7 % : o
32, Did anyone toke something belonging t [T yes—How ma
1o you or to. ony member of this household, ! t u:m’g "
from a place where you or they were ' C1Ne
temporarily stoying, such os o friend’s or !
relative's home, a hotel or motel, or i
o vacation home? ) ! ——
33. What was the total number of motor T
vehicles (cars, trucks, otc.) owned by :
you ot any other member of this household o "3 None -
during the last 12 months? [ SKIP to 36
RN
12 02
13073
4734 or more
34. Did anyone steol, TRY to steal, or use T Yas - N
(it/any of them) without permission? :D o |Iv°n:l“?““,
1‘[:]No
35, Did onyone steal or TRY to steal part y Yes - How
of (it/any of them); such as o battery, {D e e
hubcaps, tope-deck, etc.? 'Cine
1
)

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS | -

36, The following questions refer only to things |

that happened to you during the last12 mon'h:—; .
B 197..._-; .

between...__1,197__ and

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

Yes ~ How many
€ times?

ATTEMPTED to stRal something that
belon:ed to you? (othel ’gn ony incidents
Y

46. Did you find any nvldm%n that someone
tioned) .

alrea

1077 Yes ~ How many.
times?

e

37. Did onyone toke something (else) directly
from you by using force, such os by n
stickup, mugging or threat?

1
D& not count any calls made to the
’I: ixe concerning the Incidents you

.ﬁ dyou callthe police dufing the lost 12
nths to upmnthlnq thot hoppened
6 ydu which ought was o crime?
I
a'

just told me about.)

3

. Did anyone TRY io rob you by using force
of threatening to harm you? (other than
ony incidents already mention

> [[JNo — SKIP to 48
7] Yes =~ Whot happened?

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack y@uSdr Wit !
(ou with something, such a3 o roc ottle?

other thon any incidents olready mentioned)

i
)
!

Yes ~ How ma
E] Ilmuml "

[T}t

@]
L]

.

4

e

Were you knifed, shot ot, or attacked with
some other weapon by onyone of all? {other
than ony incidents olready mentioned)

Yes — How many
times?

1
{TNe

Look at 47, Was HH. member

12 + attacked or threatened, or
was something stolen or an
attempt made to steal something
that belopged to him?

CHECK
ITEM C

)

41. Did anyone THREATER to beat you up ot

THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some

[T]Yes ~ How many
timas?

Yes—How man
d times? '

CIne

48, DId anything happen to you during the lost
12 months which you thought was a crime,
but did NOT report to the police? (other
then any Incidents already mentioned)

i
1
i
]
i
1
1]
]
¥
3
[}
1
)
1
ath it weapon, NOT including telephone i
1
[}
]
1
1
[}
[
1
T
1
i
|
13
1

[Z) No — SKIP to Check Jtem E
[] Yes ~ What happened?

thriats? (other than any incidents alreody [CIte
mentlaned)

42, Did anyone TRY to attack you in some [77Yes - How many
other way? (other than any incidents already times?
mentioned)

[TNo

43, During the last 12 months, did anyone steal )

things thot belonged to you from inside any car:

or truck, such os packages or clothing? !
'

{7) ves — How many
times?

Mwe

@[]
L]
LL]

\
1
44, Was anything stelen from you while you 1M ves - How many Look at 48, Was HH member Y3 ~How many
were awoy from home, for instance of work, In ;r—] times? 12 + attacked or threatered, or a times?
o theater or restaurant, or while traveling? | CHECK was something stolen o an o
1TINe ITEM D attempt made to steal something
' that befonged to him?
e ' —_—
45, (Other than any incidents you've olready i[_JV" ~ How many Do any of the screen questions contain any entrles
mentioned) was anything (else) at oll o times? for ''How many times?"’
stolen from you during the last 12 manths? i CHECK [} No ~ Interview next HH member.
1T ITEM E End interview if last respondent,
' and fill ftem [3 on cover,
! [Z1Yes - Fill Crime Incident Reports,
FORM NCS:3(IC) L8:9474) Page 3
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

‘| PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS |

w Tis. 6. (7. 8. 9. [2a, 1206, |21, |22 | 23.WaatIs the highest |24,
NAME TYPE OF LINE | RELATIONSHIP 1AGE - | MARITAL| RAGE 1 ORIGIN} SEX lAnwep | arade (or yean) of regular | pid you
INTERVIEW NO, | TO HOUSEHOLD |LAST |STATUS | FORCES | $choot you have avar complets
HEAD BIRTH- 1 WEMBER| attended? that yeas?
KEYER - BEGIN v ! .
NEW RECORD {ce 12) | (cc 13b) {cc 17) J{cc 18) | (cc 19a) jtec 19m)f (ec &%) {(ee 21) ‘(ee 22) {ce 23)
)
best (D)
: 1 (] Per. - Self esp, 1 T ] Head M. p[w. ! 2 M2 [ Yes| oo 7] Never attended 1[0 ves
2[]Tel,~Settresp, | |2 witeathead | ____ {2CIwd. |2 Neg. 20JF[2No o kindergarten 2{INe
First 3{7) Pet,~ Proxy 3{"J own child af)e. {aQ3Jot | ——Elementary (01-08)
4T} vet ~Proay 4[] Other refative s sep, ! —HS, 109-12)
s[CINt-~Fill 16-21 5 [ Non-selative s[IaM ! enm-College (21261
Look at item 4 on cover page. s this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
?rHEE’::: household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 1 [ Yes No ~ When did you last work?
[T Yes — SKIP te: Check {tem B [Z1No 2 [ Less than 5 years ago— SKIPto 28a
3 5 or more years ago
250, Gid you live in this kouse on April 1, 19707 : [Ej] Never g E }SKIP to 36
1 [Z] Yes ~ SKIP to Check Item B 2[TINo

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

State, etc, County

27. 1s there any reason why you could nottoke a job LAST WEEK?
11 Ne Yes — 2 [} Already has a job
3 [7] Temporary illness
4[] Going to schooal

. Did you liye inside the limits of a city, town, villdge, etc.?

1 I No 2{"} Yes ~ Name of city, town, village, etc.y

5[] Other — Speci[y7

® [T

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

3 {7 Yes 2[C]No

=N\

28a. For whom idi:u (last) work? (Nome of company,
, business, ofgahizgtion or other employer)

O \

A
3 ;"{j\Never wor\QgZSKlP to 36

CHECK Is this person |6 years old or older?
ITEMB T3 No ~ SKIP to 36 O Yes

<P

K f business or industry is this? (For example: TV
and rydiomfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ {w (Klsg,\
keeping house, going to £2ficol) or something@lse?

1 [} Working = SKIP to 28a

2 [7] With a job but not at work 7 tired \¢ \

3 {7 Looking for work 8 Wik NS
4[] Keeping house B\
@ (If Arlged-Forees, SKIP to 28)

%
\ *
&[] Unable 1> org\-\sx\(&x 26d}(§

co Were you —
1 [7] An emplayee of a PRIVATE compeny, business or
individual for woges, salury or commissions?
2] A GOVERNMENT empluyee (Federal, State, covaty,

or local)?

3 [T} SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

5[] Going to school

b. Did you do any work a J WEEMM counting work
around the house? (Note: 'mYor business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)

o JNo  Yes — How man ~ SKIP to0 28a

rs?

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

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

c. Did you have o job or businwss from which you were
tempororily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

1 [CT1No 2[7] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a

@ 1L 11

e. What were your most important activities or duties? (For
example; typing, keeping occount books, selling cors, etc,)

3] Yes — Layoff - SKIP to 27
S L : . I INDIVIDUAL SCRE

EN QUESTIONS {

36 The following questions refer only to things that ;DYes - How many
happened to you during the last 12 months = ! times?

46. Did you find any evidence thot sameone :[:] ‘Yes - How.many
ATTEMPTED to steal something that [ times?
belonged to you? (other thon any | [(INo

1

incidents already mentioned) !

between, 1,197___and_____,197__. Did Che
you have your {(pocket picked/purse snatched)?

37. Did anyone take something (else) directly L] Yes ~ How many
from you by using force, such os by a stickup, | _ times?
mugging or threat? : {TINo

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

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force

1 [7] Yes — How many
or threatening to harm you? (other than any 1 times?

concerning the incidents you have just told me cbout.)
[T} No — SKIP to 48

incidents already mentioned) {C1ho [1 Yes — What happenad?
39, Did anyone beot you up, sttack you or hit you Yes — How many
with soa\nthlng, su:: a1 0 ;ockdor bottle? " S times? e o
{other than any incidents already mentione No ook at 47 — Was HH member 12 + 1] Yes — Haw many
40, Were you knifed, shot at; or oftacked with L] Yes — How many ﬁ.HEECE a;.mcked or threatened, or was some-1 X times?
some other weapon by anyone at ali? (other times? M thing stolen or an attempt made to- [T} No
than any incidents olready mentionad) L steal something thatbelonged to hlﬂﬂ: ‘
41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or [] Yes - How many 48. Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which
THREXTEN you with o knife, qun, or some times

othei weopon, NOT including telephone threats? MEY

(othet than ony incidents olready mentioned)

@ ou thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
(c'her than any incidents olready mentioned)

[Z) No — SKIP to Check Item E

42. Did anyone TRY to dttack you in some 7] Yes ~ How many
other way? (other than any incidents times?
olready mentioned) {3Ne

{TJ Yes — What hoppened?

(23 Yes - How many
times?

43. Durlng the last 12 months, did anyone steal
things thot belonged to you from inside any car

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + |[™] Yes ~ How
CMECK' attacked or threatened, or was some-'D “m'n'uny

o ok gy o gt I D g e o o o s v

44. Was anything stolen from you while you wers' Yes = How many e I
away h’om home, for Ins!mylcc at work, in o !D fimest |'3° -;*{H of the scqeen Questions coptain any entrigs
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? CNo CHECK ~5 N ow many times? 0 ber. End .

45. {Other than any incidents you've alteady Yes ~ How many | ITEM E o — Interview next HH member, End interview
mentioned) Woz dnything (els e at all stolen o~ times? if last responde.nl. ond [ill item 13 on cover,
from you during the last 12 months? INo {Z) Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports.

FORM NC8I(IC) 8074}

Page 4




SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

7] PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

1. 15,

21, 22 ' 23. wr;ax I3 the Mx‘hut

{73 Yes — SKIP to Check ltem 8 [TINo

16, 117, 18. 19. 20a. :20b. 24,
NAME TYPE OF LIKE | RELATIONSHIP |AGE  |MARITAL| RACE 1ORIGIN| SEX |ARMED | grade (or year) of ragutar | pig you
INTERVIEW No. ToAuDouszuom IEIAS_F" STATUS ! FORCES 35«2‘%‘;’.17" have over complete
KEYER — BEGIN ‘ HE DIRTH- ; MEMBER| 2 thatysar?
NEW RECORD {cc 12)f (e 130) (cc 17) [(ec 18] | (cc 18a) jlce 19b)|{ce 20) flec 21) (ce 22) {ce 23)
Last . N
)
17 Per. - Self-resp, 1[I Head 1M [ DOw. 1 {TIM 1 [ ves | oo [T] Never attended 1 [T Yes
2{"] Tel.~Setf-tesp, 2{7] Wife of head 2[7JWd. |2 I Neg. 2[7)Fl2[INo or kindergarten 27N
First 3[7] Pet.— Proxy 3{ZJown child 3fZ]o. |sJot. Elementary (01-08)
a {7} Tel.— Proxy 4] Other relative 4[] Sep. ——H.S. (03-12)
s [TINI—Fill 16-21 5 (7] Non-relative s [TJNM College {2126+
i d. Have you been looking for wark during the past 4 ks?
HECK Look at item 4 on caver page. Is this the same 26 g g the pa weeks
fTEM A household as tast enumeration? {Box | marked) V[ Yes No — When did you last work?

2 {T] Less than 5 years ago— SKIPto 280

25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707
1 [7] Yes - SKIP to Check item B 2 No

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

27. ls there any renson why you could not toke a job LAST WEEK?

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

State, etc. County

1[JNo Yes - 2 ] Already has a job

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

1[I Ne 2[7] Yes ~ Name of city, town, villoge, etcy
1T 11

3] Temporary illness
el
R \’ % s {7} Other ~ Specify7
AN

d. Were you in the Armed Fories on April 1, 1970?

4] Going to school
28a. Fqi\yhom did y &ubsi work? (Nome of company,
bujnkss, organizqtivh o other employer)

([IYes  2[T}MNe * [ NRv¥ sorked — SKIP to 36
CHECK Is this person 16 years old or nides? . What kind of business or industry Ts this? (For example; TV
ITEM B ["]No — SKIP to 36 1 Yes /\ \ and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (wor}\i: h
. keeping house, going to school) or sompihing elseX X,

1 ] Working — SKIP to 280 "
2 []With a job but not at work 7 [T}

3[7] Looking for work 8]0 i
C
rmed Kdrces, SKIP to 280)

c. Were you
1+ 2] An employee of o PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2[0)A GOVIE)_I}NMENT employee (Federal, State, county,

or local)?

3 [J SELF-EMPLOYED in OWM business, professional

4[] Keeping house

5[~} Going to schoot

Did you do any work at oll L EK, riot counting work
around the house? (Note; If [ usiness operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)

o[ZJNo  Yes - How many hours? ~ SKIP to 28a

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

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

€

Did you have o job or business from which you were
temporarily absent or on loyeff LAST WEEK?
1173 Mo 2{] Yes —~ Absent — SKIP to 28a

3{ ] Yes — Layoff ~ SKIP to 27

@ [T 11

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

: ~ [ INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS [~ - . o o

36, The following questions refer only ta things that :['_]Yes ~ How many
happened fo you during the last 12 months ~ ¢ times?

between____1, 197__and____, 197__,. Did |L3Ne
you have your {(pocket picked/putse snatched)? !

46. Did you find any evidence that someone ]x[___] Yes ~ How many
ATTEMPTED to steal something that [ times?
belonged to you? (other than any IDN"

incidents clready mentioned) !

