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: Smce early in the 1970’3, vrctlmrzatlon surveys
‘have been. carried out under the Natlonal Crlme,-{;'

», "Survey (NCS) program to provrde msxght into the ™

. impact of .crime on American society. As one’of - -
~'the most ambitious: eﬂ?orts yet undet iaken for fill--
~ing some" of the gaps in crime data, the surveys,'?

© carried out for the Law Enforcement Assistance - -
©*_Administration (LEAA) by the U.S: Bureau of

- victims, complementmg data resources already on
hand for. purposes of planmng, ‘evaluation, and
analysis.: Based " on representatlve samplmg of

program has had two ma]or elements, a contmu-r

ous . natlonal survey and separate surveys in '76 .

" central cities across the Nation.

‘Based on a screntrﬁcally desrgned sample of .-
~’housing’ umts within “each- ]urrsdlctlon, ‘the city .
‘surveys had a twofold purpose the: assessment of -

public attitudes about crime and related matters

- and the development of mformatron on the extent
and nature of residents’ experiences wrth selected
—forms of cnmmal victimization. The attitude ques- :
tions were asked of the occupants: of a random
. half of the housing units selected for the victimi-
+'zation survey. In order to avoid brasmg respon:
dents’ answers to the attitude questions; this part - . S
*of the survey was administered before: the victimi- . are organized in a sequence that generally corre- -
zation questions. Whereas the attltude quegtions

ked of persons age 16 and over, the vic-
Were aske parsons ag s g « Appendix I consists of a facsimile of the survey .

' questionnaire (Form NCS 6), and ‘Appendix TII -
f’_.supplles information on- sample.deSIgn and size,

- timizZation- survey dpphed to. individuals ‘age 12

- “and over. “Because the attltude questrons were‘
R ‘desrgned to ‘elicit personal opmlons and. ‘percep--
' tions as of the date of the interview, it was not .
o mecessary o associate- a partlcular time- frame s

- with- this portxon of the. survey, even though some . .’

= queries - made - reference to . a pernod of. trme;‘f .
S precedmg the survey ‘On the other hand the vie- |t
L7 timization questlons referreo to a ﬁxed ‘time s
‘- frame—the 12 months precedlng the month of in- -
- terview—and respondents were asked ‘to recall- - |
~detalls concerning therr expenences as vrctrms ot
whether -
~completed or attempted rape,, personal. robbery,
,_'as‘.sault personal larceny, burglary' ‘_household lar’ﬁ

. “one or. more of the: followmg cnmes,,

: "'ceny, and motor vehicle theft: In addition; infor-

‘ ";and certam other orgamzatlons" was.: gathered b

o establlshments
" household survey ‘A prevno
. “nal - Victimization Surveys in" M ,
“provided comprehensrve coverage ‘f results fromd
. both. the. household and commercral v1ct|m|zatlon
g surveys

“was obtained from: interviews’ ‘with the. occupantsﬂ: GEEELL
of 5,243 housmg units (10,094 resrdents agel6and

‘produce estimates applicable to all. resrdents age . ,
16 and OVer. and 1o demographlc and socnl sub- e
",,groups of that populauon Because they denved EER R
- from a survey rather than a complete census, .

' ?households and commercial establishments, the  these estimates are subject to sampling -error.

" that the drﬁerences cited- are equal fo or ‘greater. .
words, the chances aré at’ Teast 95 out: of 100" that" .

" the differences did not result ‘solely. from samplmg-i i
- varlabrllty Estlmates based on zero or on about:

cand srgmﬁcance testmg, 1t also contams standard‘ L

Attrtudrnal mformatron presented m thls report :

over), ‘or 96.1 percent of ‘the units elrglbl :for i in-* o

‘,tervrew Results of these mtervrews were mﬂated )

the Census, are " supplying the - criminal justice by means of a°multistage weighting procedure:to

e commumty w1th new mformatnon on crime and: its “

They also“are subject to. response and processing i 'v :
errors “The efiects of: samplmg error or varrabrlttyf R

“can be. accurately determined ina carefully de—‘,v e
signed. survey. In - this- report analytlcal state-"

merits. mvolvmg comparrsons have met the test @

than approxrmately two standard errors; in other

10 or fewer sample cases were consndered unreh- '

“able and were not used m the analysrs of surveyv, ;
‘,results > o

The 37 data tables in Appendlx 1 offl his report:“i

sponds to the analytrcal discussion. Two’ technical -
appendixes and a glossary follow the data tables d

the estimation procedure reliability of estlmates, g

error tables S

- mpdm’nf” '

', :We have provided an evaluatlon s et
. publlcatlon, it will assnst us in lmproving Iuture reports if you‘ g
: el

. “mation- about burglary and robbery of businesses.

i means of- a v;ctumzatlon survey of commercial
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~-ones.’

Durmg the 1960’5, the Presndent s”COmmlssmnw :

‘ ,on Law ‘Enforcement dand Admmlstratlon ot Jus:

tice observed . th\t “What Amenca does about
" crime depends ultrmately supon’ how, Amencansf

“see crime . . ."The lines along Wthh the ‘Na-

S tion takes speonﬁc action agamst crime wrll be. o
‘those that the public belleves to be the necessary
: " Recognition of the importance of ‘societal -
. »perceptrons about . cmne prompted the Commls-;
__sion_to ‘authorize several: pubhc opinion_surveys:
. on ‘the matter 1. In addition’ tomeasuring . the de-

-“gree of concern over crime, those and: subsequent
. surveys provxded lnformatlon on a varlety of re-

. lated SUb]GCtS, such as the manner in ‘which fear
- of crime - -affects people’s lives;:
“engendering fear for personal safety, members of

~ the ‘population - relatrvely more . intimidated by or

’fearful of crime, and the eﬁectrveness of: criminal
‘justrce systems Based on-

“lic concern: conducted under the same procedures

in different areas, they prov:de a basis for compar-. .

. ing attitudes in two or ‘more localities. With the '
- ,advent of the National Cnme Survey: (NCS) pro- -
<gram; it became posszlble to conduct . large-scale -

L'attrtudmal surveys addressmg these and other is-

' sues, thereby enabling ‘individuals to partrcnpate in
" appraising ‘the. status of pubhc safety in thelr
- communities. )

‘Based on data from a 1974 attrtudmal survey,j

this report analyzes the. responses of- Mllwaukee‘ G

e residents to: questlons covermg four. topical -areas: -
Soocrime trends, fear of crime, . resrdentlal problems .ff"

. and. llfestyles, and Tocai pOllCC performance Cer-

i tain* ‘questions, relatmg to’ household actlvmes,

" were asked of only one person per household (the

7 “household respondent”), ‘whereas others were
j_~admmlstered to all persons age 16 and ‘over (‘i

dividual - respondents ), “including the household

and: social subgroups.
' '}Conceptually,;

, mCorporated ques-

. IPresrdent s Commrssxon on Law Enforce ent and Admm-
. -rstratlon ‘of Tustice.:
Washmgton, D.C
: 1967 pp 49 53

S. Govern ent Pnntmg, Oﬁ‘lce,

‘j:llOl'IS pertalmng to behnvnor as- well as: oplmon‘,
_g‘_uConcermng behavror, for example. each respon:
-~ dent for a household ‘was asked ‘where ils :
bers shopped for food and " other .mercha dise, .
~ where they " ‘lived before ‘moving to the present SRR
,'netghborhood and how long they had lived at that =

"address Addltlonal questlons asked of the house—i" -

crrcumstances :

a sulﬁcxently large -
. sample, moreover, attitude surveys can provide a-
-7 means, for exammmg the influence of victimiza-_
' tion experiences upon . “personal - outlooks.
~ ducted periodically in the same area, attitude sur- -
“veys dlslmgursh fluctuations in the degree of .pub-. -

Con- R

)'em-ff :

d respondent were: de3|gned to elicit opinions

raised. the subject of ‘crime.- Respondents were -

~free to. answer at will. In- contrast, .most ‘of the =

individual attitude questions, asked of -all house-"

- hold- members age 16 and over, dealt specifically- 3: SR
with - matters - ‘relating® to. crime.’ These persons"}f-»,: '
“-were asked for., vrewpomts on. subjects such as =~
crime: trends in the local community and in the -
‘Natlon, chances of bemg personally attacked or:..=

robbed, nelghborhood safety durmg the. day or at
mght -the \mpact of fear of crime on behavror,

‘and -the- etfectrveness of ‘the .local pollce ‘For -
many - of these questlons, response categorles N aies e
were . prede\ermmed and mtervnewors were m-‘ i
© structed fo probe for answers matchmg those on- o
o the questrom\l lre_ \ : e , i

Although the attltude survey has prOVldCd ‘\"y,
: ‘wealth of- data the results are oprmonsl Forex-
certam resldents may ‘have - percelved“ e
- ‘crime as a growing ‘threat or nelghborhood safety
‘as detenoratmg, when,un ‘fact; crime had declined
and netghborhoods had: become safer; Further-”' s
- more, individuals from the same nelghborhood or
with Slmllal' personal characteristics andlor ‘expe e
. riences may have had conﬂlctmg opmlons abouti.v,

v ample

7 respondcyt. Resuits. ‘were obtained. for the total.
- measured populatro', .and for several demographrc

1e: Challenge of Crime in 4 Free: Soc:ety

out the neighborhood in ‘general, aboiil the ra- =
tidnale for selecting: that - particular. commumty'f»‘*" o
‘and leaving the former resrdence and. about fac-
“tors that influenced shopping. practices. None of
_the questions ‘asked of the household respondent it




- .of this’ report mdrvnduals who were vrctrms of the

. interview were consndered vrctlmlzed” ‘rape,

~enced one or more of three types of offenses—

i ;burglary, household larceny, and’ ‘motor vehlcle . : :
o theft—were categonzed as vrctrms These crimes .
S are defined in ‘the . glossary Persons ‘who-experi- -

o f,enced crimes: other than those measured by the

-~ that may have affected ‘the "accuracy ‘of - distin-
o guishing victims from- nonv1ct1ms—resulted from

“ - the problem ofvictim recall (the differing ability .
oof respondents to remember crimes) and from the

e “phenomenon of telescoping (the tendency -of some

'l'respondents to recount. incidents -occurring ‘out-
. side, usually before;. the- appropnate time frame).
o \‘Moreover -some crimes were sustained by v1ct1ms,

‘outside of their city of re51dence these may have
- had little or no eﬂ’ect in the formatron of attltudes‘ :

about local matters. - . - :
Desplte the dlfﬁcultres in dlstmgmshmg precrse-
R ly between victims and nonvictims; it was deemed
.,-flmportant to explore the pOSSlblllty that being a

_victim of crime, irrespective of the level of seri- ,
..ousness “or the frequency of occurrence, has an. <
»k_‘lmpact on- behavror and atfitudes.” Adopting a =
- -simple dlchotomous vrctlmrzauon expenence vari-
L uable-—wcllmrzed and not victimized—for. purpos-
‘ ’,‘i‘_;ies of tabulation’ and. analysrs also stemmed from
‘. the desirability of attammg the hlghest possrble'
degree of: statlstlcal relrabrllty, even at 'the cost of ~ -
‘using these: broad categorres Ideally, the v1ct\m‘_'f e
,category should have dlstmgurshed the type or - iiin
. 'sériousness of crimes, ‘the | recency of the events, -~ -
: of offenses sustained;2 Such- a
procedure” seemmgly ‘would: have yrelded more‘
“refined ‘measures of the effects of crime. upon atti- .
‘tudes By reducmg the number of: sample cases on» - e

5 l;a‘ndlorﬁ _'the,nu

‘ates were based however

,the‘?fllmrtatlons ‘of - the central crty surveys andu, e
- facsimiles of Forms NCS 3 and 4. For the purpose =~ °

= followmg crlmes whether completed or. attempt-fl R
s ed, during the 12 months pl'lOl' to the month of the -

"_'personal robbery, assault and personal’ larceny ;',
“Similarly, members of - “households " that experi- - .

~'program, or who were victimized by any of the
“relevant ol’fenses outside of the 12-month . refer- -

' enceé period; were classnﬁed as “‘not victimized.”

~ Limitations. ‘inherent in the victimization survey— -

i e e i R,
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, A majorlty of Mllwaukee resrdents were of the
oleon that crime in the Umted States was on the - e
- increase, that the problem of crime was as serious .
-as portrayed by ‘the ngws medla f not more $0;
-and that ‘their own .chances . of bemg crnmmally‘_{'- '
- victimized had risen. Most also’ believed that peo-
- ple in general had: curtalled therr actwmes be-'

cause of fear of crime.

- Although expressrons of fear of crrme were - S
c qu1te ev1dent however, crime did not: emerge ; ‘dsia e
- “major reason for allermg personal “or’ domeslic i
-activities or for choosing where to live. Most resi-
~dents of Milwaukee were not afraid to travel
~.about the city at any time of the ‘day, and only
' about 1'in 20 considered their own nelghborhoods*, o

more dangerous than others or identified crime as

_the vicinity’s ‘most . serious problem Tbus it

might ‘be concluded ‘that  the mamfestatrons of
concern over crime were not well founded “This

: fpossrbfllty was borne out by the ratmgs glven the
- local polrce—a sllght ma]orlty thought their per-
. formance was good. In fact, about'9 in 10 said
~“that ‘the manner in' ‘which  the pohce were. dlS—: i
vcharglng their duties was no lower thanaverage.-
: Persons who had been’ victims’ ‘of crime dunng

1973 were somewhat more likely than ponvictims

" to have been apprehensnve about matters relatmg'
f,,to pubhc safety. Nevertheless, vxctlmlzatlon expe-
- rience seemed to play a relatlvely minor role in
' moldmg attitudes. For many of the sub;ects tov-
ered by the mtervxewmg, greater . contrasts of 0 o
- . opinion were: found .among persons of dlﬁerent_
S sex;- age, Or -race.. Women, for example, were
: u;conSIderably less reassured than men ‘about the - .
' fsafety of their own: nelghborhoods Black women,,‘,_f;
: Aage 50 and over, in partrcular, mdrcateo“hat their = o
";’personal lives had “been’ adversely affected . by wbo
~ crime. And, blacks—more $o than whites—rated - - -
- 'police performance 'as average or substandard,
- perhaps stemming chleﬂy from” faults they - per-"ifj s
1 cerved with. respect to pollce-

commumty relatlons

I
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. Chart A: Summary findings about crime trénds
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£ty and the accuracy with which newspapers and

e sons age 16 and over.

s 9
S u. S crlme \ trends

Approxrmately 4 of every 5 Mrlwaukee resr—'

e vdents felt ‘that crime in the United States had in-

L creased in the last year or two, 13 percent thought

~cenl said - that: lt ‘had- decreased the remamder “ei-

- ther expressed no knowledge about the ‘matter Or

failed to respond..In general, the distribution of

"answers remalned roughly uniform for persons of -
: ‘drﬁermg sex, face, or -victimization ‘experience.

.Exammatlon of their age: revealed that individuals

i trend

- ‘_Ne.ghborhood crlme trends

not-lived i

- rth“e dfgerous than other vrcrmtres m the metro-

i Thls section of the report deals wrth the percep-‘ '
trons of Mllwaukee resrdents with respect to na-
' ]tronal and commumty crime trends personal safe-s

7 television weie thought to be reportmo the crime .
s jproblem. The ﬁndmgs -were drawn from Data Ta-
“bles 1 through 6, found in Appendlx L. The rele-
vant questrons, appearing in the facsimile of the
stirvey instrument (Appendix II), are 9a. 9c, 10a,
.12, 15a, and 15b; each question was’ asked of per-

. ,Vrt had remamed about ‘the same, and only 2 per- ;

~in the 50-64 group were somewhat more hkely
-"than those ‘i in most of the remammg categorres to
; ‘»g;beheve that ‘crime had' been on the rise. Arela:
- tively high’ proportion (8 percent) of persons: age . -
‘. 65 and over did- not know rf there. ‘had. been a-

DR

: Contrastmg wrth the prevalence of the beheff ;
that crime was. on. the upswmg natronw:de ‘only -
'-'~about a third, of Mllwaukee S resrdents beheved
: 'f‘that nerghborhoodr crime was’ mcreasmg Nearly
2 It it had remained ‘about the same, and a-
s ity (4. percent) said it had ‘decreased, A
‘ fzeable”"n,mber of respondents (14 percent) had
no oplmon on'the matter mcludmg some who had.
i the: commumty long enough to. make A
i Judgment'; Although attrtudes varied little: depend-,
“ing ‘on the' age, sex, or race of the respondent
vlctlmlzed ‘residents were apprecrably more likely.
~ than those not victimized (42 vs, ?;30 percent) 10
have'sard that nelghborhood crrme as-on- the in- .
S e L B .. their chances had risen (67 vs. 54 percent);.
- - 'as men moré ‘often felt that. their likelihood of vic-

:pohtan ared; compared with a 55 percent ma]orrty
who.believed them to be less or much less danger- . -}
‘ous: "‘hrrty-erght percent: characterized the crime= ¢

-A,"Sltl_ldtl()n as average, A rating that blacks were".

