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Preface 

The crim@ SHrtistics and selected analytical findings 
p1'i;t;\mteiJ in this report derive from victimization 
surveys conducted under the National Crime Survey 
program. Based on continuing surveys of a 
representative national sample of households and 
businesses, the program was created to assess the 
character and extent of selected forms of criminal 
victimization. The surveys have been designed and 
conducted for the Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. 
This publication contains data about selected crimeb 
of violence and theft for calendar year 1976 for the 
Nation as a whole. It succeeds Criminal Victimization 
in the United States. 1975. (1977). 

As presently constituted, the National Crime 
Survey focuses on certain criminal offenses, whether 
completed or attempted, that are of major concern to 
the general public and law enforcement authorities. 
For individuals, these offenses are rape, robbery, 
assault, and personal larceny; for households, 
burglary, household larceny, and motor vehicle theft; 
and for commercial establishments, burglary and 
robbery. In addition to measuring the extent to which 
such crimes occur, the surveys permit examination of 
the characteristics of victims and the circumstances 
surrounding the criminal acts, exploring, as appro­
priate, such matters as the relationship between 
victim and offender, characteristics of offenders, 
victim self-protection, extent of victim injuries, 
economic consequences to the victims, time and place 
of occurrence, use of weapons, whether the police 
were notified, and, if not, reasons advanced for not 
informing them. 

Although the program has a general objective of 
developing insights into the impact of selected crimes 
upon victims, it is anticipated that the scope of the 
surveys will by modified periodically so as to address 
other topics in the field of criminal justice. In ad.' 
clition, continuing methodological studies are 

,expected to yield refinem,ents in survey 
questionnaires and procedures. 

Information in this report was derived from 
interviews with about 136,000 occupants of some 
61,000 housing units and with about 41,000 
businesses. The housing units and businesses were 

representative of those in the 50 States and the 
District of Columbia. Respondents for the 1976 data 
were interviewed at 6-month intervals during the 
course of the appropriate data collection period. 
Eliminated from conr,ideration were crimes 
experienced by U.S. residents outside the country and 
those involving foreign visitors to this country. 
Respondents furnished detailed personal and 
household data (or information about commercial 
establishments), in addition to particulars on the 
criminal acts they incurred. 

For crimes against persons, National Crime Survey 
results arci based on either of two units of measure­
victimizations or incidents. A victimization is a 
specific criminal act as it affects a single victim. An 
incident is a specific criminal act involving one or 
more victims and one or more offenders. For reasons 
discussed in the technical notes (Appendix V), the 
number of personal victimizations is somewhat 
greater than that of the personal incidents. As applied 
to crimes against households or commercial 
establishments, however, the terms "victimization" 
and "incident" are synonymous. 

All statistical data in this report are estimates 
subject to both sampling and nonsampling error. 
Information obtained from sample surveys rather 
than complete censuses is usually affected by 
sampling error. Nonsampling error consists of any 
other kinds of mistakes, such as those resulting from 
faulty collection or processing; these errors can be 
expected to occur in the course of any large-scale data 
collection effort. As part of a discussion of the 
reliability of estimates, these sources of error are 
discussed more fully in Appendixes III and IV. It 
should be noted at the outset, however, that with 
respect to the effect of sampling error, t1Istimate 
variations can be determined rather precisely. In the 
Selected Findings section of this report, categorical 
statements involving comparisons have met statistical 
tests that the differences are equivalent to or greater 
than two standard errors, or, in other words, that the 
chances are at least 95 out of 100 t.hat each difference 
described did not result solely from sampling 
variability; qualified statements of comparison have 
met significance tests that the differences are within 
the range of 1.6 to 2 standard errors, or that there is a 
likelihood equal to at least 90 (but less than 95) out of 
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100 that the difference noted rHd not result solely from 
sampling variability. These conditional statements 
are ""haracterized by use of the term "some 
indication. " 

The 107 data tables in Appendix 1 of this report 
display statistics that formed the basis for the selected 
findings. The four appendixes that follow contain 
materials to facilitate further analyses and other uses 
of the data. Appendix II contains facsimiles of the 
questionnaire forms used in conducting the 
household and commercial surveys. Appendixes III 
and IV have standard error tables and guidelines for 
their use. The latter two appendixes also include 
technical information concerning sample de,~ign, 
estimati01i procedures, and sources of nonsampling 
error. Appendix V consists of a series of technical 
notes, covering topics discussed in the selected 
findings and designed as guides to the interpretation 
of survey results. 

Attempts to compare information in this report 
with data collected from police agencies by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation and published 
annually in its report, Crime in the United States, 
Uniform Crime Reports, are inappropriate because of 
substantial differences in coverage between this 
survey and police statistics. A major difference arises 
from the fact that police statistics on the incidence of 
crime are derived principally from reports that 
persons make to the police, whereas survey data in­
clude crimes not reported to the police, as well as 
tl'ose that are reported. Personal crimes covered in 
the survey relate only to persons age 12 and over, 
whereas police statistics count crimes against persons 
of any age. Furthermore, the survey does not 
measure some offenses, e.g., homicide, kidnaping, 
white collar crimes, and commercial larceny 
(shoplifting and employee theft), that are included in 
police statistics, and the counting and classifying 
rules for the two programs (I.re not fully compatible. 
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The national surveys 

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

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet 
undertaken for filling some of the gaps in crime data, 
victimization surveys are expected to supply the 
criminal justice community with new insights into 
crime and its victims, complementing data resources 
already on hand for purposes of planning, 
evaluation, and analysis. The' surveys cover many 
r.:rimes that, for a variety of reasons, are never 
brought to police attention. They furnish a means for 
developing victi::n profiles al1d, for identifiable 
sectors of society, ,,·:.:,d information necessary to 
compute the relative risk of being victimized. Vic­
timization surveys also have the capability of 
distinguishing between stranger-to-stranger and 
d0mestic violence and between armed and strong­
arm assaults and robberies. They can tally some of 
the costs of crime in terms of injury or economic loss 
sustained, and they can provide greater 
understanding as to why certain criminal acts are not 
reported to police authorities. Conducted periodical­
ly in the same l~re."li, victimi~ation surveys provide the 
data necessary for developing indicators sensitive to 
fluctuations in the level of crime; conducted under 
the:5ame procedures in different areas, they provide a 
basis for comparing the crime situation between two 
or more localities or types of localities. 

Victimization surveys, such as those conducted 
under the National Crime Survey program, are not 
without limitations, however. Although they provide 
information on crimes that are nf major interest to 
the general public, they cannot measure all criminal 

activity, as a number of crimes are not amenable to 
examination. through survey techniques. Surveys 
have proved most successful in estimating crimes 
with specific victims who und~rstand what happened 
to them and how it happened and who are willing to 
report what they know. More specifically, they have 
been shown to be most applicable to rape, robbery, 
assault, burglary, personal and household larceny, 
and motor vehicle theft. Accordingly, the National 
Crime Survey was designed to focus on these crimes. 
Murder and kidnaping are not covered. The :;0-called 
victimless crimes, such as drunkenness, drug abuse, 
and prostitution, also are excluded, as are crimes for 
which it is difficult to identify knowledgeable 
res.pondents or to locate comprehensive data records, 
as in offenses against government entities.' Examples 
of the latter are income tax evasion and the theft of 
office supplies. Crimes of which the victim may not 
be aware a~so cannot be measured effectively. Buying 
stolen property may fall into this category, as may 
some instances of fraud and embezzlement. 
Attempted crimes of many types probably are 
underrecorded for this reason. Commercial larcenies 
(e.g., employee theft and shoplifting) have to date not 
proved susceptible to measurement or study by 
means of the survey approach because of the limited 
documentation maintained by most commercial 
establishments on losses from these crimes. Finally, 
events in which the victim has shown a Willingness to 
participate in illegal activity also are excluded. 
Examples of the latter, which are unlikely to be re­
ported to interviewers, include gambling, various 
types of swindles, con games, and blackmail. 

The success of any victimization survey is highly 
conting':;iit on the degree of cooperation that 
interviewers receive from respondents. In the 
National Crime Surveys that yielded data relevant to 
calendar year 1976, iJ">erviews were obtained in 96 
percent of the housing units occupied by persons 
eligible for interview. In the commercial sector, the 
response rate was about 99 percent. 

IOther thall goVt!rnment-operated liquor stores and transporta­
tion systems, which fall within the purview of the program's com­
mercial sector, government institutions and offices are outside the 
scope of the program. Pretests have indicated that government or­
ganization records on crime generally are inadequate for survey 
purposes. 
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Data from victimizations surveys also are /1ubject 
to limitations imposed by victim recall, te., the 
ability of respondents to remember incidents befall­
ing them or their households, and by the 
phenomenon of telescoping, that is, the tendency of 
some respondents to recount incidents occurring 
outside (usually before) the referen~ed time fra~e. 
This tendency is minimized by usmg a boundmg 
technique, whereby the first interview serves a~ a 
benchmark, and summary records of each suc7esslve 
interview aid in avoiding duplicative reportmg of 
criminal victimization experiences; information from 
the initial interview is not incorporated into the 
survey results. 

Another of the issues related in part to victim recall 
ability involves the so-called series v~cti.mizations. 
Each series consists of three or more cnmmaI events 
similar if not identical, in nature and incurred by 
person~ unable to identify separately the details of 
each act, or, in some cases, to recount ~ccurately the 
total number of such acts. Because ofthls, no attempt 
is made to collect information on the specific month, 
or months, of occurrence of series victimizations; 
instead such data are attributed to the season, or 
season; of occurrence. Had it been feasible to make a . . . 
precise tally of victimizations that occurred m ~enes 
and to determine their month of occurrence, mclu­
sion of this information in the processing of survey 
results would have caused certain alterations in the 
portrayal of criminal victimization. Perhaps most 
importantly, certain rates of victimizatio~ w~~ld 
have been somewhat higher. Because of the mablhty 
of victims to furnish details concerning their 
evpedences however it would have been diffic'ult to 

,n., " ~ 
analyze the characteristics and effects of these cnmes. 
Although the estimated number of serie~ v~ctimiza­
tions was appreciable, the number of victims who 
actually experienced such acts was small in relation to 
the total number of individuals who were victimized 
one or more times and who had firm recollections of 
each event. Approximately 1.6 million series victimi­
zations against persons or households, each 
encompassing at least three separate but 
undifferentiated events, were estimated to have 
occurred during a 12-month period commencing with 
the spring of 1976. A fU\jther discussion about series 
victimizations as well as a table in which they are , . 
broken out by type of crime, can be found m Ap-
pendix III of this report. 

Data for the selected findings were analyzed along 
topical lines, by subjects. such as uper~o~al ,;,ictim 
characteristics" and "crime characteristics. The 
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crimes covered in the surveys, and treated in the 
findings, are described in detail in the discussion that 
follows. 2 

Crimes against persons 
Crimes against persons have been divided into two 

general types: crimes of violence and crimes of theft. 
Personal crimes of violence (rape, personal. robbery, 
and assaUlt) all bring the victim into dire?t contact 
with the offender. Personal crimes of theft mayor 
may not involve contact between the victim and 
offender. 

Rape, one of the most serious and least comma? of 
all the crimes measured by the National Gnme 
Survey, is carnal knowledge thro~gh the use of force 
or the threat of force, excludmg statutory rape 
(without force). Both complete? and attempted acts 
are included, and cases of either homosexual or 
heterOl~exual rape are counted. 

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object is to 
take property from a person by force or the threat of 
force. The force employed may be a weapon (armed 
robbery) or physical power (strollg-arm robbery): In 
either instance, the victim is placed in phYSical 
danger, and physical injury .can result. The 
distinction betwe'en robbery with injury and robbery 
without injury turns solely on whether the victim 
sustained any injury, no matter how minor. The 
distinction between at completed robbery and an 
attempted robbery centers on whether the victim 
sustained any loss of cash or property. For example, 
an incident might be classified as an attempted r?b­
bery simply because the victim was not carry~ng 
anything of vallie when held up at .gunp~mt. 
Attempted robberies, however, can be qUite seriOUS 
and can result in severe physical injury to the victim. 

The classic image of a robbet is that of a masked 
offender armed with a handgun and operating 
against lone pedestrians on a city street at night. Rob­
bery can, of course, occur anywhere, on the street or 
in the I}ome, and at any time. It may be an encounter 
as dramatic as the one described, or it may simply 
involve being pinned briefly to a schoolyard fence by 
one classmate while another classmate takes the 
victim's lunch money. 

lDefinitions of the measured crimes do not necessarily conform 
to any Federal or State statutes, which. vary considerably: They 
are however compatible with conventional usage and With the 
definitions u~ed by the Federal Bureau of Investigation in its 
annual publication Crime ill the United States. Uniform Crime Re­
ports. Succinct and precise definitions of the crImes and .other 
terms used in the National Crime Survey reports appear 10 the 
Glossary, at the end of this report. 

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

Attempted assaults differ from assaults carried out 
in that in the latter the victim is actually physically 
attacked and may incur bodily injury. Au attempted 
assault could be the result of bad aim with a gun or it 
could be a verbal threat to harm the victim. It is 
difficult to categorize attempted assault AS either ag­
gravated or simple because it is conjectural how 
much injury, if any, the victim would have sustained 
had the assault been carried out. In some instances, 
there may have been no intent to carry out the crime. 
Not all threats of harm are issued in earnest; a verbal 
threat or a menacing gesture may have been. all the 
offender intended. The intent of the offender 
obviously cannot be measured by a victimization 
survey. For the National Crime Survey, attempted 
assault with a weapon has been classified as ag­
gravated assault; attempted assault without a weapon 
has been considered as simple assault. 

Although the most fearsome form of assault is the 
brutal, senseless attack by an unknown assailant, it is 
also the least common. Much more common is an 
incident in which the victim is involved in a minor 
scuffle or a domestic spat. There is reason to believe 
that incidents of assault stemming' from domestic 
quarrels are underreported in victimization surveys 
because some victims do not consider such events 
crimes or are reluctant to implicate family members 
or relatives, who in some instances may be present 
during the interview. 

Personal crimes of theft (i.e., personal larceny) 
involve the theft of cash or property by stealth. Such 
crimes mayor may not bring the victim into direct 
contact with th~ offender. Personal larceny with 
contact encoropasses purse snatching, attempted 
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal 
larceny without contact entails the theft by stealth of 
numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly 
personal in nature, It is distinguished from household 
larceny solely by place of occurrence. Whereas the 

latt~r transpires only in the home or its immediate 
environs, the former can take place at any other 
location. Examples of personal larceny without 
contact include the theft of a briefcase or umbrella 
from a restaurant, a portable radio from the beach, 
clothing from an automobile parked in a shopping 
center, a bicycle from a schoolyard, food from a 
shopping cart in front of a supermarket, etc. Lack of 
force is a major identifying element in personal 
larceny. Should, for example, a woman become 
aware of an attempt to snatch her purse and resist, 
and should the offender then use force, the crime 
would be classified as robbery. 