- n T e 47; Did you cdll the police during the last 12 months to report
T ey ke R L e v et | e o whih v b e
mugging or threat? 1"} No crime? (Do not count apy calli made to the police
) . concerning the incidents you have just told me about.)
38, Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force ' [ Yes — How many [T} No - SKIP to 48
or threatoning to harm you? (other then any : timea? 5] Yes — What h Ty
incidents already mentioned) CNe AL *
39, Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you iDYES ~ How many
with something, such as a ;ock or bottle? 4 }D times? :
(other than any incidents. already mentione 1[CINe Loak at 47 -~ Was HH member (2 + Y] Yes — How man
h - y
40, Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with 1] Yes ~ How many CHECK a;gacked I°' threatened, or wasd some-{ times)
sone other weapon by onyone at all? (other i times? ITEMC thing sto e"h:" a“ha“;"]‘p‘ m% ¢ t’:" X
than any incidents already mentioned) !E]m steal something thatbelonged to mi
41, Did anyone THREATEN to boat you up or 11" Yes — How many 48. Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some H No times? @ you thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
otlier weapon, NOT including telephone threats? o {other than any incidtnts already mentioned)
(other than ony. incidents already mentioned) [)No « SKIP r. Check ltem E
42, Did anyone TRY to attack you in some 7] Yes ~ How many (] Yes — What * ippened?
other way? (other than any incidents times?
ofready mentioned) [Tne -
43, During the last 12 months, did anyene steal ] Yes = How.imany | CHECK la.::::kzz‘?r Thxzste},:gdin::nairs '30;&;[:]%:- n;‘,’,’?'"’
asd ks Eloned o e i oy cor 10,7 ien™ | T [ Gy S st {3
r truck, P 9 9 steal something that belonged to hlm?l
Ade \:::Y";"?:':z’:::’l": :::TWY‘:: ::"J:, 7‘:"":" Oves - n,::,",""" Do any of the screen q_u.:esxlons contain any entries
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? :DND CHECK g NH"WImanY times? " ber. End i
— 0 Treod 0 T o — Interview next HH member, En interview
- Sng':gz;t:; V‘;:Z ::':n:;t‘:'?:;’(zr:n;::u’ﬁnsz:lnn [DYH n::ﬁ'"’ ITEM E if last respondent, and i1l item 13 on cover.
from you during the last 12 months? ) [T} Yes — Filt Crime Incidént Reports,
FORM NC3-3(IC) 18-9.74} Page 5




144 SURVEY INSTRUMENTSv

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS t

14, 15, 6. (17, 18, . |9, | 2s, 120b, 5, a3 n;.' ;u{m.i‘ 24,
TYPE OF LINE | RELATIONSHIP  {AGE MARITAL| RACE L ORIGIN| SEX {ARMED [ Eface {or year) of tegujar Old you
NAME INTERVIEN NO. |70 HOUSEHOLD |LAST |STATUS ( FORGES | 3choot you have aver complte
HEAD BIRTH- . | MEMBER| atlended? that yasr?
KEYER ~ BEGIN : DAY !
NEW RECORD {ce 12)] (ec 13b) (e 17) J(cc 18) | {cc 19a) ifec 19b)f (cc 20) |{ce 21) (cc.22) (cc23)
Last
39 [O] Per, ~Self-resp. 1] Hesd 1w O, 1{TIM)1 [ Yes{ oo [[] Never attended 1 [ Yes
2 [} Tel.~Self-tesp, 2[TIwite of head | {2[Jwd. |20 Neg. 2[F[2[3Ne of kindergarten 27 No
Flest 3] Per,~ Proxy 3"} own child 3o, ot ~—— Elementary (01-08)
a{7]Tel,~ Proxy 4[] Other rejative 4 sep. ——H.8, (09-12)
_|sCam=Firie-21 5[] Nonrelative sTINM ~—College {21-26%)
! ook at item 4 on cover page, |s this the same 26d. Have ybu been looking for work duting the past 4 weeks?
ﬁ,HEEMcf household as tast enumeration? (Box | marked) (s) 'O Yes No — When did you last work?
[} Yes — SKIP to Check jtem 8 ~ TINe 2 [T} Less than S years ago—SKIPto 80
3 S or more years a
Z5a. Did you live In this house on April 1, 19707 . % N ver worked. “} SKIP to 36
V b ;”[‘:] Y:sd- SK|’P © C:eckl I:e':;;m 5 Z‘D No " 27, Is there any reason why you could not take a job LAST WEEK?
« Where did you live on Apri tale, foreign country - .
U.5, possassion, etc, ! ! ! 1 Ne Yes — 2 [] Aiready has a job
. 3 (7] Temporary iliness
State, etc, County 4[] Going to school

H - Speci
c, Did you live Inside the limits of a city, town, villoge, atc.? [ Other DECI,Y?

4 No 2[7] Yes — Nome of city, town, village, etc, Pl -
= ¥ 28d. For whom Jidifl:u (lost) work? (Name of comtony,
. ' ‘ ‘ [ l . buslness,\ig g'gtion or other employer)

d. Weze you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707 N\ \_ %
@ 173 Yes 2{INo 053 h Never wéq&@ SKIP 1038
CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older? : < b 1\‘?\ of busTness of industey is this? (For example: TV
ITEM B [} No — SKIP to 36 ] Yes A 3 aldio nfg., retail shoe store, State Laobor Dépt,, farm)

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK -
eeping house, golng to schaol) or something els

1 [J Working = SKIP to 280 & ] Unable
2 ] With a job but not at work etired
3{T] Looking for work 8 {_}Oter — 5p 2] A GOVERNMENT employes (Federal, Stote, county,

4[] Keeping house \ or local)?
s ] Golng to schw(@ (If ArmedEdsces, SKIP to 289) 10 SELF'-EMPL‘.OY €D in OWH business, professional
T Wﬁm not counting work practice or farm?

c. Weare you ~
to26d 1 [ An amplo(ee of a PRIVATE company, business or

~ individual for wages, solary or commissions?

b. Did you do any werk btall

around the houss? (Noter [MNartn or business operator In HH, 4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?
ask obout unpald work.) di What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
o[ INo Yes — How manyfours? ~ SKIP t0 280 engineer, stock clerk, typist, former)
c. Did you have a job or business from which you ware T 11
temporarily absent or on fayoff LAST WEEK? ' o, What were your inost importont activities or duties? (For
1 [JNo 2] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 280 example! typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

3] Yes ~ Layoff — SKIP to 27

:5»1

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS [ DU

36, The following questions refer only to things that I [ Yes - How many 46. Did you find ony svidence k2t scmeone ;DYes - How many
happened to you during the last 12 months - times? ATTEMPTED to steal something that : times?
between 1,197_ _and ,197-_. pid [l helonged ta you? (other than any 10N
you have your (pocket picked/purse snotched)? Incidents already mentioned) H

37. Did anyone take someihing (else) directly. [ Yes — How. many 47. Did you call the police duting the last 12 months to report
from lyou by .r‘slng?‘oru, such as by & stickup, Oy timas? ::["r:\:":‘I?gDo'h:;'h:::n‘Q“::y'Z:ﬁ: ;L‘L‘:h'r";‘."‘::ﬁt: was q
mugg "9""' et : — concerning the Incidents you have just told me about.)

3s. Dldhunyonnl TRY ;10 rob yo; Fy }:ulng force :Dyg; - aow ,;,"y (] No - SKIP to 48
or threotening to harm you? (other than any ras _ ;
incidents already mentioned) : CiNe [T} Yes — What hoppened?

39, Did anyone heat you up, attack you or hit you Yes ~ How many
v(nil&u lohmn'hlnq, w;:;: dl’ [ io:kdor bou‘lc? " SN timea? = n :
other than ony incidents already mentione o ook at 47 ~ Was HH member 12 ¢+ 1[7] Yes — How many

40, Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with { T Yes — How mony ::THE!idcg :Q:ECksei&rn!hreaa;e:éd,’or‘w-’.;s:i some-1 times?
some other weapon by anyacne at ali? (other H tlmes? : lengl lh?r h ;'I:P "‘d e ‘}?I ,1L.]N°
thon any incidents olready mentioned) steal something thatbejonged to him?t

41. Did onyone THREATEN to bept you wp or - {0 Yes ~ ftow many | - 48. Did anything hoppen to you duting the 1ast 12 months which
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some |G tmas? @ ou thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
ather weapon, NOT including telephone thrests? ) (c’har than any incidents already mentioned)

(other than ony incidents already mentloned) ’ 3 No — SKIP to Check item E

42, Did anyone TRY to ottack you [n some 1 [7) Yes = How many ] Yes — What happened?
other way? (other than any incidents : ! tmes?
already mentioned) 4{[:1 RNo T -

43, During the last 12 months, did anyone steal Y Yes - How many | CHECK alzglékaetd“osr ';hrfas!:’::‘dmz:"agslszo;e_:DYBS - nm‘f?m’
things that belonged to you from inside any car NOI Uimes? ITEM D thing stolen or an a![e;npl made to | 1po
ar truck, such as packages or clothing? o e steal something that belonged to himli

44. Was onything stolen from you while you were Yés - How many ~ !

© away hyom I\gm-, for lnlvch- otwotk, Ina Q. times? 2;’ .a."J ?vf the sct!een )q'\fesllonxs contain any entries
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? T TN CHECK [:; N o 'manyi times? (H member. End

45. (Othet than any incidents you've already Yes — How mdny | ITEM E o ~ Interview next HH member, End Interview
mentionsd) Waz dnything (Zlu) at-all stolen - times? it lost re.sponde'nt, and fill jtem-13 on cover,
from you during the last 12 months? :DN° —— [ Yes —Fill Crime lncndeanepor(s. .

FORM NGB 3(IC) (809474}

T
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SIRVEY INSTRUMENTS

B [ *] PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS |~ ", : R e
15. 16. |17, 18. 19. - }20a,  120b. [21. |22 23, What Is the highest 24,
NAME TYPE: OF LINE | RELATIONSHIP |AGE [MARITAL| RACE = 1 ORIGIR| SEX |ARMED |[ rade (or year) of regular | pig you
INTERVIEW - NO. | TO HOUSEHOLD |LAST [STATUS i FORCES | s¢hool you have ever complete
HEAD BIRTH- ! MEMBER| attended? thatyear?
KEY™R - BEGIN DAY [ )
NEW RECORD fee 12} (ec 130} (ec17) ltee 18) | tec 199 Jtee 19b)](cc 20) (e 21) {ce 22 {cc 23)

Last 03

]
t{ 7 Per. - Sell resp, 1 [T} Head w1 2 1 [IM{1 [T ves| oo [} Never atiended V[ Yes
{2 [ Tel. - Self resp, 2[Jwife of head 2[CWd. |2[]Neg.t 2(JFf2[JNo or kindergarten 2[JNo
First 3] Per.—Proxy 3 [ 0wn child s{Jo. |3Jot | —— Elementary (01-08)
4[] Tel. - Proxy 4[] Other relative 4[] Sep. ! — H.5. {09-12)
5[ TjNI=Fil1 16-21 5[] Non-telatiye sTTINM ! ) College {21--26t)

L ook at item 4 on cover page. is this the same

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?

17} Yes No ~ When did you last work? ,
. 2 ] Less than 5 years ago— SKIPto 28a

ﬁ.HEEMC: household as last enumeration? {Box | marked)
[C] Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B T3 No
250, Did you live in this house on April 1, 1970?
1[7] Yes — SKIP to Check Item B 2{7]Ne

3] 5 or more years -ago
4 {"] Never worked

}SKIP 036

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

State, etc. County

27. |s there any reeson why you could not take o job LAST WEEK?
052 1{ 3 Ne Yes — 2 [] Already has a job b
3 [[] Temporary illness
4{7] Going to schoo}

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

1 [CINo 2 {7 Yes = Name of city, town, villoge, etc.?
N O

5[] Other — Specify7

business, o?u Hatjon or other employer)

d, Were you in the Armed Forces on Aptil 1, 19707

t[Jyes  2[TiNe

28a. For whom did,y’%(lnsl) work? (Nome of company,

- N
AT Never wolked - SKIP t0 36

CHECK Is this person [6 years old or older?
ITEM B [T No - SKIP to 38

[} Yes (

b. What Rjnd of Eusi\o;(%r industry is this? (For example: TV
and Xadig mfs., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (worki
keeping house, going to- school) or something gls@

1+ [T} Working — SKIP to 28a
2 [T With a job but not at work 7 [~ LRetired

3[7] Looking for work 8]); Other - S

4 {7} Keeping house \ %
s {73 Going to school /;\\/ {if Ar\@j’\o\(es, SKIP tc 280)

4 ‘

c, Were you — ’
035 1{J An emple{ee of o PRIVATE company, business or
individulil for wages, salary or commissions?
2] A GOYERNMERT employee (Federal, State, county,

or focal)?

3 [T SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

T WEEK, oQ\ﬁ‘unﬁng work
ronor busiwEss operator in HH,

b. Did you do any work o\ g
atound the house? (Note?
ask about unpuid work.)

o[TJNo  Yes — How mohy hedrs? ~ SKIP to 28a

practice or farm?

4[] Working WITHOUT PAY Ir: family business or farm?

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

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

t[TiNe 2] Yes — Absent — SKIP ta 280
3[7] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ [T 1]

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

e -

"] INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS | .

36, The following questions refer only to things that ;[‘] Yes — How many
hoppened to you during the last 12 months — 4 N times?
between___1; 197__and____, 197__ Did |LI%e

you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

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

i 7] Yes — How many
| times?
[
]

37. Did unyone take something (else) directly
from you by using force, such as by a stickup,
mugging or threat? : [CINo

|7} ves ~ How many
times?

. L

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

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

(7] Yes ~ How many
[ times?
1Che

concerning the incidents you have just told me about.)

[[3No - SKIP to 48
"1 Yes ~ What happened?

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you
with something, such as o rock or bottle?

T -~
{7 Yes ~ How many
times?

(other than dny incidents already mentioned) [no Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 +. L—0q,
- Y - CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-{ 1Y% n:‘:,'!,"'"’
40, Were o knifed, Sh:' at, or ““‘“",’,‘3 (w"':' T Yes - How many | |ppy’c thing stolén 5r an attempt made to . |[TkNo !
some other weapon by aanyone ot all? {ather I mes T bkt
than ony incidents already mentioned) Ill_.‘ 0 steal something thatbelonged to hlm?l‘

41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or
THREATEN you with ¢ knife, gun, or some )
other wezpon, NOT including telephone threats?

{othzr thon ony incidents already mentioned)

117} Yes - How many
g times?

48. Did onything happen to you diring the last 12 months which

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

other than any incidents already mentioned)

[CJ No — SKIP to Check Item E

42. Did onyone TRY to attack you in some

l' {Z] Yes —~ How many
other way? (other than any incidents times?

already mentioned) EDN"

43, During the last 12 months, did enyone steal ) [ Yes — How many
things thot belonged to you from inside any car C o times?
of truck, such os packages or clothing? 1{ne

44, Was anything stolen from you while you were
away from home, for instance ot work, in o

Yes — How many
a times?,
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? CINe

] Yes — What happened? d
Look at 48 — Was HH mzmber-}2 + :D\les ~ How many
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-! times?,
ITEMD thing stolen dr an attempt made o {[~JNo

steal something that belonged to hlm?ll

Do any of the screen qqestlons contain any entries
for **How many times?' e i
CHEEK 4

45, (Other thon ony incidents you've aiready [7] Yes - How many
mentioned) Was anything (else) ut all stolen times?
from you during the fast 12 months? *

[T No —~ Interview next HH member, End interview
if tast respondent, and fill item.13 on cover.

[T Yes — Fill Ceime Incident Reports.