~more -likely. to give. than whites (58 VS, 35 per-- ;. .
' “cent).: Whites, .on -the other hand, .were far ‘more
_inclined -than blacks to feel therr nerghborhoods :
: were relatwely safe TR ' ,

.Who are the otfende.-so S

: By a margm ‘of about 2 to l Mrlwaukee Tesi- o l
“dents blamed outsrders rather than people from . 1

ffthe v1cm1ty for committing most herghborhood

crimes. A sizeable percentage: of persons, howev- = .
er, did not know the identity of the offenders (24~ |
percent) ‘and 5 percent attributed the commrssron’ S
-of crime- equally to nerghbormg pe0ple and outsrd- it
ers. :
a ‘Although. oprmons about where oﬁenders came
p from were not substantially mﬂuenced by the race
or sex -of respondents crime victims, lamed
.inelghborhoed residents relatively-more often \than e
“did nonvictims: (31 vs. 18 percent), and younger =
_persons shared this feeling to a .greater extent .
_than older  individuals. Thus, about one-third of -
those age 16-24 attributed crime to people livingin - .
.- the  neighborhood, compared - with. 13 percent -
‘ kamongithose age 50 an‘d over.. . L

Chances of personal vrctlmlzatlon

SIn order to evaluate perceptlons about the like-, -

L ,hhood of: bemg attacked or robbed, Milwaukee -

 residents were shown a printed card and asked to =
_choose among ‘alimited numbei' of response cate- L
. gories. Despite the - prevalence of beliefs - that_';
‘},nelghborhoods were 1elatrvely safe ‘from crime -
and that nerghborhOOd crime, had not mcreasedm S
*-majority (61 percent) of all perSOns stated” that P
their chances of being: attacked or robbed’ had in=- ¢
creased in recent years, Thrrty~two percent of the
& nopu]atron indicated‘that their probabrhty of bemg 5
" victimized had not changed, and soriie 5 percent
'-thought it ‘had: gone down Response ,dferences
\between blacks and ‘whites were' mrmmal al:
'though ‘whites Wefu more inclined: to say that the ;
chances were: greater ‘than before Women were:
apprecrably ‘more., hkely than .men to" state ‘that :
where-

. trmtzatron had remamed stable (37 vs. 27 percent).
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e Cunously, the elderly (age 65 and over) were leSSt e
. ‘apt than persons ‘age 25-64 to believe that their =
" chances of experiencing personal assaults had in-
g creased (55 vs. 66 percent). In fact, there was no
- significant difference between - the percentages of
- elderly persons ‘and -of 20 to 24-year-olds who
‘thought their chances had gone up: ‘Victims were - -
" “somewhat more: inclined than nonvictims to- say

thelr chances had gone up (64 vs, 60 percent)

o ,Cnme and the medla

When asked for thelr oplmons about the por- : '

- trayal of crime by newspapers and. television, half

: .gthe populatlon indicated that crime was about as

serious ‘as ‘reported, 38 percent felt it was more -

serious, and 9 percent said it was less serious:

~The - personal attributes or victimization: experi- -
~ “ences of residents did not markedly mﬂuence
,\vrewpomts on the subject




- Fearofcrime

" “have shown that many. resrdents of Milwaukee

~regarding changes of residence. Survey questions

e bles 7 through 18 are referenced here

j"iv_)'}’pﬂ“Crrme as a deterrent to mobrhty

g area. they needed or desired to enter durmg the
- day, but avorded because: of the fear of crime, 79
.. percent ‘of the city’s’ residents expressed no. re-
- Juctance about doing so, and 18" percent said they

»eXperrence did not mﬁueuce the way people an-
‘swered Whltes however ‘were -more llkely than
o blacks to answer atﬁrmatlvely (20 vs. 8 percent)

'fthough still a maJorlty 63 percent), indicated that

b blacks (31 vs 20 percent) 3 ’,:'

, Nerghborhood safety

“their. feelmgs about’ personal safety in their own

3It should be:
Questlons 13a and 13b) referred to: places

i when out alone durmg the day, a vrewpomt that P
prevarled among all groups exammed Neverthe— ,
" less; men oF: persons age 16-64 vﬂere consrdera lyl S
~MOre lrkely ‘than women or the: elderly, respec-‘ L
~tively, to select: the ‘very. safe’” 'response catego-

“ry. Nine: percent of all women and 12 ‘percent of.

: :Among other thmgs, resu]ts covered thus far -

i believed crime had. mcreased over the years. lead-
" ing up to the survey, ‘and, m addition, felt their -
" .- own chances of being attacked ‘or robbed ‘had ris--
e, Whether or not; they feared for their personal
_safety is a matter treated in this section-of the
. report. Also examined is the Jmpact of the fear of =
“. -crime “on: actrvrty patterns and on considerations -

~ the elderly felt somewhat or very unsafe whe
,alone in their vicinities during daytlmc S f ‘

-time (38 vs. 6 percent).. Strll however a majorrty

- 1la, 1lb; 1lc, 13a, 13b, 16a, 16b, and 16c—all

b ‘when out 'llone at mght
- asked of persons age 16 and over—and Data Ta-

“women were more hkely than men to express =

~af, mght (57 Vs,

Asked lf there were parts of the metropolrtan; .

dents: generally felt less secure than younger per=:

'~V’:WCre fearful. Differences between' the responses:
oof males’ and females as well ‘as among ‘persons
: \of dlfferent age, were not large, and victimization

‘A smaller number of Milwaukee residents, al- ,parts
..~ they ‘were not afraid of moving about the metro-
o ,polltan area at’ mght when the need or wish arose. .-

e "_Attrtudes varred little accordmg to the age, sex, or
. victimization experience of the respondents. Once -
agam, whrtes expressed. reservatrons about travel-

ing in’ the’ area during: nighttime ‘more readrly than.-. S i enough t6' consider movmg elsewhe re. De

f:Sprte the substantial pr0portron of individuals who
- voiced concern -about safety, particularly at?nght
- some four-ﬁfths of these residents- dld, not }Jelleve S
" that their. neighborhoods were suﬂicrently perrlous N
ito think of ‘moving: Only 17 percent had- senously

neighborhoods, The vast majority ofimersons (94 . contemplated moving, males relatively more so .

: "rcent) sald they felt very or reasonably safe‘i :

M ,waukee resrdents ‘were also asked to convey“

- than females 4 There were no substantral con-‘ .

4Based on responses shown in Data Table ]5 thxs observ

ted that the source questlons for data cov-- .. ‘eron is’ somewhat misleading because the' source. question was

th metropolltan -area’ where .the, respondent ‘needed or-de- ;.
enter. Thus, it is reasonable -to. assumie- ‘that high risk -
those ‘most. ‘highly: feared, were excluded from consrd- 2
n by many respondents, Had the questrons applled un-'

ulation; individuals who were asked the -question included .16
.- percent of all males, contrasted ‘with, 57 percent of all females
: ‘Thus, 7_percent of the total populauon age l’6:»andé over—r

A :jhad senously

2

- With - respect "to- nighttime security, far more
people said’ they consrdered their nerghborhoods v
somewhat or very ‘unsafe than did so -about day-

(61 percent) said. they felt very or reasonably safe
By a. wrde margin; -

concern over their ‘personal safety when out alone
‘16 percent). In fact, whereas a
ma]onty of males (83 percent) consrdered them~:
selves safe, the opposite was true. for. females 57 .
percent of ‘whom believed their. . nelghborhoods“ :
were potentrally dangerous at night. Older . resi-

sons when out alone ‘i in therr neighbarhoods dur— S
ing nighttime. An’ average of 65 percent of per- G

‘sons age 16-19 felt somewhat or very safe in such: .
-,;crrcumstances compared with- 43 percent among i
-those 65 and over. In fact, one-thrrd of elderly .

~ individuals indicated they felt very . unsafe, a re-
-sponse that was ‘more. commonly given by elderly R

women ‘of either race than by thelr male counter— N

e xr

Crrme as a cause ior movmg away

Those Mrlwaukee resrdents who expressed'

;some degree of apprehensron over: the safety of :,,f
“their neighborhoods during - either day ‘oF mght SR
“were asked whether their ‘vicinities were dange =

asked only of persons:who said they felt unsafe during day-
time and/or mghttlme Totaling 38: ;percent. of the relevant pop-




T

_itrasts in resporse among persons of drﬁenng race N
o 'V‘or age, but victims were twice as hkely as-nonvic- B R R e
g hms to have thought serlously about- movmg else-' R R A

' Cnme as a cause

e -for. actmty modlﬂcatlon

To assess the impact of crrme resrdents were

. asked if they personally had altered their behavior

activities because of their fear of/crime. As a re-i
L ',"',50 and over were the individuals whose lifestiles

percent of this group. indicated such was the. case;

‘because of crime, as well as whether they thought -~~~ . 0 kI
~ others had done so. As with the findings concern- S R R LR R
- ing crime ‘trends, ‘most persons believed that the o
‘impact of crime was greater upon peréons other
than themselves. A large majority of persons (79 - -
percent) believed that people in general had modi-"
- fied. their activities because of a fear of critne. &
- When asked about neighboring residents, howev-~
- “er,.only 47 percent responded afﬁrmatlvely Still
- fewer residents—36 percent—sald that crime- had o
- influenced their own activities. A distinct majority .- TR o :
(64 percent) indicated that cnme had not aft'ected; G e D
them personally s e ’
‘Response dlstnbutxons to the questlon on the -
personal ‘impact of crime varred apprecrably de- 7,
" pénding 'on the lndwrdual S age; sex, or race.’ To
illustrate; women were more likely than men (45
vs. 25 percent), blacks - more apt than whites (45
vs..34 percent); and persons age 50 and over more
inclined than younger ones (44 vs 31 percent) tn~ &
_say they had personally limited or: cnaugéd “their

)

‘*-.—sult therefore, it was-found that: rhlack wonien age" =
i 2 //" S

were. most wrdely affected by crime. Sixty-eight o

: the correspondmg figure’ among whrte females age«i_; o
50 and over was. 52 percent . L

i1




.’7 Resrdenhal problems
o ;and llfestyles |

] srgned to gather mformatlon about certain’ specrﬁc
- behavroral ‘practices of ‘Milwaukee householders
“and. to explore perceptions about a wide range of

jvmdlcated in the section entitled “*Crime and Atti-

througn 8f, relatmg to certain aspects of - personal

i preceding sections of this report, the questions

\';, that served ‘as ‘a basis for the toprcs covered here -
. did not reveal to respondents that the* develop--
- -ment of data on crime was the mam purpose of ol

ol : the survey

_fff,:Nelghborhood problems a2
. and selectmg a home

T.they had occupled the. same’ resrdence for 5 years.

y'terlstrci' of the area (location, good schools, type

:‘the priceshad. becn right, th;

~hood: was the-only’ place where housmg could be

,:ferences bet
blacks and w 1tes aswel! as:among. famrlles wrth
‘;dlffermg mcome levels

The mrtlal attltude survey questlons were de?

o ,‘commumty ‘problems, one of which was crime. As" -

‘ 'tudes”, “certain questions were' asked ‘of only one "
“member of each household, known as the house-

- *hold respondent. Informatron gathered from such -
"persons is treated in this section of the. report and .
. found in Data Tables: 19 through 26; the pertment
' data; were based ‘on survey- questlons 2a through -
~7b. In' addition, the- responses to: ‘questions 8a .

. lifestyle, also -are exammed in this section; the -
“- - relevant ‘questions were asked of -all household
‘members age 16 and “over, 1ncludmg the house-*
“ = hold: respondent and the results are dlsplayed in=
' Data ‘Tables 27 through 30. As can be seen from:
- the questionnaire, and unlrke ‘the plocedure used
oin developmg the information discussed in the two

About Vhalf of all household /,respondents sald

" or less. Members of this group were asked. about’ -
- the most " rmportant -reason . for:- choosmg thelr' ,
jnelghborhood Forty §iX percent regarded charac-, ‘

of neighbors, envrronment streets; parks, ‘etc.)as
the: overtiding consrderatlon Two-fifths - said ‘that

the dwelling’s char-
_acteristics appealed to them; or that the nelghbor-

jfound Although there were: some - interesting. drf—’j
n. the. response dlstrlbutrons of

relatlvely few people— e

= those at the same address for 5 years or less) also el

" was_ asked about the most important reason for = |
S ‘leavmg their: former place of residence.- Approxi- - i
‘mately three-ﬁfths mentioned the undesrrabrllty of e
“the previous dwelling, - the need for a better or ‘. -
_more convenient location, or the desire for better I
" or more affordab]e housmg Once again, anomi- -
pal proportron—some 3 percent—crted crime -in :
the old . area as the foremost reason for movmg e
E away C
Regardless of thelr length of resrdence house- R
hold respondents ‘were questroned about the: exis-
“tence of undesirable neighborhood features Two= . -
thirds. had no "complaints about the  vicinity.
Among those who did, victims were represented e
 relatively more so than nonvictims (43 vs. 28 per- -
cent), but. no: meanmgful drfferences emerged ac-' -
* cording to ‘income level or race. When asked’, :
about the types of neighborhood' problems, 28~ -
percent of the persons who expressed. (disatisfac=” -
. tion said. that environmental deterloratron——trash S
" noise; overcrowdmg, etc: ——were the: most ‘serious;
,drﬂicultles with  neighbors were cited by 19 per-
cent; and 14 percent said that traffic, parkmg, or =
" public’ transportation were the most bothersome.
Sixteen percent of these. household respondents—‘
or about 5 percent of all such persons surveyed in" S
- Milwaukee—indicated that crime was their main~ @
“concern: ~Among those who selected crlme, there[ S
“were’ no large vanatrons accordmg to race OF Vie=: " e
R trmlzatron experience.. Respondents ith annual‘

. incomes -below $7,500, however, were almost i

twice as likely as those makmg $15,000 or more to

- have stipulated cnme as the marn nerghborhood*:’ :

problem s

: ,‘fFood and merchandlse
: shoppmg practrces ‘

Roughly 4 of 5 Mllwaukee householders drd;

therr major food shopplng in nelghborhood stores,
““and 18 percent shopped elsewhere.. Whrtes more
:so than blacks- (84 vs. 68" percent), and families
’Wlth dnnual mcomes hlgher than $9; 999 more so'fﬂ"y
' than those with less than $3,000 (84 vs. 76 per-
lfkcent) shopped ‘in ‘their ‘own nerghborhoods Sev-_ :
~ en-tenths of those who ‘shopped outside their
ﬂ,‘.\nelghborhoods cited the unavarlabrhty or inade- ..
';ﬁquacy of stores .in the v:crmty, and 14. percent_g"
;complamed of hlgh prlces A neghglble number of
‘respondents said crime or ‘the fear of crime influ-
(enced where they shopped “although” persons not_f?
‘nclmed th'm thosev

ICtlleed' were sllghtly mo




e

vrctrmlzed (84 vs. 78 percent) to buy most of thexr
*grocenes thhm the nelghborhood o

In addmon to- ques'nons about. food shoppmg,

‘»household respondents identified the general loca-
tion where they. usually ‘shopped. for clothing and
.,general merchandlse—from suburban or nelghbor-
, hood - centers, ‘on the one hand or from shops. - -
~ downtown, on the other.. About three-fourths ‘re- -
- plied that they. usually- shopped in ‘suburban: or
nerghborhood stores, whereas 21 pereent did so
- downtown. Sorne interesting variations occurred
‘ - activities, such as a mghtnme ‘job or_schooling .

among households differentiated by elther race or

. -income.. Blacks were -about twice aslikely as -
“ . whites to shop downtown (36 vs. 19 percent), and
- members of families earning less than- $10,000:
" annually shopped downtown to-a. greater- degree
than those with incomes $10,000 and over (29 vs.
,'.1413 percent) Victimization experience was -of no .
- consequence in the selectlon of sh0ppmg areas.