In any criminal incident involving crimes against 
persons, more than one criminal act can take place. A 
rape may be associated with a robbery, for example. 
In classifying the survey-measured crimes, each 
criminal incident has been counted only once, by the 
most serious act that took place during the incident, 
ranked in accordance with the ~eriousness 
classification system used by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. The order of seriousness for crimes 
against persons is: rape, robbery, assault, and 
larceny. Consequently, if a person were both robbed 
and assaulted, the event would be classified as rob­
bery; if the victim suffered physical harm, the crime 
would be categorized as robbery with injury. 

Crimes against households 
All three of the measured crimes against 

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

The most serious crime against households is 
burglary, the illegal or attempted entry of a structure. 
The assumption is that the purpose of the entry was 
to commit a crime, usually then, but no additional 
offense need take place for the act to be classified as 
burglary. The entry may be by force, such as picking 
a lock breaking a window, or slashing a screen, or it , . 
may be through an unlocked door or an open WIn-

dow. As long as the person entering had no legal right 
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to be present in the structure, a burglary has 
occurred. Furthermore, the structure need not be the 
house itself for a household burglary to take place. Il­
legal entry of a garage, shed, or any other structure 
on the premises also constitutes household burglary. 
In fact, burglary does not necessarily have to occur 
on the premises. If the breaking and entering 
occurred in a hotel or in a vacation residence, it 
would still be classified as a burglary for the 
household whose 'member or members were involved. 
As mentioned earlier, household larceny occurs when 
cash or property is removed from the home or its im­
mediate vicinity by stealth. For a household larceny 
to occur within the home itself, the thief must be 
someone with a right to be there, such as a maid, a 
delivery man, or a guest. If the person has no right to 
be there, the crime is a burglary. Household larceny 
can consist of the theft Of jewelry, clothes, lawn 
furniture, garden hoses, silverware, etc. 

The theft or unauthorized use of motor vehicles, 
commonly regarded as a specialized form of 
household larceny, is treated separately in the 
National Crime Survey. Completed as well as 
attempted acts involving automobiles, trucks, 
motorcycles, and other vehicles legally entitled to use 
public streets are included. 

Crimes against commercial 
establish ments 

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

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

surveys, an estimated 41.2 million victimizations, in­
cluding both completed and attempted offenses, were 
experienced by persons, households, and businesses 
across the Nation in 19'76. Larceny, the least serious 
crime measured by the National Crime Survey 
(NCS), accounted for most (63 percent) of the total, 
as shown on Chart A at the end of this section and in 
data Table 1 (Appendix I). Rape, personal or com­
mercial robbery, and assault-offenses that involve 
confrontation between victim and offender and the 
threat or act of violence-made up 14 percent of the 
crimes. The remaining 23 percent included motor 
vehicle thefts and residential or commercial 
burglaries. As in past NCS reports, the relative 
impact of these crimes is gauged by means of a 
statistic known as the victimization rate-the basic 
measure of the occurrence 'Of the relevant offenses. 
For the population and business community at large, 
data Table 2 displays the victimization rate for each 
category of crime, as well as for detailed subcatego­
ries; Chart B depicts the rates in summary form. 

Based on selected information drawn from many 
of the report's data tables, this section highlights 
information on the characteristics of victims and 
their experiences with crime. The data tables were not 
fully exploited in preparing these findings, and much 
of the discussion is confined to general, or summary, 
crime categories. Individuals wishing to perform 
more detailed analysis on the topics covered in this 
section are referred to the Technical Notes (Appendix 
V) for guidance in the interpretation of survey results. 

Victim characteristics 

During 1976, the incidence of personal crimes of 
violence (rape, robbery, and assault) was relatively 
greater among city residents, males, younger persons, 
blacks, the poor, those living with nonrelatives, the 
unemployed, Armed Forces personnel, nonfarm la­
borers, service workers, and those separated or 
divorced. Persons matching some of the same 
characteristics-namely city dwellers, males, the 
young, those unrelated to other household members, 
and Armed Forces personnel-were also the more 

likely victims of personal crimes of theft, a category 
encompassing larcenies with or. without contact 
between victim and offender. It was more difficult to 
generalize about the characteristics of the victims of 
the NCS household offenses. Blacks or wealthier 
persons, for example, had higher victimization rates 
than whites or the poor, respectively, for two of the 
three household crimes. Nevertheless, households 
made up of younger individu~ls, city people, reQters, 
members of large households, and those living in 
multi-unit structures were affected relatively more so 
than others. 

Sex, age, and race (Tables 3-9 and 20-22) 
Following a pattern borne out by NCS data since 

1973, males were far likelier than females to have 
been the victims of either personal robbery or assault. 
In fact, men were about twice as likely as women to 
have suffered a robbery, and they experienced assault 
,at a rate 16 points higher than that for women. Males 
also had a somewhat higher rate for personal larceny 
without contact. Aside from rape, women had a 
higher rate than men only for personal larceny with 
contact, but the difference was slight. 

For either personal crimes of violence or of theft, 
persons age 12-24 had the highest rates of victimiza­
tion; the elderly (age 6S and over) had the lowest. As 
shown by NCS data for the preceding 3 years, the 
sharpest distinction between relatively high and low 
victimization rates for 1976 was evident at the 24-25 
age division, with individuals under age 25 having ap­
preciably higher rates for each of the five personal 
crimes except personal larceny with contact. A 
similar pattern was evident for males and females 
classified separately by age, with those age 12-24 
having higher rates for either violent crirn.es or 
jJersonal larcenies (each considered as a group). 
Young males in particular were the victims of rob­
bery or assault at far higher rates than females of any 
age. 

Blacks had a higher overall violent crime rate than 
either whites or members of all other minority races, 
whereas whites were l110re likely than blacks to have 
been the victims of personal crimes of theft. These 
general relationships also had precedent in earlier 
years, as determined by the NCS. There was, 
however, no significant difference between the rate 
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for crimes of theft for blacks and members of other 
minority races .. Black males were victimized by 
violent crimes at a rate higher than white males, black 
females, or white females. Considering individual 
types of violent crime, it was found that black males 
were robbed at a rate about 2 1/2 times higher than 
that for white males. Males of either race were more 
likely than their female counterparts to have been the 
victims of personal crimes of theft. 

With respect to crimes against household property, 
households headed by young persons clearly had the 
highest rates. The overall residential burglary rate, 
for example, was about 2 1/2 times as high among 
households headed by individuals age 20-34 than for 
those headed by senior persons (age 65 and over). 
The victimization rates for crimes against residential 
property generally declined as the age of the head of 
household increased, although statistical significance 
was not present in each instance. 

Motor vehicle thefts or residential burglaries were 
experienced relatively more so by blacks than by 
whites, whereas the latter incurred household 
larcenies at a higher rate. Black households were 
especially prone to burglaries entailing forcible entry, 
whether completed or attempted. 

Marital status (Tables 10·11) 
The victimization rates for personal crimes, 

whether violent or theft only, were calculated for 
persons distinguished on the basis of four categories 
of marital status. The figures revealed that, for the 
violent crimes as a groilp, divorced or separated 
individuals had the highest rate, followed by the 
never married, the married, and those who wer;' wid­
owed. This pattern has prevailed in NCS results since 
1973, For personal larcenies, also viewed as a group, 
the never marrie~ were the most likely to have been 
victimized and widowed individuals, the least likely. 
When gender was considered in conjunction with 
marital status, males in most instances had 
experienced violent crimes or personal larcenies at 
higher rates than females in the corresponding 
marital categories. Married men, for example, were 
the victims of violent crime at a rate double that of 
married women. 

Household composition (Table 12) 
Examinat~un of the victimization rates for personal 

crimes among popUlation groups distinguished on 
the basis of their living arrangements showed that 
individuals who were unrelated to the head of the 
household had the highest overall violent crime rate, 
as well as comparatively high rates for personal 
larcenies. This general observation applied 
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irrespective of whether the households were headed 
by men pr women. Males who were living alone also 
had a relatively high violent crime rate, as did 
children under age 18 who were members of 
households headed by women. 

Annual family income 
(Tables 13·14 and 23-26) 

As also demonstrated by the NCS in earlier years, 
the 1976 results showed that members of families in 
the lowest income group examined'(less than $3,000 
per year) had the highest overall rate for personal 
crimes of violence, whereas those in wealthier 
families were relatively more vulnerable to crimes of 
theft. Considering the more specific types of personal 
crime, it was evident that individuals in the lowest 
income group had the highest robbery or assault 
rates'. Members of high-income families ($25,000 or 
more) had the highest rate for personal larceny 
without contact. 

Differing from the pattern of victimization 
associated with personal crimes, households in the 
poorest income group within the general population 
had the lowest rates for both residential larceny and 
motor vehicle theft, but the highest rate for 
household burglary (chiefly ascribable to 
experiencing a relatively high incidence of unlawful 
entries without force). Essentially the same 
relationships applied when the rates for white 
households were considered apart from those for the 
generaf population. Among blacks, however, the 
highest burglary rate prevailed among households 
with incomes of $25;000 or more, mainly because of a 
relatively high incidence of completed forcible 
entries. 

Educational attainment (Table 15) 
Classification of individuals age 25 and over ac­

cording t,o their level of educational attainment 
revealed that those with college training had the 
greatest likelihood of being victimized by violent 
crime; those with 8 or fewer years of formal 
education had the lowest. A similar pattern was 
evident for personal crimes of theft. Although 
statistical significance was not present in each 
instance, blacks had a higher overall violent crime 
rate than whites within each educational category 
examined. It should be pointed out, however, that ap­
plication of the educational attainment variable was 
confined to a popUlation group whose members had 
for the most part completed their formal instruction. 
This procedure excluded persons age 12-24 who as 
indicated previously, experienced a disprop~rtio~ate 
share of personal victimization. 

Occupational status and group (Tables 16.17) 
Among persons age 16 and over who were 

participants in the civilian labor force, those 
classified as unemployed had an overall violent cdme 
rate some 2 1/2 times higher than employed persons. 
Unemployed blacks had an exceptionally high rate 
for those crimes. Nonparticipants in the labor force, 
such as homemakers or· persons unable to work, 
generally had lower rates than the unemployed. Of 
the major employment status categories examined, 
retirees had the lowest overall rates for personal 
crimes, whether violent or theft only. 

Workers in service-oriented occupations, a~ '..veIl as 
individuals employed as nonfarm laborers and 
Armed Forces personnel living in places other than 
barracks, clearly were the groups most likely to have 
experienced violent crimes. Members of the latter 
group also had the highest rate for personal crimes of 
theft. Because relatively few of them participate in the 
labor force, persons age 12-15 were considered out of 
scope in calculating victimization rates on the basis of 
occupational variables. 

Household size and tenure (Tables 27-29) 
As measured by the number of members within 

each household, the largest household (six or more 
persons) had the highest rates both for burglary and 
residential larceny. For the latter crime l in fact, the 
rate increased in relation to household size, with 6-
member households having a rate more than twice 
that of I-member households. One-member 
households also had the lowest motor vehicle theft 
rate, about half that prevailing among households in 
the largest category examined; this finding, however, 
may well be attributable to the greater likelihood of 
vehicle ownership in multi-person households. 

For each of the three household offenses, 
individuals living in rented dwellings had far higher 
victimization rates than those residing in owner­
occupied homes. This general finding applied to the 
white population, but not to black inhabitants, 
among whom renters had a significantly higher rate 
only for the crime of burglary. 

People living in single-unit dwellings sustained 
relatively fewer burglaries or motor vehicle thefts 
than those occupying multi-unit structures. Residents 
of dwellings classified as "other than housing units" 
(Le., dormitories, rooming houses, or other group 
quarters) had the lowest rate for household larceny, 
but a relatively high burglary rate. Persons living in 
buildings containing from four to nine units had the 
highest overall larceny rate. 

Locality of residence (Tables 18-19 and 30-31) 
For personal crimes of violence, the likelihood of 

being victimized generally was greatest for central 
city residents and lowest for those living in 
nonmetropolitan areas, with suburbanites ranking in 
between. Moreover, the inhabitants of central cities 
in each of the four size classes examined had a higher. 
overall violent crime rate than. persons living in the 
corresponding surburban counties. Although similar 
relationships were evidenced with respect to personal 
crimes of theft, the differences were small and, in the 
case of metropolitan areas of a million or more pop­
ulation, suburbanites had a somewhat higher rate as 
a consequence of having experienced relatively more 
personal larcenies without contact than their city 
counterparts. The finding noted earlier concerning 
the prevalence of a higher violent crime rate among 
males, whether white or black, in contrast to females 
of the same race held true for city dwellers) 
suburbanites, and nonmetropolitan residents alike. 
The simultaneous application of the sex, race, and 
locality-of-residence variables also revealed that the 
personal robbery rate among black males living in 
cities was roughly twice as high as that for white 
males residing in cities. In non metropolitan localities, 
however, white males had an appreciably higher 
overall personal larceny rate than did black males. 

The pattern of occurrence for two of the three 
household crimes measured by the NCS-burglary 
and larceny-generally paralleled that for personal 
crimes of violence, with notable exceptions. That is, 
the overall rate for each of those crimes tended to be 
highest among city residents and lowest for the 
nonmetropolitan popUlation, with suburban 
householders having an intermediate rate. The ex­
ceptions to this trend concerned households situated 
in cities of 1 million or more population, which had 
the lowest rate both for burglary and larceny among 
the four size classes of central city that were 
considered. On the whole, the figure for burglary 
against residents living in those largest cities differed 
little from the surburban burglary rates, and, in one 
instance, the difference was statistically insignificant. 
And, with respect to larceny, there was no significant 
difference between the rate among householders in 
cities of a million or more people and those in 
nonmetropolitan places; moreover, people livirtg in 
the counties surrounding those large cities had a far 
higher larceny rate than did the city residents 
themselves. There were no clear-cut relationships 
between the incidence of motor vehicle theft and 
locality of residence. Clearly, however, the lowest 
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rate for that crime was associated with 
nonmctropolitan householders. 

Considering the racial composition of residents 
distinguished on the basis of where they lived, it was 
f?~nd that blacks in metropolitan areas (whether 
cItIes or the surrounding fringes) had higher burglary 
rates than whitl~s living in those areas' however 
whites living in nonmetropolitan locali~ies had ~ 
higher burglary rate than did their black 
counterparts. As for household larceny or motor 
vehicle theft, the differences between rates for 
~embers of each race were statistically insignificant 
m most cases. 