ITEM E

.FORM NCS-3(IC) (8:0.74)
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

| PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

14, 15, 6. |1, 18. 19. 20a.  J20b. 21, [22. 73, What Is the highest ] 24,
NAME TYPE OF LINE | RELATIONSHIP |AG MARITAL| RACE  1ORIGIN| SEX |ARMED | grade {or year) of regular | pid you
INTERVIEW NO. | TO HOUSEHOLD |LAST |STATUS 1 FORCES | school you have ever complete
EAD BIRTH- ! MEMBER] aMtended? thatyear?
KEYER — BEGIN AY :
HEW RECORD {cc 12)] (cc 13b) (cc 17) J(cc 18) | (cc 19a) e 19b)] (ce 20) [{ec 21) {cc 22) {cc 23)
Last [ .
! @
1 (7] Per, ~Sell resp, + [[] Head 1O [Ow. ! VM [T yes| 0o [7] Never attended 1{JYes
2] Tel. - Seff-resp, 2 [ Wife of head 2[7Wd. [2[] Negi 2(SF[2[TINe o kindergarten 2[T]No
Flist 3] Per,~ Proxy 3[C]0wn cluld 3o, [37ot. | ~—— Elementary (01-08)
4[] Tel. - Proxy 4{7] Other telative a[Isep. : ——H.5.{09-12)
s[TINI=Fill 16~21 5 [7) Non-retative 5[] NM ! College {21.-261)

Look at item 4 on cover page. is this the same
household as last enumeration? (Box | morked)

{J Yes — SKIP to Check Item B [C1No

CHECK
ITEM A

26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
1{ ] Yes No — When did you lost work?
2{ 7] Less than 5 years ago—~ SKIPto 28a

25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707
t[J Yes —~ SKIP to Check Jtem B 2{T}No

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

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

State, etc, County

27. ls there any reasen why you could not toke a job LAST WEEK?
+[JJNo Yes - 2 [J Already has a job
3 (7]} Temporary ilingss
4{ 7] Going to school

c. Did you live Inside the limits of o city, fown, village, etc.?

13 r“lo 2{7] Yes — Name of city, town, village, elc.7
LTI T1

s[_] Other - Spe:cify7

ds Were you in the Armed Forces an April 1, 19707

s{1Yes  2[TINo

A\
28a. For whom did yGu ﬁlé’st) work? {Name of company,
business, organNa Lxﬁur other employer)
5

Q\
x [_’_]\Qe\er worked\\@ to 36

CHECK |s this person |6 years old or older?
ITEM B [JNo = SKIP to 36 [ Yes

siness or industry is this? (For example: TV
mig,Pretail shoe store, State Labor Dept., farm)

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (woryfg,
keeping house, going to school) or something ¢lsd?
v [ Working — SKIP t0 280 &[]
2 [TJ With a job but not av work 7 [T]
3 {71 Looking for work 8}
4[] Keeping house
5 {7] Going to schoo!

I Anned\ﬁp;::\e{, SKIP to 28q)

le to wor %k% 1 {71 An employee of o PRIVATE compony, business or
pecify )

individual for wages, salary ar commissions?

2 [] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,

or local)?

3 [T) SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

12

Did you do any work at all L EEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note: If arnf of business operator in HH,
ask obout unpaid work.)

o[TJNo  Yes ~ How many hours? - SKIP to 28

practice or form?

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

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

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

+ [ No 2] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a

@ C 11

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

T

3[J Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

%] INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS |

36. The following questions refer anly to things that ;DYes ~ How iany
happened to you during the last 12 months — ! timas?
between___1,197__and____, 197__, Did 1LIN0
you have your (pocket picked/purse snotched)?

46. Did you find any evidence that someone
ATTEMPTED 1o steal something that
belonged to you? (other than any
incidents already mentioned)

| 171 Yes ~ How many
II - Hm
:LJ No

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

Yes ~ How many
- times?

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

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

[] Yes — How many
times?
incidents olready mentioned) CINo

concerning the incidents you have just told me about,)
I No ~ SKIP to 48
[ Yes — What hoppened?

39. Did onyone baat you up, attack you or hit you
with something, such as a rock o¢ bottle?
(other than gny incidents already mentioned)

+
1[T] Yes ~ How many
: a times?
}EJ No

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with
some other Weapon by apyone at ol1? (other
than qny incidents already mentioned) [CiNe

[ Yes — How many
times?

ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to -~ |{I]No

L.ook at 47 — Was HH member 12+ },-
CHECK ' attacked or threatened, or was snme-:L] ves = n::.';""’
steal something thatbelonged to him?:

41, Did unxono THREATEN to beat ypu up or Y[~} Yes ~ How inany
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, of some [ N
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? i CINo
{other thap any incidents already mentioned)

48. Did onything hoppen to you during the Tast 12 months which
Gm)  Yeu thought was. a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
‘{other than any incidents already mentioned) .
[T No — SKIP to Check Item E

1
I
42, Did anyone TRY ta attack.you in some i
other way? {other than any incidents '
olready mentioned) !

{Z] Yes — How many.
N times?

] Yes ~ What hoppened?

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal
things thet belonged 1o you from inside any car
aor truck, such as packages or clothing?

[} Yes ~ How many
CIne times?

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + |11 Yes - How a
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was sumt:-'t:l times? "
ITEMD thing stolen or an attempt made to :r_] No

)

44, Wos anything stolen from you while you ware
away from home, for instance at work, inu
theater or testaurant, or whife traveling? e

] Yes — How many
I u times?

e

steal something that belonged to himit

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

CHECK for ‘‘How many times?*’

45, {Qther than any incidents you've already
mantioned) Wos onything (else) at all stolen

[} Yes — How many
times?
from you during the last 12 months? D No

[ZINo — Interview next HH member, End interview
if last respondent, and fill item 13 on cover,
{3 Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports.

ITEME

FORAM NG3.3(IC) 18.9.74)

Page B



SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Form Approved: O.M.B,  No. 41-R2661

KEYER - Notes

BEGIN NEW RECORD

Line number

Screen question number

®

Incident number

NOTICE ~ Your report to the Census Bureau is :ontidemlnl by law
(Public Law 93-83). All identifiable information will be used only by
persons engaged in and for the purposes of the survey, and may not be
disclosed or released to others for any purpase.

oy NCS 4(IC) U.5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

S0CIAL AND ECONDMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
E u OF THE sus
TING AS LECTING AGENT
LAV ENFDNC ENT ASSISTANCE ADMIN!STRATION M
U.5, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FORM NCS-4 ~ CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

NATIONAL CRIME SURYEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE ~ IMPACT CITIES

lo. You said that during the last 12 months — (Refer to
appropriate screen question for description of crime).
In what month (did this/did the first) incident happen?
{Show flashcard if necessary, Encourags respondent to
give exact month.)

Month (01-12)

Is this incident report for a series of crimes?

1{ ]No — SKIP 10 2

2["}Yes — (Note: series must have 3 or
more simildr incidents which
respondent can't recall separaiely)

CHECK
ITEM A

)

Sa. Were you o customer, employee, or owner?
1 [7] Customer )
2[7] Employee

3 [7] Owner

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

1[7]Yes
2[Z]No

3] Don't know

@

= o2

&

SKIP to Check liem B

b, In what month(s) did these incidents take pluce?
{Mark all that apply)
1 7] Spring (March, April, May)
2 [7] Summer (June, July, August)
3 [T] Fall (September, October, November)
4 [C] Winter (December, January, February)

® gre-
|- 3 [‘1\0 n’t kno
Q b Dud th er(s) uc!ua”y get in or just TRY to get
in the b i

¢, How many incidents were involyed in this series?
1 (] Three or four
2] Five o ten
3 7] Eleven or more
4[] Don't know

INTERVIEWER — If s%he foll

only to the most receny’incifient.

‘Q}lq\esquer

2. About what time did (1%is

ost recan
incident happen?
1 [T] Don't know
2 {7] During the day (6 a, p.m.)

At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.)
3 [] 6 p.m. to midnight
4[] Midnight to 6 a,m.
5{"] Don't know

3u. Did this incident take place inside the llmi's of this
city or somewhere else?

1{.] Inside limits of this city ~ SKIP to 4

2{ ] Somewhere else in the United States

3| ] Outside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT

b

In what Stote ond county did this Incident occur?

State

County

Did the offendq

live there or have a right to be
there, su:h

est or a workman?

&@Checm ltem B

17 Actually got in
2{7] Just tried to get in
3{] Don't know

Was there ony evidence, such os a broken lock or broken

window, thot the offender(s) (forced his way ln/TRIED

o

* to force his way in) the building?
@ 1[7]No
Yes — Whot was the eviderice? Anything else?

(Mork all that apply}
2{ 7} Broken lack of window
3{ ] Forced door or window

{or tried) SKIP
4["}Stashed screen to Check
5[] Other - Spec!{y7 ltem B

- X o Tm3 - Emg - & -

d

How did the offender(s) (get in/try to get in)?
1 {7 Thiough unlocked door or window
2[T}Had key

3[7] Don't know
4[] Other ~ Specify

1{.1No

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

c. Did it happen inside the [imits of o city, town, villoge, efc.?

this household present when this
incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK)

1 [[)No — SKIP 10 13a
2] Yes

CHECK

Was respondent or any other member of
ITEM B ‘

r“l'—[—]:ﬁ 7a. Did the persor(s) have & weapon such s o gud or knife,
or something he was using as o weapos, such as a
4, . Where did this incident take place? . bottle, or wrench?

1 {"] At or in own dwelling, in garage or \ N

other buuldlng on property {Includes SKIP to 60 CINe .

break-in or attempted break-in) 2] Don't know
2 [7] At or in vacation home, hotel/motel Yes = What was the weapon? (Mark all that apply)
3{7] Inside commercial building such as 3{"}Gun

store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK - ;

public conveyance or station 50 4[] Knife
4 {7 Inside office, factory, or warechouse s [[] Other ~ Specify
5 {] Near own home; yard, sidewalk, : b, Did the person(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually

driveway, carport, apartment hall attack you in some other way?

{Does not include break-in or

attempted break-in) SKip @ t[7] Yes - SKIP to 7f
& {77 On the street, in a park, field, play- to Check 2[C] No ’

ground, school grounds or parking lot { Item B
7 {7] Inside school c. Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in -any woy?
8 [7] Other - Speci[y_’, @ 1 [Z]No = SKIP to 7¢

’ 2[7] Yes
Page 9
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS '

"] CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continved |

*

)

7d. How were you threatened? Any other way?
{Mark all that apply) N\
1 7] Veibal threat of rape

2 [T} Verbal threat of attack other then rape
3 [T} Weapon present or threatened

with weapon tSOK'P
4" ] Attempted atack with weapon 10a

(for example, shot at)
5 [} Object thrown at person
6 {_ | Followed, surrounded
7 [_] Other ~ Specify

9¢c. Did insurance or any health benefits
the total medical expenses?
177 Not yet settled

@

2 | None.wyun .t SKIP to 10a
3T A e
4[] Part

program pay for oll or part of

$

d. How much did insurance or a health benefits program pay?

. {Obtain an estimate, if necessary)

during the incident?

What octually hoppened? Anything else?
{Mark all thot apply} 3
1] Something taken without permission
2] Attempted or threatened to

take something
3[7] Harassed, argument, abusive language
4[] Forcible entry or attempted

forcible entry of house ;SKIP
.5 [} Forcible entry or attempted to
entry of car 10a

6{" ] Damaged or destroyed property
7 [T} Attempted or threatened to
damage or destroy property

8 {7} Other ~ Speci[y7

17} No = SKiP o I

zi'j | Yes

10a, Did you do onything to protect yourself or your property

1 [} Used/brandished gun or knife
2 [C] Used/uied physical force (hit,
other weapon, etc.)

®

6 [C] Other — Specify .~
-

b. What did you do? Anything else? . {Mark all that opply)

chased, threw object, used

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

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

5 [_] Resisted without force, used evasive action (ran/drove away,
hid, held property, locked door, ducked, shielded self, etc.)

1.

@

How did the person(s) attack you? Any

other way? (Mark all that apply)

v} Raped

2{"] Tried to rape

3{]) Hit with object held in hand, shot, knifel
4[] Hit by thrown object

s {_] Hit, slapped, knocked down A\
6 {7} Grabbed, held, ripped, jumpe .R sked, etc,
7 [] Other - Specify.,

Wos the crime ccmmiﬂeé\b)ygy one or more than one person?

AR ¢ 7

know — 3 }More than one

ale

\ 2L
\)3 [7] Don't know

| b. How old would you say

8o, What were the injuriefs
Anything else? {Mark
+ {7 None ~ SKIP to |
2{" | Raped

3] Attempted rape
4[] Knife or gunshot wounds

s |7} Broken bones or teeth knocked out

& 77 ] internal injuries, knocked unconscious

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

avsuffered, \f nﬁ \
apply) ; 5

the person was?

s:7)21 or over
6{ ] Don't know

b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed
medicol ottention ofter the attack?
i{7] No — SKIP to 10a
2{7]Yes

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

1 [T | Stranger
2{7}'Don't know

¢c. Did you receive ony treatment at o hospital?
{2} No
2 [ ] Emergency room treatment only
a[7] Stayed overnight or longer —
How many days? 7

acquaintance
s [ ] Well known

d. What was the total amount of your medical
expenses resulting from this incident, INCLUDING
anything paid by insuronce? include hospital
and doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and
any other injury-related medical expenses.
INTERVIEWER ~ If respondent does not know
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimate.
o [T] No cost — SKIP to 100

s [o]

X 7] Don't know

o

Was the person o relative

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

4[| Own child

s [ ] Brother or sister

@

90, At the time of the incident, were you covered
by any medicol insurance; or were you eligible
for benefits from any other type of health
benaefits program, such as Medicaid, Veterans
Administration, or Public Welfare?

tCINo counns
2[5) Don't know SKIP to 100

a[] Yes

6 [_ ] Other relative —
Specf{y7

3 {" | Known by 'SKIP
sight only 0 e
4|7} Casual

f. How many persons?

{7 All male

2] }All female

3, {Male and female
4!’ ] Don't know

a. Was this perso le ]
' %nl ? }'\*\,; @
(), [\ Kale
“ T \ g. Were they male or female?
\\‘ .
\

Fod

. How old . :'J you say the

1} Under 12 youngest was?

- v jUnder 12 5’ j2! or over —
2il2-1e a;jflz_m “SKIP 10 |
a7 15-17 3. [ 15-17 & |{Don't know
a{_}18-20 47 [18-20

i. How old would you say the
oldest was?

17} Under 12 &[] 1820
2{ 112-44 5. ;21 or over
37 {1517 & 1 Don't know

j» Were any of the persons known
or related to Jov or were they
all strongers?

11 1 All strangers }

2} ] Don't know

3. | All relatives }
4[] Some relatives

s { | All known

6] Some known

SKIP

tom

SKip
!