. Household respondents- nlso were asked about

reasons for. choosing the places. they regularly

"?“patromzed Among suburban - or nelghborhood”
_ buyers a nominal proportnon - ‘percent) \drd not
. shop-in downtown ' Milwaukee because ofé crime.
_Convenience was the single most impor ant at-
' traction ‘for ‘each’ group. of shoppers. Downtown _
_shoppers also indicated that better selectip bn. and -
“transportation were the main attractions, whereas
~suburban ‘or neighborhood shoppers* cned better -
- parkmg and less. traffic ds relanvely more appeal--_,

lng . . ,

5 -,» Entertamment practrees

. Each’ resrdent age 16 and older mcludmg the'

L household respondent answered a series of ques-

- tions’ concerning  recreation. and entertamment R L
g‘fpractlces Imtrally, ‘these - mdlvrduals were asked;; e

whether the frequency ‘with ‘which they wentout . oo

. for eyening entertainment (such as to restaurants, .0

,theatres and the’ like) had changed during the last R
i year or two. Forty-four percent. of Mllwaukee res-
idents- replled that the, frequency “had remamed,,’-_‘ s

. about the same, 36 percent said they went put less
‘ "often, and" 20 percent mdlcated they went out;- s

‘more often Although the responses of men-and. . .. . D

_‘omen ~did - not “differ - substantially, - age was

strongly related to: changes in the frequency with -

“which . Milwaukee residents patronized places . of = =

e ’entertamment “Young person

fai' more. apt than those: a

age 16-19) we

“all blac ;s,mdrcated they had lessened thelr mghts;
_out. Victims of crime were: more hkely than non-
“victims to’ say they went out . ‘both-more and less 8

as the. major reason for curtailing their: entertam-1 SR
~ ment plans. Residents who patronized entertain- = .=
~ment. facxhtles with some regulanty G.e., at least R
'j'f_once a month) were then asked about the general Rl

k'roundmg area for ‘entertainment.
‘- “the:-company:--of fnends and relatives, and a per-

'frequently by both groups of/pa'rons :

often——a paradox attrlbutable, in ‘part, to ‘the ° -

_greater proportlon of ‘nonvictims who had notr‘ S
o changed their frequency of entertamment

- Persons who said they went out either: more or - o

,less often were asked about the reason for- such!" s

change Among those going ‘out less often, the

-~ most frequently cited reasons were lack of money

(26 “ percent), family: matters (19) or conﬂrctmg’f o

,(13) Only 8 percent specifically mentioned crime i

location of such places. The overwhelmmg major-

- lty of these persons (85 percent) usually frequent-
»ed restaurants and theatres within. the. city. ‘Only ¢

about 7 percent. said they customarily = traveled La

: outsmle of -Milwaukee; of this group, only 3 per-:f .

cent: singled out- the prevalence of crime w1thm~,~f o
the city as the- chief reason for ‘going to the sur=: ©7
Convemenee,

sonal preference for facilities were: crted far more;»- e




whrch tlns dlscussron is ‘based.

A’ré‘ th‘ey’damg a' géod; ="
average, or poor |ob°

“were: of - the opinion: that the. city police  were
domg a good job: About one—thtrd rated the police

" as average, and 8 percent mdrcated their perform-_‘

ance was substandard; the remaining 3 percent

e .consisted mamly of persons who l1ad no 0p|mon ,

“onthe matter..

favorably mcluded whites - ‘more '50° than blacks,
older persons more so than younger ones, and

mcreased wrthm each of the four race-sex: groups

Cl

‘average™ or * poor

present in”all case

"'/”Followmg the series of questtons concermng',,
nelghborhood safety ‘and crlme as a deterrent” to-
personal moblhty, mdwrduals age - 16 and over -
- were asked 't0 assess the overall performance of -
- the local pohce and to suggest ways; if ‘any, in -
- which. police effectiveness might. be improved. -
“Data Tables 31 through 37, derived from survey
- ‘questions  14a" and 14b, contain the results on o
., , A‘”sard that police performance could be. improved ©

e suggested that this mlght best be. done by revlsmgf

s .certam operational practices of the force;: 19 per-- .
. cent: thought that the strength or quality of the - =

Over half (54 percent) of Mrlwaukee 'S resrdents' i

ionvictims’ more $o than v1ctrms More specrfrcal»
Ly, Whltes ‘were about twice as likely as blacks to -
Sy ’have grven a ‘‘good’’ rating, a and there was a gen-

* eral trend towards ‘making: this ‘assessment as age.

i"'exammed (even though this pattern was disrupted -
S by certam age’ categones and stat\stlcal sngmft-i
- cance was absent in some mstances) Blacks were ;-
‘“_more strongly mclmed than ‘whites to glve either
ratmgs thls, too, apphed to:
the, matchmg sex-age groups. of each race, even
‘though' statlstlcal significance was' not necessanly .
. Black males age 16-34 were = .
bout three trmes.,more lrkely (25 vs. 8 percent)'f”.g ‘

!than the populatlon at large to rate the pohce as . ’

V‘as likely as- blacks o indicate there was no. need}' e
for. upgradmg the . pohce, a. vnewpomt shared by

" _persons age 65 and: over somewhat more._so- than

by younger : people (23 vs. 14 percent) Neverthe-f"

less, for ‘each of the. groups exammed a:distinct o

majority: beheved that: 1mprovements were need--“f
“ed; for the populatron as a whole 83 percent held S
,"thls opinion. :

Most Mllwaukee resrdents (57 percent) who" '

force s personnel could be: better; and 17 percent‘
mdtcated a‘need: for 1mprovements in the spherew
of commumty relations.S Men and 'women basrcal- :

Celyn agrecd on these pomts even when takmg age

info consideration. The assessments of nonvrcttms T

~and. victims differed to the extent that relatively

more of - the latter: thought that- community rela- - -

, - tions should be better, whereas the former were-
i Although’ most. crty resrdents endorsed the way '
“their police were discharging their duties; details .~
of ‘the distribution - of ratings revealed ]udgment
differences closely assocrated with . .the: respon- - -
dents personal characterrsttcs _exclusive of gen-
~der. 'In relative terms, those who rated the pohce*

shghtly more- mclmed to- opt for lmprovmg the
personnel situation. - , o
The - greatest contrasts of opmron on - how to

jrmprove pohce efﬁmency centered on persons of
 different race. Whites were twice as likely as
\ blacks to call for better personnel resources (21 = -

- 10 percent), whereas blacks were about 24 -

tlmes more apt to suggest that: pollce-commumty o
relations. were deficient (36 vs. 13 percent).  Rela-

tively .more. whites ‘than blacks also mdrcated a'»_

~need for rmproved operattonal practlces (58 vs. 47

percent). . Opinion contrasts " among. persons. of -

- different age were less marked than those by race, .
- except - with respect . to community = relations, -

which. young persons: (age 16-24) singled out for :

'upgradmg far more. often than. individuals 65 and",.; i
~over (24 vs. 6 percent) Conversely, members of
that young age group were somewhat less. apt than. .
older persons to call: for upgradmg personnel re—"
sources (15 vs. ’?1 percent) L e

v 5For lhe purpose of thls drscusslon ~the crght speclﬁc response B
i _‘nems covered.in Quesuon 14b were combined into (hree catego-:
I riesy ak follows: communny relations: (1) **Bé more courteous,

e unprove altitude, community relations’” and (2) “Don t d|scnm|- e

: nate.™ Opelatronal pr'lcnces (l) Concemrate on miore |mpor-‘ -
ctant dufics, serious crime; etc;’
- sivealert’;(3)* Need more lraﬁic conlrol" and (4) **Need more

‘men ._‘and (2) “lmprove tnunmg ralse quallﬁcatrons or pay,

:(2) **Be more prompt; respon- e

liccmen of parlrculdr type(foot, car) in-certain areas or at.cer-
i tinies,’" And, personnel resources:“(1) “Hire: more, pollce-

uu’ ent pohcres sy



Appendlx 1

Survey data tables

The 37 statrstlcal data tables in tbrs appendlx.’" S
present the ‘results of the’ Milwaukee attrtudmal o
survey ‘conducted early in1974: They are orga- .
nized: foplcally, generally paralleling the - report § s
~analytical dlscussron ‘For each’ subject, the data’

“tables consist ‘of cross- tabulatrons of “personal (or_

: household) characterrstlcs and - the relevant re-

sponse categorres For.a grven populatron group, -
“each table drsplays the percent drstrrbutron of

answers to"a question.

All statistical data: generated by the survey are. :

estrmates that vary . in thelr degree of rellablhty

“and-are’ stibject to variances, or errors, associated .

~with the: fact that they were derrved from a sam= ©

ple survey. rather ‘than a. complete erumeration: . :
“Constraints on mterpretatron and other uses of ..
- the+data, as  well’ as gurdelmes for’ determmrng._v SRR

"~ their relrabllrty, are set .forth in Appendix III. As- . .~

= a general rule, however estlmates based on zero;f{ :

~or on about 10 ‘or fewer sample cases have been

- considered - unreliable. Such “estimates, qualrﬁedf- :

by footnotes to the data tables were not used for‘ L

analytlcal ‘purposes in thxs report.

- ‘Each data table parentbetrcally drsplays the srze
of the group for which a drstrrbutron of responses‘ ‘
“was: calculated. As’ with the percentages, these

base ﬁgures are estimates. On tables showing the

~answers of - individual- respondents (Tables 1-18
' and 27—37), the figures reflect an ad]ustment based . -

“on an mdependent post—Census ‘estimate: of the

c1ty s resident . ~population.. For data from’ house~
“hold” respondents (Tables 19-26), the bases were,, S

generated solely by the survey tself.

A note beneath. each data table ldentlﬁes the S T
questron that served as source of the data. Asan
expedlent: in' preparmg tables, certam response;i RES ar
. categories were reworded and/or abbreviated. The . - .
questronnar e facsrmrle (Appendlx II) should be - -
- consulted for the exact’ wordmg of both the ques-"jf R
tions ‘and. the response - categories.. For question- .
‘naire items ‘that ‘carried- the instruction “Mark all.
“that apply,” thereby’venablmg a- respondent to
ngle answer,, ‘the data: tables.» A
rxreﬂect only he answer. desrgnated by the reSpon- e

furmsh more tha

sldennal pmg‘em

styles s and the last seven. tables urspla “infor
tlon concernmg “Local Poltce Performance S

S
e
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(Percent dlstrlbut:v.on of responses for the populatlon age 16 and over)
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: NOTE Data based’ on questlon 12 Detall may not add to total because of" rou.nd:.ng:.f Figures in parentheses refer to populatlon in the group
lEst:.mate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statlstlcally unrellable . . ; o ; .

Table 4 Place of resudence of persons commlttmg nelghborhood cnmes

(Percent dlstrzbut:.on of responses for the populat:.on age 16.and: over)
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’-Est:unate, based o zero ‘or .on; about» 1 .




Table 5 Change in the chances of bemg attacked or robbed

(Percent d:v.strlbutlon oﬂ responses for the populat:.on age 16 and over)
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Table 6 Serrousness of crrme problem relatrve to what newspapers arra televrslon report

;(Percent dlstnbut:.on of responses for the populat:_on age 16 and over)

Population characteristic
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H:_'33' S
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MTE “Data based on questlon 15bs Detail mayriot” add. to total beceuse of’ rounding :
*Est:tma based on about 10. or fewer sample cases; is stat:n.stma}ly




Table 7 Fear of gomg to parts of the metropolrtan area

durmg the day

-

(Percent dlstmbution of responses for the populat:.on age 16 and over)
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NOTE: .Data based on questlon 13&.

Deta:L‘L ‘may- not add- to total because -of round:.ng. 5 F:Lgures :
? :Ln parentheses refer to populat:l.on in the. group. : :

(Percent d:.stribut:.on o.f: responses for the populaﬁi . age 16 and ovar)
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R (Percent dlsﬂrlbut:.on of responses for the populatlon age 16 and over)
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1Est1mat.e‘ based on: Zerd or-on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is. statlst.ucally unre.'liable, ‘ ;




Table 10 Nelghborhood safety when out alone durlng 'ihe day

i (Percent. dlstr:.butlon of responses i‘or the’ ;populat:.on age 16 and over)

Populat:_on experlence‘ i : "Tpt.a:l. T Very ,safe S Heasopably,safe e Somewhat unsafe -+ . Very unsafe. - . Not-available’
Sex end age i o : - } E ;
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NOTE Data based on quest:.on 11bs

Detall may not add 'ho total because of round:mg.,

F:Lgures :Ln parentheses rerer to populatlon 1n the group

B 1Estmate, based on- zero or:on about 10 or iewer sample cases, is statlstlcauy unrellable
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Table 11 Nelghborhood safety when out alone durmg the day

,(Percent dlstrlbutlon of responses for the populatlon age "\end over)
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> e | Table 12 Nelghborhood safety when out alone at mght

e (‘Percent dls‘br:.butlon uf responses for 'bhe popu]etlon age 16 and age)
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‘Table 13. Neighborhood safety when out alone at night
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Table 14 Ne|ghborhood safety when out alone at mght

(Percent dlstrlbutlon of responses for the populatlon age 16 and over)
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A Table 15 Ne|ghborhood dangerous enough
L to consuder movmg elsewhere
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(Percent dlstr:l.butlon of responses for the. populat:.on age 16 and over)
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Table 17 Personal llmntatlon or. change in actlv:tles

because of fear of cnme

(Percent dlstrlbutlon of responses for the populatlon age 16 and over)

No - L No’c» ‘av"a,:“tla‘b‘le'
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B Table 18 Personal Iimntation or change in actlv tles' , SO T e
P because of fear ofctime -
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(Percent d:.strihutlon of.‘ answers by household. respondents)

o ‘ ' T DN ,"Always iivediin’ Neighborhood . Dl et i‘rom Lack of S et Chara
Householﬂ characterlstlc . . Tobal ,:ne:.ghborhood o characterlstlcs Good schools crlme ; cho:.ce nght. prlce Locatlon of ‘house:
.00 ATL househiolds (125 400) C100,0 0 s Clamgs 0 tu6 gl 30 6 2
. White (98, 800; PO e 00,00 6t 7. 1.6 1,90 34,0 13,0 D6
Slack ~ (25,800 S S 100,0. Ll o5 31 30.7 27.3 0ot 83
Other (800) b 10 o] 311.5" .6 +*12.0 20,0~ *42 4 > D26
" Annual. family income - N S T R Cha SR
© .. Less thap-$3,000 {18, ooo) R 100;0» : 5.7 C10.2 31,9 Sy 31;.4 9B 8.0
7 17$3,000-87,499 (30, L;oog SR e 10060 6.6 @ Ul 2101 2.3 B R0 T N 6.6
o $7:500-$9,999.(15,100 SEE 20000 T 9 18,9000 10,90 10,6 ..29.7 Sragil boly
24510, ooo—'sm 999" (33,200) - L100.0 LS 56 14,0 R w160 T30:70 T 16,9 5,6
$15,000=$24,999 - (17, 700) L0000 5.5 18.9 - 37,0 11,8 N 17.5 5.0
. $25,000 or more . (2,400) : + 100407 ¢ 21,29 co17.81 20.0 *1,67 “ 3T 28,8 TALS
7. Mot aveilable . (8,300). .. G : 00 100.0- 1.7 1250 22,2 S 28.3 16.5 1.6
,V:n.ctmzatlon experience.’ o PR e T TP O N R ' - e g o e
S Not vietimized (72,500 v £7100:0: 6.2 A 1k 1.9 AL : 11_.8 32,57 .. ik R A
o Vickimized- (52,900) T 100,00 5.3 Pkl 2.0 S R i 1Y O S 16.2 7.0
o NO'IE Data based on: questlon 2a. Detall may not add. to total because oi‘ round:.ng. F:Lgures in parentheses refer to households n.n the group. ; o !
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Table 20 Most lmportant reason for leavmg former resmence
(Percent d.lstrlbutlon of: answers by household respondents) : : : B T
. e L i e ‘ S L:Lv:mg Influ.x ’ E Othei- :
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White - (98, eoo; ' LT 10040, “20. 3 ©12.6 1645 o h T 63 R 7 SR 19.1 : b 2050 5.0 .
... Black’ ézs 800 L LR 100407 19D 20,8 FRLE3 e b e e T AR T 000 2B g5
"iOther . (80Q)-:7 i : 100.0 122.4 2.2 217.8 T IR Y A 118‘.0 0,00 300 R TR
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", Less than $3,000 (18, 000) L 100.0 '26'.1“ B Pt - o S 945 18,5 30.5 S RV SRS
-+ $3,000~87,499 - (30; z.oo; . e 1100400 U 16iR 1209 1305 646 19.5 31,1 T -1
< 87,500-89,999 - (15,100 S R10040 806 01309 s 1619 bl 22.3.. *0.6 31,870 3.0
- 810, 000—$11+ 999 233-"00; S v 100,00 15,7 T 0603 e R “3¢9 17.% ) -3:0 k9
- $15,000-$24, 999, {17,700 01000070 S 16,3050 01630 T e 250 246 S19. 1%2,0 10.3 3,9
"+ $25,000 or more (2,600) [RE 100000 L LTt 3.3 { 31,6 3007 3.8
» Not avallable (8,300} CATEE 010040 7 180 1 Al 17 9. LB M2 62
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. U"F
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"Es‘h:l.mate. based on zero or:on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ds statlstlcally Lmrel:.able e g : ; :