Kind of business (Table 32) 
Of the two crimes measured by the commercial 

survey! burglary was by far the more prevalent, 
occurrmg at about 5 1/2 times the rate for robbery. 
Wholesale establishments registered the highest 
burglary rate, whereas retail outlets had the highest 
robbery rate. Businesses having gross annual 
revenues in the range of a half to 1 million dollars 
experienced burglary at a rate higher than those 
categ.orized under the other receipt categories 
examined; establishments with receipts of less than 
$lO,OO~ had the lowest rate. Not surprisingly, 
ent~rprlses ?perated by the self-employed (Le., 
businesses wIthout paid employees) had a lower rate 
than establishments having paid workers for each of 
the commercial offenses. 

Offender characteristics in pArsonal 
crimes of violence 
~ost of the violent personal crimes measured as 

havmg ta~en place i.n 1976 were committed by 
p~r~ons ne~ther acquamted with nor related to the 
VICtlJ~. BesIdes being strangers, most offenders were 
perceIved by their victims to have been male or white. 
There was, however, a notable difference as to the age 
of the perpetrators~ depending on whether the crime 
was by lone individuals (single offenders) or by two 
or more p~rsons (multiple offenders). And, there 
were appreciable numbers of crimes involving victims 
and offenders of opposite sex or different I ~~e. 

Strangers or nonstrangers (Tables 33-~7j 

strangers, and there was some indication thalt this 
held ~rue for rape as well. Youngsters age 12-1:> were 
I~ss.hkely t~an persons age 16 and over to havl~ been 
VICt1~S of VIOlent cl'imes by strangers, a finding that 
appl~ed to assault as well. Males clearly experienced 
relatively more stranger-to-stranger crimes than did 
females, a situation that also applied to personlal rob­
bery or assault considered separately. These trends 
generally applied to men and women in matching age 
groups, although statistical significance w~~s not' 
present in all instances. 

F~r the violent crimes as a group, the preval<mce of 
a hIgher incidence of stranger-to-Stranger cases 
among men than women also prevailed regardless of 
race or marital status. Separated or divorced men for 
~xample, were victimized at twice the rate of wo:nell 
111 tl~e comparable category. For both sexes 
combined,. however, separated or divorced pl~rsons 
were less hkely than those in the three other marital 
status groups to have been victimized by strangers. 
State? another w,ay, divorced or separated people 
expenenced relatively more violent crimes at the 
hands of nons/rangers than did persons who were 
married, widowed, or r.;~ver married. Likewise" the 
Occurrence of nonstranger crimes was more prevalent 
am?ng women, blacks, or younger individuals than 
theIr count~rparts .. As a result, for example, 55 
percen.t of VIOlent crimes against black females were 
co~mltted by acquaintances, friends, or relatives; 
thIS compared with a 28 percent figure for 
nonstranger crimes against white males. 

.The proport.ion of stranger-to-stranger violent 
cn~~s w~s sltghtly greater among members of 
famlites Wit? annual incomes of $10,000 or mOire, 
compared wI.th those having lower incomes (68 vs. 60 
percent), a dIfference chiefly attributable to the black 
p~pu~ation. The violent crimes experienced by blacks 
W.lt~ mcomes of less than $7,500 were about equally 
dIVIded between stranger-to-stranger and 
no~stranger cases, a relationship that stemm(:d 
mamly from the fact that only about a third of the 
assaults recorded for this group were at the hands of 
stran~ers. By contrast, 7 in every 10 violent crimes 
sustamed by .blacks in the $15,000 and over bracket 
,":ere commItted by strangers. Among whites 
~Ifferentiated by income, there was little fluctuation 
m the overall pel'centage of violent crimes attributed 
to strangers. 

Strangnr-to-stranger offenses account~d fOr 64 
percent of the personal crimes of violence. This 
translated to a rate of 20.9 victimizations per 1,000 
persons age 12 and over, compared with 11.6 per 
I,OO? for ~hose involving acquaintances, friends, or 
relatlv~s (I.e., nonstranger crimes). Robberies were 
more hkely than assaults to hav(; been committed by 

Sex, age, Jind race (Tables 38-47) 
The vas~ majority of personal crimes of violence, 

whether slngle- or multiple-offender cases were 
perceived by victims to have been commit~ed by 
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males. Females were said to be the offenders in 11 
percent of the single-offender crimes and in 19 
percent of multiple-offender crimes, although they 
shared culpability with males in carrying out an ap­
preciable share of the latter offenses. 

In about 19 of 20 single-offender violent crimes 
against males, as well as in the bulk of mulitple­
offender crimes against males, the offenders were also 
male. The prevalence of violent crimes among victims 
and offenders of the same sex did not, however, apply 
universally, as high proportions of the victimizations 
of females were attributed to males. For example, 
three-fourths of all single-offender assaults against 
females, as well as roughly half of the assaults in­
volving two or more offenders, were exclusively by 
males; and, persons of each sex shared blame for the 
commission of an additional number (21 percent) of 
multiple-offender assaults against females. 

In 65 percent of all single-offender personal crimes 
of violence, the offender was perceived to have been 
over age 20. About a third of these crimes were 
attributed to persons age 12-20. The prevalence of 
adult offenders was a characteristic common to each 
of the three forms of violent crime involving 
offenders who acted alone. 

Contrasting with the single-offender crimes, those 
involving two or more perpetrators were characteriz­
ed by a much higher rate of involvement on the part 
of individuals under age 21 (46 percent) and a lower 
participation rate by those 21 and over (28 percent). 
There was, however, a substantial volume of 
multiple-offender crimes involving persons who were 
classified under more than one age category; some of 
these crimes possibly involved juvenile and adult 
offenders alike. 

As might be expected, young offenders (age 12-
20)-whether acting alone or in conjunction with 
others-were said to have committed the largest 
number of their crimes against victims of similar age. 
Likewise, lone offenders age 21 and over generally 
were perceived as responsible for a majority of 
violent offenses against victims age.20 and over. 

With respect to the racial composition of 
offenders, the data showed that flO me two-tllirds of 
single-offender violent crimes were attributed to 
whites and about 29 percent to blacks. Among the 
specific forms of crime, however, there were no 
statistically significant differences between the 
relative numbers of rapes or personal robberies 
ascribed to members of each of the two races. For 
multiple-offender crimes, the offenders were said to 
have been exclusively white in 54 percent of the vic­
timizations and exclusively black in 34 percent, with 

offenders of more than a single race being responsible 
for about 6 percent. When personal robbery was 
conaidered apart from the other violent crimes, 
however, it was evident that a sizeable number (57 
percent) of multiple-offender cases were attributed to 
black offenders. 

When the race of victim and offender were 
examined jointly, it was found that most of the 
crimes, whether involving one or more offenders, 
were intraracial in nature. For instance, in ap­
proximately three-fourths of all single-offender 
violent crimes against whites and in 88 percent of 
those against blacks, the offender was identified as a 
member of the victim's own race. White victims, 
however, ascribed a somewhat higher proportion of 
single-offender victimizations to blacks (19 percent) 
than black victims did to whites (\0 percent). 
Interracial crimes were associated relatively more 
often with multiple-offender cases, especially 
personal robberies. In some 48 percent of such rob­
beries against whites, the offenders were said to have 
been black. 

Crime characteristics 
The succeeding sections highlight certain key 

characteristics of the offenses measured by the 
National Crime Survey. As will be seen, the 
circumstances under which crimes occurred varied 
appreciably depending on the type of offense, as did 
the impact of certain violations upon the population 
groups (;xamined. For reasons discussed fully in the 
Technical Notes (Appendix V), some of the 
characteristics examined with respect to crimes 
against pers.ons are based on incident data and others 
on victimization data. Among the violent personal 
crimes, victimizations outnumbered incidents by 
about 20 percent, mainly because some 12 percent of 
the cases were committed against two or more victims 
(Tables 48 and 49) .. Although the differences were 
small, assaults were less likely than either rapes or 
personal robberies to have been perpetrated against a 
single victim. The bulk of multiple-victim violent 
crimes involved a pair of victims rather than three or 
more. As suggested by the ratio of incidents to vic­
timizations, relatively fewer personal larcenies than 
violent offenses affected more than one victim. 

Time of occurrence (Tables 51-53) 
Among the offenses measured by the household 

and commercial surveys, only personal larcenies with 
contact (i.e., purse snatchings and pocket pickings) 
could be categorized as predominantly daytime 
crimes. This is not to suggest, however, that the 
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remalnmg violations happened mainly at night. 
Although ~l substantial majority of some of the 
crimes-notably rape, motor vehicle theft, or' com­
mercial burglary-took place at night, others were 
about equally divided between day and night, or 
could not be sorted categorically either way because 
the time of occurrence was unknown in too many 
instances. Thus, nighttime persona~M I.;ommercial 
robberies, as well as personal assault ... , outnumb~red 
daytime incidents by a few percentage points, but the 
time of occurrence was not known to the victims in a 
fifth of all household crimes (principally residential 
larcenies or burglaries). Personal larceny without 
contact, the most prevalent of the offenses against 
individuals, also had a relatively high "time not 
known" rate (11 v~rcent), making it impossible to 
determine whethel' k was predominantly a daytime or 
nighttime act; among incidents for which the timl.i of 
occurrence was known, however, most took place at 
night. 

As indicated, some of the more serious crimes, in­
cluding rape, happened mainly at night. True to this 
tendency, certain forms of crime characterized by 
relatively serious impact upon the victims, such as ag­
gravated assault or personal robbery ."vith injury, had 
a greater likelihood of taking place at night. 
Similarly, there was a greater disposition for armed 
assailants or armed robbers, as well as for offenders 
who were strangers, to carry out their crimes at night 
rather than during the day. 

With respect to nighttime offenses, it should be 
noted that each of the three household crimes 
featu(ed relatively high proportions of attempts at 
night, suggesting that the fllesence of household 
members may have thwarted the completion of many 
offenses. It is also of interest to find that, as a group, 
nighttime crimes against household property were 
about equally divided between the first and second 
halves of night, although the segment of nighttime 
was not known in 13 percent of the cases. Such was 
1101' the case for crimes in either the personal or com­
mt;rcial sectors. For example, personal or commercial 
robberies that happened between 6 p.m. and 
midnight outnumbered those that took place during 
midnight to 6 a.m. by roughly 3 to 1. A comparable 
ratio was evident among nighttime personal crimes of 
violence committed by strangers, as well as personal 
robberies or assaults by armed offenders. As for the 
nonstranger violent crimes considered collectively, 
there was no significant difference between daytime 
and nighttime rates of oCCUrren(:e. 
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Place of occurrence (Tables 54.58) 
For reasons detailed in the Technical Notes~ the 

classification of four of the NCS-measured property 
offenses-personal larceny without contact

l 

household larceny, household burglarYI and com~ 
mercial burglary-is determined in large measure by 
their place of Occurrence. In fact, the two forms of 
larceny differ from one another solely on the basis of 
whether or not the crime happened at or away from 
the home. During 1976, some 53 percent of all 
personal larcenies without contact between victim 
and offeHder took place on streets-or other outdoor 
places and one~fifth were inside school buildings. On 
the other hand, the bulk (88 percent) of household 
larcenies happened in the immediat~ vicinity of the 
victimized residence, such as a yard or carport, with 
the remainder occurring inside the structure. 

Concerning burglaries, those experienced by com­
men;:ial enterprises occur, by definition, only on the 
premises of business establishments. And, although 
some of the household burglaries occUr at temporary 
living quarters, such as vacation homes or hotels, the 
vast majority of them take place at principal 
residences. In 1976, 96 percent of these burglaries 
involved main residences. 

Contrasting with burglary, motor vehicle theft can 
occur in a variety of settings. During the y,~ar in 
question, most (t>3 percent) happened on strel~ts or 
other open areas, and an additional third of them 
took place at or near the victim's home. Similarly, 
crimes characterized by some form of direct contact 
between victim and offender can occur virtually 
anywhere. Once again, however, there was an 
exception with respect to the variety of possible 
places of OCcurrence: the bulk of commercial rob­
beries customarily take place at business 
establishments themselves. In 1976, only 8 percent of 
these offenses were committed away from 
establishments, often involving sales, delivery, or 
other personnel going about their work away from a 
business site. 

If personal robbery is indicative, most of the com­
mercial robberies that happened at places other than 
establishments probably took place on streets or 
elsewhere outdoors. Sixty-two percent of all person?1 
robberies-encompassing 67 percent of incidents by 
armed offenders and 58 percent by unarmed 
offenders-occurred in such places. By contrast, only 
a plurality (42 p1.lrcent) of assault incidents also hap­
pened on streets and associated areas, an additional 
22 percent were in or near the victim's hnme, and 1 'J 
percent in nonresidential buildings. 

.;, 

Of the three violent personal cr,imes, rape was 
relatively more likely to have happened inside the 
victim's own home; in fact, about 2 in every ~ of these 
crimes happenr,d within or near the dwelhn.g. The 
home or its imimediate vicinity was the scttmg for 
roug!.y a third of assaults committed by oi'fenders 
who were not strangers to the victim, as well as for 16 
p!;rcent of those by strangers. However, half of all 
str~nger-to-stranger assaults were on streets or 
elsewhere outdoors. 

Number of offenders (Table 59) 
As indicated earlier, some 88 percent of all NeS­

measured incidents of 'Violent personal crime were 
committed against lone victims. A clear, although 
smaller, majority of thes{l incidents (67 perc~nt) also 
involved single offenders. The prevalence of smgle- as 
opposed to multiple-offender crimes characterized 
both rape and assault but not personal robbery. 
Roughly half of all such robberies were carried out by 
two or more offendersi t.hese multiple-offender 
iI'Icidents wem approximately divided between rob­
bers who operated in pairs and by those in groups of 
thre() or more individuals. 

Although about two·thirds of the violant crimes 
were committed by off~nders who acted alone, there 
was a marked difference in the distribution of 
participating offenders depending on the relationship 
between vict\m and offender. Whereas somewhat 
more than half (57 percent) of all stranger~t1)-str~n~er 
incidents were by one offender, a substantial majority 
(83 percent) of those by nonstrangers involved a 
single offender. It should be pointed out, however, 
that in 5 percent of the cdmes by strangers, the 
number of offend~l's was not known to the victim. 
Considedng stranger-to-stran,B)er robberies or 
assaults in wh~ch the numt'-er of assailants was 
known, the involvement of multiple-offenders was 
more prom)unc~d, in relative terms, among t~e m~re 
serious incidents of each erime. Thus, robbenes With 
injury were likelier than those without injury (65 vs. 
40 percent) to have been committed by two or ~ore 
penons! as were aggravated assaults by comparison 
with simple assaults (36 vs. 30 percent). 