=

. How well were they kriown?
{Mark ol} that apply}

of yours? X, —
1 (.} By sight only
1[INo 27| Casual sKiP
tom

acquaintance(s)
3{_ ] Well known

|, How were they related to you?
(Mark ol that apply)

1 {7 ] Spouse or a{_ | Brathers/

ex-spouse sisters
2{7| Parents s{_) Other —
a{’|Own Specifyy
children

c. Was he/she -

4

Did you file o cloim with ony of these insurance
componies of progiams in order to get part or all
of your medical expenses paid? :
1] No — SKiP to 100

2] Yes

3 [C) Other? - Specifyy ‘,"20

4[] Don't know

m. Were olf of them -

1 {7] White?
@ 1] White? 2[7] Negio?
2 [} Negro? SKiP 3[C} Other? - Specify

a[ ] Combination — Speci[y-;,

5[] Don't know

FORI NCS4(IT) 10974}
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 SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued | .

@

@

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

{7} Yes — SKIP to 130
2{"}No

How many of these persons, not counting yourself, were
tebbed; harmed, or threatened? Do not include porsons

&

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

[T]No ~ SKIP to Check ltem E
[T} Yes

CHECK
ITEM D

N

under 12 yeurs of age,

o] }None - SKIP to /3a

Number of persons

Are any of these persons members of your household now?
Do not include household members under 12 years of age.
of ]No

Yes — How many, not counting yourself?

2

{Also mork ''Yes'' in Check ltem | on poge 12)

13a.

Was something stolen or token without permission that
belonged to you or others in the household?
INTERVIEWER ~ Include anything stolen from
unrecognizable business in respondent’s home.

Do not include anything stolen from a recognizable
business in respondent's home or another business, such
as merchandise or cash from o register.

t{.}Yes — SKIP to 13f

2| }No

o

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

140, Had permission to use the (car/motor vehicle) ever been

given to the person who took it

tCNo e s
2} Don't know } KIP to Check ltem E
3(] Yes
b, Did the person return the (car/motot vehicle)?
1 {73 Yes
2["]No
{s Box | or 2 marked in 13f2
CHECK Ne — SKIP to 15a
ITEM E -
\ es
o
¢ Wa ’\e (purse/ H{/money) on your person, for instance,
In &T ket or be} by you when it wos taken?
171 e
b\

1]} No — SKIP to i3e
2[ | Yes

o

p

Was only cash taken? (Box O marked In 13f)
{3 Yes — SKIP to l6a
{TINo

HECK
ITEM F

2{ [ Wallet or mone
af"]Car

4| ] Other motor vehicie
s (-] Part of car (hubcap
6| "] Don’t know

QU
What did they try to take? Anythicg lge? \ \
(Mark all that apply)
+{ }Purse k

pofdeck, etc.)

Did they try to take a purse, wallet,

71{7] Other - Specify
or money? (Box | or 2 marked in 13c)
{ ]1No = SKIP to 18a

& {11 Yes

CHECK
. ITEMC

*

Was the (purse/wallet/monay) on your person, for
instance in o pocket or being held?

t{.]Yes

2[%] No } SKIP to 180

What did happen? (Mark all that apply)

15q;

Altogether, what wos the volue of the PROPERTY

that was takén?

INTERVIEWER ~ Exclude stolen cash, and enter $0 for
stolen checks and credit cords, even If they were used,

| JS S —

How did you decide the value of the property that was
stolen? ({Mark all that apply)

+ [7] Original cost
2] Replacement cost

3 [] Personat estimate of current value
4[] Insurance report estimate

5[] Police estimate
6 [] Don't know

7 [} Other — Speclfy

1 {7 ] Attacked h
2{"} Threatened with harm

5{7] Attempted to break into house or garage

4|7 | Attempted to break into car

s{7)Harassed, argument, abusive language f:'P
6 { ] Damaged or destroyed property 18¢

717} Attempted or threatened to damage or
destroy property

8 [.]Other ~ Specify

)

f. What was taken thot belonged to you or others in

the household? What elso?

Cash: " $ o .,

and/or

Property: (Mark all that apply}

o ["]0nly cash taken - SKIP to [4c

1 [T] Purse

2 [} Wallet

3 [ Car

4[] Other motor vehicle

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

6 [7] Other — Specify

16a.

o

Was oll or part of the stolen money or property recovered,
excopt for anything recelved from Insurance?

1 ] None
23 Al }SKIP to {7a

3] Part

What was recovered?

Casht$— ..
and/or
Propertys (Mark all that apply)

o [} Cash only recovered - SKIP to I17a {

1 [ Purse

2 [T] Wallet

3] Car .

4 [ Other motor vehicle .

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

6 [] Other — Specify

What was the volue of the property recovered (excluding
recovered cosh)?

s

FORM NC2.4(IC) {8.9.74)
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

2] CRIME INCIDENT

QUESTIONS ~ Continved

170. Was there any insurance against theft?

[ L

} SKIP to 18a
2{7] Don’t know

3["1Yes

200. Were the police informed of this incident in ony woy?
1{_INo
2|} Don't know — SKIP to Check Item G
Yes — Who told them?
3{ "] Household member
a{’ ] Sumeone else

T

Was this loss reported to on insurance company?
@  iiNe.....

2] Domt know } SKIP to 18a

a[T]Yes

s| ] Police on scene

} SKIP to Check ltem G

1

What was the reason this incident wos not reported to
¥ the police? (Mark all that apply}

1+ [ 71 Nothing could be done — lack of proof

2[ "] Did not think it important enough

3| ] Police wouldn't want to be bothered

<. Was any of this loss recovered through insurance?

1t [7] Not yet settled
@ Ll } SKIP to 180

2[JNo,.vev e

4|} Did not want to take time — ton inconvenient

s {7 ] Private or persenal matter, did not want to. report it
6 [ ] Did not want to get involved

7 [ | Afraid of reprisal

8{ ) Reported to someone else

9 [ ] Other — Specify R

a7 Yes

d. How. much wos recovered?

INTERVIEWER ~ If property replaced by insurance

ITEMG — SKIP to Check {tem H

7
CHECK l'f this person 16 years or older?
(\:1 es - ASK 2la

company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimgte
of vaiue of the property replaced,

s (%]

®

2la. Did" have a lé\%hme this incident happened?
@ [ N — SKIP 1\C ftem H
e ¥
b.

What wé ob?
1 ([} Sam described in NCS-3 items 28a-e ~ SKIP fo

®

Yes -- How m;né m;mbers

18a. Did any houschold member lose ony time: {10 v‘\z\
because of this incident?
o[ }No — SKIP to 190 \
AN

Check [tem H
2 [ } Different than described in NCS-3 items 28a-e

\/

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

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

b. How much time was o ge'her’
@ 1 {7} Less than | day
2011-5 days
3 76~10 days
4{_ 1Over (D days

5{"] Don't know

@ [T 1]

e. Were you —
() 1 {_1 An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for woges, salary or commissions?
2] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or Jocal)?
3| | SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or form?
2" ] Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or farm?

19a. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident?
For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing
damaged, or damage done to a car, ete.?

11 1No — SKIP to 20a

2[7)Yes

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

g. What were your most important activities or duhes? (For example:
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.,)

b. (Was/weie) the damaged item{s) repaired or reploced?

@) 1 [7)Yes - SKIP w0 194

Summarize this incident or series of incidents,

s

CHECK
2{7INo ITEMH
¢. How much would it cost to repair or replace the
domaged item{s)?
» Lo } SKIP 10 200
X [_]Don’t know
d, How much was the repajr or replacement cost?
x [.]No cost or don't know — SKIP to 200 Look at 12c on |nt:|denv. Report. Is there an entry
for *‘How many?
. CHECK [(1No
3 . ITEM | [7] Yes ~ Be sure you ha '» an Incident Report [ar each

s

Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replocement?
{Mark olf that apply)

1 [} Household member
2] Landlord
3 ] Insurance

4[] Other ~ Specify

H member 12 years of age or over who wos
robbed, harmed, or threatened in this incident,

CHECK
ITEM )

[Z1No — Go to next {ncident Report,
[7] Yes — is this the last HH member to be interviewed?

[ No — Interview next HH member,

{7] Yes -~ END INTERVIEW, Enter total
aumber of Crime Incident Reports
filled for this household in
item 13 on the cover of NC5-3,

* Isthis the last fncidentReport to be filled for this persan?

FORM NCS-4(IC) (8:9-74) Page 12
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Form Approved: O.M.B. No. 4|-R2661

KEYER - Notes

BEGIN NEW RECORD

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

Line number

Screen question number

®

Incident number

fﬂ‘,’,“f‘cs'd (10) 5. berantmeny oF commence
SOCIAL AND ECONGMIG STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
ACTING AS COLLECTING AGENT FOR THE
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION
U.5. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FORM NCTS-4 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
~ CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE - IMPACT CITIES

lo. You said that during the lost 12 months ~ {Refer to
appropriote screen question for description of crime).
In what month (did this/did the first) incident happen?
(Show flashcord if necessary, Encourage respondent to
give exact month.)

Month (0112

Is this incident report for a séries of crimes?
1i INo ~ SKIP to 2

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

CHECK
ITEM A

Sa. Were you a customer, employee, or owner?
117] Customer
2[ ] Employee
3{7] Owner
4[] Other — Specify.

@

Did the person(s) steal or TRY to steal anything belonging
to the store, restaurant, office, foctory, otc.?

1|7} Yes

2[7]No

e
}‘K@ to Check Item B
3af} Don/t\knuw “\

respondent can’t recall separately)
b, In what month{s) did these incidents tcke place?
* {Mark all that apply)
1 YSpring (March, April, May)
2| _}Summer (June, July, August)
3 "} Fall {(September, October, November)

A\E
S (
a{ ]Winter (December, January, Februar\if\_ <\\L

2] ]Five to ten
3; ] Eleven or more
a! 7 Don't know

c. How many incidents were invalved in this Jﬁr‘g 2 XB\
Vi 1Three or four C) \

INTERVIEWER — If series, the
only to the most recent incident.

wing questions refer

2,  About what time did (this/the most recent)
incident happea?
111 Don't know
2! ] During the day (6 a,m. to 6 p.m.)
At nsght {6 p.m. to 6 a.m,)
31 }6 p.m, to midnight
ai ! Midnight to 6 a.m.
51 ;Don‘t know

Did this incident toke place inside the limits of this

city or somewhere else?

14} lnside limits of this city — SKIP to 4

2| |Somewhere eise in the United States

31 1Qutside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT

. Did the oHender(s) live h\n:e r have a right to be

e, such\al a guest of\a wogkman?

KIPAq Check ltem 8

N‘»‘ Den't know

Did the offender(s) actually get in or just TRY to get
in the building?

1 [Z] Actually got in

2{7] Just wied 1o get in

3{ "] Don"t know

= N2

mg - OO & -

¢. Was there any evidence, such as o broken lock o broken
window, that the offendee(s) (forced his woy in/TRIED
® to force his way in) the building?
1 1No
Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?

(Mark all that apply)
2|} Broken lock or window
3{ "} Forced door or window

(or tried) SKIP
4[] Slashed screen s to Check
ltem B

5 {71 0ther - Specil’y7

&

How did the offender(s) (got in/try to get in)?
{7 ] Through unlocked door or window
z{_}Had key
3[7]0on't know
4[] Other = Specify

b, In what State and county did this incident occur?
State
County

cv Did it hoppen inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.]]
1{ }No

CHECK

Was fespondent or any other member of
ITEMB ‘

2[7] Yes

2{ ] Yes -~ Enter name of city, town, etc..;(

[TTTT1

4. Where did this incident take ploce?

this hausehold present when this

incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK)
1[[I1No — SKIP to 130

Did the person(s) have a weapon such os a gun or knife,

or something he was vsing as a weapon, such as o

N bottle, of wrench?

1 { "1 At or in own dwelling, in garage or - 1 N

other building on property (Includes SKIP to ba ! [;] °

break-in or attempted break-in) 2 {77 Don't know .
21{ 1At or in vacation home, hotel /motel Yes ~ What was the weapon? (Mark all that apply}
3{_}Inside commercial building such as 3 7Gun

store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK )

public conveyance or station Sa 4[] Knife
4|71 Insidé office, factory, or warehouse s [] Other — Specify___
51 ] Near own home; yard, sidewalk, b. Did the person(s) hit you, knock you down, or actuelly

driveway; carport, apartment hall attack you in some other way?

{Does not include break-in or

ottémpted break-in) SKIP @ 1] Yes - SKIP to 71
6|7 On the street, in a park, field, play- to Check 2[TJNe ’

ground, school grounds or parking lot | ltem B
77} Inside school c. Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in any way?
8 {7 Other < Speci!y7 @ 1[Z]No - SKIP to 7¢

2[7] Yes
Page lé
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

R CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS = Contlnwed | DT e o L

bd

@

7,

How waere you threatened? Any other way?

{Mark all that apply)

1 7] Verbal threat of rope

2[] Verbal threat of attack other than rape

3 [7] Weapon present or threatened SKIP
with weapon 1o

4] Attempted attack with weapon 10a
(for example, shot at)

s [T} Object thtown at person

6 [} Followed, surrounded

@

9c. Did tnsuronce or any health bonefits program poy for all or part of

the total medicol expenses?

1771 Not yet settled

2 jNone.....s. > SKIP to |0a
aT Al e

a{"] Part

d. How much did insurance or a health benefits program pay?

L3 . (Obtain an estimate, if necessary)

7 [} Other ~ Specify

Yhot actually happened? Anything else?
{Mark all that apply)
1 U] Something taken without permission
2 {7} Attempted or threatened to

take something
3{7] Harassed, argument; abusive language
4{_} Forcible entry or attempted

forcible entry of house SKIP
s {7] Forcible entry or attempted o
entry of car 10a

6 [} Damaged or destroyed property
7 {7} Attempted or threatened to

@

*

10a. Did you do anything to protect yourself or your property

during the incident?
17} No —~ SKIP to 11
2{_]Yes

h, Whot did you do? Anything else? {(Mark all that apply)

1 [T] Used/brandished gun or knife

2 {_]Used/tried physical force (hit, chased, threw object, used
other weapon, etc.)

3 {7} Tried to get help, attract attention, scare offender away
(screamed, yetled, calted for help, turned on lights, etc.)

a 7] Threatened, argued, reasoned, etc,, with offender

s {_] Resisted without force, used evasive action (ran/drove away,
hid, held property, locked door, ducked, shielded seif, etc.)