Table 21‘ Whether or not there -are undesurable
S nelghborhood charactenstlcs -

(Percent dlstrlbut:on oi‘ answers oy household respondents)

" Household characteristic |~ - i"’~; Total - Yes U No ¢ Nobavaflable .. oo i

All households (243 400) ST0000 33,000 666 T o
S S e e CoWhite 207,100) T e 0040 L B2 T 668 e T 0 :
) L I Lot Black' (35, 100) . +100.0 S3ki2 L5010,
O R R i owie - Other: 200) CLTRTRE s en10000 e RRRDT  T kR 3
: S Anmual fam:ly ingome e e e e T - T C
“*Less than $3,000.° (30, 100) Cn20000 o B e T G kg g
$3,000-37,499 257 300; ;‘ss . :100,0, - L 3he2 1o L6543 L0060
7 $7,500-$9,999 (26,500 ST 0100,0. L EB5,0 T ARG 20,2
- $10,000-814,999" (60,300) - - “100.0 BRI O R TN Y TR
$15,000~-$244,999 .- ého 700) 7 7100.0 CBR.0 i 6Te T 0,3
S b 08255000 0r more. s (7,300) il 100600 s 290 L p009 TR 30,00 )
e +-."Not available (21 300)) L 20000 T 28h0, ML ot RO G
S .Vlctimlzatlon experierice. o e T T ey U e A T D S e
T Notvietimized (159 500) S 0060 e R P19, L Ol
V:Lctlmlzed (83, ) 1100, 0 Ry - Pic R :k~'v56 G e 20,30

NOTE. Data based on quest:.on 5.7 Detail’ may. not -add 1o total because ‘of round:mg. Fiéures .
: in. parentheses refer t0-households in the group. Lol
"Est:unate, based on: zero .or on about 10 or i'ewer sample cases. is statlstlcally unrellable._, :
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.:"“j”’ it »l l Table 22 Most |mportant nelghborhood prohlem

(Percent dlstrlbutlon of answers by household respondents)

N A I o S : Env:v.ronment‘al Publ:Lc S Inadequate i Influx of + Problems w:.th O'bherand _
‘Household cha'racterist'icl St SR Total Traff:.c, park:mg problems Cr:une transportat:.on schools, shopp:.ng bad elements ne:.ghbors Lhinob available-

2
o
i

Al‘l households (80 300) 1000 01007 S 26 16,3728 ’. - 5.0 S 82 T 194
White, (68,00037 ;1_00.'0‘_. T L P SN
7 ‘Black” 212,000 , ‘ U 200,00 e 68
- Other {*300).- T T 100._0 o ¥1h9
R Axmual family income . ST Lo
‘- Less-than $3,000.--(9, 700) ST jlf‘O 0
“ /$3,000-87,499: 219 500) G 210000:
U $7,500-89,999 (9,300) 100000
»1mommMMW9ém7w;;f~_ 100,07
+$15,000-$24,999 (13,100 g 100607
-$25,000 or ‘more - (2,100) ~ - i 1004075
Not: avallable (6 000) : i '1100 0 PoE

E Vlct:.m:l.zatlon experiernce EI RS SRR TR e
' Notd victimized ‘(l..hs ) S SC R 100 0.5 L

16
s
R

._,
©
O
v
OFE0
o &l

23,5
19,200 0 el
CU16.020 0 TR0
dhe5
11,6
B T R T e
CAB T g

Fobabea
OV O &

»

o g T
FEREON 0T
NO, OO I QWA

B

L

;‘\'141&
18,5

Vn.ctn.mlzed (36,300 100.0- ¢

e NOTE:’ Deta based on quest:.on 5a. Det.a:x.l may: not add: to total because of roundmg. i F;Lgures 1n parentheses rei‘er to households
1Estimte, based on zero or on about"lo or fewer sample cases, :Ls statlstically unrel:.able. R ; i .




Table 23 Whether or not“ma|or food shoppmg Dy S e e
. done in the neighborhood i e =

\:m \.cn+ d:Lstr:Lbut:Lon of -ansyers by household respondents)

Household characterlstlc o S Total S ,,Ye,s el Nowg : Not avallable
Coan households (23,400) 1000 . BLE . 17.90 . 0.3
RaQe - S = e S ‘, ST
. White - 207 100) - T 100,00 s 8,0 - T L LG R oA
“Black  (35,100)" | - ; 400,07 T U68aly . L BLLL o R0,
“Other::(1,200) . L 1000070 T 83,9 SR6.1 o 30,0
- Annual i‘amlly :anome § sl : LT L c . : :
"7 Less ‘than-$3,000 - {30, 100) S 10060 T g2 2343 . %0,
- $3;000-87,499 (57, 300) SUTRN0000T 8L e 8.0 20,30
U87,500-89,999 (26,500) - : LU10040 0 L o BT T BT e L 3000
-+ $10,000-$14,999 560,300 S E100aQ T e BNyl 16.9 7. - L2010
$15,000-324,999" 1 (40,700). : 100,07, [0 Bhe2 0 L ABSRS L e 20,1
$25,000 or more. " (7; 300) vl 220000 Bl T S T 06
Not available (21,300) o £100. 07 Bl AT T e
Victimization experience . IR Gl SRR R e
Not-victimized (159, 500) L 100 o:,; LD 83T 1640 ST o I S
 Victimized (83 800) * L 100.0° o 782 gl 0.3 .

L NOTE: ’ Data based on question 68, Detail may not- add ’no total because of round:mg. Fiéiires i
LIS R -in parenthéses refer to households in the group.: o
R o sl : 1x:.sm:\.ma{:e. based on: zero or-on about 10 or fewer sample cases, :Ls statlst;tcally unrel:\.able..’ :

in the nelghborhood U

: (Percent adrtr:.butlon of ‘answers by household respondenhs)

"_"H‘o{x‘seho'id"chérac*béristic" FER t,,j_‘T“"‘f"alﬁ" SO kN“'nelghborhood stores Inadeq_uate stores Lo 2 I-':.gh prlces i
an households (AS 600) L0000 g e ks mo e
‘vRace" LT R i R e S L
“White. {32, AOO . ST I
" Black-(11,100) ST :
© Other (3200) - 1

Annual family’ incoime
".Less than:$3,000 (7,000)
v $3,000487,499 . Elo 43000
$7,500-89,999. (4,900) -0
* $10,000-$14,999 . (10,200) ‘
$15,000-$24,999 (6, 4003
+$25,000-0r ‘more." (1,100 o
Not available (3, 70)
Vlct:.mlzat:.on expemence Sl
1 ‘Not ictimized ' (25;600) "
V:Lc-b:unlzed (18; 0003 S

P e
[ R A TN

'NOTE' Tata based on questlon 6a. " Detail may not: “add ta 'total bécause" of roundmg. ]
: JLEs{',:z.men“.e, based on zero. or:on about« 10 or fewer sample cases, ‘18 statlstlcally nrehable.
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Table 25 Preferred Iocatlon for general merchandlse shoppmg S TR
G L (Percent d:.str:.bu tion oi‘ answers by household respondents) : g
' ’ h : . : Suburban or ' - e
g Household characterlstlc B - Potal ' ‘ne;.ghbprhood B Downtown Not; ayailable. 5
A households (243,400) 2000758 a1 o 31T
- Yhite (207 100) o = 100.0 . 78.8 - 180 2.6
. Bleck:: 535 100) e S 20040 L g2 36,1 RE- TV RN
~Other. (1,200): e 4 .100.0 L 8. 7, SR T-N 18,6 .
Atinual famlly income’ . L R : b ) ' [
-7 Less than $3,000. (30, 100) 20300,0% e B39 T L0 5,1
. °$3,000-87,499 (57, 300g SO 00,00 et 26.4 25
~.$7,500-89,599 (26,500 S 3000 7695 S Y ;24
< $10, ooo-$14,999_ 60300) . - 100:0+ CBha T 12,8 2.5
RS e $15,000-$24,999. h0,700) : £:100,0 TS Y 1S LS e 2,0
LA 826,000 o move (7,300) 17l 00,0 0 T 9.0 s, B e 5,3
Sen S . Not available: (21, 300) s 00400 BRI 5 0% SRR 22:h o 5.8
. Victimization experience .. % . : e e T e e \\ e
Not victimized (159, 500) : L0060 s Rl 3 0'
Victimized (83,800) . .. . ¢ 100.0 - v 59 20,8

“VI\K)'I‘E: Data based ‘on quest,lon 7a. Deta:_'l. may not add to total because of roundlng. : Flgu.res. :
-in parentheses refer to. households in the group. ’ PRI R S I
1’n.‘st:n.rmad;e, based on. about 10 or i‘ewer sample cases, is statlstlcally unrellable. S e e T e A
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Table 26 Most |mportant reason for usually domg general merchandlse shoppmg
in the suburbs (or nelghborhood) or downtown '

o

(Percent dlstr:.but:.on of answers by household respondents)

'Type, of shopper and
household characterist.ic‘

Total parking. transportatlon convenient’ ‘more: stores

ﬁeu’ser - Better i

More

Behter selection, Grlme dn

Better Prei‘er stores, ‘Other Snd; )

" other location  store hours Better prices locatlon, ete.’ . not available

* Suburben (or ne:.ghborhuod)
shoppers

Al households ' (18[,,!.00) .

‘Race

: White 363 100)

" Black (20 400) :
900)

‘Armal fam:.ly :.ncom= 2

Less than $3,000 -(16; 200) 

$3,000~87,499 an 700;
37, 500~$9,999 (20,300

- $10,000-$1k, 999 551 1oog
 $15,000-$24,999 '
825,000 0r more  {5,700)

Mot avauable (15, 300)

Vlct'muzata.on e*{perlence :
Vlctlmlzed (63,

: -‘Down’c.own shoppers:

Race
Wh:.te (38 600%
Black {12,700
Other. (1200)

muaf!. fam:\ly mcome

Tess than $3,000 (u 3oo) i

. -$3,000-87,499 - (15,100 -
’:‘s7,soo-s9 999" (5,700)
~$10,000-$14, 995" (7.7003
B L$151000—$2l+1999 EZ& 700
7$25,000"0p more -{1,200)
S I‘Jot ava:lable (A,BOO)

Vlctlmlzat:.on Pxper:x.ence

o

Victim1zed. (17 500

Not Victimized (120 800) i

11 households (51 zLoo)

Not ‘victimized (345000)

100,0.

71006077,
220000
.7100.0: "

160,00
- 100,0
300,000
100.0
100,00
100,00
100.0

00,0

100.0

1100.0°

‘100.0 :
100.0 .
100‘.70 2

- 100.0:

110040
s
~-100.0
100.0.
1100.0
100,07

100,0
. 100:0°

163 2.3
167 2,
137 31
ACES 0.
9.1 .
1.6 2,
15.4 2.
188 1.
17,8004 4.
7.5 22,
e
'716.'3. LA 2.2
16,3 =i 2.1
0.5 ; “;‘1'3',.,0
0., 3.5
10,7 “11.7
30,0774 .-%0.0
100,
L 1.0./7
0.9
20,0:
20,9
S
30,0
10,6 .{3.9
2.3 114

Vs e S

506

528

33,3

1h0 2

Yy -
oHE
Ovr\n

Y

oW oo |

Iss EUBEREE

\9\'» :

:’¢;<;;. “ QQ.i

'-193

: 2L

2100,0

' 4.718.37*'

S

vi vk
00000+
N ONAINAEAO T

ES RV

0
Y0

Q

:
o
3
R

SN

Smovi,
(RS Ko S

0.3
0.7 2= 1
.6 ]
200 1z
10,2 11,3 .
20,7 B0
30,4 v
0. s
50,7 20,7
0.7, S,0
“a0iz 6.2
0.8 9.9
10;1 :6.5
2004 : 43 :
0.0 112
%0.0 30,0
30,00 gm0
) fvéto' o
7.9
6.5
0 o L
' 23.6.
32,8 7
N e
10,0 8

NOiE‘ Data based on ques'blon 7b Detail may no‘a add o total because of roundlng.
¥ 1Dst1mate, based on zero or. on about 10 or fewer samnle cases, is stat:.stlcally unrel:.able

‘Figurés. in parenthese= refer to housshol"




Table 27 Change in the frequency wnh whlch persons 3
‘ went out for evemng entertamment

(Percent d:.str:l.butlon of responses i‘or the population age 16 and over)

V'Populatlon character:.st:.c ) j‘fTotal : More . . - Same _Le\ss,' - Net a.vailable5 N
. Allpersons (489 eoo) L 100,0 . z20.2 ,L3’_'9 357 S ;
RO I ™ : Lo L R
Ca s - Male (225 600) , 100,0.- . " “20:2 i h57. 0 33,8 0.3
: S Female (= éh,lOO) " S E100.0 00 2042 R R 0,2
Race o ey Sl Ll . .
-t White (418, ooo) Lo 100.0. 20,8 T0,3 T
S T e o Blaek . (69, 200) " SRR 100,07 16,6 g 230,02
Rl L '-,O,ther 2500) AR 100,00 182 31,20 5046 30,0
T16-29" (53 z,oo) TR 70.100,0° 7 54,0 19,770 26.2 20,1
. 20-2k - (71,700)  He L100.0 2806 s L 2T BB T 20,37
i 25-3k (92 100) S100,0 A8l 39,3 42410 201
. ni35=49 §98 ,200)” e S 100,07 < 17,0 150,700 3241 0,2 00
50=64 +(101,500) - e e e 110060 11,8 56,3 . 31,6 20,2
: * 65 and cover: (73,000). . - - 100.0 5.2 57,0 37.3 0.6
" V:Lctlmlzat"on Experience rmo 0 o R PR A o !
: < Not vietimized (313 100) Cd00407 I 79 g8 BL,00 0.3'3
v Vietimized (176,6 005 S 100,0 _24.2 S N3649 BB 0.2