Use of weapons (Tables 60·63) 
The household and commercial surveys 

determined it' offenders used weapons in eommitting 
any of the personal crimes of violence or robberies of 
businesses. It was found that offenders were m?re 
likely to have done so in the latter offenses. Havmg 
been reported by victims in 52 percent of all 

incidents, firearms were the weapons most commonly 
used in those commercial robberiesj knives or other 
weapons were used in an additional 13 percent of the 
incidents. In sum, 65 percem of all commercial rob­
beries were by armed offenders. There a=,peared to be 
an association between the type of weapon present 
and the outcome of those robberies, with a higher 
rate of completion characterizing those committed by 
persons armed with firearms rather than with either 
of the two remaining classes of weapon. 

With respect to the violent crimes against 
individuals, robbery was the likeliest to have involved 
an armed offender, although the relative number of 
incidents so characterized was lower (45 percent) 
than for commercial robberies. For personal crimes 
of violence as a group, 36 percent were by armed 
offenders. Weapons were somewhat likelier to be 
present in stranger-to-stranger incidents than in those 
involving nonstrangers (39 vs. 32 percent). . 

Offenders were more likely to use weapons other 
than firearms or knives, such as clubs l bricks, or 
other objects, in the commission of personal crimes 
of violence. They were especially apt to have done so 
in aggravated assaults resulting in victim injury\ some 
three-fifths of which were by offenders who Wielded 
these 'Iother" weapons. For both aggravated assault 
and personal robbery, examination of incidents in 
which weapons of only a single type were used 
revealed an association between the highest rate of 
victim injury and the presence of~eapons other.th~n 
firearms or knives. In fact, the likelIhood of VIctIm 
injury was also greater during either crime if the 
offense was carried out with the aid of a knife rather 
than a firearm. 

Victim self'protectlon (Tables 64·67) 
Victims used some means of self-protection in a 

majority of personal crimes of violence, regardless of 
whether the offenses involved strangers or 
nonstrangers. Ranging from passive measures .to 
active resistance, recourse to self-defense c~aracter1z­
ed two-thirds of all cases of violent crime. Self­
defense was most apt to have been used in cases of 
rape (84 percent), followed by assault (69 percent), 
and robbery (56 percent). 

There were no significant differences among the 
various demographic groups examined in the 
inclination to use self-protective measures during 
assaults. Among robbery victims, however, whites 
were more apt than blacks to have done so, as were 
persons ase 12-34 by comparison. with ol?er o~es. 
Physical fi»~'ce or nonviolent reSIstance (tncludtng 
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evasion) were the mostcomrnon forms of self­
defense. Men were somewhat morc likely to have 
used the former and women, the latter. Race was not 
a key variable insofar as assessing differences in the 
means of self-protection was concerned. Among 
victims in generl'a, using or brandishing a firearm or 
knife was relatively infrequent (2 percent). 

Physical Injury to victims (Tabl~s 68-73) 
Victims were physically harmed in 3 of every 10 

personal robbery or assault victimizations, and the 
likelihood of sustainiIlg injury was greater in 
nonstranger crimes (36 percent) than stranger-to­
stranger crimes (27 percent). Although women were 
injured relatively more often than men during the 
course of robberies, there was no significant 
difference between the injury rates for assault victims 
of each sex. For neither crime, however, were ~here 
significant differences between the rates at which 
whites anq blacks were injured. As indicated in the 
discussion ot the use of weapons in the commission of 
crimes, victims were more apt to have been harmed 
physically as the result of an armed robbery or ag­
gravated assault if the offender used a weapon other 
than a firearm or knife. 

In some 6 percent of personal crimes of violence, 
the victims incurred m~djcal expenses. This propor­
tion did not vary significantly if the offenses were 
sustained by whites or blacks or if the crimes involved 
strangers or nonstrangers. Of the crimes that led to 
medical costs, the largest share (43 percent) were 
those in the $50-$249 bracket, with the remainder 
roughly divided between those in the ranges of less 
than $50 and $250 or more. Blacks were more likely 
than whites (88 vs. 68 percent) to incur costs of $50 or 
more. 

Ahilmg those crimes in which victims were injured, 
7 in every 10 involved individuals who had some form 
of health insurance coverage or were eligible for pub­
lic medical services. Victimized members of families 
with annual incomes of $10,000 or more were likelier 
than those of lower income to have had insurance or 
medical services. Paradoxically, however, there was 
some indication that these protections were relatively 
more prevalent among black victims than white 
victims. 

In approximately 8 percent of all violent offenses, 
encompassing a higher proportion of those against 
blacks than against whites, the victims received 
hospital treatment as a result of their experiences 
with crime. Most of the apparent differences in the 
rates of hospitalization for persons of opposite sex or 
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differing age were small, if not statistically 
insignificant. There was, however, a sharp contrast in 
the rate at which robbery victims age 65 and over 
received hospital care (19 percent). by comparison 
with their counterparts in the 12·19 or 20-34 age 
brackets, who averaged about 8 percent. 

Emergency rooms administered to injured victims 
in some 77 percent of those cases leading to 
hospitalization, with the remainder involving stays 
on an inpatient basis for a night or longer. With one 
notable exception, there were no meaningful 
departures from the overwhelming prevalence of 
emergency cases as opposed tn inpatient care. With 
respect to assault, a substantial proportion of black 
victims (43 percent) received treatment as inpatients. 
"fhe figure was mll,rkedly higher than that for white 
victims (20 percent). 

Economic losses (Tables 74-84) 
Most of the NCS offenses sustained by individuals, 

households, or businesses ,during 1976 had adverse 
economic effects for the victims. Among the specific 
crimes, rape or assault were the only two for which a 
majority of victimizations did not have a direct 
economic impact stemming from theft and/or 
property damage. Nevel'theless, the rate at which 
economic losses characterized personal crimes was 
appreciable-77 percent. This was chiefly 
attributable to the finding that some 19 in every 20 
personal larcenies and 14 out of 20 robberies led to 
economic losses. For the household and commercial 
sectors, the overall proportions of crimes resulting in 
economic loss were 90 percent and 84 percent, 
respectively. On the whole, most of the losses were 
theft-related rather than stemming from damages to 
property. The latter type of loss, however, 
characterized some 7 in every 10 forcible entry 
burglaries of homes, as well as a comparable propor­
tion of commercial burglaries. 

The value of losses generally was relatively greater 
for the two commercial crimes than for those in the 
personal or household sectors; motor vehicle thefts, 
some two-thirds of which resulted in losses of$250 or 
more, were the notable exception. About 62 percent 
of an personal crimes (including about a fourth of the 
violent offenses) and 52 percent of household crimes 
resulted in losses of less than $50. There was an 
overall tendency for whites to have incurred smaller 
economic losses (i.e., relatively fewer within the less 
than $50 category) than blacks, whether for personal 
or household crimes. Viewed otherwise, blacks 
sustained relatively more losses valued at $50 or 
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more. Statistical significance could not, however, be 
attached to apparent differences for some of the more 
detailed categories of crime. 

Although motor vehicle theft rankeQ among the 
costliest of crimes, it was the one most likely to have 
been attended by a recovery of losses, whether partial 
or complete. This notwithstanding, theft 10s$l::s were 
not recovered in the vast majority of household 
crimes, and the same was true for those in the 
personal or commercial sectors. For example, there 
was no recovery what')oever of cash and/or property 
in some 7 of every 10 personal or commercial rob­
beries or in roughly 8 out of 10 larcenies, whether 
personal or household. CompletrTe,storatioIl of 
losses was effected in 53 percent of .:1; ,ehicle thefts, 
but none of the other specific kinds of crime ap­
proached that percentage; the 25 percent partial re­
covery rate for vehicle theft losses was also relatively 
high. With respect to personal or household crimes, 
there were no meaningful differences in the 
distriblltion of the percentages of recovered vs. 
nonrec:overed losses by white and black victims 
compllred with one another. Insurance coverage 
played a relatively minor role in the restoration of 
Iltolen goods, as losses were replaced by means other 
than insurance in a majority of personal or household 
crimes involving theft. 

Worktlme losses (Tables 85-91) 
Relatively few crimesc-approximately i in every 20 

of those measured by the household and business 
surveys-led to loss of time from work. There was an 
overall tendency for the more serious offenses or 
subcategories of crim~ to be associated with missed 
work. As a group, the three personal crimes of 
violence resulted in such losses in about one-tenth of 
all cases, a proportion that did not differ among 
white or black victims, or according to kind of 
victim-offender relationship. By comparison, only 
about 3 percent of all personal and household 
larcenies led to loss of work. No doubt because of the 
inconvenience caused by these crimes, compleiv:d 
motor vehicle thefts had a relatively high worktime 
loss rate (22 percent). 

Among those household crimes that caused people 
to lose time from work, vehicle thefts also resulted in 
a rdatively high proportion of 1 or more lost 
work\~ays (64 percent). Generally, however, the 
violent personal crimes were attended by relatively 
longer periods of work time loss than the property 
crimes (Le., personal larcenies and household 
offenses). Some two-fifths of the relevant rape vic­
timizations, for 'instance, involved periods of 6 days 

or more. For the violent crimes as a group, ap­
proximately half of those characterized by lost 
worktime were in the range of 1 to 5 daYfI. As a result 
of either personal or household crimes triat led to a 
curtailment in work, black victims generally lost a 
day or more relatively more often than did white 
victims. 

Reporting crimes to the police 
The rate at which crime was reported to the police 

varied considerably depending on the type or 
seriousness of victimization, but there was a good 
deal of consistency in the reasons cited by victims for 
not notifying the authorities. Police reporting rates 
for the two commercial crimes were among the 
highest; for personal or household larcenies they were 
clearly the lowest (Chart C). The reporting rate 1'0).' 
household crimes as a group was somewhat higher 
than that for persone-I offenses (3d vs. 32 percent). 
Contrasting with those rates, three-fourths of the 
commercial crimes were reported. 

Rates of reporting (Tables 92-100) 
The relatively low percentage of personal crimes 

made known to the police was ascribable in large 
measure to a low reporting rate (27 percent) for 
persona~ larcenies, which accounted for some three­
fourthii of all pel'''onal victimizations. By contrast, 49 
percent of the violent personal crimes were reported, 
with the rate for stranger-to-stranger offenscs being a 
little higher than that for nonstranger cases (51 vs. 45 
percent). The reporting rate for household larceny 
was the same as that for personal larceny, and it, too, 
had the effect of reducing the overall proportion of 
reported household crimes. Forty-eight percent of 
residential burglaries and seven-tenths of motor 
vehicle thefts were reported. The latter crime was 
among the most apt to have been made known to the 
police. In fact, it was out(anked to an appreciable 
degree only by commercial robbery, the crime with 
the highest reporting rate of all those measured (87 
percent). 

Women victimized by violent crime were likelier 
than men to report such experiences to th.; police. 
The margin of difference was particularly wide-64 
percent among women and 48 percent for men-in 
the case of personal robbery. WOIIlen were also more 
inclined to report personal larcenies with contact, but 
gender apparently played no role insofar as the non· 
contact larcenies were concerned. 

The patterns of reporting crime by white and black 
victims closely paralleled one another, in contrast 
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with some of the relatively sharp rate diffetences 
evident between males and females. This observatiun 
applied to specific types of crime in the peI1sonal 
sector., as well as to the household crimes consiQ~red 
as a group, Even when statistically significant, 
diffcrenc~s between the police reporting rates for 
personal crimes against whites and blacks seldom 
exceeded a few percentage points. With respect-to the 
household crimes, however, it should be noted that 
although there was no significant difference in the 
rate at which whites and blacks reported residential 
burglaries, whites were likelier than blacks to have 
notified the police of household larcenies (28 vs. 19 
percent), but the reverse was true concerning vehicle 
thefts (68 vs, 81 percent), 

Violent crimes or personal larcenies experienced by 
youngsters age 12-19 were among the least likely to 
have been made known to the police, With respect to 
personal robbery, for example, the degree of re­
porting for victims in that age group was roughly half 
that for individuals age 20 and over. As for personal 
crimes experienced by the elderly (age 65 and over), 
the police reporting rates generally did not differ 
significantly from those for other adults. 

Home tenancy, arrangements examined in 
conjunction with the household crimes revealed slight 
differences in the rates of repurting crime to the 
police. Owners were somewhat likelier than renters to 
report residential burglaries (especially those involv­
ing forcible entry) or household larcenies. There was 
no difference, however, between the vehicle re­
porting rates by the two groups. Similarly, 
consideration of the various income groups yielded 
no dramatic differences in th'e percentage of 
household crimes called to police attention. Perhaps 
the sharpest contrast in reporting involved burglaries 
expuieneed by members of families at either extreme 
of the income brackets examined: persons earning 
less than $3,000 r'eported -+0 percent of their 
burglaries, whereas those with $25,000 or more re­
ported 58 percent. The contrast was less extreme for 
household larceny and absent in the case of motor 
vehicle theft. For the population in general, the 
likelihood of reporting household crimes to the police 
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increased in direct correspondence to the value of 
theft losses. Thus, household larcenies resulting in 
losses worth $250 or more were roughly seven times 
more apt to be reported to the police than those not 
exceeding $10. 

Reasons for not reporting (Tables 101-107) 
The two most common reasons given for not re­

porting personal or household crimes to the police 
were the beliefs that nothing could have been done 
and that the offense was not important enough to 
warrant '~{i1';,r attention. Within each sector, those 
explanations made up more than half the total. The 
same two reasons, plus a third-that the police would 
not want to be bothered-were the main ones given 
for failure to call attention to the relatively few com­
mercial robberies or burglaries not made known to 
the police; the three leading answers in the com­
mercial sector accounted for 77 percent of the total. 

As was the case with the crime reporting rates, 
there was '.\. degree of correspondence between the 
seriousness of the crime and the pattern of 
explanations for not notifying the police. Among the 
victims of personal robbery, for instance, those who 
were injured during the crime were less apt than those 
who were not physically harmed to indicate that the 
matter was not important enough; a comparable 
situatiml applied with respect to the two forms of 
assault and to subclasses of residential burglary 
distinguished from one another on the basis of 
seriousness or outcome, and there was some 
indication that it applied to motor vehicle theft as 
well. Race or income level did not appear to relate 
strongly to reasons for not reporting the household 
crimes. With respect to the violent personal crimes, a 
relatively large numb~r of persons attributed the 
failure to notify authorities to a contention that the 
offens~ had been a private or personal matter and, 
therefore, not police business. As might be 
anticipated, that position was taken mainly by the 
victims of offenders who were not strangers, In fact, 
"private or personal matter" Was the most common 
response given by the victims of nonstranger violent 
crimes. 