& [_] Other - Specify

damage or destroy property

Other — Speci 11. Was the crime committed by-oqly one or more than one person?
& {Z1 Other - Specily @ 1{7] Only one Q\{' on't know — 31, }More than one 5
1P to 12a
f. How did the person(s) ottack you? Any ) -
" other way? (Mark oll that opply} a. rr‘“ 'h':;”’ p lole \\3 f. How many persons?
{7 Raped @
@ 2{7] Tried to rape -
3 [} Hit with object held in hand, shot, knifed 3 | @u- Were 'th male or female?
4[] Hit by thrown object \ ; male Vi, ] All male
s [T} Hlt, slapped, knocked down \ 3 ¢ know 2 All female
& ) Grabbed, held, tripped, lumpemed, et 3: i Male and female
7 7] Other — Speclfy b\ \ ow old would you say 4’ jDon't know
8a, What were the injuries"youyuffered,\Ifigy the person was? h. How old weuld th
w_ Anything elso? (Markd ol Yot apply) ) {71 Under (2 yaoun;ut :::1 you sey e
\%ﬁoned-SKlPto 2 1214 @ Vi) Under 12 51 ig’l(’oprcvel_
2 ape - e 217 12-14 - o
3{7] Attempted rape 3} 1517 3!§ 15-17 &'} Don't know
4 (] Knife or gunshot wou al"](8-20 4] ]18-20
5[] Broken bones or teeth knocked out r,‘ i+ How oldwould you say the
, 5 Internal injurles, kaocked unconscious 5321 or over oldest was? Y 4
7 {] Brulses, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling 6 [ Don't know 1] Under 12 4] 18-20
8 7] Other — Specify. ¢, Wos the person someone you 2 112-14 51} 2l or over
b, Were you Injured to the extent that you needed ! knew or was he ¢ ,g,g,‘g,);? 3071S=17  si.]Don't know
medlical attention after the attack? J+ Were any of the persons known
@ 3 {1 No ~ SKIP to 10a 1 (7] Steanger or related 1o you or ware they
2] Yes 2] Don't know all mme
c. Did yau recoive any treatment ot a hospital? - skip [Q4) i1 All strangers SKIP
1{]No :(1 f,';m';nbl); toe . 2]} Don't know tom
2 [T} Emergency room treatment only 3} All relatives SKIP
3{"] Stayed overnight or fonger — 4 7] Casual 4| Some relatives to!
How many. days? 7 acquaintance 5) } All known
e s (=] Well known 6| | Some known
d. What was the total amount of your medicol k. How well were they known?
expenses resulting from this incident, INCLUDING 4 W‘os 'h’;""" o relative «  (Mark ol that apply)
anything pald by insuronce? Include hospital ot yours 1,71 By sight only
und dactor bills, medicine, thetopy, braces, and @ 1§23 No 2t | Casual SKIP
any other injury-reloted medical expenses, Yes — What relationship? - acquaintance(s) tom
INTERVIEWER ~ f respondent does not know at relatlonship 277} Wehl kaown
exact amount, éncourage him to give an estimate, 2] Spoyse or ex-spause | H‘ . s
o No cost — SKIP to 10a - . + How were they related to you?
T No cos 3(_._—} garent " x (Mark all tha!yapply) Y
s . 4 L.] wn ch 1{7} Spouse or 417 ] Brothers/
% 7] Don't know s {7} Brother or sister . ex-spause sisters
9a. At the time of the Incident, were you covered - 2] | Parents s{_] Other ~
by any medical insuranico, ‘or wuay ou eligible s[2) ?theg{relanve - 3{ ] Own SDe:i{y7
for benefits from any other type of Kauhh pecily g " children
benefits program, such as Medicoid, Yeterans'
Administration, or Public Welfore? i e
|DN°,_.”H o , Was he/she - m. oiea ot them -
@ 2] Don't know } SKIP to 10a e :‘: e/ she 117] White?
30 Yes @ 0 Whhe?‘ 2] Negro?
b, Did you file a claim with any of these insurance 2{Z] Negro? SKIP 301 0ther? - Speclfy«?
companies or programs in order fo get part or all 3] Other? = Specl(y; ‘102
@ :'Ey;t;;omodslz;,-;pw;u paid? a 4 [T ] Combination ~ Speclfy7
2[7) Yes 4[]} Don't know 5[] Don't know

FORM NCS/4(IC) 18:0.74)
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

| CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued |. -~ = . = . =

12a. Wore you the only person there besides the offénder(s)?
F o 1{7]Yes - SKIPto {30
2[7]No

Was*a car or other motor vehicle taken?

b, How mony of these persons, not counting yourself, were
robbed, harmed, or threatened? Do not include persons
under 12 years of age.

@  of)None - SKIP to 13a

Number of persons

8 j
CHECK {Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f)
ITEM D {TINo - SKIlP to Check jtem E.

2] Yes

140, Had permission to use the (car/motor vehicle) ever been

given to the person who took it?

2{7) Don't know

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

@ af_1Na

Yes — How many, not counting yourself?

(Also mork ""Yes' in Check Item | on page 16)

1{INo. v
Ll } SKIP to Check ltem E

3[7)Yes

b, Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)?

1] Yes

130, Wos something stolen or taken without permission that.
belonged ta you or atheys in the household?
INTERVIEWER ~ Include anything stolen from
unrecognizable business in respondent’s home.

Do not include anything Stolen from o recognizable
business in respondent’s home or another business, such
as merchandise or cash from a register,

1 (21 Yes - SKIP 1o 13f

2 }No

27 No

Is Box | or 2 marked In 1302
CHECK [TJNo - SKIP to I5a
ITEME

Rro

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

GY 1 INo- SKIP 0 13e
2[7} Yes

c. Was the (purse/walet/honey) on your person, for instance
ina b‘:\e' or being\h#ld hy you when it wos taken? !

R,

> Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in |3f)
[[JYes — SKIP to 140

. What did they try to take? Anythin ?

x (Mark all that apply}
1] Purse

2 [~} Wallet or money
3[l]Car
4| 7] Other motor vehicle
s {77 Part of car (hubcap, \a
6 (7] Don't knaw
7 () Other ~ Specify

.

TEM F
[ Ne

150. Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY
that was taken?

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

s .[0]

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

ITEMC { .| No — SKIP to 18a

Did they try to take a purse, wallet,
CHECK ' or money? {Box { or 2 marked in |3c)
17]Yes

* stolen? {Mark all that opply)
t (7] Original cost
2[7] Replacement cost
3 [ ] Personal estimate of current value

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

(@) “JY“} SKIP to 180

2{7]No

4[] Insurance report estimate
5 [7] Police estimate
& [ Don't know

+ & Whot did happen? {Mark all that apply)
1[7] Attacked 3
2(7] Threatened with harm
3 [} Attempted to break into house or garage
a[”] Attempted to break into car

s [_] Harassed, argument, abusive language } .:i(:(lP
6 ] Damaged or destroyed property 18a

7 (7 A d or thr d to damage or

destroy property
8 [] Other — Specify

/

7 [[) Other ~ Specify I,

16a. Was all or part of the stolen money or proparty recovered,
except for anything received fram Insutance?

1 {1 None SKIP to 1
2 Al to |7a
3[] Part

b. What was recovered?

Cash: $

and/or
* Property; (Mark all that apply)

o [ Cash only recovered — SKIP to 70

f. What was taken that belonged to you or others tn

the household? What else?
Cash: $

and/of
* Property: {Mark dll that apply)

o 7] Only cash taken — SKIP to 14¢
1 [ Purse
2 {7} Wallet
3] Car
4 "] Other motor vehicle
5[] Part of ¢ar (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

s [7] Other — Specify

1 [] Purse

2 [ Wallet'

s[]Car

4[] Other motor vehicle

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

s [[] Other — Specify

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

s

o

FORM NCS-4{IC) (0074}
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

"] CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued |

17a. Was 'here any insurance ogainst theft?

TN

} SKIP to 180
2{7]Don't know

afl¥ves

b, Was this loss reported to an insuronce compeny?

@ CINe. ..,

2 ) Don't know
a[1Yes

} SKIP to 1Ba

200, Were the police informed of this Incidem in any wuy’
1[.}No
2| | Don't know — SKIP 1o Check ftem G
Yes — Who told them?
37} Household member
4] ) Someone else
s[ | Police on scene

} SKIP 1o Check jtem G

b, Whot was the reason this incident was ot reperted ta
* the police? (Mark ail that apply)
| " | Nothing could be done ~ lack of proof
2|’ ) Did pot think it important enough
3|} Police wouldn't want to be bothered

c. Wos ony of this loss récovered through insurance?
+ {71 Not yet settled

@ ] SKiIP to 18a
2[dNove e

3[) Yes

4| | Did not want to take time — too inconvenient

s| ] Private or personal matter, did not want to report it
6 {1 Did not want to get involved

2 (| Afraid of reprisal

8 [} Reported to someone else

9 {7} Other — Specify

d. How muych was recovered?
INTERVIEWER — If property replaced by insurance

company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate
of value of the property replaced.

@ s

1s. -t‘h!s erson 16 years or older?
CHECK
|TEM G ' — SKIP to Check ltem H

es} ASK 2la
2lu. Dld y v hove a job &) ime this incident happened?
H ASKIP to ChegkTtem H
ho? was thoAoh?
"} %ame as described in NCS-3 items 28a—e — SKIP to

18a. Did any household member lose any time hom

because of this incident?
eys"

@)  oCINo~ SKIP to 190
Yes - How man
b, How much time was lost t}hug{ﬂ:er?
@ 1] Less than | day
2(211~5 days
31{}6~10 days
a{ 10Qver (O days
s| 7]} Den't know

®

Check ltem H
2 {_] Different than described in NCS-3 items 28a—e

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

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

e Were you -
) 1 {_] An employee of o PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salory or commissions?
2[ ] A GOVERNMENT employee {Federal, State, county or local)?
3|, ) SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

proctice or farm?

4|7} Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

194, Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident?
For exomple, was o lock or window broken, clothing
domaged, or damage done to o car, etc.?

1 {2] No ~ SKIP to 20a
2{7] Yes

What kind of work were yoy doing? (For example; electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer}

@ [ 1]

g» What were your most important activities or duties? {For exomple;
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.)

bi (Was /were) the damaged item{s) repaired or replaced?
@ [ Yes - SKIP to 19d
2[JJNo

Summarize this incident or series of incidents.

CHECK
ITEMH

¢, How much would it cost to repair or replace the

domaged item(s)?
: } SKIP to 200

S
X L_] Don't know

d. How much was the repoir or ,eplncemen! cost?

% [} No cost or don't know « SKIP to 20a

| J——

Look at 12¢ on lnc\dent Report. Is there an entry

for ‘'How many?
CHECK [T No
ITEM 1 7] Yes — Be sure you have on Incident Report for each
HH member 12 years of age or over who was

e Who paid oc will pay for the repairs or replacement?
{Mark all that apply)

*

L (7] Household member
2] Landlord
3 [ Insurance

4[] Other - Specify

robbed, harmed, or threatened in this incident,

{T)No ~ Go to next Incident Report,
[ ¥es ~ Is this the last HH member to be interviewed?

[ No — Interview next HH member.

[T1Yes — END INTERVIEW, Enter total
number of Crime incident Reports
filled for this household in
item 13 on the cover of NC5-3.

"CHECK

Is this thelast tncident Report to be filled for this person?
ITEM) ’

FORM NCS-A(IC) 18.9.73)
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Form Approved: O.M.B, Na, 41-R2662

NOTICE —Your repost fo the Census Bureau 15 confidential by law {Public
Law 93-83). Al jdentifiable information will be used only by persons
engaged in and for the purposes of the sujvey, and may not be disclosed
ot teleased to others for any purpose,

1. IDENTIFICATION CODES

a, PSU b, Segment ¢, Line No, 8. Panel
e, RO f, Interviewer code g. Total number
of incidents

rora CY5.101
18:28574)
U.5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
DUREAU QF THE CENSUS
AGTING AS COLLECTING AGENT FOR
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION
U5, PEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

COMMERCIAL CRIME YICTIMIZATION SURYEY
CITY SAMPLE

answering some queshions for me.

INTRODUCTION
Good morning {aiterncon). I'm Mr(s.)._____(your name)
We are conducting a sutvey in this area to measure the extent to which businesses are victims of
burglaries and/or robbasies, The Government needs to know how much crime there is and where it Is
lo plan and administer programs which will have an impact on the crime problem. You can help by

from the U.S, Bureau of the Census.

Part | - BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS

=5

22, Is this establishment owned o¢ operaled as an incorporaled
business?

1{7]Yes - SKIP 103
2{7INo

b, How is this business owned of operaled? .

1 {71 Individuai proprietorship \\\, \)\
2171 Partnership ‘:\\ \ \\\
3[" 1 Government ~ Conlinue interview,ONLY i X

liquor stare or aky fyp \3
0] portation S
41" | Other — Specil ;ﬁ:\

concessians or some ‘gthegbusiness activity
In this gsdibllshmenl g e?lz-monlh
3

INstRach departmenl, canyession, or othar
busindss dctivity on a separate line of

on V of the segment folder, If not
already listed, Complele a separale
questionnalre for each one that falls oh

a sample ling,

7. Did anyone else npe’\al‘uéz departmenls or

period @

S ‘)! ] Yes

-

2[7"Ne

DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART Il AND ANY
INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED

8. What were your approximate giiss sales of merchandise
and/or receipts from services at this establishment

)
3. Do you (the gwner) DDEIMNE than one establishment?
t{ Yes
2{"!No

for the previous 12 months erding — .
(Estimate annual sales and/ar receipts if not in
business for entise 12 monthis,)

1]} None

4. Did you (the owner) operate this establishment at
this location during the entire 12.month period
ending oo .7

1], Yes

2{ | Under ${0,000

3§ 71510,000 to $24,99¢
4[] 525,000 to $49,999
s 7 71$50,000 to $99,999

21 INo — How many months during Months
the designated period?

6{"! $100,000 to $492,999
[} $500,000 to $999,999
8" 151,000,000 and over

5. Excluding you (the owner) (the partners) hiow
many paid employees did this establishment average
during the 12-month period ending 1

17 None al 18~19
217 1-3 s{ 120 or more
I3[ Va7

5!" ' Other ~ Spicity

INTERVIEWER USE ONLY

9a, Record of interview
(1) Date

{2} Name of respondent

62, Yhat do you consider your kind of business
ta be at this location?