Data ‘based .on’ quest:.on-Bb. Detan.‘L may not add to total because of roundlng.y F:Lgur\es_"
Jin parenthe eg refer to populatlon in the group.: )
1Est:|.mate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statlstlcally unrel:table.
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Table 28. Most |mportant reason for mcreasmg or decreasmg the frequency
wnth which persons went out for evemng entertamment
~.(Percent d:.st;ribut:.on oi‘ responses for the populatlon age 16 an over)
Type of - change in; frequency. == - . 7 ) Places to : = Own Transpor—- - .. ¢ “Activities, : erWant t,o'.ﬁ Other and. not.
and populat,:.on characteristic - Total tgoney g0, ety Convenlence health tation . Age " Family ete, : Crinie ~ -etc. ‘available
Persons going out more often . S ‘ ‘ . T . _ : )
Ail persons (98, soo) ‘ 100.0° . A7.7 A7 3.3 1.2 2.2 11.3 17.1 8.1 10,2 16,7 5.6
Male (45 500) L e 0100400 2206h bl 1.8 1.1 2.7 10,67 dk.7 T80k 10,1 1743 A
Female (537200) . . L -00. o~_ 15.5 18.8 2.8 . 130 octu7 118 o 9.1 7.8 0.2 16.2 L8
g wmte (86, soog o 100,00 1941 17.4 2.3 1,000 2.8 1.7 1.7 5 AR 1o S TR U3 A Buly
Black:: {11,500 100,07 8u20 e 19,1 12,7 12,7 $1.3" 7.9 7% 12,5 1.2 31,0 27,1 ° 643
" Other " (500). a ST 100,07 30,01 ML5L9 20,0 0 F00° 200 310,90 C}i6:3 . *11.0 - 30,00 ¥10,9 : 30,0
Age ’ FRREREA , e , e e PR R e
16—19 (28 800; : s 2030007 0 10,977 21,1 MGk R003 0 5l e 33,1 3.9 750 *0.2 11,6 5.3
20=2l (20,500 100,00 02169 2l 2.1 0 005 2.2 6.0 9,6. 10,6 20,0 7 .18.2 ¢ L6
25-3L (17,000) L rT100,07 0 23.8 C g2 g %006 0.8 020,07 2105 8.6 0 30,3 1 e2.1 BT YRR
-35-49 %16 700; L 10060 2l 9.3 2.7 12.0 0.6 L2 3148 5.9 C30,0 16,6 - 3.8
50-64, (12,000 S0 100407 12495 13:3 b8 i2,8 30,00 10,8 30,7797 10,0 16.8 - 8.2
65 and over (3,800) ‘ 100.07 X6l - 23.0 13,8 ‘ 15,2 30,0 ¢ 21,3 1647 19.4 1.3 25 ; 18,57 L
) V:Lct:l.m:.zatlon experience . it s Lelis T I o R R TETE N P T
“Not' ¥rictimized - (56,000) - - . '100.0 . "18.3 g5 2.5 1.2 2.0 9.7 18.9 7.6 30,3 5.0 6.0
Victimized (42, 8005 i 100.0: - 17.0 16.7 2.1 1.1 2.4 133 1.7 8.7 20,07 7719,0.. 5.0
o Persons go:mg out'. less often . ' P : e T » i o ; i | :
: All per50ns (a7, 900) 100.0°" . 25,57 . 3,8 - 0.6 6.7 13 7,3 18.8° - 12.9 8.1 8:3 6.8
Meie (76, 300) 100007 27,9 T 0.6 6.0 - L1 920 16,00 159 5O g 6.7
, Female- (98 500)...7 ©.200007. 023,70 T el g - b o508 20090 L1065 11,3 7.6 6.8 .
White 2138 100) o UTA0000 6T T B Qs g e 8.0 18,3 12,60 8.1 6.9 6.k
o eBlaek s {35,400) e 40000 23620 0 el M0G3 CheBl T RS G T 198 e R L 8a AT S 7%
. Qt;her (1,300).;_ RERIE 100.0 -~ *23,3 20,0 20,0 ALY M3 o 020.07UNI 3760 BT e M3 L6 37,8
LApe i S o RIS S i L P e e L
o §m"000‘ S ThNE 000 22 ML L B8 R0 T b e 26,20 o Big T T
S 20=24 0 (32,300) - 100,07 2947 2208 UL X0.30 R 30,8 TeRis T 1509 WL n9.R el
©25-3L - (38,800) i Ul 10000 8543 SORMOLE T VL2 M0 RS, 2607 1600 T 2,00 DL 5.9
35<49 . (31,500} L 11004000 3247 B0.3° L LB0T RIS e A 15,00 D e a0 7.3
i 50-6k:(32,100): B -100.0 193 RO ARG 20 R 1.6 e 86 0 0 8,9 8.3
- 65 and over (27,200) e 10040+ 2745 RO BR300 LA TR0 el 0N 1.5 6L 26.0
Victinization experlence o < BN R G L T A B
CUUNoE viebimized .t (106, 500) 06 -18.3
(0.6 19.5

oo

: ;7 Victimized (68 300): -

) TE “Thata based on quest:«.on Bb - Detail may. not add to’ total because of: round:.ng F:Lgures in parentheses refer ‘to populat:.on in the group
e Est:.mat:e, based on’ eroor- .on about 10 or: fewer sample cases, :Ls st;atlstzlcally unrellable 2 : ; i : PR
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Table 29. Places usu‘al‘ny ,v‘fisitieid' ‘f,o‘rﬁ ,e'véning} .ehtéﬁainmgnt

(Percent d:.str:.butlon of responses for the populatlon age 16 and over)

Pl _Population éharac‘beris’cic el ,".,TQJéél;' o

In51de city

Ou'hsidve; city .

About equal L

ot -available

Chn persons . (359 LOO)'"T“ L 100.0

Male (175, 9oo) ' ST 100,00

T Rdeen : : S o
LSE AN Ynite 312,’1;00) SRR 100,0
L “Black. {k5,300) . . e 010000
- Other .(%,700).- S - 100.0

Chge i e R
16~19 2Lp9 y300) e 10000
2020 {65,900} 0wl : .+100,0:

35-19 " {70; 500; S T 10000
50461 - (663400 S L 10000
65 and over - (28,500) - S 10040
V:mb:\.mlzatlon exper:.ence B R N
“Not vietimized . (219,800) S 100.0
‘Wictimized {139,600y,

Female (183 5oo) R [ T

Cas-3 - (78,900) v 0 Lt 100,00

,:;100 0.

Bh.7

ey

e

o8

b6

6.9

8.7

a\a
S oos

3001

NOTE: - Data based on questlon 8d. Deta:Ll may not:add to total because oi‘ round:mg.
?Est:x.mate, based on- zero or.on about 10 or: i‘ewer sample case, is statlstlca]ly unrellable.

F:Lgures din parentheses refer to populat:.on in the group.f -




(Percent dlstrlbu'b:.on of responses for the poptﬂatlon age: 16 and over)

Table 30 Most |mportant reason for usually seekmg evemng entertamment msnde or outsnde the clty :

Ty'pe of place and popu—
Jation character:.stlc

' 'I‘ot‘:,al

Convemence, '
ete.

“traffic

Parkmg,‘ ,Cr;me in <. More

" Prefer

Oﬁher“ ares:
more’ expensive

Friends,
..relatives -

‘AYL persons (BOLHBOO)

- ..:ex .
“Male (146 700)
‘Female (157 500)

) Hace :

White 260,70_0\)
“Black  (41,900)
Other 1,700).

Age * e ;
S 16-19 ¢ {45,500) -
S0 20-2k (57,100) -

1253k (65,600) "

- 35-49:. (57,800

i 5046k * {5k,600

:and over- (23 700)
'T:u't::nlzat:.on experience .

. Mot victimized (185,700) -
Vlct.z.mlzed, (118 005

’ Persons enterta:med outs:Lde c:.ty'

: A1 persons (23 800)

Sex
: Male (12,200)
Female (11 700)

" Race

o Persons entertamed inside city R R
’ “T100.0

5

HHH;—H—H-é

“White

Black

: Othe‘r
Age ‘

- 202l

253k
35249

o 50-64.

kszz,éoo)’, : .

T16419

1,300)
(*0)

1 6003

-(4,000
.6000

5, 100):

{5,400)
*/65 and-over: (J. 700)

V:.ctun:l.zatlon experlence i
Not vdctimized (lh,200)
Vn.c'b:l.m:x.zed {9,600):

[
88
oo

e
888
coo

88

85

(5}
QLY
RoXeRoXoRelo iy

g
83 .
ety
LNNO

100:0°

100,00

10007
100,07
o000

w0000
~100.07
100,077
100,07 -
S 00,08
1710040

'1006-1”* :

1oo 0

613

674
6743,

T R ; o
oo o
O & 0. -

X
o
L
U

o

Colote T

e
O

26 000 -

OWIN0.0NAT
Ty g g 6
S .
D202
oMy
N B Oy ON
100V 10 05 00N

iy

e
W LS
e
S gt

w Tool
T
e
[ox2 .
o
w
o

.other plage’ . - to do

.
ST

Ry

B

USR5 i O3/ S -
%0, o[,’ e

S j,lz g
A
LR

LoompE
11“8“1 .

5 61. "_‘,: . O} ;

facilities

138

(28
* .
Y

[t
SFToN

v,_,..
D
L on

ISEutlul-ol utley !
OVTRRW I N0 O

S

O e

SABEETRO S
WADNO N KO,

-2
W v

o=

g ‘
for
U8
PR

L@
RS

oy
Tl s

O
QA0

-
TN RO RO R D

N}-‘W

(ST E N (I

N
L

“not{available .-

w
e

LYY

NOTE Da'ba based on, quest:.on 8e

; Detall ey not add to tobal because of. round.mg.
S 1Esd;:t.mate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statlstlca]ly unrel:u le. ; .

F:.g-ures in parentheses rei‘er to populatlon :m’te group
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Table 31 Opmlon about |ocal pohce performance

.1 R L S (Perbent dlstrlbu’c.:.on of responses i‘or the populatlon ape’ 16 and over)

Populatlon charac‘ber:.stlc . o - ’Total SRR _Goodﬂ : Average ‘k L POOT E ] . Don"t,‘lm‘ow' o Nt éﬁéila’blé 3 H

Allpersons (h39 800) S 19010~ G 543 g 34,3 : _3-3";" b Sl 2.9 ;0'2:«, -

BEcR I

Sex : : | v
, Male (?25 600) s : o 00.0 - »9 P o san
3.3 e c 3.6

Female. (264,100) oo S0 710000
Race - o P EI S T S S AR I
White L;.lB ooo) S D 00400 5847 ST 3.8 SRR N
o Bldck' (69, 200) P 100.0: - e TR/ T - ST O S: L/ F - I
. Other (2, 500) P A00L0° T T BT e et 2R 39,90

)
N
)
iy
MDA

v

Qoo
O N

1‘6-19 : 53,1,,00 R S 7100,0: 1=K : 10,4 1.7 2Quz

20~21 (71,700) 0 : 100.0 ) v 1203 2.1 30,37
253 {92,400) ¢ o e 10000 R 1 T 2102 2.7 0.
3549 -(98,200) IR 100.0- - 31,8 e 8.0 2.5 - 10.2

. 50-6Y 101 500) L S 300000 L2743 BT 2.6 20,3
165 and over (73, ooo) ' 2050100.00 2343 4.5 5.8 30,3

'QVJ.ctlthat:Lon experience : G R T L S A S R A RN
Not victimized (313 1oo) ‘ CH00:0 B8 32.0 e : 5 R it R
‘Victimized (176 6003 : CUL00.0 T bl BB A Sy s

e
QO

¥t

NOTE: Data based on quest:.on 1l;a Deta:Ll may not add: to total because oi‘ round:.ng. F:.gures in parentheses refer to populatlon in the group. Lo k
; "~Estnmate, based on-zero. or-on. about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statlstmally un.rellable. B : : : . B




Table 32 Opmuon about local pohce performance

: (Percen’b d:.stnbut:_on of responses for the pupulatlon age 16 and over)

Populat:.on character:.s‘blc

vTotel . ... Good |~ . Aversge . . [ Poor - .. '  Don't kmow

. Black

" Sexand age
T Male™

T16449 (26,400
2024 (33,300)
L 25-3h (44900}
3549 (45, 200): .’
. 50-64 (146,400
65 and. over (29, 5oo)
Female S
- 16-19 (27,000
2024, - 38,400
25530 (47,200)
w0 35=49 53,0003 )
50-64 (55,100) - ;

65 and aver (43, 500)

‘Race and age 2
; ‘White"

-4-6-19 2421300 S
2024 £58,800)
o253k (755.800)

. 35-49: %79.500 .

75061, (92,400

65 and over (69, 300)

16-19 (10,700)
< p0-2L (12,6003
“ 25530 (15,600). !
-+ .35<49 (18,000

- 50-64.7(8,600)
: »65 and over (3,700)
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M)’IE Data based on questlon 1Aar
’-Estmate, based on:zere. or on about 10 or i‘ewer sample cases, 1s statlstlcally unrellable.

Detail may not add to total becauoe of roundmg F:.oures in parentheses refer to populat:.on :Ln the group
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Table 33 Opmlon about local pohce performance

. Race, ‘sexy and age

Population characteristic

(Percent d;\.str:.but:_on of respouses i‘or the population -age 16 and cver)

Total

Good *

: Average

. Poar _ Dont know

T Net

O

White -
Male
16-19:
20-24,
25-3l

50-6k (41,900
65 and over (27,800)

’21 L0y
26,100

',20 800Y -
: 30,700 :
27,400

(50,5009 -
65 and ‘gver (za.,soo)

v Ky
65 and over (2 000)

5

" 100.0
100,07 .
'100.0 "

-100:0

100.0

1000

'100.0 R
100.0.

100.0

- 100.0:

100.0

;72000 -

10000
100.0°
100,0

2 :100,0

100:0.

300,00

\5300 0
- 100.0 ¢
S100,07
L0060
o la). i o el
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Lot I\DTE " Data based on quest:.on 1l+a Detail may not add to total because of roundlng i Figures in parentheses refer to population :m the group .
’-Estzmate. based on 2ero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statlstlcally umellable : )




‘Table 34. Whether or not Iocal pollce performance
needs |mprovement ‘
: (Percent dlstrlbut:.on of responses for the population age 16 and over) ”
’ Population characteristic - . - Total - Yes . .Ne Not availeble '
A persons’ (474 300) - ;},"5‘ 1000 - 828 156 1.7
Male (220, 300) , : CUAGRO L g3l0 ©15.0 ‘2,007
Female (25lr,000) : K 100.0. - 826 16,0 1.3
Race - . o Sl R :
White 6406 S100) L0 10040, o 81sT 160 1.s
- % ~Black.: (65;900) . 1004000 - ) 8.3 2.5
;4 Other - (2 400) : : 727100.0 83,2 16.8 “30.
5 . \
. s Age . s P L : ) : .
16-19 52.400 L Sl 0030000 T 85 12.7 1.6
| 20-2 . (69,900) . 300,07 L 8T “10.4 2.1
25-31 (89,500 , A 100,00 . 86.2 12.0 1.7
35-L9 - (95,500) - ; 100.0 ° . g1y 164 1.9
o 50=64, -(98,600) . ’ 100,00 7 8049 L 17.8 1.3
o 65 and over:. (68, 500y : 300:0 5.6 23,20 . 1.2
) o Yichimization expera.enee k S . ] i ) ea
Not victimized (302,300) C..100.0 . 81,1 - 17.3 1.6
V;ctmlzed (172,000 5 : R 100.0. . 85.7 12.5 1.8
NOTE: - Data based on’question 1!4.5. Deta:.’l. may notacd o total because of rounding. Figures
.in parentheses refer to. population:in.the group:
1}:.‘s'l-,:Lmate, based .on: zero or on:about 10 or fewer- sample cases, is statlstlcally unrel:l.able.
Table 35 Most |mportant measure for lmprovmg Iocal polrce performance ((
: : 0 (Percent distribu‘bicn of’ responses for ‘the populat:.on age 16 and over) :
L3 'sgx‘ e R Race e R ,"Ager o V:.ct:.m:.zation experience
L R i - — 65 and Mot * : L
S e ) = S persons . ale’ Ih:. el Black Othe 16-1 / 20-2h 25 32¢. 35 49 " ,;rlct:.mued Vict:.rn:.zed
- Mot dmportart messure . (310.300) (1h9.2+00) (160 800) (264,300) (44, 600) (1,400) (32 500) (h? 700) (62 600) (63 600) (64.'700) (37.200) (188,000) " "~ *(122,200)" "
S etalt ot t100,0 00,0 11000 7+ 100,0 - "‘Do.o 1ooo:;_ 100.0. 1000‘.3 04¢ 1000"-‘ 100,0 - 71000 X
'* Personnel resources . : . i e e T ) S I : R
Total - S T 19,2 g L 1809 4,_?122‘.5 SR kil 2000 . %2043 22,1 -
More police 15,200 15,0 T 188, 39,00 10,80 AL T L 16,000 17,5 20,3 1. 16,
Better training .. k0 ek 306 T35 3.0 S kBl k0 248 e g
. ,0perational practlces . B e R R e e e B
Total . 5647348 59k 56:3%  59.0 D Bauk 616 66,0 T
Focusonmoreimportant T T el T T T T ) T B
duties, ete, ; 66 T e BB K 0,00 - i A3 1340 Col641 i3e1
‘Greater promptness; e’r.c. ARSI G2 151 118, e B (- N RS S - Y AR - 13 S 11
. Inereased traffic control 0.8 0.9 T 066 O "3 5 <208 2005 30,30 ARk 10,9
~ More police certain:- e S T L R S e G SO S
.. areas, times: . Cohi® 36,30 v 3Tk 8946 0 29-3; 34 5T 2bh 35:9 490 - »
Commuxuty relatlons RO B i e R e e Ty
Total . : 16 7 Co18,20 15,3 204304 -‘ '36-# ‘121.1‘; o ?—3,.6, i 21“2., 3,5 0" ,'16.1 ; : 9.9 e \5,6 i
Courtesy; att:r.tudes, etc. 11;.9. A 1B 42,27 30,90 20,1 20,9 T Bl 19,0 T BT gu0a B T
sonla e Dont d:.scrzminate . 1.8 . v‘]r_.B- 1.8 1420 Bk 1,0'0.:. R 247 U RE L L 0.8 205 e
*Other. Fa e BT RS e 2T 00,0 T L T 0BG B CBE 63N