Charts 
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Chart A. Percent distribution of victimizations 
by sector and type of crime, 1976 
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Chart B. 
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Chart C. 
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Appendix I 

Survey data tables 
The 107 statistical-data tables in this section of the 

report contain results of the Nl\tionai Crime Survey 
for calendar year 1976. They are grouped along 
topical lines, generally paralleling the sequence of 
discussion in the "Selected Findings." All topics 
treated in the. preceding report, Criminal Victimiza­
tion in the United States, 1975, are covered again, and 
three tables (numbers 38, 43, and 62) have been ad­
ded. The first two display data on the sex of 
offenders, and the third contains information on the 
association between victim injury and armed 
personal robberies and aggravated assaults. 

All statistical data generated by the surveys are 
estimates that vary in their degree of reliability and 
arp, subject to variance, or sampling error, stemming 
from the fact that they were derived from surveys 
rather than complete enumerations. Constraints on 
interpretation and other uses of the data, as well as 
guidelines for determining their reliability, are s~t 
forth in Appendix III (personal and household 
sectors) and Appendix IV (commercial sector). As a 
general rule, however, estimates based on zero or 
about 10 or fewer sample cases have been considered 
unreliable. Such estimates, qualified by means of 
footnotes to the data tables, were not used for 
analytical purposes in this report. For data pertaining 
to the personal and household s~ctors, a minimum 
estimate of 10,000, as well as rates or percentages 
based on such a figure, was considered reliable. For 
commercial data, the corresponding figure wa:; 5,000. 

Victimization rate tables 3 through 32 
parenthetically display the size of each group for 
which a rate was computed; as with the rate3, these 
control figures are estimates. On tables dealing with 
personal or household crimes, the control figures 
reflect estimation adjustments based on independent 
population estimates. For commercial victimization 
rates, the control numbers were generated by the 
survey itself. 

Subject matters covered by the data tables are 
described in the paragraphs below. 

General. Table 1 displays the number and percent 
distribution of victimizations, whereas Table 2 shows 
rates of victimization. Each table covers an measured 
crim~s, broken out to the maximum extent possibie 
insofar as the forms, or subcategories, of each offense 
are concern.ed. 

Victim characteristics, tables 3-32. The tables 
contain victimization rate figures for crimes against 
persons (3-19), households (20-31), and commercial 
establishments (32). 

Offender characteristics I'll personal crimes of 
violence, tables 33-47. Five tables (33-37) relate to 
victim-offender relationship; the first of these is a rate 
table, whereas the others are percentage distribution 
tables reflecting victim characteristics for stranger-to­
stranger violent crimes. Of the remaining tables (38-
47), four present demographic information on the 
offenders only and six others have such data on both 
victims and offenders; a basic distinction is made in 
these 10 tables between single- and multiple-offender 
victimizations. 

Crl'me characterisNcs, tables 48-91. The first of 
these tables mustrat~s the distinction between vic­
timizations and incidents, as the terms relate to 
crimes against persons. Table 49 displays data on the 
number of victims per incident, whereas Table 50 
gives incident levels for personal crimes of violence 
broken out by victim-offender relationship. Topical 
areas covered by the remaining tables include: time of 
occurrence (51-53); place of occurrence (54-58); 
number of offenders (59); use of weapons (60-63); 
victim self-protection (64-67); physical injury to 
victims (68-73); economic losi:ies (74-84); and time lost 
from work (85-91). As applicable, the tables cover 
crimes against persons, households, and piaces of 
business, or parts of those sectors (e.g., commercial 
robbery). When the data were compatible in terms of 
subject matter and variable categories, more than one 
sector was included on a table. 

Reporting oj victimizations to the pollee, tables 92-
107. Information is displayed on the extent of re­
porting and on reasons for failure to report. Certain 
tables display data on more than one sector. 
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Numberland percent 
distribution of victimizations, by sector and type of crime, 1976 

seetor ancl type of orime 

All orimE!!' 

Personal soetor 
Crimes of violenco 

Rape 
Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

nobbery 
rtobbel'y \,,!th injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

nobbery without injury 
Assauit 

Aggravated assault 
l'lith injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simplo assault 
IHth injury 
Attempted assault witholl':: weapon 

Crimes of tbllft 
l'orso~a1 larceny \dth contact 

Purso snatch!n!, 
Complcted puree snatching 
Ai;tempted puree anatlliling 

Pocltct piolting 
Personal larceny without contact 

'fotal population age 12 and OVal' 

Household sootor 
Uurglary 

!o'orl;iblc entry 
Unlu\~rul onh'l wi thout force 
AttOr-lptod forcible entr'Y 

1I011o~llo)1 d larcony 
Loss .:han seo 
$50 tJI'\ riloro 
Amou~t not availab1ti 
A ttet.lpted lorceny 

,Ietol' '1ohiole thcft 
Cor,1plotcd theft 
AttOr.lptcd theft 

Total numuor of households 

Commorcial sootor 
J;lH'lllm'y 

Comp1oted burglary 
A tt~mp ted burglary 

Ilohbory 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robhct'y 

Total Illllllbct' 01' commoroia1 estnr.:ishments 

Number 

41,170,000 

.?;I.,118,000 
5,599,000 

145,000 
39,000 

106,000 
1,111,000 

361,000 
176,000 
185,000 
750,000 

4,344,000 
1,695,000 

589,000 
1,107,000 
2,643,000 

69:.1,000 
1,957,000 

16,519,000 
497,000 
148,000 
92,000 
G6,OOO 

3!\O,OOO 
16.022.000 

171,901,000 

17.199.000 
6,663.000 
2.277.000 
2,827.000 
1,560.000 
9.301.000 
5.602,000 
?,745.000 

299.000 
655.000 

1,235.000 
760.000 
475,000 

74.956,000 

1,853.000 
1,575.000 
1.189,000 

386.000 
279.000 
207,000 
72.000 

7,246.000 

Percent of orimes 
NHhin sc.ctor 

100.0 
25.3 
0.7 
O.l! 
0.5 
5.0 
1.6 
0.8 
0.8 
3.4 

19.6 
7.7 
2.7 
5.0 

12.0 
3.1 
8.~ 

74.7 
2.2 
0.7 
0.4 
0.3 
1.6 

72.4 

100.0 
38.7 
13.2 
16.4 
9.1 

54.1 
32.6 
16.0 
1.7 
3.8 
7.2 
4.4 
2.8 

100.0 
85.0 
64.2 
20.S 
lEta 
11.1 
3.9 

POI'cC'nt of 
all oril~c~ 

100.0 

53.7. 
13.6 
0.4 
0.1 
0.3 
2.7 
0.9 
0.4 
0.4 
) .• 8 

10.6 
·1.1 
1.4 
2.7 
6.4 
1.7 
4.~ 

40.1 
1.2 
IJ..4 
0.2 
0.1 
0.9 

3:'.9 

41.8 
16.2 

5.5 
6.9 
3.8 

22.6 
13.6 
6.7 
0.7 
1.6 
3.0 
1.3 
1.:>. 

4.5 
3.8 
2.9 
0.9 
0.7 
0.1.' 
O.:·! 

NOTI,: ;)(ltllil mny no\; add to total shown beDause of Nunding. Percent cliatribution based on unroundcd figur-os. 
ncpl'esC:O.lIts not npplicnbl c. 
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Table 2. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Victimization rates, 
by sector and type of crime, 1976 

Sector and type of orime 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
11ith injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
A ttemptad assault \d thout weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

purse snatching 
Completed purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 

l'ocket picking 
Personal larceny without contact 

Ilousehold sector 
Surglat'y 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amoun~ not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempte~ theft 

Commercial sector 
Burglal:'Y 

Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbel'y 
Attempted robbery 

Rate 

32.6 
0.8 
0.2 
0.6 
6.5 
2.1 
1.0 
1.1 
4.4 

25.3 
9.9 
3.4 
6.4 

15.4 
4.0 

11.4 
96.1 

2.9 
0.9 
0.5 
0.3 
2.0 

93.2 

83.9 
30.4 
37.7 
20.8 

124.1 
74.7 
36.6 
4.0 
8.7 

16.1i 
10.1 
6.3 

217.3 
164.1 

53.2 
38.5 
28.5 
9.9 

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

} 

Base of rate 

{
Per 1,000 persons 
age 12 and ove!' 

\ 

{
Per 1.000 
households 

{

Per 1.000 
commercial 
establishments 



Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and sex of victims, 1976 

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assuu1t 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
IHth injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
with injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snutching 
Pocket picking 

Perscnal larceny without oontact 

Both sexes 
(171,901,000) 

32.6 
O.S 
0.2 
0.6 
6.5 
2.1 
1.0 
1.1 
4.4 

25.3 
9.9 
3.4 
6.4 

15.4 
4.0 

11.4 
96.1 
2.9 
0.9 
2.0 

93.2 

~lule Female 
(82,328,000) (89,572,000) 

42.9 23.1 
0.2 1.4 
( 12) O.~ 

0.2 1.0 
9.1 4.0 
2.6 1.6 
1.5 0.6 
1.1 1.1 
6.5 2.4 

33.6 17.6 
14.4 5.7 

5.1 1.9 
9.3 3.8 

19.2 11.9 
4.7 3.4 

14.4 a.6 
106.2 86.8 

2.5 3.2 
10.0 1.7 

2.5 1.6 
103.7 83.6 

NOTE: Uetail mny not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in pnrentheses refer to population in the 
group. 

Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
lEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 



Type 01:' crime 

Crimes of violence 
!lnpe 
Robbery 

Robbe .... ; ,,~al injul".} 
from serious assau~~ 
Vrom minor assault 

Robbery without: inJul'y 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
\~i th injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 

Table 4. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 
and over, by type of crime and age of victims, 1976 . 

(Rato per 1,000 population in each age Aroup) 

12-15 16-19 20-24 25-34 35-49 
(16.350.000) (16,467,000) (19,033,000) (31,800,000) (34,479,pOO) 

52.0 66.7 58.1i 40.6 20.0 
1.1 2.1 2.6 ~.2 (Z) 

10.0 9.4 10.3 6.4 5.1 
2.1 3.2 2.8 2.2 L8 
0.8 1.8 1.5 0.9 0.8 
1.3 1.4 1.4 1.3 1.0 
7.9 6.1 7.5 4.2 3.3 

40.9 55.3 45.6 33.0 14.8 
12.6 23.5 18.3 13.2 5.6 
4.7 9.2 6.8 4.1 1.9 
8.0 14.3 11.4 9.0 3.7 

28.3 31.8 27.4 19.9 9.2 
8.4 10.2 8.6 4,3 1.6 

Attempted aSSault without weapon 19.9 21.6 1S.8 15.6 7.7 
113.2 Crimes of theft 148.7 147.0 146.3 S2.6 

Personal larceny with c~ntaot 2.2 4.1 3.a 2.3 2.1 
PUI'se snntohing 10.1 0.7 1.1 0.8 0.9 
Pocllet pickinll 2.2 3.4 2.7 2.0 1.:.1 

Personal larceny without contact 146.5 142.9 142.4 110.4 80.5 

NOTE: Dotnil may not add to total shown because 01:' rounding. Numboru in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
Z Loss thnn \l.5 per 1,000. 
1.Escimnto, bosed on about 10 or fewer sampie cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 5. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by sex and age Qf victims and type of crime, 1976 

(Rotc P~l' !,OOO popUlation ill Clach ap.e gl'(lUp) 

crimes of Rob~cry' ASlIlluH ~rirnas of 

50-64 05 and over 
t:ll,825,OOO) (21,926,000) 

12.2 7.6 
1.0.1 1. 0.1 

4.5 3.4 
1.9 1.:\ 
1.0 0.1 
0.9 0.6 
2.6 2.1 
7.6 4.1 
3.4 1.5 
0.9 lO.2 
2.5 1.2 
4.2 2.7 
0.6 0.7 
3.6 2.0 

58.6 26.0 
2.7 3.3 
1.0 1.2 
1.8 2.1 

55.S 22.8 

Personal Inreen~ 
Sex !mq nne viol"nce Rape Totar" " Witll1nJur~ Withou t injury Total Ag~I'llva ted Simple theft With contact Without contnot 

'f 

~la1c 
12-15 (8,338,000) 66.7 10.0 16.4 3.1 15.;$ 50.2 16.S 33.7 15S.4 3.5 154.9 
16-19 (8,192,000) 66.2 1O.2 13.1 4.6 8.5 12.9 34.2 38.1 156.5 5.1 151.4 
2(1-24 (9,311,000) 12.5 1O.!l 12.7 3.1 9.6 58.9 27.() 31.9 164.4 3.5 160.9 
25-34 (15.606,000) 53.1 1O.2 8.3 2.7 5.7 44.5 13.9 25.6 122.0 1.9 120.1 
35-49 (16,729.000) 24.8 1O.O 6.9 lI.O 4.9 17.9 1.6 10.3 86.0 1.6 84.3 
50-64 (15,124.000) 15.8 10.1 5.9 2.3 3.6 9.8 4.9 4.9 65.3 1.9 63.3 
65 lind over (9,028,000) 12.G 1O.l 5,9 1.6 4.3 6.5 2.3 4.2 31.4 2.1 29.2 

Female 
12-15 (8,012,000) 36.6 2.1 3.3 11.0 2.2 31.2 8.6 22.0 138.7 1O.9 137.8 
16-19 (8,296,000) 41.5 4.0 5.6 1.S 3.8 37.9 13.0 24.9 137.7 3.1 134.6 
20-24. (a,72.2,000) 45.1 4.2 0.0 2.0 5.4 32.9 9.9 23.0 128.9 4.2 124.1 
25-;14. (16,194,000) 28.7 2.2 4.5 1.7 2.7 22.0 7.6 14.4 104.7 3.6 101.1 
35-49 (17,750,000) 15.5 10.1 3.5 1.6 1.8 12.0 3.7 8.3 19.4 2.6 76.8 
50-04 (L6,702,OOO) 9.0 1O.1 3.2 1.6 1.7 5.6 2.1 3.5 52.5 3.5 49.0 
65 and ove~ (12,SOS,OOO) 4 .. 2 1O.0 1.7 1.1 10.6 2.5 0.9 1.6 32.3 4.0 lS.3 

NOTB: Oetail may not add to total shown bccnuac of rvunding. Numbcro in pa~cntheson rofor to population in the group. 
~ lEstimato, b~.$ed on ~o~o at' on nboLlt 10 or fewel' samplo cases, is stntistioally unreliable. 