{3) Title of respondent

OFF|CE USE ONLY

{4) Telephone JArea code| Number Extension

b. Mark (X} one hox

RETAIL MANUFACTURING
1] Food €[} Durable
2[7] Eating and drinking F | "' Nondurable
3{"1 General merchandise
4 | Apparel REAL ESTATE
s{") Furnbre and 61 ] Apartments
appliance H{" | Other real estate

61"} Lumber, hardware,

o [Z]) Nondurable

—

b. Reasan for non-intesylew
TYPE &

1§71 Presént aceupant in business at end of
survey pariod but unable to contact

2§ '] Refusal and in business at end of sutvey period
3{" Oter Type A — Spectly7

TYPE 8

i mobile home dealers \-[ | SERVICE af” !:’n;:e'c:e;:zl:f;éu not in business at end

7[7] Automative . $1"} Vocant or closed
8[| Drug and proprietary s BANKS 6[ 71 Other Type B (Seasonal, ete.) -Spet:lly}7
97 Liquor * [2] TRANSPORTATION
A [ ] Gasoline service

stations L] ALL OTHERS - Specl/y7 TYPE C
o ") Other retai! 7]} Occupied by nenlistable activity

8[| Demolished

WHOLESALE 9] {Other Type C — S:‘pm:lly7

¢ {Z] Ourable

155
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Part [l — SCREENING QUESTIONS ;

Now 1'd like to ask some questions about particular kinds of thefl or attempted theft.
These questions reler only to this establishment for the 12-month period beginning ——__ 2nd ending

10. During this period did anyone break into or some-
how illegally get into this place of business?

Number
1+ {71 Yes ~ How many limes? —m———e—n-

{Fill an incident Report tor gach)

2{7INo

18. Why hasn't this establishment ever been insured against
burglary and/or robbery?
1 [7] Couldn't afford it
2[7] Couldn't get anyone to insure you
3 [7] Oidn’t need it
4[] Self-insured
s [] Premium too expensive

11, (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,) during this
petiod did anyone find a door jimmied, a tock forced,
or any other signs of an ATTEMPTED break-in?

. Number
1] Yes — How many times? s——eesm

{Flll an Inciden! Repor! for each)
2[7]Neo

6] Other — Specl!y7

19 b, When wete these

securily measures

. What security measutes,
if any, ate present at secuf]
this location now, to tirst installed
protect. it agalnst -\ or atherwise

burglary and/or robberyX undertaken?
"> Enter the

12. During this period were you, the owner, or any
employee held up by anyone using 2 weapon,
force of threat of force on these premises?

ﬂ_.

1 [T} Yes — How many times? ——-———,-
{Filt an Incident Report for each,
2[71No N

apptopriate code
from the list
given below.

b, Codes

[
department or security agency

13. (Other than the incidp

any employee by us'
harm you while on th
Number
1[7] Yes — How many \ifs

(Fill an Incident Repo

2[71No

g

4[] Relnforcing devices, such
as bars on winddws, grales.
B3lES, Bty s s a a i e v

5[] Guard, watchman . v v co v e v

6 IWatchdog. v covvneonas .

7{ ] Firearms .. ..., NN .

8 jCameras c..iiiiveinaae

-
e

« (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,) duting
this period were you, the owner, or any employee held vp
white delivering merchandise or carrying business money
outside the business?

Number
1§ 1Yes — How many limes? e

{F1il an Incident Report lor each)
2" No

i JMirrers «vyeiaisidiiann

N ]Cnmply with Nauonal
Banking Act (! T

banks only) . P
ci’} nghxs - oulside or additional
inside s s covernnensanan

o | Other — Speclly;,

1

o

. (Dlher than the incident(s) just mentioned,) did
anyoneé ATTEMPT lo hold up you, the owner, of any
employee while delivering merchandise or carrying
business money outside the business?

Number
1171 Yes — How many ltimes? —~——
(Fill an Incident Report lor cach)
2{" | No

£{_]None

Codes for use in item 19b

LESS THAN 1 YEAR AGO
1 - January 7 - July

MORE THAH 1 YEAR

0 ~ |=2 years age
2 - Febiruary &8 ~ August
E - 2-5 yeurs ago

1

o

a |s this establiishment insuted against burglary and/or
robbery by means olher Lhan self-insurance?
$[7] Yes
2[ 1No }SKIPloﬂa
W

3§ ] Don't knn

3 - March 9 -~ September

4 - April A ~ October # - More than 5
s ~ May B - November years ago
6 ~ June C - December

b, Does the insurance also cover other types of crime losses,
such as vandalism or shoplifting and employee theit?
t] JYes
2{ |Ne SKIP to 19a
3|, | Don't know

17a. Has lhis establishment ever been insured against hurglaty
and/or robbery by means other than seli-insurance?
1] }¥es
2} |No=SKIP to 18
31]_] Don't know — SKIP to 192

20, INTERVIEWER Were there any incidents
CHECK ITEM reported in 10~15?

o -~ euc ncident Reporls,
AL DI h Inciden! Report
Yt in ltem 1g on
pngel an(l continue
with {tem 8.

{.]Yes — Enler number of incidents
in {lem 1g on page 1, and
continue with Ilrst Incident

rport.

b, Did the insurance also rover other types of crime losses,
such as vandalism or shoplifting and employee thetl?
7] Yes
2["}No

NOTES

¢, Did you drop the insurance or did the compary cancel
your poticy?

V|| Businessman dropped it ¢\ yuvs,
N . SKiP 10 192
2|’ | Insurance company cancelled policy

FONM CVS: 101 10.24.74)
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Form Appraved: Q.M.8, No, 41-R2662

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFIGATION CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT

IDENTIFICATION CODE

, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
sociAL aNE ECDNOMIC STATISTICS AOMIR,
EAU OF THE CENSUS
w CTI!’N:RQ:&EQP‘;‘:"Eng‘SNTGAN“ENATD:IN
A N TR R ENT OF 0sT e
INCIDENT REPORT
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY — CITY SAMPLE

rorm CVS.101
(as2he74}

a. PSU b Segment c. Line No. d. Pane! |e, RO

Record which incident (1, 2, etc,)

e, et ‘ INCIDENT NUMBER
is covered by this page

You said that during the 12 months beginning
and ending (reter to screening quedtons
1015 for descripticn of crime).

LoIn whal month did this (did the mst) incident happen?

LT Jan, 4177 April 7 Juby a7} 0ct.
2171 Feb. 5[ may 7 Aug. B[] Nov.
3 (" Mac. 6.1 June s[f} Sept. ¢ [ Dee,

~

About what time did it happen?
1177 Duriny the day (6 a.m. = 6 p.m.)
At night (6 pom, ~ 6 a.m.)
27716 pum. — Midmi ght
3[ T Midnight = 6 a.m.
4} 1Don't know what time at night
s{ Dcn': know

7a. Were ycu, the owner, or any employee injured in this
incident, seriously enough to require medicat aftention?

+[] Yes — HoW many? ——— s [Number
271 No ~ SKIP to 92

b, How many of them stayed in a Numbes

hospital overnight or lenger?
-,

3. Where did this incident take place?
At this place of business
ZT 1 On delivery
3|} Encaute to bank

8. 0! those recelving healmenl in.or oul of a hospital, did
this business pay lor an of Jhe medical expenses not
covered hx a\{egular hea Ills program?

+ [T Yes 2\Hoy much
= ald? . W
\@on *t kno!

3 f 1 Don't kno} SKIP to 6a

4 {7} Other — Specity
4. Were you, the owner, or any employ re nt Whlle h\ >
incident was occuring?
1T Yes
2171 No —SKIP to
3{7] Don't know
5a, Uid the person holding h ve a weapon or something
thal was used as a weap as a bottle or wrench?
17! Yes
2f 1 'No

=

. What was the weapon? {Mark (X) all that apply)
1 {71 Gun
2{ ! Kmfe
a{” 1 Other - Specify

6a. How many persons were involved in committing the crime?
1 {7} One ~ Continue with 6b below
2]} Two

a[_1Three }SKIP {0 e
4 (] Four or more
s [} Don't know =~ SKIP to 7a

9a, D\?y deaths occur as a result of lhis incident?
M ves
2{"1No - SKIP 10 153

b. Who was killed?

¢, How many?7
(Mark (X} all that apoly?

T[C)Oowner(sh oL

2{7] Employees . .

a7} Custamers .. ... P

4[] Innocent bystander(s) . . .. .. .

s{T]Otender(s)e s v iniaesvns

§[YPolice, ... ... ..

7 [j Othee Spe«:lly7

SKIP to 15a

b. How old would you say the person was?
1{" ! Under 12 a{] t8-20
2{"712-14 5[] 2 or over
AT 15-17 6 [ ] Don’t knaw

c. Was the person male or female?

1 ] Male
2] Femnle
3 7] Don‘t know

d, Was he (she) -
VI ke
2 {1 Black?

1P 1o 7.
3[", Other? - Specily SKiP 10 7a

41" 1 Don't know

10, Did the offender enter, attempt o enter, o remalin in this
estabiishment illegally?

1 ves
ZC]No7

Discontinue usa of Incident Reporl. Enter at the top ol
this sheet Qut of Scope—~Larceny," erase incldent
number, change the answers {o screening questions 1015,
change number of incidents 1n tem 19, page 1, and go

on io the next reported incident. Il no other Incidenls

are reporled, return 1o page ! and complete (lems

8 and 9 and end the Interview.

1. Did the offender(s) actually get in or just try to gel in?
t [[] Actualty gotin
2[7] Just tried 10 get in

. How old would you say the youngest person was?
t{"1Under 12 af't18-~20
af 11214 5[ |2l or over — SKIP lo 6g
1] 11517 6 [ ] Don't know

How old would you say the oldest petson was?

2. Was thete a broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any
other evidence that the offender(s) forced (lried to force)
his (thelr) way in?

1[7] Yes
2[Z) No —~ SKIP to 14

317t Under 12 4f"}18-20
2l 112=-14 s{ 121 or aver
{11517 6" Don't know

g. Were they male or female?
1{Z] AN male 3%} Male and female
2{7] ANl female 47} Don't know

h, Were they -

1 7 Only white?
21 Only black?

3{7] Only other? - Specity
4[] Some combinatlon? ~ Specity

8 [T Don't know

13, Whal was the evidence? tMark il that apply)
1 {1 Broken lock or window

. 21"} Forced door
37 Alarm
4[] Othet ~ Specity

SKIP to 158

.

. How did the offender(s) get in (iry to ged In)?
+ (2] Through unlocked door or windew
2 [} Had a key
1] Other ~ Spacify
« {7} Don't know

Page 3
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

INCIDENT REPORT ~ Continved

152, Was anylhing damaged in this incident? For example,
a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc.
1} iYes
2" {No ~ SKIP o 16a

18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee here lose any time
from work because of this incident?

V(71 Yes ~ How many people? oy [NUMPEF

b. Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced?
t{.}Yes = SKIP to 15d
2{ iNe

2"} No —SKIP fo 19a

b. How many work days were lost altogether?

¢. Haw much would it cost to repair or repiace the damages?
(Estimate)

S. ‘}smp to 15e

% {_ i Don't knaw

11 ] 'ess than | day
2[7]1-5days
3L }6-10 days
{_1over 10 days — How many’————

5 ._1 Don't know

Days

d. How much did it cost to repair or replace the damages?

s -
V! _1No cost — SKIP to 16a
X i ] Don’t know

19a. Were any security measufes ien after this incldent to
protect the establishment{to ,%ure incidents?

!1 1Yes X
Poaoa

e, Whe paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
(Mark (X} ali that apply}
t .} This business
2| |insuronce
2} jOwner of building (landluvd)
41 _j Other ~ Specily
51 _| Don't know ((\> \ \) \/

b) W al m asures er

3{ | Central alarm

41 1. , Reinforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on windaw, etc

16a. Did the offendei(s) thke any~agney, e\ﬁandﬁ’e,
equipment, or suppiies?
11.1Yes
2{ jHNo —SKIP io 18a

5{" | Guard, watchman
6} Watch dog
7{_} Firearms

8], ] Cameras

b, How much money was taken? — § .

9{" ] Mirrors
A{}Locks

¢. What was the total value of merchandise, equipment, or

supplies taken?
5 ]
v

i I None
x{ | Don't know (* SKIP to 17a

B || Lights ~ outside or additional inside
c|_}Other - Speclly7

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

d. How was the value {metchandise, equipment, or supplies
laken) delermined?

1{_ ] Original cost
2] ] Replacement cost
3] ] Other — Speclly

2{ | Don't know — SKIP to 21
{_1Yves — Who told them?
31} ownet(s)
4{ "} Employee

1
s [ ] Someone etse SKip 1o 2

17a. How much, il any, of the sicien money and/or property
was recovered by Insurance?

s (@]

v i_]Nene ~ Why not? 7
{.] Didn*c report it
2} | Does not have insurance
11| Not settled yet
a1 {Policy has a deductibie
5{_}Money and/of mer=handise was recovered
x| _] Don't know

6 { ] Palice on scene

b. What was the reason this incident was nol reported
to the police? (Mark (X) all that apply)

1{_} Nothing could be done = lack of proof

2} Did not think it important enough

3171 Police wouldn't want to be bothercd

4| | Did not want to take the time ~ too inconvenjent

5 1} Private or personal matter, did not want to report it
6 [” ] Did not want to get involved

71 ] Afrald of reprisal

b. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by means other than insurance?

s (o)

v, ] None .
X [_}Oen't knan SKIP to 16a

8]} Reported to someone else
s { ] Other — Specily 7

21, INTERVIEWER Are there more Incidents
CHECK ITEM to record?

¢, By what means was the stolen money andor
property recovered?
1{_] Potice
2§ ] Other — Speclty

[_}No ~ Retum to page 1,
complete items 8 and
9, and end interview,

[21ves — Fill the next Incident
Reporl,

NOTES.

FORM CVSA0T 16:24.74) Page 4
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

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

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1

OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT

IDENTIFICATION CODE

rorm CVS-101

(6.21-74)

. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN.
AU OF THE CENSUS
ACTING AS COLLEC‘HNG AGENT Fon
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADM
DEPARTMENT OF JUS TlCF

INCIDENT REPORT

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY = CITY SAMPLE

Q.

PSU b. Segment ¢, Line No. d. Panel- |e, RO

f. incident
No.

INCIDENT NUMBER
Record which incident (1, 2, etc.)
is covered by this page

You said that during the 12 months beginning
and ending - (refer to screening ques!lons
10~15 for description of crime).

tn what month did this (did the first) incident happen?

11§ Jan. a{ 1 April 7 {7 July A [} Oet
7] ' Feh. 5[ I May 8] | Aus. 8 {_]Nov.
3{" ) Mar. 6 1 June 9{"!Sept. ¢ (] Dee.

. About what time did it happen?

1§} During the day (6 a.m. — & p.m.)
At might (6 p-m, — 6 a.m.)
2116 pm. — Midnight
31 1 Midnight — 6 a.m.
4! ! Don't know what time at night
5] | Don't know

o

7a.

. How many of them stayed in a

Were you, the owner, or any employee injured in this
Incident, serfouslty enough lo require medical attention?

1 [7] Yes ~ How many? —e— . [Number
2 [T} No - SKIP to 9a

Number
hospital overnight or longer?

o

o

Where did this incident take place?

1 {77 At this place of business

2{ ]0On delivery

3{ | Enroute 1o bank
4! | Other — Specify

Of those receiving treatmenhn or out of a hospital, did
this business pay for a of.the medical expenses not
covered by a regular he lh\penehls program?

§ 21 Yes ~ How much @

\Wwas paid?

s

e

A
Ylere you, the owner, or any employee present whi lh{s\ X

incident was occuring?
{7 Tves

21" | Na~8KIP to 10
3§7] Don't know

W\

LN

b

A~

5a.