S l\DTE' Data: based on question 12;b. -Detail may,nob add o total’ ‘because of . round:mg. F:.gures m parentheses refer to populatlon in’ the group.
B "Est:.mate, based on.zero. or.on abcut 10 or fewer ssmple cases is stat:.stlcally unrel:iab,e.w ! = Sl i
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Table 36. Most |mportant measure for lmprovmg
|oca| pollce performance :

(Percent digtribution of responses for the populatlon vge 16 and over)

o S g Personnel : Operatlonal : Communlty S an
: Populatlon.characterlstlc T Tobak. ‘resources. .. practises i+ relations . - Other

Sex, and age

. 16219 §16 300) o 400,00 it t+ Tl 5900
20-2), {23 600; LU 100.0 B N 1 21
. 25-3h - (31,600 S A0000 e 20uh T
3549 gso 5oo§ « T 10040 v 2006 D 53,30
50-61 (30,200 S 10000 Rad ol 582
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Vo e ,‘Wue : f = .
BT o LR : 1619 (26,000) . - < 100.0
L~ TR TR SO R B 10, BO0Y- <o 10040,
L T T 253k (51,900) e 00,0
‘35-49" 551.'700 N e 100,00
50-6, - (58,900 e 100:0
“ 65 and over (35 500) . “100,0
Black -~ . SR e
= 16190186, zeo; - 10000
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Table 37 Most |mportant measure for |mprovmg
; Iocal pollce performance '

(Percent dlstr:.butlon of Tesponses f.or the populatlon age 16 and over)

: - - Personnel : Operat:.onal . Community .
Population characteristic ; ,’Tot'al .- resources .. - practices. .~ relations. Other
Rdce, gex, and ‘age - oo s

_ White ' RhEe : .

- Male s B s - = S ; :
1619 (33,300} 100.0 2 12.8 6307 -17.9 5T
1 20-2) (19,700) . 100:0 . 1949 L8k - 23.1 8.6 -
25-31 (26,900 100.0 - . 2.9 B3 ©.20,2 A
35-49. (25, 100 S 2000 229 FE 1A .13.0 74
50-61 (27,200 7100.0 ‘23.1 5944 BT 8.7 .
~ 65 and crver (16 aoo) ©:100,0 21.0 . 665 5.7 6.8:
Female : . ; . L
- 16-19 (12,800 100.0 -.16.6 6146 18,3 - “3ddy
o 90=2h Ezo;voo X 100.0 17.8 58,7 18k 520
2531 (24,900 ks 100.0 23,7 53,3 16.4 6.7
3549 - gzé,'éoo 100.0 i R16 - 58,8 sdrez 8.3
- 50-64 - (31,600) 100.0 - gy o 6.2 7.6 7.6
65 and over (19 100) 100.0 23,7 65.9 S hib 5.8
Black ; : ‘ _ Er s
T 16197 (2,900 00,0 7 TA502 35,1 T 5.2 15,4
..20-2l - (3;900) - 100,01 38,0 o T Y T D 13.2
:25-3l,  (Ly500 10040, T 9L, : 37.3 v h1es 11,8
. 35=49 . (5,400) 00,0 . 100 .. L3017 38.7 . 7:8
--50-6k - (2,800 10040 o 1ke3 TR e 30,00 R GG
65 ‘and over. (800) 100.0. .7 - " 21647 Sl B030 25,0, 28,3 "
! Female .~ - : v [BERPE T R ‘

S 16+19 (3, 300v L ©100,0 g9 TN B R V11 20,0 7
'20~2, +(5;200) " 100,0° = 35,6 Vot ABhL *364k A5
25-3h 5 :900) - 100,0. 7 o 1044 e BQelin e BBy 3h. 1
-.35<49 - (63300) S0100407 g0 T 51,8 : 28,97 8.3
5061 (2,800 0007 s : l+9.8‘ SR 20,5
65, and over: (900) 10040 A e T e .110.0 - ok

NO’IE Data based on questlon 1hbs. " Detail may not add to total beceuse of roundmg. F:.gures

in. parentheses refer to populaticn in ‘the group..

. "Estn_mate, based On. zero or on about 10 or .f.‘ewer sample cases, 1s statlst:.cally unrellable




Mrlwaukee, July 1977

“_',',Survey mstrument

. Form NCS 6 the attrtude. survey mstrument B

; fv contams two batterles of questrons The ﬁrst of;

these _covering -items: 1 through 7, was used to S

. elicit'data from a knowledgeable adult member of
. -each household (i.e.; the household respondent).

Questlons 8 through 16" were asked dlrectly of

‘ ‘each household member age 16 and over,. inclad-.

' .:mg the ‘househald respondent. Unlike the proce-

fEa _dure followed in the vrcumlzatron component of -
“the: survey, there ‘was no provision for proxy re--
‘sponses on behalf of individuals who ‘were absent:

' “or mcapacxtated durmg the mtervxewmg period;
" ‘Data “on the characteristics: of those inter~

v ’;Vv1ewed as ‘well as details: concerning any expen—~

- 1eNces as victinis -of- the measured crlmes, were
: 'gathered with’ separate mstruments Forms NCS 3

: NCS 6: Followmg is'a facsimile of the latter ques-

o tlonnalre, supplemental forms were . available for

.use in: households ‘were ‘more than three persons

i :_‘ ‘weére . mtervrewed " Facsimiles of - Forms NCS 3

, and 4 have not been mcluded in this report, but
o can be found in Criminal Vlctrmrzatron Surveys n

)

%

X . and 4, Wthh were administered 1mmed1ately after‘ S

sl
ot
*
.
D E
s
e




| OMB. No, 41672052, Aggmval gxglres e 30,9978

1 FORM

(7:2-731

NCS6 B L Al e oL NOTICE .« Your report ‘to: the: Census -Bureay fs conﬂdemlzl by-law (Title 13, 0.5
R ; : . b o Code),: it may be .seen only hy sworn Cepsus employees and may- be used only for =}
statistical purposes. s n . X

i

5 DEFARTMENT OF COMMERCE - T,
SQCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINHTRATION
L BUREAU OF THE cENSUS B

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY’
' CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE ~

A Cnplm} numbes”

-5
=

“PSU Panel

e

* ATTITUDE QUESTIONNAIRE

i

[ T

B. Name of household head

C.- Reason fot nontaterview .

SCITYPEC

®

* - R, Why did you. ieave there?. Any other reason" iMaricalf thai applys
1 [:I Lacation. — closer. to job, (amtly. (rlends. school. shapping, etc., he(e

' zl:] Houge (apartment) or property characterlsﬂcs p slze, quality, -.:
yard space, etc, C

. 3[]Wanted better housmg. nwn hume
" 4[] Wanted cheaper hoising B
5[] No choice = evicted, building d tished, cond etc. .

GD Change In Viving arrangements « matitay stalus wanted
. to live alone, etc. .

-7 [ Bad element moving in
- 8 [Z]Crime in 0ld feighborhood, arra1d g .
s [T) Bidet iike neighbork ristics - eavit 9
problems: with nelghbnrs etc. - . ST e
o] Other—Specny EREY = UL

L,

{II more. than one. Ieaso")

b. Which reason would you say wés !he must Imponanl? b

Enrar Item number

5a. 1s there anything you don 1 like about |h|S nenghbe"mod?
oD No —SKiP to6a

7 AR ”1DTramc, parkmg F

o SEJTYPEA 7 : z{j‘TYPl-; B
. RaceTof head i o
@) (vl
R c.2[CJNegro T T
k e 3E]mher P
@D - o
L ) s CENSUS USE ONLY [
®; [©® |®
- HOUSEHOLD ATTITUDE QUESTIONS i &

_ Ask only househald respandent

1. "How long tiave y

Before we get {0 the major partion of the: sutvey, | would. like to nsk

* you a few questjons related to subjects which seem to'be of some ..

concern to people, -These questions ask you’ what ynu lhink what- -
“you feel; your at\\ludes and opinions. .,

ved at this address7

+[7] Less than 1 yeai ) |
REIEE BT ;,:xza . Sy
3[]3<5 years, o
4[]More than 5 years — SKIP to.59.

ves — What? Anything else? {Malkall that apply)

27} Environmental pichlems - msh, noise, uvevcmwdlng, etc. L
3] Crime. or fear of crime. . - :
&[] Pubtic transportation problem ..
:’5{7) Inadequate. schools, shopoing fac!hlles, eu:
‘o -8 {] Bad element moving i’ i
" 7] Problems with:neighbors, characterlsllcs of nelxhbms :
8[_]Other = Speclly

(Il more' than one answer) WL
b..‘Which. probfem would yuu say is the mest selimm T

el e Hem number

63: Do'you do your major food shopping in this: neighbmhood" B

@

"--2a, Why did yoii selgct this particular neughborhood7 Any ulher reason’ B

@ .

(Mark aII that apply}

istics = (ype o(
" streets, parks, etc.
“2["]Good sthools’:
3D5aie fiom, crime :
a10niy p!ace huuslng could bé (ound lac Vaf chaice
- s[Z] Price was right:

GL_J Location — clos€ to ]nb !amlly, Irlends school. shopplng. e, |

7 "'] fiouse. 1apa|\ment) of propeny charac(eﬂslics = s;ze quah\y,
+ yard space, etc, .

6" TAlways Tived in lhls nesghborhood
91"] Other Speclly

Gt} o [] Yes = SKIP ta7a k
k*j— _No'—Why not? Any nther mson7 {Mark.all that applyf
@ "1 3 [T] No'stores In neighborhood, others more conver

2] stoiss in neighborhood (nadequa!e ¥ pre(efs (beller)
stores’elsewhere . .

s[Z] High prices; commissary of Px cheaper v
s} Crime or feaiof cﬂme
o 5[:[ Other— Specity. !
i {it.moje than ond reasan}
B Whlch reason would you say i§’ the mosl Imparlant’

Enlar llam number-.

merchardise, 4o you USUALLY: go'to sum_\mn oF mimb«hood shopping

{1t mors than one reason).
. bi wmcn leason would you say was the most impurtanl?

Enteiticin umrbdr o=

centers or doyou shop Udowntown?":
L:}Suvburban or nelghborhnod

2 EE] Downtown: ;. i :
Wi s Thal? Any.other teason? arn aH that app:y}

.. When you shop for things.other than food; such as'clothin( and genem\g :

idyou live: betove you moved here’ e

- SKIP 10 &
1 zCllnside timits of this Eity KIP o

3{:}Somewhere else’in u,s, e Speclly?

Better parking, léss tramc
: Belter transportaﬂun

) fore convenient "

i HD Better, selecﬂon, more me

“s{Atrald cl crime

s, 6] store hours belter”

| g [ BettErprices :

'; sDPre(evs (bet\er) stoges, Iocahen sewlce, employees

“o[T]0ther = ~ Specity,’
- (1t more than-one (easan)
c. Wh:ch one would you sa

ntee Hent numbm

lNTERVIEWER ~Complele Interview with hausehold respondon

beglnn{ng wlm lnd(vldual A!muda Questlons.




INDIVIDUAL ATTITUDE. QUESTIONS Ask each household member 16 of older

 KEYER -~ BEGIN NEW RECORD

Q

LIne number |Name " R

CREGR

"2 "Moje | -

8a. How ofteq do you go.out in the evening Ior enlerlainment such as’
" to restaurants, theaters, ele.? .~
1] Once'a week: or more

2[:} Less {fian once a week
more than-ance.a month :

“3[7] About once & month

,[':_]2 or 3,!Imes a year . .
" 5[ JLess thai 2 or'3 times a -,
T year or never iy

*

b Do-jou go to these places more or less now Ihan you dlﬂ a year
or two.ago? :

1] About the same ~ SKiP ln Ghosk Ilem A ' s

®
o

" CHECK- g - Look at 11a and, b Was box 3 or 4 marked In elmer Item?
T ITEM B [CYes—Ask1ic 2 [C]NG <SKiP 1012

llc. Is the nelghborhood dangerous enough to make you think seriously -
* about moving somewhere else? - .

o[:|No SKiPito 12 . . : C
" Yes = Why don't yuu7 Any olher reason’ (Mark aII that epply)
“1[Jcan'tafford to . s Plan to move soon. "
g 2] Can'ttind other huusln’g ~ 6[JHealth'or age
: 3[CJRetatives, friends nearby - 7[_JOther = Spsclly? :
. 4DConvenlenl to wurk etc., T :

(It more than one reason)
d Whlch reason. would you say is the most mpmlanl7 s

Enler fom mmber

2 Placcs to go, people 4
D, togowith " BDActlvnles Job, ‘schoot -

SR ] | convenlence 5[] Crime orfear of crime
4TI Health {own) - SRR 1017 Want to,-like 1o, enjoyment
o 5|:]Tmnsportatlon i1 2] Other = Specity 5 :
! GDAge ' S E

: ? e[ ?
: SL__I Leiss Why Anyoh {feason? (Mark alI mm apply) ’
R 1DMoney sxluatlan 7(':] Fa'nin 1easons {marriage, .
 children, phrents) SRSE I

12. How do you think your neighborhood compares with others in thls
metropolitan-area in terms of crime? - Would you say it is =
1 [} Much more dangerous? - a[TJLess dangerous7
=[] More dangerous?. sDMuch less danmousz :
3] About average? -

. (it more than one-teason);
c. Which teasor: would you say |s Ihe most Importanl’
Epier ltem number '

s hox 1,2, 0r3 marked in Ba?
COATEMA . [CINo = sKiP:1o 9a EIVes—AsKad

)

d. When: you do ga out to.restaurants or theaters ln lhe evemng, isit
usually in the city or outside of the. clly :

T ustally In'the ity -~ ="

2] Usually outside of the city

3[7] Atiout equal — SKiP-to g

@
@

134, ‘Are there some parts of this metropolitan area where you have a

reason fo go o would Tike to go DURING THE DAY, but are alraid
"o because of fear of crime?. "

oo Ves-whlchsecluon(s)" i T

e

.q_Number ol speclllc placos mentloned

.. b, How:about AT NIGHT — are there some parts of this area where yonhate a
reason-to go or would. |ike to go but areafraid-to because of fear of crime?

: oD No Yes = V_Inicti section(s)? .