Table 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 
and over, by type of crime and race of victims, 1976 

Type of crime 

Cl'irnes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery' 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assa'J! t 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
with injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
with inj ,lry 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purlle llnatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and cver) 

White 
(150,725,000) 

31.1 
0.7 
5.5 
1.9 
0.9 
0.9 
3.7 

24.9 
9.2 
3.1 
6.1 

15.7 
4.2 

11.5 
97.4 
2.5 
0.7 
1.7 

95.0 

Bl&.ok 
(lS,797,000) 

44.4 
1.9 

13.6 
4.0 
1.8 
2.2 
9.6 

26.9 
15.6 
6.2 
9.4 

13.3 
2.9 

10.5 
86.8 
6.3 
La 
4.4 

80.6 

other 
(2,378,000) 

30.6 
10.0 

9.3 
13.0 
10.0 
13.0 

6.3 
21.3 
9.5 

12.3 
7.3 

11.8 
13.1 

8.6 
85.7 
4.2 

11.3 
12.9 
81.5 

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

~Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample case~ iR statistically unreliable. 

Table 7. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12and over, 
by type of crime and sex and race of victims, 1976 

T,\,pe of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
Robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

IHate per l,UUU population age l~ and over) 

White 
(72,582,000) 

41.6 
0.2 
7.8 
2.3 
5.5 

33.6 
13.8 
19.8 

107.2 
2.1 

105.1 

Male 
Black 

(8,507,000) 

54.9 
10 .2 
20.1 

5.5 
14.6 
34.5 
19.3 
15.2 

100.5 
6:3 

94.2 

White 
(78,144,000) 

21.4 
1.2 
3.4 
1.4 
2.0 

16.7 
4.8 

11.9 
88.4 
2.8 

85.6 

Female 
Black 

(10,241,000) 

35.7 
3.2 
8.2 
2.8 
5.4 

24.2 
12.5 
11.8 
75.4 
6.2 

69.2 

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

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



Table 8. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race 
and age of victims and type of crime, 1976 

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

Crimes of Robber~ Assault Crimes of Personal 1arcen~ 
Race and 8,~e violence Rape Total With injury Without injury TotiiT Aggravated Simple theft With contact • -Without contact 

White 
12-15 (13,760,000) 52.1 0.9 9.3 1.7 7.7 41.8 11.7 30.2 157.9 2.3 155.6 
16-19 (14,002,000) 66.8 1.6 8.6 3.2 5.4 56.6 23.3 ::13.3 154.6 3.9 150.7 
20-24 (16,395,000) 56.3 2.4 8.6 2.7 6.0 45.3' 17.3 26.0 150.2 2.9 147.3 
25-34 (27,784,000) 38.5 1.2 5.3 1.8 3.5 32.0 12.0 20.0 113.6 2.2 111.4 
35-49 (30,263,000) 19.9 (1 z) 4.5 1.7 2.8 15.4 5.4 9.9 83.8 1.7 82.1 
50-64 (28,644,000) 10.7 (1 z) 3.5 1.6 1.9 7.2 3.1 4.1 58.7 2.3 56.4 
65 and over (19,878,000) 7.1 10.1 3.1 1.0 2.0 3.9 1.2 2.8 25.6 2.8 22.7 

Black 
12-15 (2,361,000) 53.9 11.9 14.7 4.6 9.9 37.3 18.9 18.5 101.9 11.2 100.7 
16-19 (2,261;,000) 67.2 5.5 13.7 13.3 10.4 48.1 25.0 23.0 101.1 5.3 95.8 
20--l:'4 (2,319,000) 74.4 14.2 21.6 14.3 17.3 48.6 26.0 22.6 121.2 9.7 111.5 
25-34 (3,382,000) 58.0 12.0 13.7 4.2 9.5 42.3 22.0 20.3 117.0 7.0 109.9 
35-49 (3,670,CJOO) 22.9 )0.0 11.3 2.9 8.4 11.6 7.1 4.5 72.8 5.8 67.0 
50-64 (2,891,000) 26.6 J.0 •6 13.6 5.2 8.4 12.4 7.5 4.9 57.4 7.2 50.2 
65 and over (1,910,000) 13.2 10.0 6.8 13.5 13.3 6.5 14.9 11.6 27.5 7.5 20.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. 
l Es timate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 9. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime, 1976 

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

Race, sex, and age Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

White 
Male 

12-15 (7,038,000) 6'7.2 168.$ 
16-19 (6,985,000) 88.4 163.4 
20-24 (8,109,000) 71.3 165.7 
25-34 (13,809,000) 50.8 122.1 
35-49 (14,834,000) 24.5 87.0 
50-64 (13,656,000) 13.7 64.1 
65 and over (8,151,000) 12.4 :11.5 

r>er.tale 
12-15 (6,722,000) 36.3 146.8 
16-19 (7,017,000) 45.2 145. a 
20-24 (8,286,000) 41.7 135.0 
25-34 (13,976,000) 26.3 105.3 
35-49 (15,429,000) 15.4 30.7 
50-64 (14,988,000) 8.0 53.9 
65 and over (11.726,000) 3.4 21.4 

Black 
Mule 

12-15 (l,173.000) 68.4 105.9 
16-19 (l ,099 ,000) 72.0 115.0 
20-24 (l,036,000) 82.9 159.5 
25-34 (1,498,000) 76.5 130.6 
35-49 (1.641,000) 30.2 75.6 
50-64 (1,314,000) 36.9 77.2 
65 and over (796,000) 14.5 29.1 

Female 
12-15 (1,188,000) 39.7 96.0 
16-19 (1,167,000) 62.7 88.1 
20-24 (1.283,000) 67.6 90.3 
25-34 (1,8S4.000) 43.2 106.) 
3E-49 (2.029,000) 17.0 70.5 
50-64 (1.577,000) 18.1 40.9 
65 and ov~r (1,114,000) 12.3 26.4 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to popUlation in the group. 
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Table 10. Persona. crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and marital statu~ of victims, 1976 

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

Never Divorced and 
married Married Widowad separated 

Type of orime (49,94a,ooO) (98,884.000) (11,851,000) (10,772,000) 

Crimes of violence 56.4 111.6 10.4 75.6 
Ralle 1.7 0.4 10.3 a.2 
Robbery 10.7 3.:>. 3.8 19.9 

Robbery with injury 3.0 0.9 2.1 9.3 
From serious assault 1.5 0.5 1.0 4.1 
From minor assault 1.6 0.4 1.1 5.2 

Robbery without injury 7.7 2.4 1.7 10.6 
Assault 44.0 15.0 6.3 53.5 

Aggravated assault 16.9 6.0 2.5 20.9 
I~ith injury 6.2 1.8 1.1 8.3 
Attempted assault with weapon 10.6 4.3 1.4 12.6 

Simple IIsSlIult 27.2 9.0 3.9 32.7 
W:i,th :tnjury 8.3 1.5 1.1 10.5 
Attempted IIssault I~ithout weapon 18.9 7.5 2.8 22.2 

Crimes of theft 142.8 75.8 37.8 131.5 
Personal larceny with contact 4.2 1.6 5.3 5.9 

Purse snatching 0.9 0.6 2.0 2.1 
Pocket picking 3.4 1.0 3.3 3.8 

Personal larceny without eontnct 138.5 74.1 32.4 125.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to totnl shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the 
group; data on persons whose marital status WIIS not ascertained are excluded. 

'Estimate, ba~ed on about 10 or fewer sample oases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 11. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex and marital 
status of victims and type of crime, 1976 

(Rnte per 1,000 population n~c 12 and over) 

Crimes of Robborl Assault Crimes of Personal 1arcenl 
Sex and marital status violence Rape Total With injury Without injury Total Aggmvated Simple theft With contact Withou t contact 
---~ 

Male 
Never married (26,567,000) 70.6 10.1 15.0 4.0 11.1 55.6 23.5 32.1 153.7 4.5 149.3 
~Iarried (49,824,000) 24.9 0.2 4.2 1.0 3.2 20.5 8.8 11.8 79.1 1.1 78.0 
Widowed (1,'8'39,000) 26.8 10.6 14.3 5.5 8.8 11.9 5.8 6.1 53.3 6.7 46.6 
Divoroed and separated 

(3,888,000) 92.1 10.5 30.2 12.9 17.2 61.4 28.8 32.6 156.2 5.9 150.3 
Female 

Never married (23,376,000) 40.1 3.5 5.7 1.9 3.8 30.9 9.3 21.6 130.3 4.0 126.4 
Married \49,060,000) 12.2 0.5 2.3 0.7 1.5 9.5 3.3 6.2 72.4 2.1 70.3 
Widowed (10,013,000) 7.4 10.3 1.9 1.5 ~0.4 6.3 1.8 3.5 34.9 5.1 29.9 
Divorced and separated 

(6,884,000) 66.3 3.1 14.1 7.2 6.9 49'.1 16.4 32.7 117.5 5.9 111.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbcrs in parentheses refer to population in the ,i 'oup; exo1udes data on persons whose 
maritn1 status was not ascertnined. 

lEstima'te, based on nbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 12. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex of head 
of household, relationship of victims to head, and type of crime, 1976 

(Rate pcr 1,000 population age 12 and over) 

Robberl Assault Personal 1arcenl 
Sex of head of household Crimes of With Without Crimes With Without 
and relationship to head violence Rape Total injury injuI'y 1'ota1 Aggravated Simple 'of theft contact contact 

Households headed by ma1e~ 
Self (57,722,000) 31.5 0.2 6.4 1.9 4.5 24.9 10.6 14.2 92.1 1.8 90.4 

Living alone (5,976,000) 65.8 10.2 23.8 8.3 15.5 41.8 20.0 21.8 155.8 7.0 148.9 
Living with others (51,747,000) 21.6 0.3 4.4 1.2 3.2 22.9 9.5 13.4 84.8 1.2 83.6 

Wife (4'1,361,000) 11. 5 0.5 2.2 O.S 1.5 8.8 3.0 5.9 71.7 2.0 69.6 
Own child under age 18 (19,200,000) 46.5 0.9 8.3 1.7 6.6 31.4 12.6 24.8 150.1 2.8 147.3 
Own child age 18 and over (11,054,000) 42.4 10.5 6.3 2.1 4.2 36.6 14.8 20.8 108.2 3.3 104.9 
other relative (3,996,000) 36.3 12.0 7.6 3.4 4.3 26.7 12.li 14.2 74.7 3.5 71.2 
Nonrelative (2,647,000) 104.0 12.2 19.2 7.7 11.5 82.6 34.8 47.8 197.8 6.0 191.8 

Households headed by fena1es 
Self (18,913,000) 37.7 3.0 8.3 3.8 4.4 26.5 8.9 17.6 86.9 6.3 80.6 

Living alone (10,078,000) 24.9 2.6 '8.1 4.4 3.7 14.2 4.1 10.1 68.4 7.4 61.0 
Living with others (88,340,000) 52.4 3.4 8.5 3.2 5.3 40.5 1-1.4 26.0 108.1 5.1 103.0 

Own child under age 18 (3,888,000) 78.2 2.6 13,.8 3.7 10.1 61.8 22.3 39.5 124.6 3.2 121.5 
Own child age 18 and over (3,497,000) 54.8 10.4 15.4 3.9 11.4 39.1 19.0 20.1 106.8 6.7 100.1 
other relative (2,040,000) 46.7 10.0 12.5 5.7 6.8 34.3 17.0 17.3 68.1 12.8 65.3 
Nonrelative (1,583,000) 93.2 12.9 23.2 8.4 14.8 67.1 23.5 43.6 167.8 11,5 156.3 

NO!'E: Detail may not add to total sholin because of rounding. 
~Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 13. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime 
and annual family income of victims, 1976 

(nate per 1,000 population age 12 and over) 

Less th •• n $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 $25,000 or more 
Type of orime (12,093,000) (33,721,000) (17,017,000) (39,359,000) (38,955,000) (15,230,000) 

Crimea of violenoe 54.2 36.6 33.4 29.7 27.5 27.2 
Rnpe 2.5 1.1 1.2 0.6 0.5 10.6 
RobbeX'y 1.1.0 8.4 6.5 4.9 4.5 4.5 

Robbery with injury ~,3 3.1 2.1 1.4 1.5 0.9 
From serious aB~ault 2.9 1.6 0.9 O.'{ 0.5 10.6 
From minor assault 2.4 1.5 1.3 1).7 1.0 10.3 

,Robbery without injury 8.7 5.3 4.4 3.5 3.0 3.6 
Assault 37.7 27.1 25.7 24.3 22.6 22.0 

Aggravated assault 16.1 11.3 10.6 9.6 1.8 7.5 
Nith injury 7.9 4.2 3.3 2.8 2.7 2.4 
Attempted assault with weapon 8.2 7.1 7.3 6.7 6.1 5.1 

Simple assault 21.7 15.8 15.1 14.7 14.7 14.5 
With injury 6.8 5.0 3.8 3.9 3.0 3.4 
Attempted assault without weapon 14.9 10.8 11.3 10.8 1.1.7 11.0 

Crimes of theft 86.4 76.0 89.2 94.2 111.8 133.9 
P(lrsona1 1urceny with .'~"tact 5.7 3.5 3.0 2.0 2.2 2.5 

Purse snatohing 1.7 1.2 1.0 0.6 0.4 0.9 
Pocket pioking "-.0 2.3 2.0 1.4 1.8 1.6 

Personal 1aroeny without contact 80.7 72.5 86.2 92.2 109.6 131.3 

NOTE: Iletail may not add to total shown beoause of rounding. Numbers in parentheses rofor to popUlation in tho group~ excludes data on persons whose 
incomG level was not ascertained. 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistioa11y unreliable. 

Table 14. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race and annual 
family income of victims and type of crime, 1976 

(Rate pt)r 1,000 population ap.e 12 and over) 

Robberl Assault Personal 1nroe~ 
Crimes of With Without Crimos of With Without 

Race and income violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple theft contact contact 

White 
Less than $3,000 (8,952,000) 52.1 2.0 13.8 5.2 8.6 36.3 12.6 23.7 93.5 5.4 88.1 
$3,000-$7,499 (27,226,000) 34.8 1.1 6.8 2.8 4.0 26.9 9.9 17.0 77.6 2.8 74.7 
$7,500-$~,999 (14,664,000) 33.4 1.1 5.4 2.0 3.4 26.9 11.0 15.9 89.1 2.5 86.6 
$10,000-$14,999 (35,766,000) 28.1 0.5 4.3- 1.2 3.0 23.9 9.5 14.3 93.6 1.6 92.0 
$15,OOU-$24.999 (36,262,000) 26.4 0.4 3.9 1.1 2.8 22.1 7.4 14.7 110.6 1.9 108.7 
$25,000 or more (14,368,000) 27.1 la.5 4.3 1.0 3.3 22.3 7.9 14.4 135.8 2.~ 133.4 

Blaok 
Less than $3,000 (2,979,000) 62.4 4.3 15.1 5.8 9.2 43.0 27.4 15.6 60.7 6.9 53.8 
$3,000-$7,499 (6,081,000) 44.6 11.3 15.3 4.5 10.8 28.0 17.0 11.0 66.3 6.0 60.3 
$7,500-$9,999 (2,115,000) 34.7 12.2 14.2 12.4 11.8 18.3 7.0 11.3 92.8 6.6 86.2 
$10,000-$14,999 (3,106,000) 41.8 la.4 11.8 \3.1 8.7 29.6 9.8 19.7 102.9 6.1 96.9 
$15,000-$24,999 (2,174,000) 44.6 12.3 10.9 5.4 5.4 31.4 16.4 15.0 141.0 7.1 133.9 
$25,000 or more (600,000) 25.5 13.5 15.7 10.0 "5.7 116.3 12.7 113.7 125.1 14.5 120.4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the Ill'OUP; exoludes dutu on persons whose 
income level was not ascertained. 

~stimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistioa1ly unreliablu. 
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Table 15. Personal crimes: Victimization ratet for persons age 25 and o'!er, by level of educational 
attainment and race of victims and type of cri~e, 1976 

(Rate pe~ 1,000 population age 25 and ova~) 

Il()bber~ Assault Pe~sonal larc<:n~ 
EduoatioMl Crimes of lVith Without crimes of With Without 
attainment tmd rllco violenco Rape ,'otal injury injury Total Aggravated Simple of theft contact contaot 

Elementary sohool 
0-4 years" 

All races \I (5,219,000) 15.4 30.2 5.4 2.3 3.1 9.8 5.0 4.7 29.7 4.6 25.0 
White (~,824,OOO) 14.1 30.3 5.1 32.5 32.6 8.7 4.9 3.8 30.7 2.9 27.7 
Black (1,299,000) 20.·' 30.0 36.7 32.0 34.7 13.6 35.S 7.S 25.1 9.0 16.1 

5-7 yeal's 
All raecs II (8,326,000) 15.2 30.2 5.9 2.6 3.2 9.2 4.4 4.7 38.3 4.2 34.2 
White (6,762,000) 13.7 30.0 4.7 2.0 2.6 9.1 3.9 5,Ja 36.8 3.3 33.4 
Black (1,457,000) 21.6 31.1 10.9 34.5 36.4 9.6 7.5 32.1 45.4 8.5 37.0 

8 ycars 
All races D (10,390,000) 11.6 30.3 4.2 1.7 2.4 7.2 2.7 4.5 39.5 2.9 36.e 
White (9,864,000) 9.9 30.0 3.3 1.4 1.9 6.6 2.0 4.6 38.5 2.4 36.1 
Blaok (958,000) 28.8 32. ~ 13.8 35.5 33•3 12.2 35.3 33.9 48.4 38.1 40.3 

High School 
1-3 years 

All raoes.a (17,856,000) 20.0 30.5 5.2 2.1 3.1 14.3 6.4 7.9 61.6 2.6 59.0 
white (15,166,QOO) 18.2 30.5 3.9 1.8 2.1 l3.8 5.3 8.6 60.4 2.0 58.4 
Black (2,554,000) 30.4 30.5 12.7 4.0 8.7 17.2 13.4 33.8 67.0 6.6 60.4 

1\ yeurs 
All races 8 (43,410,000) 19.4 0.5 4.1 1.0 2.6 101.3 6.2 8.7 72.1 2.1 70.1 
whitc (39,491,OOO) 17.5 O.,j 3.2 1.3 1.9 .<l.0 5.5 8.5 70.9 1.7 69.2 
B13ck (3,435,000) 39,3 30.8 13.9 4.9 3.9 24.6 13.1 11.6 81.1 6.6 80.4 

College 
1-3 years 

AU race'.! a (16,283,000) 31. 5 30.4 6.3 1.9 4.5 24.8 9.0 15.7 104.5 2.3 101.7 
White (14,783,000) 30.S 30.5 5.6 1.6 4.0 24.7 9.1 15.7 103.1 2.7 10t.l 
Blaok (1,269,000) 44.8 30•0 15.1 34.0 11.1 29.7 10.4 19.4 113.4 34.3 114.1 

4 years or mOl'C 
All races g (17,964,000) 27.4 no.2 5.6 1.9 3.8 21.5 7.4 14.,' 113.7 2.7 111.1 
White (16,598,000) 27.1 no.2 G.6 1.3 3.8 21.2 6.3 14.4 113.6 2,6 ll1.1 
Illacle (873,000) 31.4 30 •0 33.5 30.0 :'3,5 27.9 14.7 13.2 132.2 33.7 125.6 

NOTE: Dctail nlay not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parenthesc$ refer to popUlation in the group; cxcludes data on persons age 25 
and over whosc level of education was not ascertained. 

"!nc::1udes persons who never attended or who attended kindel'gal'ten cnly. 
8Includes data on "other" races, not shown sepnrlltc1y. 
3Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statiatically unt'tiliable. 
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Table 16. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 16 and over, by participation 
in the civilian labor force, employment status, and race of victims, 1976 

(Hate per 1,000 population age 16 and over) 

flobber~ Assault Personal 
Labor foroe participation, Crimes of With Without Crimes of With 
employment status, and race violencc Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple of theft contact 

Labor force par'ticipants 
Employed 

All raoes1 (89,862,000) 33.3 0.7 5.9 1.9 4.0 20.7 10.7 16.0 105.9 2.7 
White (79,809,000) 32.7 0.7 5.1 1.6 3.5 26.8 10.4 16.4- 106.7 2.2 
Black (8,738,000) 39.1 1.2 11.6 3.9 7.7 26.4- 13.7 12.7 103.8 7.2 

Unemployed 
All races 1 (5,381,000) 82.3 4.6 20.1 7.5 12.6 57.6 24.9 32.6 139.7 4.5 
white (4,2'14,000) 76.1 3.0 17.9 8.0 9.8 55.3 23.6 31.6 139.8 3.4 
Blaok (1,022,000) 110.8 11.7 30.0 24.5 25.5 69.1 31.2 37.9 134.4- 7.5 

" Labor force nonparticipants 
Keeping house 

All rac~sl (34,396,000) 14-.1 0.4- 2.9 1.3 1.6 10.8 4.3 6.5 53.2 2.8 
White (30,835,000) 12.4 0.4 2.1 1.0 1.1 9.9 3.6 6.3 53.7 2.4 
Black (3,171,000) 30.0 20.5 10.6 4.0 6.6 18.9 10.8 s.l 46.6 6.1 

In school 
All races1 (6,842,000) 50.3 2.0 7.0 1.8 5.2 4-1.2 15.4- 25.9 141.1 3.4 
White (5,530,000) 52.0 2.3 7.1 1.8 5.3 42.6 13.6 29.0 154.1 3.2 
Black (1,148,000) 44.9 21.1 27.3 22.1 25.3 36.5 23.5 13.0 75.9 ~.6 

Unable to work 
All races 1 (3,14-1,000) 33.3 20.9 15.7 5.3 10.4- 16.8 10.3 6.5 43.2 5.1 
White (2,528,000) 26.8 20.4 11.3 4.9 6.3 15.1 7.5 7.6 42.8 5.0 
Black (593,000) 58.0 a2.8 ~5.0 27.0 28.0 20.2 IS.3 22.0 46.5 25.9 

Hetired 
All races1 (9,338,000) 10.8 20.0 5.6 2.4 3.2 5.2 2.3 2.8 29.2 2.3 
white (8,507,000) 10.2 20.0 5.0 2.2 2.S 5.2 2.1 3.1 29.2 1.7 
Black (748,000) 18.5 20.0 a13.0 24.9 

Other 
28:0 25.6 25.6 20.0 25.1 2S.9 

All races1 (5,662,000) 38.6 20.9 8.5 3.4 5.1 29.1 11.0 18.2 79.5 6.3 
White (4,663,000) 35.6 20.3 6.9 3.5 3.4 28.3 9.6 1~.8 82.S 5.4 
Black (922,000) 55.5 24.2 17.2 23.0 14.2 34.1 19.2 14.9 55.5 29.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lrncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or f'ewer sample cases, is statistiO'ally lInrel iable. 

larceny 
IVithout 
contact 

103.3 
104.5 

96.5 

135.3 
136.4 
126.9 

50.4-
51. 3 
40.5 

137.7 
150.9 
72.3 

33.1 
37.S 
40.6 

27.0 
27.5 
16.2 

73.2 
77 .4 
45.9 



Table 17. Personal crimes: VictimizatioQ rates for persons age 16 and over, by occupational group 
of victims and type of crime, 1976 

(Race ;>er 1,000 population age 16 and over) 

Robbcrl Assault Personal lal'cen;.' 
crimes of With Without CriMes \~i th Without 

Occupational group violence Rapa 1'otal injury injury Totnl Aggl'avated simple of theft oontaot contact 

Professional. , technioal and 
kindred wOl'lters (16,492,000) 27.9 0.7 5.0 1.5 3.5 22.2 6.8 H.3 122.6 2.8 119.8 

Managers, officials and 
propl'ietors1 (11,323,000) 35.7 30•8 7.9 2.0 5.9 27.1 9.3 17.8 111.1 2.2 109.0 

Sales workel's (7,844,000) 34.7 31.1 8.1 2.6 5.5 25.5 9.6 15.9 101.9 3.1 98.8 
Clel'ical and kindred workers (21,770,000) 25.S 1.6 5.2 1.5 '.3.7 1S.8 7.3 11.4 103.3 3.9 99.4 
C raft and kindl'ed workers (14,045,000) 33.0 30.5 4.7 La 2.9 27.8 13.8 14.0 lOC.3 2.0 98.4 
Operatives and kindred 
worlters a (13,965,000) 35.4 0.8 6.8 2.4 4.4 2'1.8 12.2 15.6 30.4 2.8 77.7 

Transport equipment 
30. 0 32•5 32.0 operatives (3,912,000) 40.2 10.5 B.l 29.7 13.4 16.4 118.8 116.9 

Laborers 1 (6,~69,OOO) 56.4 30.4 11.0 3.1 7.9 45.0 22.1 22.9 106.0 2.6 103.4 
Farm laborel's (1,987,000) 30.3 30•0 35.0 32.5 3?.5 2~.4 15.0 11).4 67.1 31.2 65.3 
Farm owners and managers (1,805,000) 34.9 30. 0 30.7 30.0 "0.7 4.2 30.7 33.5 58.6 30.6 58.0 
Service workers (16,587,000) 56.1 1.7 9.4 3.9 5.5 44.9 17.1 27.S 117.8 3.1 114.7 
Private household worllcrs (1,993.000) 31.1 '32•0 5.6 33.0 2.6 23.4 d.6 13.9 71.5 8.0 69.5 
Armed Fot'ccs personnel (928,000) 64.7 31.3 14.8 35.0 39.7 48.6 24.1 24.5 173.9 35.2 l6S.8 

NOTE! Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1Except farm. 
2Except transport. 
3Estimate, based on Zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 18. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over'lby type of crime 
and type of locality of residence of victims, 1976 

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

MetroEoli tan arer,s 
50,000 to 249,999 250,000 to 499,999 500,000 to 999,999 1,000,000 or morC 

outside Outside outside outside Nonmotro-
Central central Central central Ce~tral centrlll Central central politan 

All areas cities oi ties. cities ei ties ci ties cities oities cities areas 
T,)'pe of crime (171,901,000) (14,982,000) (20,106,000) (9,894,000) (15,055.000) (10,329,000) (15,839,000) (14,990,000) (16,196,000) (54,510,000) 

Crimea of violence 32.6 41.1 27.1 45.3 33.1 49,:1 32.5 48.5 37.8 20.6 
Rape 0.8 1.0 0.7 1.7 1.0 ~.O 0.9 0.8 20.5 0.5 
Robbery 6.5 7.3 3.2 9.7 4.2 13.G 5.2 18.5 8.3 2.6 

Robbery with injurl' 2.1 3.1 1.1 3.2 1.5 4.0 1.0 5.6 3.1 0.9 
Robbery without 
injury 4.4 4.2 2.1 6.5 2.7 9.0 4.2 12.8 5.2 1.8 

Assault 25.3 32.8 23.2 33.9 27.£ 34.1 26.4 29.2 29.0 17.5 
Aggravated assault 9.9 10.3 8.5 13.9 10.7 15.1 9.5 12.7 10.8 7.2 
Simple assault 15.01 22.1 14.7 20.0 17.2 19.0 16.9 16.6 18.2 10.3 

Crimes of theft 96.1 111.6 98.9 114.6 106.0 128.2 112.3 91.6 115.0 69.6 
Personal larceny 
w.l.th contact 2.9 2.1 loS 4.5 2.2 6.2 2.4 9.5 3.4 0.9 
Persor.~l larceny 
without contact 93.2 109.5 97.1 110.0 103.3 122.1) 109.9 82.1 111.5 68.6 

·NOTE: The population "ange categories shown under the heading "~letropo1itan areas" are based only on the size of' the central city and do not reflect the 
population of the entire metropolitan area. Numbers ill parentheses refer to popUlation in the group. Detail may not add to total shown bccause of 
rounding. 