(-4

Did the person holding yo
that was used as a weapgn,
1]} Yes
2] INo
3{ 1 Don't know

have a wedpogohsdmething
as a botNeYor wrench?

SKIP to Ba

. What was the weapon? (Atark (X) all that apply)
t] ] Gun ’
2] | Knife
1] i Other - Specily

3

&

o

.*How many persons were involved in committing the crime?
1 |2} One ~ Continue with 6b below
2] Two

3{ 7| Three }SKIP {o 6e
4[] Four or more
5[_] Don't know — SKIP I0 7a

Who was killed?

c. How many?;
(rark (X} all thal apply)

1 L:lOwnur(s) -

2[7] Employees .\ . ...l .

3[C}Customers ¢ ..ol

af ] Innocent bystander(s} ... ... .

S{ ] Offender(s). . v vvvraas s

6} Police. . ...l

7[C] Other Specilv7

SKIP to 150

10.

. How old would you say the person was?

Did the offender enter, atiempt to enter, or remain in this
.establishiment illegally?

V(7] Yes
t4 tunder 12 4[] 18-20 i
2] {1214 s{ ]2l orover 2] 07
3} {15=17 6] Don't know Discontinue use ol Incidaent Reporl. Enier al the top of
5 this sheet * Out of Scope~Larceny.” erase incident
c. Was the person male or female? number, change the answers lo Screening questions 1015,
117 Male change number of incidenls in llem 1g, page 1, and go
:] F f e on to the nexl reporied incident. 1 no other incidents
2 'L_ emaie are reporled, return 1o page | and complele ilems
3{ 71 Don't know 8 and 9 and ¢nd ihe interview,
d. Was he (she) - ;
v While? 11. Did the offender(s) actually get in or just try to get in?
. ?
; ? + ] Actuatly got in
2! ,BlaCk, SKIP 10 7a -
3} ! Other? - specity 2[7] Just tried to getin
ai | Don't know J
12. Was there a broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any
e. How old would you say the youngesl person was? other evidence that the oﬂender(s) forced (tued to force)
1] | Under 12 1 118-20 his (their) way in?
2f 112-14 s} ;21 or over — SKIP io 6g -
af 11s=17 61"} Don't know VIZ) Yes
2[7)No -~ SKIP 10 14
f, How old would you say the oldest person was? L)
11" T Under 12 al"118-20 13, What was the evidence? (Mark il that apply)
2} j12-14 s{ 12l ot aver
RIRIEAT 8} i Don't-know £ | | Broken lock of windaw
1”4 Forced d
g Were they mate or female? . #r  Foreed donr SKIP to 152
LTI AN male 3{ ;Male and female 317 Alarm
2 [CTAll female a] !'Don’t know a{" | Other — Specify
hi. Were they - N N
Were they 14. How did the offender(s) get In (try to gei In)?

1171 0ply white?
2{ | Only black?
3]} Only other? - Specity

4" | Some combinalion? = SPECIY s <o e e
s{"] Don't knaw

1] Through unlocked door or window
2[2]) Had a key

31| Other < Speacify
&[2} Don't know

Page S

- ZmU—0N=Z -

x0T m?A

159




160

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

INCIDENT REPORT ~ Continued

T8a. Was anything damaged in this incident? For example,
a jock or window broken, damaged merchandise, ete.
1) Yes
2 Na - SKIP (o 18a

18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee hete lose any lime
from work because of this incident?

V[7] Yes — How many people? s [NUMPEF

3

b, Was (were) the damaged flem{s) repaired or replaced?
11} Yes — SKIP lo 15d
27, No

2| No =~ SKIP to 19a

=

How many work days were lost altogether?
v 7| Less than { day

¢. How much would R cost to repair or replace lpe damages?
(Estimale) .

s e } SKIP to 15e

% Don’t know

2{ ;15 days
377 ;6=10 days
4 (. !Over 10 days — How many?—-

5. ; Don't know

Days

d. How much did it cost to repair or replace the damages?

S—-‘«——.W' b

v i No cost — SKIP to 16a
X .. i Dan’t know

—
w
ar

. Were any secuiity measujes taken after this incident to
protect the eslabllshmen_Ugm future incidents?

117] Yes

\
2{ jNo - SKIP to 20a i
{LiNo ‘,,< \ >

=

¢, Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
fMark (X) all that apply)
3, This business

2, insurance

3 i Owner of building {landiord) (\ \‘1
8 Qther — Spacily . AN N
s

. Don't kaow (\ \\‘\\ \

. What meastes.were taken? \9
(X) all\hé apply)

larm sy utside ringing

urglar alalp-= inside ringing

\:Aeinforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on window, etc

16a. Did the offender(s) take any money, a haqdise,
equipment, or supp! Q\; \>
¢

ipsT™
1 iYes
2. Mo~ SKIP to 184

5! ! Guard, watchman
6! i Watch dog
7, .} Firearms

5 ! Cameras

NS
b, How much money was laken S .

9, ;Mirrors

A lLocks

¢, Whal was the tolal value of merchandise, equipment, or
supplies taken?

s o]

v (None
X | ¢Don’s know SKIP to 174

8 Lights — outside or additional mside
C ;_;Other = Speclly7

~l
=
o

. Were the palice informed of {his incident in any way?
11 | No

d. How was the value (merchandise, equipment, or suppiies
taken) determined?
1, jOriginal cost

2 ) Replacement cost
2' | Other — Specify

T

2! ! Don't know — SKIP fo 27
_iYes - Who told them?
3, Owner(s)
4. [ Employee

S ; | Someone else SKip 1o 21

17a2. How much, il any, of the stolen money and oy property
was recoveted by Insurance?

s ]

v, iNone ~ Why not? 7

1 Didn't eagort it

2. ; Daes not have insurance

3" Not settied yet

4 : Policy has a deductibie

§ {Money and‘ot merchandise was recovered
X, Don't knaw

6 { Police on scene

. Whal was the reason this incident was not reported
to the police? (Mark (X} all that apply)

1{. i Nothing could be done — lack of pfoof

o

2{_!Did ot think 1t important enough

30 | Police vouldn't want to be bothered

.+ Did not want to take the time = too Inconvenient

{ Private or personal matter, did not want to repart it
} Did not want to get invoived

] Aftaid of reprisal

b. How much, If any, of the stolen money and:or property
was recovered by means other than jnsurance?
¥

§ B
v

1 Nona
. Don't know} SKIP 1o 18a

{ Reported to someone else

.
5
6’
2t
8
9, ! Other -Speclly7

~

INTERVIEWER Ate there more Incidents
CHECK ITEM to record?

¢. By whal means was the siolen mohey and o1
pioperty recovered?
1,.: Police
2, j Othar ~ Spacily

.. No — Retum to page 1,
complele /lems 8 and
9, and end interviow,

L. Yes — Fill the next [ncident
Report,

NOTES

FORM €VSiGL ta2dagn Poge 6
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Form Appraved: O.M.B, No. 41-R2662

TRANSCRIBE THE DENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPQRT FOR EACH INGIDENT

IDENTIFICATION CODE

U.s. DEPARTMENT_OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL ANG £CONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN,
BUREAU OF THE CEN3SUS
ACTING AS COLLEGTING AGENT FOR
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMIN,
U.S, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
INCIDENT REPORT
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY ~ CITY SAMPLE

roru CVS-101

16-2174)

o. PSU b, Segment <. Line No. d. Panel Je. RO

Record which incident {1, 2, etc.)

b Incident ‘ INCIDENT NUMBER
is_covered by this page

You said that during the 12 months beginning
and ending (refer 10 screening questions
1015 for description of crime}.

1. In what month did this (did the first) incident happen?

117 jan. a ™Y April 717 July a[7] Oct.
2{"] Feb. 50" 1May 8["; Aug, 8 {_1Nov.
37 Marn 6["} June 5[ Sept. ¢ {_} Dec.

7a, Were you, the awner, or any emplayee injured in this
incident, seriously enough to requiré medical attention?

13 Yes - How many? — - [Number
2"} No ~SKIP b 9a

Number

o

. How many of them stayed in.a

2. About what time did it happen?

hospital overnight or longer?

1 [T} Ouring the day (6 am. — 6 p.mi)
At night {6 p.m. ~ 6 a.m.)
2 [T} 6 p.m. ~ Midnight
3|71 Midaight — 6 a.m.
&{| Don't know what time al night
5[} Don't know

this business pay for agy’of the medical expenses not
cavered by a regular healthbenefits program?
o

Jae]

8. Of those jzceiving hea\mengi.n or out of a hospital, did

3. Where did this incident take place?
1 {7 AL ttus place ot business
2["] On delivery

3" | Enroute to bank
a |} Other ~ Specily

Y AR Y

4. Were you, the awner, ot any itmployee present while U i\s\\ \ -
incident was occuring?
17 Yes . Who was killed? c. How many?;
2[7}No —SKIP to 10 k (Mark (X) all that apoiy!
3 [7] Don't know Q A 1] Ownerds) oo v e

5a. Did the persou holdin ave a welapyn Momething
that was used as a weap cM\as a boltt® or wrench? 2] Employees o v veeee v
1[7] ves 3] Customers cov o un L. e
2{ | No
3 ’__.l Don't kno} SKiP to a ]"_’] innocent bysiande(s) o .. o0 o u

b. What was the weapon? (Mark (X) all that apply) S{T1OHender(S) s oo cvviunas

1{1Gun - N
211 knife I

3" { Other — Specify

7[) Other — Speclly7

6a. How many persons were involved in committing the crime?
[} One ~ Gontinue with 6b below
] Two

["] Three }SKIP to Ge
[C] Four of more

SKIP to 15a

waun

Don't knaw — SKIP (@ 7a 10. Did the offender enter, atiempt to enter, or remaln ia this
L3 Dow establishment illegally? :
b. How old would you say the persan was? 1T Yes
V[7] Under 12 4[] 18-20
20 1i2=14 5[] 2] or over 2E]Nu7
3]} i5-17 6[_] Dont know Discontinue dse of Incident Report. Enter at the top of
- this sheel * Qut of Scope~Larceny,” erase incident
¢. Was the person mzle or femate? number, change the answers lo Screening questions 10-=15,
1 [7] mate change number ol incidents in ilem 1g, page 1, and go
on to the aex! reported incident. i no other inciden!s
2] Female are reported, return to page 1 and complete items
3[_] Don't know 8 and 9 and end the inlerview.
d. Was he (she) - " R .
s Wh(ile7) 11. Did the offendes(s) actually get in of just try to get in?
. 7 1177 Acually got in
2{" | Black? SKIP ta 7a Lj"
3{ | Other? ~ Specily 2[7] Just uried to get in
4"} Don't know -
12, Was thete 3 broken window, bioken lock, alarm, or any
e. How old would you say the youngest person was? other evidence that the offender(s) forced (tried to force)
1 (¥} Under 12 o1 18-20 his (their} way in? :
2} 1214 5|} 21 or over — SKIP to 6g
a7 ] 15=17 o[} Don"t know 1] es
2{7) No —SKIF 1014
f. How old would you say the oldest person was? 0
+{" | Under 12 4| }18-20 13, What was the evidence? {Mark alf that epply)
c2f 14 s{ )21 or over . )
3[118=17 &[] Don't knaw 1| § 8roken lock or window
Y Forced
g. Were they male or female? ?l_“ rores daor SKIP 1o 150
[T Al mate 3{"{Mate and female 3] 7 Alaim
2 [} Al female a["! Don’t know «|7} Othec ~ Spocify
. Wey - " N
h ?{i‘] g‘:lyy white? 14, How did the offender{s) get In {ity. to get in)?
2 [:1 Only black? 1 (2] Thirough unlocked door or window
3 [71 Only other? - Specity 2{7] Had a key
«[7] Some combination? - Specily 3 [Z] Other « Spocity
5[] Don't know &[] Don't know

Page 7

~ZMO -0 Z~

- mQoTMm=Aa
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SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

INCIDENT REPORT -~ Continved

15a. Was anything damaged in this incident? For example,
a lock or window bhroken, damaged merchandise, ete.
11 jYes
2 |No — SKIP o 16a

18a. Did you, the owner, or any employee here lose any time
from work because of this incident?

1{7] Yes — How many people? - [NUMDET

b, Was (were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced?
11 _1Yes ~ SKIP to 15d
2{ iNo

2"} No — SKIP lo 19a

b. How many work days were lost altogether?
.} Less than | day

¢. How much would it cost to repair or seplace the damages?
(Estimate)

S________—_- } SKIP o 15e

x{ {Don't know

2{ 11-5days

3] }6~10 days

41 10ver 10 days « HOW many?mmms
5| ! Don't know

Days

d. How much did it cost fo repair os replace the damages?

; @
v || No cost — SKIP to 16a
X {_iDon't know

19a, Were any security measures-TaRen after this incident to
protect the establishment ml{luture incidents?

1{.iYes 3

e, Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
(Mark (X} all thal apply}
1{ | This business
2] |insurance

3 | Owner of building (landlard) (\
4| | Other — Specily N

\
5{ | Don"t know N \ \B\ \)\,

27| No — SR{PNo 20a \
b.? maasures er laken7 A\
faxg( X} all that\agj

arm system outside riNging
rglar alarm — inside ringing
3 jeénral alarm

4 LJ Relnforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on window, etc

equipmen!, or supplie
11 1Yes
2! ] No — SKIP (o 182

163, Did the offender(s) tdkelaily money, meklﬁnﬂ’\sb

s {_} Guard, watchman
6 [] Watch dog
7.} Firearms

8" Cameras

b, How much money was taken? —- § .

8| | Mirrors
Al jLocks

¢, What was the total value of merchandise, equipment, or
supplies taken?

s Jum]

v{ {None
% | {Don't knaw SKIP to- 17a

8| }Lights ~ outside or additional tnside
C [} Other — Specily iy

202, Were the police informed of this incident in any way?
INe

d. How was the value (merchandise, equipment, or supplies
taken) determined?

1{_jOriginal cost
2{ ] Replacement cost
3} _]Other ~ Specily

2{_ ] Don't know — SKIP to 21
i_iYes — Who told them?
3| .| Owner(s)
4| ) Employee

5 [} Someone etse SKIP to 21

17a, How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by insurance?

.5
v 1.} None ~ hy nol? 7y

1 j Didn't report it

2| }Does not have insurance

3! ]Not settled yet

4} | Policy has a deductible

5 {_JMoney and/or merchandise was recovered
x{_}Don'tknow

6 [ ] Police on scene

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

1 {__] Nothing couid be done — lack of proof

2|1 Did not think it impartant enough

3| _} Police wouldn’t want ta be bothered

4]} Did not want to take the time — too Inconvenient

$ {_} Private or personal matter, did not want to feport it
6|7 | Did not want to get invotved

77 ] Afraid of reprisal

b, How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by means other than insurance?

s fu]

vi_|None
x|} Don't know} SKIP to 18a

8| | Reported to someone else
9 |} Other — Specily 7

21, INTERVIEWER
CHECK ITEM

Are there more Incidents
to record?