~—Number of specitic places mentioned

e Why do you, usuaily go {outside the nxty/ i the I:Ity)7 Any olher

-,

®

“T18aSON?(Maic all that apply) :

¥ E] More cunvenlent familiar; easler to gel Ihere, unly pIace avallable

2. ] Parking problems, teaffic

- 3[7}{Too much crime in othér place L b

A JMoetodo - o &

5[] Prefer (better) lacnlltles (restau(anls lheaIe(s, etc. )

-6 [} Moré eXpensive in other-area”
: 7[j Because of friends; telatives

8] Other — SPECI!y

*

(it mard than ane roason) v B
f. Which reason would you say is Ihe mosl |mporlant7

Enler item number

@

L c.‘How ahuut any.crimes wh[ch nay be happening in yous neighborhood -
- ‘would you say they.are committed:mostly by the- peop’lg’v(ho live B

9a;-Now 1'd like Yo get your opinions about ¢rime.in general.r
Within thé past year of two, do you think that crime in your

3[7] Incréased
ZE]DeCIeased S
 a[T)same~ SKIP toc

4[] Don't know — SKIP. fo
5[] Haven't lived-here
'that long =~ SKIP tac |

neighbothoed has® lncxeasnd decreased, or remained about the same?. - L.

b, Were you thinking about any specific Kinds of crifes when you saxd
‘you think crime in your neighborticod has (In""‘“"" /di
oTINo - oYes— WI‘aI klnds of crimes?

143, Would you say, in general, that your local pollce are doing a good

o ]Ob an-average job, ura poor job?-

“ v Goods,

. 303 F Punr
23 Average

‘a["Jpon't ko = SKIP {0158

b. -In‘what ways could they Impmve7 Any other ways? (Malk all that npply)
* 1 [] No-improvemsnt needed — = SKIP 10,153,

2] Hire more poticemen .
34 Concenlrata on more impurlant dutres, serlous crlme. elc. R '
“4{ 7] Be more: piompt, résponsive, alert-- e
s} improve tralnlns. faise qualirh.allons or pay, recruitment pollcies
'6 [} Be more cotirteous, imprave amtude, communi!y telations -
7[Z]Don't discriminiate

" 8] Need more tratfic controt

3 [T]Need more policemen of particular type (Iool, l:ar) in
~ certdin-areas. or at certain dimes

~a0{} Don't know .
11 ] Othér — Specity

{it-more lhen oné way}
¢, Which would you say.is. the fost |mporlant7

Enter Imm number

here In this neighbartiood or mostly by outsiders?
S 1[Z]No crimes happentng 3[]Outsiders: -,
- .. In'neighbarhood = 4[] Eqially by both
z[] People IIvlng here 5[] Bon't kinowi,

lﬂa Within the past year or two do:you think: that erime in the United

,’

Slates has lncreased decreased, or remained about the same?
A7 Increased: 3[7] Same.

ASKb . SKiP ro tra .
2[} Decraaséd “a[") Don't know }

b fere you Ihmklngabou! any specific kinds of crimes’ When you sald
- you think crime In the ... has (incra.g;ed/decreased)’ B
“Yes: Wl-al kinds of cdmes?

=

. 15a, Nowi | have some more questions about yoir opinions conceming cume,
" Please take this card, . (Hend rs Atlitude F NCS-574) -

Look at the FIRST. set-of stalements Which one doyou agree with most?

oA D My ¢hdnces. of being attacked or: rohbed have GONE' UP
in-the past few years

]:]My chances of belng anacked or rbbed have GONE DOWN
-in the past few years

‘3 DMy chances of belng aItacked ‘or robbed haven't changed
in thepas$ few years

- 4E| No oplnIon

b. Which of the SECUND group do you agree wIIh most? -

it [} Crifie Ts L:ESS Serfous than the newspapers and TV say
zD Crime Is MORE: -serfous than the. newspapers and TV say
3 E] Crime Is about as' serjous as Ihe newspapers and TV say
-4 E] No opInInn

lln. Huw safe.do you feel of would you reel belng out alone in your -
‘ nelghborhood AT HIGHT .
A Vepysate <3 Somewhat unsafe,

(") Reasonably safe- - - - 4[] Very unsafe

b How about DURING THE DAY = how sale do youi feel or would
you feel belng out'alone in your. .neighbothood?
AT Very safe

: 4[] Somewhat tinsafe ’
23] Reasonably sale -

Al very-unsate - g

367

16a; Do you think PEOPLE'IN GENERAL have Iimnted or changed their:
acuvmes in the pnst {ew years bccause they are aImd of crime?

s[]ves 2[Na: -

bs Do you. think that most. PEOPLE IN THIS NEIGHBORHOOD Tave Jimited or
. changed their activities Tnthe past few years becauselluyafe aInId of crim’

173 Yes 2{TNo

* - & In general, have YOU 1tinited or chanzed you; activllies in Ihe past Iw
- years because of crime?

lDYes zleo

GRM N‘c5-o TSN

: Pagez !

TERVIEWER canllnue Interview with this respondenr on Ncs-a
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* victimization sample

Appendlx o

- ‘Techmcal mformatlon AE
3 and rellablllty of the estlmates

. Survey results contamed m ﬂ'llS pubhcatlon are’
“based on data gathered durmg early 1974 from’

persons. residing within the. city limits of Mrlwau—

such -, as -dormitories,

correctional facility inmates, were not under con-

'51deratron With these exceptions, all persons’ age
© 16 and over living in units designated for the sam-
ple were eligible to be interviewed. ,

- Each interviewer’s first contact” wrth a unit se-

lected. for the survey was in person, and,- if it

" were not - possnble to secure’ interviews with all eli- -

grble members of the household dunng ‘the initial

- visit, mtervreWS by telephone were . permtssrble
. thereafter. Proxy Tesponses. were not . permitted
. for the attitude survey. Survey records_were. pro-
cessed and welghted ‘yielding results representas
tive both of the city’s population as ‘a whole and -
~~ of various sectors within the population.. Because
b they are based on'a sample survey rather than af.
' complete enumeratlon, the results are estrmates

“Sample design and size r; e
Estimates’ from ‘the survey are based on’ data' :
2 obtamed from a stratrﬁed sample The basic frame

Tooming

. among ehgrble resrdents

= ihead of household (whrte or: other than whlte)
"Housmg units vacant at the' time of the Census

were. assrgned to- an’ addmonal four strata, where
they were dlstnbuted ‘on.. the basis of rental or

fproperty value. " A smgle stratum mcorporated o
| group quarters, ‘

To account for umts burlt after the 1970 Cen_f e

sus, a sample was drawn; by means of.an inde-
" kee,  including those hvmg incertain. types‘ of =
_ group “quarters,
““ houses, and rehgtous group dwellings. Nonresi

‘dents of the city, including tourists and commut--’

‘ers, did not fall within the scope of the survey.

’ Snmllarly, crewmembers of “merchant vessels,

‘Armed Forces personnel living in military bar- -
~ racks, and institutionalized persons, ‘such’ as

pendent clerical operation; of ‘permits 1ssued for . '

~the construction of residential housmg within ‘the

city. This enabled the ;proper representatlon in the

’survey of persons occupymg housmg bmlt after S

1970." 5
“In order to develop the. half sample requxred for S

~the. attitude survey, each unit was randomly: as- ~

slgned to 1’ of 12 panels ‘with “units .in the first 6: '
panels being designated for the attitude survey:
‘This. procedure: resulted in the selecnon of 6,077

" housing units. During' the survey period, 623 of

these units were=found to be vacant, demolished,

: “converted to nonresrdentral use, temporarily occu- - o
pied by nonre31dents or otherwrse mellglble for-

both the victimization and attitude surveys. Atan *
additional 211 units visited by interviewers it was = . -
impossible to conduct interviews because the .

“occupants could not be: reached after repeatedf’:v
~calls, did not wish' to partrcrpate in- the survey, or :
L Were . unaVallable for -other . reasons, - -Therefore,

interviews were taken with the occupants of 5,243
housmg units, -and the rate of partrcrpatlon among e
units quallﬁed for 1nterv1ewmg was 96.1: percent L
Participating units were occupied by a total of =
10,627 persons age 16 and over, ‘or an average of -

" two resrdents of the relevant ages per unit. Intei- S
“views were conducted with 10,094 of these per-:

sons, resulting:in a response rate: of 95 0 percent"

from- Wthh the attitude sample was drawn— the =

City’s complete housmg inventory, as determmed‘ ’
by the 1970 Census of Population and Housmg—— e
© ‘was the same as ‘that for the victimization survey.
A de(ermmatlon ‘was. made that a sample roughly
“half the size of . ‘the. victimization sample would
. yreld enough attrtudmal data on. whxch to base re--
~ liable estimates. For the purpose of selectmg the :
R the ~city’s. housmg ‘units -
S ‘were. dlstnbuted among 105 strata on’ the basis of '
" various ; characteristics.’ ‘
‘_-comprlsed ‘the ma]orrty, were grouped into 100
‘$trata’ defined by a combmatlon of the followrng o
* characteristics: type ‘of ‘tenure (owned or rented), ’
" number of household members (five categories); .
8 household mcome (ﬁve categorles), and race of.

Occupted umts

‘ Estlmatlon procedure

_were assigned either of two: sels of ﬁnal tabulatlonff,
S wetghts one for the records of mdwrdual respond- (4
ents-and’ another for those of household respond-

“which. s
lowmg steps determmed the taoulatlon werght for

“an mtegral part of th :
‘_attttude data gathered from- mdlwdual respond-n’__
ents: (I) a basrc Wenght reﬂectlng the selected o “

" Data records. generated by the attltude survey S

‘ents. In each case, - the final welght was the prod--

fuct of two elements——a factor' ,of roughly twrce’ ;'

estlmates and ‘a ratio estrmatron factor The fol-

stlmatlon procedure for. =~ a




~unit’s probability of being included in the sample; .
’(2) a factor to compensate for the: subsamplmg of
. units; a srtuatlon that arose in instances where the -
' interviewer “discovered ‘many. ‘more “units at the
. sample address than had been listed in the de-

~cennial Census; (3) a- wrthm-household noninter-

U view ad;ustment to account for situations where

“‘at-least one but not all eligible persons in a house-
'k hold were interyiewed; (4) -a household nonmter- o
ooview adjustment to account for households ‘quali< )
- fied to partlcrpate in the survey ‘but from which an

"‘mtervxew was not .obtained; (5) a household ratio * - o
- standard error may ‘be used o construct a confi-

i estimate factor for brmgmg estlmates developed

. from the sample of 1970 housmg units into adjust-
. ment with the complete Census . count of such

units;and (6) a populauon ratio’estimate factor that

‘brought the: sample. estimate intc accord ‘with

- post-Census; estimates of the population age 12

and over-and adjusted the data for possible biases.
resulttng from undercoverage or overcoverage of

~ the population.

i -of ‘error in the tabulated ‘survey results. It also
- compensated for the: excluston from each stratum
: ,of any households already included in samples for

i ‘, ;household P}no estimator was not applled to in-
: "tervre\ records gathered from restdents of~ group -

- For househio, mvnctlmlzatrcn data (and att|tur’e data
“from househo:u respondents), the final ‘weight
mcorporated all of the steps descrnbed above ex—k

The: household ratio estrmahon procedure (step

'5) achieved a slight reduction in the extent of -

samphng variability, thereby reducmg the ‘margin

celtam -other  Census- Bureau programs. - The

quarters\gr cf units constructed after the Census.

. cept the third and sixth.

The ratio esttmatlon factor, second element of

-the ﬁnal welght was an adjustment for brmgmg'f'.
" -data from the attitude survey (which, as indicat-
--ed, was based on a half sample) into accord with

data from the: v1ct1mtzatton survey (based on the

~ whole. sample). ThlS ad]ustment required because .
. the “attitude  sample . was randomly constructed -
from the victimization sample, was used for the
age sex and racecharactenstlcsof respondents e

' Beliabllrty of estlmates

- As prevrous!y noted survey results contamed mg
-,',thts report are est|mates ‘Despite. ‘thes precaunons :
. “taken to minimize: samphng variability, the esti-
. “mates are subject to errors arising from the fact
o ~that the sample employed was only one of a large-‘_, 2
. k”'}number .of possible samples of equal size that
‘;'could have been used applymg the same sample

dence interval, S
“scribed probability that it would include the aver-
~age result of all possrble samples. The average, -
value of all possible samples may or may not be -
contained 'in any particular computed interval.
However, the chances are about 68 out of 100 ,
that a survey-derived estimate would dlﬂ:’er from .

ules, instructions, and interviewers.

‘design and selection procedures. Estimates de-
‘rived from different samples may vary somewhat;
“they also may differ from figures developed from
~the. average of all possible samples, even if ‘the -

- surveys were administered with. the same sched-

The standard ‘error. of a- survey estimate is- a

‘k measure of the variation among estimates fromall =~
~possible samples and is, therefore a gauge of the ...
_precrslon with which the estlmate from a particu- o
lar’ sample approximates the average result of all

possible samples. The estimate and-its associated

that is, an ‘interval, having 2 pre—

the average result of all possrble samples: by less

than one standard error. Similarly, the chances k
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would L

be less than 1.6 times the standard €rTor; about 95

The 68 percent confidence interval is defined as the

range of values given by.the estimate minus the . '
" standard error and: the estlmate plus the standard "
_error; the chances are 68 in 100 that the' average -
“value of all possible samples would fall within that
- range. Similarly, the 95 percent. ‘confidence’ lnter- :
“val is defined as the estlmate plus or. mmus two

standard errors..

In addition to samplmg error , the estlmates pre-. o
sented in- this report are sub]ect to: nonsamplmg T
“error, chiefly’ affecting the accuracy of -the disting-" "
‘,tlon between victims “and nonv1ct1ms A major

source of nonsarnplmg error is related to the abili-

out of 100 that the drﬁerence would be 2.0 times
the standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that e
" it would be less than 2.5 times the standard error. *

Sty of respondents to recall. whether or. not they -
were v1ct1mlzed durmg the 12 months pnor to.the -
‘.trme of 1nterv1ew Research on Tecall mdlcates
that the: abrhty to remember a crime varies with
~ the trme interval between victimization and inter- =~ =
: ~_~v1ew thie type of ‘crime, and, perhaps, the socio- ...
demographic. characterrstrcs of the. respondent.

Taken together, recall problems may result. in an
understatement of the “true’’ number of " victim- -

ized persons and households ‘as defined: for the "
purpose of ‘this report. Another source. of non-
«jsamplmg error pertalmng to victimization experi-. -
*ence involves telescoping, or bringing within the

o
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Vappropnate l”-month reference perlod vrctrmrz%
~“tions that occurred before or after th(‘ close ot’ the
: «penod :

probaoly Weakened  the dlfl?erentlatron between i
these- would not have *
affected the data on personal attrtudes or behav- -
ior. Nevertheless, such data may have been af-
~ fected by nonsampling errors resuiting from lncom—'
plete Or eIToneous responses,: systematrc mlstaxes ‘

‘victims “and nonvrctlms

introduced by interviewers, ‘and improper coding

and processmg of data. Many of these errors also: .

~would occur in a. complete census. Q/uﬂhty confrol

measures, such as mterv1ewer .observation and a: -
reinterview program, as well as edit procedures in . -

the field and at the clertr‘al .and computer process-

ing stages, were utilized to keep such errors at an

‘ acceptably low level. As calculated for thls sur-

vey; the standard: errors: partlally measure only"
‘those random nonsampling - érrors  arising from’

response - and -interviewer etrors, they do not,
’ however, take into: acbount any systematrc biases
in the data. -

Regardmg the rellablhty of data, it should be

mnoted that estimates based on zero or on ‘about 10
- or-fewer sample cases have been considered unre- ;

- liable. Such’ estimates  are 1dent1ﬁed in footnotest

“ to the data tables and were ‘not used for purposes .

' rof analysrs in. this report. For Mrlwaukee, a mini- "

: mum ‘weighted estimate of 400 was considered -
statlstrcally reliable, as was any percentage based
on such a ﬁgure :

Computatlon and applrcatron
- of the standard error

- vidual or household respondents standard errors-
'dlsplayed on tables ‘at ‘the:‘end of, this appendrx
can ‘be used for gaugmg samplmg varrabrhty

These errors are. approx1matlons and suggest an ,fk
. order of ‘magnitude of the standard error -rather '

_than the precise error assocxated wrth any given'

*. " estimate. Table I contains standard error approxi- .

mations applrcable to- mformatron from mdwtdua[

~ respondents,and Table 11 gives errors for data dp-
- -rived from household . respendems ‘For percent--

ages: no(, peclﬁcally lisied in “the tables linear
mterpolatr@n must be used to approx1mate the
standard €rror, :
- To 1llustrate the apphc*rtlon of standard errors
Sine measurmg samplmg varlablhty, Data Table 1'in-

o

kee resrdents age 16 and over (489 800 persons)

£

_fbeheved crlme\ in the Umted States had mcreased
- Two-way’ Jmear mterpolatron of data lrsted in Ta— S e
" ble T would ‘yield a standard error of about 0.4 = -~
<" Although' the’ prob!ems of recall and telescopmg;

. estimate” considered separately. "As .an example e
© Data Table 12 shows that 38.3 percent of males e

*.alonein the nerghborhood at night,"a difference of - B

A

- about 0.7 (males) ‘and 0.4 (females). Using theﬁ o
\formula described ‘previously, the standard: error,

: proximately 0:8. Thus, ‘the’ conﬁdence interval dt
f;r
‘ 0 8) and at twg standard errors from 27:6.t0-30:8; _

, i L - , The ratio.of ‘a dlfference 10 its- standard error: de-‘
For surve Y estifnates relevant to e‘.ther the mdr-'

~the 95 percent confidence. level (or higher); a‘ratio ..

 difference (29.2) to the standard error ({) 8) dis :

- this_report shows that 81.1° percent. of ‘all Milwau-

L

N

-percent Consequently, chances:are 68 out of 100': G e
that the estunated percentage of 81, 1 would be

~within 0.4 percentage pomts of the average result b

from all possible ‘samples; ‘i.e., the 68 Lercent&.
‘confidence interval ‘associated wrth the estimate: - =
would be. from™ 80.7 to 81.5, Furtnermore, the =
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated per- - w '
centage would be roughly within 0.8 percentage]*.g t
points of the average for all samples; i.e., the 95 R
percent confidence interval would be about 80.3
‘to 81.9 percent.. Standard _errors -associated with
data from household Tesporr 'lents are ca]culated m-;] e
the same manner, using Tauviell. . . i ;
In comparing two sample estlmates the stand— T
'ard error of the dlfference between the two ﬁgures; SR

“sum of the squares of the standard errors of each

N

and 9.1 percent of females felt: very safe: when out
)/2 percentage points. . The- standard error “for

‘each. estimate,. determined’ by mterpolatron Wasﬁ o

f*the drfference between 38.3 and 9. 1 percen\ tS\ ,

-expressed as V(072 + (0.4)2, ‘which' equals ar

one standard étror around the dltference of 29.2
would be- from -28.4 to 30.0 (292 plus or mmus,

finiés a value that can be equated to a level of sig-
'mﬁcance For . example a ;\rano of about 2 0 (or - ‘
more) denotes that the difference is significant at = |

yrangmg between ‘about 1.6 and 2.0 mdrcates that' S
“the . difference  is srgmﬁcant at a. conﬁdence leVel

~between 90 and. 95 percent' and a ratio of less/
_than about 1.6 deﬁnes alevel of: conﬁdence below '

90 percent.: In the above example the ratio of ‘the:

requal t036.5, a figure. well above the. 2.0 minimum
¢ level of confidence apphed in this report Thus, 1t: -
“was concluded that the ' difference between the .

L two proportlons was statrstrcally significant.- For =

om  household. respondents, the b

- data gathered

: ;stgmﬁcance of 'drﬁ‘erences between\ two. samp|e7 P

estimates is tested by the same procedure, usmg‘,
standard errors m Tabl.’ :
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Table | Indwrdual respondent data' Standard error approxrmatlons for estrmated percentages

L i~ ;}’ _;f S :"» "x‘ k- o ‘ “; - : k (68 charides out of 100)

; : 4l e L S : Est1meted percent of answers by individugl resgondents i L SRS SRR
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Table II Household respondent data' Standard errur approxrmatmns for estlmated percentages :
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= (68 chances out ‘of 100) : S f05‘
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Age—The appropriate age ‘category is deter- ﬁ_
mined by each respondent’s age as of -the last day‘

of the month preceding the interview.

Annual family income—Includes the mcome

the 12 months preceding the interview and in-

- cludes wages, salaries, net income from business

or. farm, pensions, interest, drvrdends rent, and

any other form of monetary income. The income:
‘of ‘persons. unrelated to the head of household is

excluded.

__Assault—An unlawful physrcal attack, whether ’
sagoravated or simple, upon a person. Includes

attempted assault with or without a weapon. Ex-
cludes rape and attempted rape, as well as attacks
involving theft or attempted theft, which are clas-
sified as robbery '

Burglary—-Unlawful or forcible entry of a resi-
dence, ‘usually, but not necessarily, attended by
theft. Includes attempted forcible entry.

of the household head and all other related per-
sons residing in the same household unit. Covers’

i

Uentral city—The largest city of a standardv

metmpolttan statistical area (SMSA).

Commulmty relations—Refers to question 14b
(ways of improving police performance) and in-
cludes two response categories:
teous,
and ““Don’t discriminate.”

Downtown shopping area—The cenfral shop-

ping dtstrrct of ‘the. city where the respondent'~
lives.

Evening entertamment——Refers to entertain-

ment available in public places, such as restau-

rants, theaters, bowling alleys, nightclubs, bars,
ice cream parlors, ¢tc. Excludes club meetings,,

" shopping, and social visits to the homes of rela-

tives or acquamtances

’ General merchandrse shoppmg-—-Refers to'
'shoppmg for gocds other than food
’clothmg, furmture housewares etc, :

“Be more cour-:
improve ' attitade, community - relations’

.such as

Head of household—For classification purpos-~

head person. In husband—wrfe households, the

husband arbltranly is considered fo be the head.,
In other households, the head person is the indivi--
dual so regarded by its members; generally, that
person is the chief breadwinner. -
" Household—Consists of the occupants of sepa-
rate hvmg quarters meeting erther of the followmg

. es, only one 1nd1V1dual per household can be the-

“answer the *

.crtterla (l) Persons whether present or temp(,mr_ S

ily absent; whose usual. place of residence is the -

shousmg unit in questton or (2) Persons stavrng i
“the housmg unit who have no usual pldce of resr-f B
v 'dence elsewhere. :

Household attitude

Househoid Iarceny—Theft or attempted theft

~of property or cash from a residence or its imme--

diate vicinity. Forcrbld entry, attempted forcrble

entry, or unlawful entry are not involved.
Household respondent—A knowledgeable

adult member of the household, most frequently

* the head of household or that person s spouse. .
For each househoid, such a per son. anSWers the '

“‘household attitude questions.”” :
individual athtude queshons—ltems 8

’ through 16 of Form NCS 6. The questions apply :

to each person, not the entrre household

lndrvrdual respondent—-—Each person age 16 =

and over, mcludmg the household respondent
who parthlpateS in the survey All sttch persons

mdrvrdual attitude questldns o
" Local police—The police force m the crty

~where the respondent lives at lhe tlme of the in-
ktervrew

Major food shoppmg——Refers to shoppmg for
the bulk of the household’s groceries.

Measured cnmes—For the purpgse of llns
report, the offenses are rape, personal robbery,:
assault, personal larceny, burglary, household lar-
ceny, and motor velucle theft as determgned by .
the vrchmrzatton cc‘mponent of the survey. In-
cludes both completed andlatlemple(l dcts that
accurred durmg the 12 months pnor to the month;
of interview. )

Motor vehicle theft-——Steahng or unauthorrzed
takmg ‘of a motor vehicle, including: attempts at
such acts. Motor vehrcles include automoblles
trucks, motorcycles and any . other motorized
vehrcles legally allowed on publlc roads and htgh-
ways

Nerghborhood-The general vrcmtty of the
respondent S dwelltng The boupdaries of a neigh-
borhood define an area wrth whlch the respondent_
identifies. = ‘

Nonvictlm——See “Not vncumrzed " below o

“Not vrcttmtzed-—For the purpose of this report vi
persons ‘not categorlzed as" vrctrmlzed" (s¢ jibe—
low): are consldered not vrctrmtzed o

o

, questlons—ltems 8 ORI
-through 7 of Form NCS 6. For households that' =~
consist of more than .one. member, the. questrons
~apply to the entire household. Lo



“ rate,’ ~
e Robbery-—Theft or attempted theft,

Oﬂender-—'l’he perpetrator of a crime,

Operatlonal practrces——Refers to question l4b ‘,
(ways of rmprovmg police performance) -and in-
‘ ,cludes four. res; onse categones “Concentrate on-.
. more important
“more. prompt,

dutres senous crime; etc.’’;
responswe, alert’’;

“Need more
‘ traﬁ‘ic control’”;

force or threat of force) or without direct contact

. be(ween victim and offender. :
. Personnel resources—Refers to quesuon 14b
_:(ways of - |mprovmg polrce performance) and in-
- cludes two response categories: “‘Hire more pol-
" icemen’” and “lmprove training, raise qualu[rca— k

~ tions or pay, recruitment policies.’” ' .

" 72 Race—Determined by the interviewer upon
. Lol)servaltlon and 'asked only - about persons  not
) related to the “head of household who were not

present at the time of .interview. The. racial cate-

s gories: distinguished are white, black, and other-

The category * ‘other’” consists mamly of American

~ Indians and/or persons of Asian ancestry.

Rape——Carnal knowledge. through -the use - of

k' force of she threat of force,. mcludmg attempts.
“'Statutory rape (wrthout torce) is -excluded. In-

cludes bolh heterosexual and homosexual rape.
Rate of vnctlmlzatlon-—See “Victimization
* below: j

- from a person, of prOperty or: cash by force or
“threat of force, with or without a weapon; -
Series victimizations—Three or more criminal

directly

: .and- ““Need more policemen of

Cn partlculal type (foot car) m certain areas or at
© certain times,”

Personal larceny—Theft or attempted theft of -

' property or. cash, either w1th contact (but without

V|ct|m—See “Vlctlmlzed » below i
Victimization—A specnﬁc cnmmal act as it

affects a single victim, ‘whether a person or house—:'
~ hold. In criminal acts against. persons, the number‘ o
uBe H

of ‘victimizations is determined by the number of
victims of such acts. Each cnmmal act against. a«y
household is assumed to involve a smgle vrcum ;

" the affected household. . = RN

_ Victimization rate—-—For crimes. agams( per—
sons, the victimization rate, a measure of occur-'
rence among population groups -at risk, is comput-

“ed on the basis of the number of victimizations

per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over. For
crimes against households, victimization rates are -
calculated on the basis of the number of victimi-
zatlons per 1,000 households. :

* Victimized——For the purpose of this | reporl
persons are regaraed as ‘“*victimized” if they meet
either of two criteria. (1) They personally expen-‘
enced one or more of the following criminal vic-

“timizations during the 12 months prior . to the

‘month " of jinterview: rape, personal robbery, as-

sault, or personal larceny. Or, (2) they are mem-

bers of a household that experlenced one or more
of the following cnmmal victimizations during the
same time frame: burglary, household larceny, or

.motor vehlcle theft:

events srmnlar, if not-identical; in nature and- m-“

curred by a person unable to identify separately

the detarls of -each act, or, in some cases, 10 re--

" count aecurately the {otal number of such acts.

L The térm. is apphcable to each of the crimes mea-
b 9ured by the. vrctrmszaglon component of the sur- ‘

vey
Suburban o.if nelghborhood
areas—Shoppmg (:enters or districts either ‘out-

srde the city limits or-in outlymg areas of the cuyvk‘:

fear the respondent S resrdence.

shoppmg o
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usen EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE Sl e e

Mllwaukee. ‘Public: Attltudes About Crlme
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Dear Reader 5

- ‘The Law Enforcement Assustance Admlmstratlon is mterested in your comments and suggestlons o
“about this report. We have provuded this form for whatever opinions you wish to express about it Please

- cut out both of these pages, staple them together on-one corner, and fold so that the Law Enforcement
Assistance- Administration address appears on the outslde -After foldmg, use tape to seal closed No

i postage stamp is:necessary.

Thank you for your help."

" 1. For what purpose did you use this report?

2. For that purpose, the report— CIMet most of my needs [1Met some of my needs [1Met none of my needs -

3. How will this report be useful to you?

-] Teaching material -

[ pata source - k R 7 O other (please specify)

- Reference for article or report [ . - DOwin not be useful to me (please explain) ___

(] Generat informati‘on :

- D Cnmlnal justsce program plannlng

4 Whlch parts of the repdrt if any, were dlfflcult to understand or use’ How could they be lmproved?

[

e
)




[

7 Please suggest other topics you: would like to see addressed i in future analytlc reports usmg Natlona! Cnme .
Survey vqcﬂmlzatlon and/or att!tude data. - . . :

.[3 Researcher

o :D Educator
: D Student

! g - s iu:
E’ Cnmmal |ust|ce agency omployea :

i :D Governmant other than cnmmal jushce Spec:fy

8 In what capaccty d|d you use thns report’ ’ E

:lj Othar # Specify

RSy

“Page Z. "ﬂ




9. If you used thls report asa governmental employee, please |nd|cate the level of government. ;

JD Federal . : ’ S > T Dc.zy
L__l State- V'V U B s o ‘ ,D Otlrer,-Speerff;,v 2
3 Counr‘y-

10 Iy you used thrs report asa crlmmal justlce agency employee, please mdlcate the sector in whrch you work

‘ D Law enforcement (pollce) L By s , " - Correctrons
D Lega| services and PVQSocut;on L - OParcle ,
- El Public or private defenm‘servioes ) i R D Cnmmal )ushce planmng agencv :
i} .Courls or}court»administr‘a'tion : SRR ] other crlmlnal justlce agency Speclfy rype ,‘-‘:

D v Pro‘baition

11 If you used thls report asa crlmmal 1ust|ce employee, please mdtcate the type of posrtlon you hold.

- Mark all that app/y
B Agencv or institution admlnrslrator g L o [J Program or project maﬂﬁﬂer .
a0 General program planner/avaluator/analvst ‘ S ; D Statistici‘an : |
2 "D Budget planner/evaluator/analyst - ' : ‘D drher :.Specify

3 Op;eratrons or managemeng planner/evaluaror/analyst

12, Additional comments

&
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e Natlonal Criminal Justice Information and Staustlcs Serv:ce
i:aw Enforcement Assistance Admlmstrauon
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Waahmgton, D.C. 20531
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: "_.."_..'1_'.;.;:__;__~_b;;‘_g_++...i_:..m‘.:;‘_,-.,_ cuT ALbNG THIS LINE _,_-;..--.... o

. - o 8
--------------------------------------------------- -------‘-H--
. » : .

e
R

 NCJ-46240
© SD-NCS—C-25

The National Cnmmal Justice Reference Servxce (NCJ RS) abstracts documents pubhshed in-the cnmmal Justlce ﬁeld Persons
. who are registered with the Reference Service recejve announcements of documents in their stated fields of interest and order
. forms for free.copies of LEAA and NCJISS pubhca'uons If you are not registered with the Reference Servme, and wxsh to be,:

please provxde your name and mailing address below and check the appropnate box

i Do : T : . e

P
: S ) 3 i i
[Name - o , T T T -7 -‘Telephone B N N C e
T v : ' ' (' SHRE - ~|. "B Pleasesendmea .
S S SRR S ~.'NCJRS reglstration
Number and street . . . . % Ll e ferme
Y ; o : o ' S " O Pleasesend metho .
~ ‘ - - : e i reportslisted o
.c’ny o . SRS Sy State RS . i ZIPVCodve> ,below. : e
(Fold here) ’

X’i
g / -
R /
us. D'-'PARTMENT ‘OF JUSTICE"
Law Enforcemant Assistance Admlmstratnon : . . L o
Waahmgton, D.C.. 20531 : : : SIORE B .
' SE e G R S POSTAGE AND FEES PAID.
e SR REE R L U:S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
' JUS-436 -
_User Serwces Departmemz R e S

“.National Criminal Justice Reference Servnce
- Law Enforcement Assistance Admmlstratlon
~ - U.S. Department of Jushce
Box 6000
Rockvulle, Maryland 20850

(Fold here)

Ifyou W1sh to receive coples of any of the Natlonal Cnmmal Justme Informatlon and Statlstxcs i
Service. reports. Tisted inside the:front cover, please list them below and mclude your name and ad-
dress in thc space provlded above : R S o

TN

e




i

£
P

° -
o
W
i
<

,“" ,




I g :
* - . :
Eord
e Do
[~
&
f i \ -
7‘ - " - )
[ - A
|
| . .
7 . . - i = L
i . nnx
i -