¢. By whal mieans was the stolen money and‘or
prapetly recovered?

1} _fPolice .
2{ ] Other — Specify iYes - gleléolhe next Incident
NOTES

No —~ Relurn (o page 1,
L complu!e items g and
9, and end interview.

FORM CVS10t {6.24.74) Page 8
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APPENDIX Il

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 reiigious 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 with 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
ennmeration, 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
for each city, as determined by the 1970 Census of
Population and Housing, For the purpose of sample
selection, each city’s housing units were distributed
among 105 strata on the basis of various 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 guarters.

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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164 HOUSEHOLD SURVEYS

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
cligible persons in a household were interviewed;
(4) a household noninterview adjustment to account
for households qualified to participate in the survey
but from which an interview was not obtained; (5)
a household ratio estimate factor: for bringing esti-
mates developed from the sample of 1970 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
population. As indicated in the preface to this report,
the sixth step was omitted when results of the first
round of surveys -were processed for the first time.

The household ratio estimation procedure was a
key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent of
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

compazable 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 concerning the nature of series victimizations,

focusing on their relationship to nonseries victimiza-

. tions.

fRELIABlLITY' OF ESTIMATES

As previously 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 associated

standard error may be used to. construct a con-.

fidence interval, 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 may, or may not be contained in

any particular computed interval, The chances are*
about 68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would

differ from the average- result of all possible samples
by less than one standard error. Similarly, ‘the
chances are aboyt 90 out of 100 that the diffecence
would be less than 1.6 times the standard error;
about 95 out of 100 that the difference would be

HOUSEHOLD SURVEYS 165

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 fall within
that range. Likewise, the 95 percent confidence
interval is defined as the estimate plus or minus
two standard errors.

In addition to sampling error, the estimates 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 if they are relatives. In
addition, it is suspected that, among certain societal-
groups, crimes that contain the élements 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
th: magnitude of telescoping has not been deter-
m: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 carlier 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 te 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
STANDARD ERROR

For cach of the eight cities, first and second sur-
vey results presented in this report were tested to
determine 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 noted 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-
dures 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 (X, — X.)

— 2 b, . _ﬁ_,_
‘\/X= ((“‘+“)'<T) + Xo (aﬂ+x.3)

The symbols are defined as follows:

X,—the estimated level for a given crime cate-
gory, 1971/72,

X.—the estimated level for the corresponding
crime category, 1974/75.

Parameters developed from the full sample
and obtained when generalizing the stand-

a, ard errors. For each city and survey, “a”
b, and “b” parameters were obtained for
G personal victimizations, personal incidents,
and household victimizations. These are

P~
'3

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 +w..>
}.

5,400

(4,100)2(.00037841499 4_21.373180
2,100



29,160,000 (.0048059077125) -+
16,810,000 (.0055913857217)

=/ 140,140.2688965 + 93,991.193981777

=/ 234,131.46287827

Il

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
their 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 that 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 (pr — p-)

_ + X pr X (1-p) + b X p: X (1-p2)
- Y, Y.

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 (percent).

p. — the victimization rate or percent for 1974/
75, also expressed in decimals.
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b, and b, — The parameters described above and
listed in Table III.

Y, — 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, — the number of persons (or households) in
the group on which the- 1974/75 rate is
based; or, 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) n
= 25,300 .
(19.054978) (.581) (419)
24,400

4,638724789342

+ 34,400

4.730117499248
25,300

=/ 0001869611659 + .0001901116716

=+/.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 standazd error (.019) is equal
to 1.74. Thus, it was determined 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 ( b ‘*)

1
- 23\/b1><(1"ﬂ1) +bz><(1'—P2)
- D Yips Yop,
To illustrate the use of this formula, 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

75.500284 X 9581
345,000 x 0410 T

22512494 x 9518
407,000 x .0482

= 0482
0419

21.4273917892
19,617.4

= 1.15036 24.4404450004
© 18,645.5

= 1.15036 1/ .0013107959025 -+ .0010922646114

=1.15036 1/ .0024030605139

= 1.15036 (.049021)
= 05639

The confidence interval at one standard efror 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 1. Household surveys: Sample size and rates of response,
by city and year of survey

Number of housing units Unit response Number of_ persons Personal response

City and year of survey Designated Eligible Interviewed rate (percent) Eligible Interviewed rate (percent)
Atlanta

1972 11,593 9,811 9,490 96.7 20,641 20,516 99.4

1975 11,730 9,609 9,362 974 19,333 19,206 99.3
Baltimore

1972 11,993 10,872 10,276 .5 23,467 23,157 987

1975 11,975 10,780 10,367 96,2 23,666 23,306 98,5
Cléveland

1972 12,038 10,132 9,443 93.2 20,953 20,039 95.6

1975 . 12,572 10,459 9,968 95.3 21,471 21,213 98.8
Dallas

1972 11,846 9,985 9,523 95.4 20,840 20,343 97.6

1975 12,446 10,499 10,326 98.4 21,585 21,469 99.5
Denver

1972 . 11,827 10,649 10,045 9.3 20,994 20,671 98.5

1975 12,352 10,688 10,379 " 97.1 20,638 20,483 99.2
Newark

1972 11,897 9,866 9,241 93.7 20,438 19,906 974

1975 12,399 10,317 9,836 95:3 21,376 21,124 98.8
Portland

1972 11,860 10,567 10,278 973 21,014 20,858 99.3

1975 12,032 10,783 10,468 97.1 20,578 20,302 98.7
St. Louls

1972 12,119 9,717 9,213 94,8 19,802 19,546 98.7

1975 12,844 10,117 9,902 97.9 20,775 20,497 o8.7
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Table Il. Personal and household crimes: Number of series victimizations,
by sector, type of crirme, and city, 1971/72 and 1974/75 |

Atlanta Baltimore Cleveland Dallas %
Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974175 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1978115 -
Personal sector 3,100 2,800 7,500 8,500 5,200 1,500 7,200 7,500 0
Crimes of vioience 1,200 1,100 3,900 5,300 3,000 2,400 3,100 3,600 I
Rape 10 1z 2z 1100 1z 1100 12 1z O
Robbery 300 300 1,300 1,600 900 700 800 900 =
Robbery with injury 1100 1100 500 600 400 300 1100 1200 o
Robbery without injury 200 200 800 1,000 600 400 700 700 w
Assault 900 800 2,500 3,600 2,000 1,400 2,400 2,700 C
Aggravated assault 500 400 700 1,300 900 700 900 800 =
With injury 1100 100 1200 400 300 1100 1200 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 =<
With injury 1100 1100 300 300 300 1200 1200 300 w
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 1100 200 300 300 1100 1200 10 1100
Persongl 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 500 400 500 300 500 1,600 1,000
Attempted forcible entry 500 500 1,000 1,000 400 600 800 700
Household larceny 1,200 1,200 2,600 2,700 1,800 2,000 3,200 4,000
Motor vehicle theft 1100 1100 400 700 900 2200 1100
Denver Newark Portland St. Louis
Sector and type of crime 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974/75 1971/72 1974775 1971/72 1978715
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 17 1z 12 10 1z 1100 iz 10
Robbery 1,000 800 800 300 400 300 600 300
Robbery with injury 200 300 200 100 1100 1100 1100 1100
Robbery without injury 700 500 600 200 300 200 500 200
Assanlt 2,700 2,700 500 300 1,400 1,600 1,900 1,400
Aggravated pssault 800 800 200 100 400 500 700 500
With injury 300 200 100 100 1100 1100 300 200
Attempted agsault 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, 900 500 2,500 2,500 1,900 1,600
Personal larceny with contact 1100 1z 100 100 1100 1100 1100 1z
Personal larceny without contact 3,100 2,500 800 400 2,400 2,500 1,800 1,600
Hotisehold 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 1100 400 3
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
% TPewer than 50 series victimizations. 1Estimate, based on zero or on abou: 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable,
e N b o et | et clie By a3
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Table 1lI. 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 vietimigations

City and reference period Parameter "a®" Parameter “b" Parameter "a" Parameter "b" Parameter "a" Parameter "b"
Atlanta

1971/72 00069575012 22.194851 -00064375624 19.301914 -0000055572018 19.096463

1974/75 -000378441499 21.373180 -000046540983 18.382499 -00018791482 19.054978
Baltimore

1971/72 . 00024694949 33.289117 . 000084917992 30.958149 00010908954, 31.966964

1974175 % 00042398367 32.962429 .00061812811 27.011628 00019911304 31.392678
Cleveland .

1971/72 00066247489 31.240975 ,00060272310 - 28.624974 .00010334421 28.951358

1974/75 00013999920 28.353367 00031995494 24,.380126 00040417910 25.064252
Dallas

1971/72 00046477092, 32,471796 00020027161 29.458598 00014441367 33.046236

1974/75 .00032311678 28.81,3959 .00012875907 26.133000 -.000039167702 34.502501 °
Denver

1971/72 .0000105,8159 22,135864 00018288940 20,.847041 /000061699189 21.750651

1974/75 . 00095825088 21.733203 00085731689 18,189762 -.000025874935 23. 215404
Newark

1971/72 00045638904 13.039860 00063698087 12.003587 .000074256212 13.525635

1974/75 00010318682 12. 44,5130 00028954446 11.065675 000081516802 11.419693
Portland

1971/72 00032395869 16.461010 00030955207 14.530455 00017836504 17,091098

1974/75 .00014510844 17.864636 +00051865401 14.107697 +0000524,01796 17. 486160
St. Louis

1971/72 .00029265881 25.509284 . 06053647906 22,214,227 0000039599836 23.937472

1974/75 00029147975 22.512494 .00011215173 20,220304 000026123598 23.361706
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APPENDIX Il

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.the field
interviews, no longer operating at the designated
address, or otherwise ineligible to participate. At
an 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 establishments per city, and the average
response rate among businesses eligible to partici-
pate was 98.9 percent,

ESTIMATION PROCEDURE

For each of the surveys, 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 adjustment for noninterviews; and (3) a
factor to account for establishments that were in
operation during only part of the surveys’ reference
period,

The noninterview adjustment was equal to the
total number of data records required for each
particular kind of business divided by the number
of usable records actually collected. The factor to
account for establishments that were not in operation
during the entire’ 12-month time frame was applied
only to the number of incidents involving such
businesses and not the complete inventory of those

establishments. This factor was obtained by 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 sector because recordkeeping
generally enabled respondents to provide details
concerning all victimizations, including any that may
have occurred in series. Thus, all reported cases of
burglary and robbery (up to a maximum of 10 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 number 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, known 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 ip-
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 recalling
victimizations applicable to the 12 months prior to
interview. Because of a number of factors, however,
these errors probably were less prevalent in the
commercial surveys than they were in the household
surveys. These factors include the greater likelihood

of recordkeeping and of reporting to the police by

businesses, as well as the concentration of the 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 V

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. -




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 cun-
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 of 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. Therefore, 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 stai:“:rd 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. Commercial surveys: Sample size and rates of response,
by city and year of survey

Number of Number of establishments ' Response rate

City and year of survey segments Designated Eligible Interviewed (percent)
Atlanta .

1972 66 1,504 . 1,283 1,272 .1

1675 66 11690 1,202 1195 g
Baltimore .

1972 181 2,522 2,003 1,829 91.3

1975 182 3,001 2,005 1,958 97.7
Gleveland ‘ ’

1972 Iy 2,459 1,867 1,770 ' 9.8

1975 181 3,170 1,963 1,950 99.3
Dallas .

1972 100 1,665 1,340 1,297 .8

1975 100 1208 2,788 2,787 16’3.0
Denver -

1972 .79 1,722 1,534 1,47 %.1

1975 79 2,110 1,550 1,545 99.7
Newark N

1972 98 1,425 1,12} 1,097 .6

1975 9% 1,620 "895 "85l o
Portland

1972 107 1,503 1,317 1,309 99.4

1975 107 1,947 1,542 1,537 99.7
St. Louis

1972 175 - 1,861 1,408 1,405 99.8

1975 175 2,01 1,268 1,268 100.0

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

B (68 chances out of 100)

Ttem Atlanta Baltimore Gleveland allas Denver Hewark Portland St. Iouis

Number of victimizations!

Burglary 9.0 5.2 7.7 10.3 7.6 5.9 17.9 5.0
Completed burglary 11.0 6.2 8.5 117 9.4 6.0 21.2 6.3
Abtempted burglary 15.8 9.5 17.5 20.8 12.8 8.3 33.1 8.7

Robbery 8.3 5.8 15.8 13.6 23.1 10.9 20.6 1h.2
Completed robbery 9.8 5.7 17.0 12.4 2.8 20.4 25.8 17.9
Attempted robbery 14.9 21.6 33.5 53.4 60.5 8.6 51.0 22.9

Rates of victimizetion?

Burglary 6.0 3.7 6.9 7.3 6.9 7.1 10.4 7.3
Completed burglary 7.5 holy 7.9 8.3 8.4 9.2 12.3 9.1
Attempted burglary 9.7 8.5 14.2 14.8 11.9 10.6 19.0. 12.2

Robbery 6.6 4.6 12.7 17.9 18.6 15.4 15.4 21.7
Completed robhery 9.7 6.7 14.0 16.7 19.9 26,2 18.1 27.3
Attempted robbery 11,1 2h.1 29.0 Th.6 48.7 15.4 29.6 36.2

1The standard errors shown are applicable to the number of victimizations for all establishments (Data Table ‘1).
2The standard errors shown are applicable to the rates of victimizabtion for =11 establishments (Data Table 18).
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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.

Arnnual 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 s 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-

try. .

Burglary—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 attemptled acts. Additional details

concerning entities covered by the commercial
survey appear in the introduction to Appendix
T11.

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 fo 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 sep'lrate

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—Fach 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 divorced. 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 living 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.

Moanstranger—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. In crimes in-
volving a mix of stranger and nonstranger
offenders, the evenis are classified under non-
stranger. The distinction between stranger and
nonstranger crimes is not made for. personal
larceny without contact, an offense in which
victims rarely see the offender.. = .-

Oﬁender—-—The perpetmtor of a crlme, the term
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail-
ing contact 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 larceny without contact. Includes both
completed and attempted acts.

Personal crimes of theft—Theft or attempted theft
of property or cash, either with contact (but
without force or threat of force) or without
direct contact between victim and offender.
Equwalent to personal larceny.

Perscnal 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 m]ury—»-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, iternal 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, scratches,
swelling) or undetermined but requiring less
than 2 days of hospitalization.

Rbbbery 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 withont 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 nonstranger crimes
is not made for personal larceny without con-
tact, an offense in which victims 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 establishment. In criminal acts
against persons, the number of victimizations

GLOSSARY 179

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 instruments of
physical attack.
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