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



Table 19. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of locality 
of residence, race and sex of victims, and type of crime, 1976 

(Rate per 1,000 t'esident population age 12 and over) 

Robbery Assault 
Area and race Crimes of With Wi lhout Crimes 
and ~eX violonce1 Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple of theft 

All arcus 
White male (72,582,000) 41. 6 7.8 2.3 5.5 33.6 13.8 19.8 107.2 
wldte female (78,144,000) 21.4 3.4 1.4 a.o 16.7 4.8 11.9 BB.4 
Black male (8,557,000) 54.9 20.1 5.5 14.6 34.5 19.3 15.2 100.5 
Black femall) (10,241,000) 35.7 P.2 2.8 5.4 24.2 12.5 11.8 75.4 

Metropoli tan areas 
Cen tral cities 

White male (17,900,000) 59.8 15.4 4.6 10.8 44.3 18.5 25.7 124.7 
White female (20,262,000) 29.6 6.1 2.8 3.3 21.4 5.9 15.5 102.7 
Black male (4,869,000) 69.8 29.9 B.2 21.6 39.9 20.8 19.1 U6.7 
Black female (6,032,000) 41.3 10.7 3.5 7.3 27.4 13.1 14.3 B5.4 

Outside central cities 
White male (30,513,000) 43.0 6.4 1.9 4.4 36.4 14.5 22.0 118.9 
White femnle (32,140,000) 21.9 3.6 1.3 2.3 17.3 !i.2 12.1 9B.7 
Blnck male 11,699,000) 42.5 10.5 D3.l 7.4 30.8 16.3 14.6 112.0 
Bluck female (1,959,000) 34.4 7.4 "'2.6 "'4.7 22.B 10.2 12.6 BO.2 

Nonmell'opolitan areas 
White ma1* (24,168,000) 26.4 4.1 1.1 3.0 22.3 9.6 12.7 79.4 
White female (25,742,000) 14.2 1.1 0.6 0.6 12.4 3.5 B.9 64.2 
Black male (1,988,000) 28.9 "'4.4 "'1.0 "'3.4 24.4 lS.2 6.2 51.1 
Black female (2,250,000) 21.6 "'2.2 "'1.0 "'1.1 17.1 12.S "'4.3 44.2 

NOT];,: Numbers in pnrentheses refer to population in the group. Delail may not acid to t.otal shown because of rounding. 
1Inclu,les data on rape, not shawn separately. 
"'Estimate, based on nbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 20. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and race 
of head of household, 1976 

(Ilate per 1,000 households) 

All races White Black Other 

Personal 
With 
contact 

2.1 
2.8 
6.3 
6.2 

3.5 
6.4 
6.4 
B.7 

2.1 
2 .. 4 
6.5 

"'4.4 

1.0 
0.4 
6.0 

"'1.1 

Type of cl'ime 174,956,000) (66,065,000) (8,006,000) (S85,OOO) 

Burglary 8S.9 84.0 130.8 71.9 
Fot'cible entry 30.4 26.S 59.2 39.0 
Unlawful entry without force 37.7 37.9 39.1 14.8 
Attempted forcible entry 20.8 19.4 32.5 18.2 

Household larceny 124.1 125.8 t12.1 103.7 
Lf)SS thnn $50 74.7 76.7 60.4 61.6 
$50 or more 36.6 36.6 37.8 30.4 
Amount not available 4.0 4.0 4.1 15.7 
Attempted larceny 8.7 8.6 9.8 16.0 

Motor vehicle theft 16.5 15.il 21.5 14.2 
Completed theft 10.1 9.6 15.1 18.6 
Attempted thcft 6.3 6.3 6.3 15.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer tu households in thO' 
gr·oup. 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewel' sample cases, is 6tntistieally unreliable. 

larcenl 
Without 
oon~act 

105.1 
85.6 
94.2 
69.2 

121.2 
96.3 

llo.a 
76.7 

116.S 
96.3 

105.5 
75.8 

78.4 
63.8 
45.1 
43.0 



Table 21. Motor vehicle theft: Victimization rates on the basis of thefts per 
1,000 households and of thefts per 1,000 vehicles owned, by selected 

household characteristics, 1976 

Charaeteristi'c 
Rate per 1,000 Rute per 1,000 motor 
households vehicles O\~nod 

Race of head of' household 
All l'uees1 16.5 11.5 
White 15.9 10.6 
Sluek 21.5 23.2 

Age of head of houaehold 
12-19 27.4 :130.8 
~0-34 24.3 16.6 
35-49 18.9 10.9 
50-64 12.3 7.7 
65 and OVer 6.1 7.4 

Form of' tenure 
Owned or being bought 13.5 8.1 
Hented 21.9 21.6 

1 Includes dutu on "othel'" races, not shown separately. 
:lEstimato, based on nb(\ut 10 or reWel' sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 22. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and age of head of household, 1976 

-'-
12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 

Typo of crime (1,095,000) (22,092,000) (18,522,000) (18,459,000) 

Burglary 207.3 123.6 92.8 
Forcible entry 54.6 .44.6 30.4 
Unlawful entry without force 113.4 48.1 42.9 
Attt'mpLod forcible c,"~ry 19.3 30.9 19.6 

1I0UGchoU larceny 173.1 171.9 144.7 
Less than $50 101.5 106.8 80.0 
$50 or more 61.9 48.0 50.4 
Amount not available 14.4 4.6 4.6 
Attempted larceny 10.4 12.6 9.7 

Motor vehicle theft 27.4 24.3 18.9 
Complet(ld theft 17.5 15.5 11.6 
Attempted theft 9 .• 9 8.8 7.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of ro~nding. N~mbers in pa~entheses refer to households in the group. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, l~ statistlcally unrellable. 

67.5 
22.8 
29.4 
15.3 
94.6 
5G.2 
28.2 

2.6 
7.7 

12.3 
7.3 
5.0 

65 and over 
(14,789,000) 

50.2 
16.9 
20.5 
12.8 
59.5 
41.4 
11.0 
4.2 
2.9 
6.1 
3.3 
2 .. ,)! 



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

Table 23. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and annual family income, 1976 

(Hulo ,.t't' 1,000 housellClldFl) 

Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 
Type of crime (7,800,000) (17,113,{100) (7,582,000) (15,981,000) 

But'glury 116.9 94.2 90.4 7l; .1 
Forcible enl.l'Y 37.7 35.4 31.9 24.3 
Unlawful enll':' wi thout forell 53.3 35.5 ~3.4 3U.S 
Attempted forcible entry ~5.8 23.3 25.1 19.0 

ll()u~ch()ld 11lt'ceny 9·1.2 1l2.Cl 131.1 139.9 
l.ess than $50 60.9 70.0 79.5 Sr..O 
$50 or moro 24.9 30.5 ~5~7 4loU 
Amount not aVl\i.1o.btc 3.9 4.6 4.0 3.7 
Attempted Im'ceny 4.6 H.9 11.9 10.2 

~!otllr vehicle theft 8.9 13.6 18.5 19.2 
Completed lheft 7.0 9.0 12.1 11.6 
Attempted theft 1.9 4.6 0.3 7.6 

$1,.000-$24,999 $25,000 or more 
(14,258,000) (5,284,000) 

82.7 9'( .3 
25.5 32.9 
39.8 45.7 
17.4 1S.1 

139.4 141.9 
84.1 75.S 
·13.4 49.2 

2 •• \ 5.6 
9.4 11.4 

18.4 2:1.6 
10.3 12.8 
8.1 10.8 

I'llrn:: Detail may n(tt add to '.;utal shown because of t'oundinll' NumberH in porenthcsoB I'cfer t.o hlluf;cholds in lhe gt'oup; exc1udcH uula un pcrHons whoso 
income level 1~,1S not aHeel'tainccl. 

Table 24. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head 
of household, annual family income, and type of burglary, 1976 

ROCle und income All 

White 
Less than $3,000 (5,984,000) 
$~,000-$7,499 (14,331,000) 
$7,500-$9,999 (6,648,000) 
$10,000-$14,999 (14,645,000) 
$15,000-$24,999 (13,332,000) 
$25,000 01' ~ore (5,023,000) 

Blo.ck 
Less than $3,000 (1,722,000) 
$3,000-$7,499 (2,576,000) 
$7,500-$9,999 (849,000) 
$10,000-$14,999 (1,182,000) 
$15,000-$24,999 (752,000) 
$25,000 or more (192,000) 

(Hute pel' 1,000 houRcholdB) 

blll'giaries Fot'cible enLry 

110.6 33.4 
87.1 29.7 
83.9 26.8 
73.4 22.2 
81. 7 24.5 
93.8 29.0 

137.5 51.4 
1:13.0 ,_." 64.4 
146.2 72.6 
1l0.7 48.4 
112.5 50.6 
214.4 139.4 

Ul\lu\~flll ontry withQut force 

!\J,1 
3lt.6 
33.5 
33.2 
40.3 
1\6.5 

53.2 
35.9 
36.1 
30.2 
34.3 

140.1 

Attempt.ed forcible entl'y 

23.6 
21.8 
23.6 
17.9 
16.9 
1S.4 

33.0 
32.7 
37.5 
32.1 
27.5 

134.9 

NOTE: lletail may I, ·t add to total shO\~n because of rounding. Numbers in pat'enthuses refer to households in the group; excludes data on persons whose 
income level was not ascertained. 

lBstimnte, based on about 10 or fewer sumple cuses, is statistieally unreliable. 



w 
00 Table 25. Household larceny: Victimization rates, by race of head of household, 

annual family income, and type of larceny, 1976 

Race and inoome 

white 
Less than $3,000 (5,984,000) 
$3,000-$7,499 (14,331,000) 
$7,500-$9,999 (6,648,000) 
$10,000-$14,999 (14,645,000) 
$15,000-$24,999 (13,332,000) 
$25,000 or more (5,023,000) 

B1aclt 
Less thall $3,000 (1,722,000) 
$.3,000-$7,499 (2,576,000) 
$7,500-$9,999 (849,00,1) 
$10,000-$14,999 (1,132,000) 
$15,000-$24,999 (752,000) 
$?5,OOO or More (192,000) 

All 

(Rate per J. ,000 hOlIRftholds) 

household 1arcenies1 Less 

97.8 
112.8 
131.2 
139.7 
140.5 
141.4 

83.1 
107.6 
116.6 
153.6 
128.5 
172.2 

ComE1etod laroen;t 
than $50 $50 or more 

63.2 25.2 
72.1 29.6 
81.8 34.8 
85.6 40.1 
85.3 43.5 
76.0 49.3 

54.3 24.3 
58'.3 34.5 
04.0 39.9 
84.8 53.7 
69.9 45.3 
69.5 63.5 

Attempted larceny 

5.4 
6.4 

11.0 
10.3 
9.1 

10.9 

a2.3 
10.4 
1S.7 
10.3 
13.4 

a23.4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shO\~n because of rounding. Numbers in parcni:heses refer to households in the: group; excludes data on persons whose 
income level \~as not as!lertained. 

lIncludes data, not shown separately, on larcenies for whioh the value of loss was not ascertained. 
IiEstimate., based on about 10 or fewer sample oases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 26. Motor vehicle theft: Victimization rates, by race of head of household~ 
annual family income, and type of theft, 1976 

Race and income 

White 
Less than $3,000 \5,984,000) 
$3,000-$7,499 (14,331,000) 
$7,500-$9,999 (6,648,000) 
$10,000-$14,999 (14,645,000) 
$15,000-$24,999 (13,332,000) 
$25,000 or more (5,023,000) 

Blaelt 
Less than $3,000 (1,722,000) 
$3,000-$7,499 (2,576,000) 
$7,500-$9,999 (849,000) 
$10,000-$14,999 (1,18Z,000) 
$15,000-$24,999 (752,000) 
$25,000 or more (192,000) 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

All vehicle thefts 

9.4 
12.6 
16.3 
18.1 
17.8 
23.3 

6.8 
17.0 
36.1 
35.2 
33.1 

135.2 

Completed theft 

7.2 
8.3 

10.8 
10.6 

9.3 
12.4 

6.0 
12.2 
22.4 
26.2 
20.5 

121.7 

Attempted theft 

2.2 
4.3 
5.5 
7.6 
8.0 

10.9 

10.8 
4.8 

13.8 
9.1 

113.7 
113.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses rerer to households in the 
gl'tJUp; excludes data on persons whose income level was not ascertained. 

1Estimate, based on about 10 or felier sample cuses, is statistically unreliable. 



Table 27. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number 
of persons in household, 1976 

'/'ype of crime 

Burp,)ury 
Forcible enll'.\' 
Unlawful entry without 4'orca 
Attempted foroible entry 

llouschold larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not uVlliluble 
Attempted 1urccny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed thr'ft 
Attempted theft 

(Rulo per 1,000 households) 

One 
(15,191,000) 

85.6 
32.9 
30.2 
~2.5 
1,1.0 
46.6 
19.6 
3.1 
,1.7 

11.0 
7.1 
3.9 

T~If)-thrca 
(:l7,Olo,ooo) 

85.9 
30.0 
35.2 
:lO.7 

119.1 
73.3 
33.1 
3.7 
9.0 

15.3 
9.0 
6.3 

l·'our-fi va 
(17,372,000) 

92.0 
28.0 
46.2 
18.8 

162.0 
94.7 
51.1 
,1.9 

11.4 
22.5 
13.7 
8.8 

Six or morll 
(4,156,OOO) 

112.:! 
33.3 
55.0 
23.9 

191.3 
106.3 
68.0 

6. :~ 
10.7 
21.9 
16.0 

6.0 

NOTE: Detuil may not add to total shOlm btlcause of rounding. Numbors in parentheaes ref'el' to households in the 
gl'OUP: exoludes data on househollls whose number of persons could not be ascerlained. 



Typc of arime 

Burglal'Y 
ForcilJle cntry 
UnlaNful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Hounehold larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Atter.lpted larceny 

Mv.or vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Table 28. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime, 
form of tenure, and race of head of household, 1976 

:,"1' 1,000 

All races 1 
ONned or bei!l[!, bought 

White 
(43.207,000) (44,293,000) 

73.3 70,9 
24.4 22.4 
33,1 33.3 
15.8 15.2 

113.5 113.8 
67.7 68.9 
34.1 33.8 
3.6 3.5 
7.9 7.6 

13.5 12.8 
8.0 7.5 
5.5 5.4 

households) 

Black 
(3,541,000) 

106.8 
48.7 
33.6 
23.5 

110,5 
54.4 
39.1 
4.5 

12.5 
22.3 
15.3 
6.9 

All races 1 
(26,749,000) 

117.0 
41.1 
46.0 
29.9 

14:1.3 
87.3 
41.1 

4.7 
10.2 
21.9 
14.0 
7.9 

Rented 
White 

(21,772,000) 

110.7 
35.6 
47.() 
28.1 

150.2 
92.4 
42.2 
4.£ 

10.8 
22.1 
13.8 
8.3 

NOT": Detail may not add to total shown b,oause of rounding. Numbers in pnl'enthesell refer to households in the group, 
lIncludes data on "othet'" races, not shown separately. 

Black 
(4,465,OOO) 

150.7 
67.5 
113.5 
39.7 

113.5 
65.2 
36.8 
3.7 
7.7 

20.8 
14.9 

5.9 



Table 29. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of units 
in structure occupied by household, 1976 

(Rato ..I:: I' 1,000 households) 

One 1 TNO 'l'hl'ee Foul' Five-nine Ten 01' marc 
Type \.If el'ime (53,J77,OOO) (5,830,000) (1,622,000) (2,373,000) (3,326,000) (7,656,000) 

BUl'glnl'y 82.9 94.4 93.8 11:1.6 122.1 98.5 
Forcible entry 28.4 36.0 37.7 39.9 41.6 32.1 
Un1aHful entl'y without force 36.4 34.2 27.8 41.9 42.9 39.7 
Attempted fOl'cible entl'Y 18.1 24.3 28.3 30.8 37.1 20.1 

lIouseho1d larceny 121.2 128.4 115.7 159.5 174.2 115.8 
Less than $50 72.5 76.5 74.5 100.7 109.7 70.3 
$50 01' more 36.2 38.8 30.7 40.5 48.6 33.5 
Amount not available 3.9 4.0 "2.4 5.1 5.8 3.9 
Attempted larceny 8.5 9.2 8.1 13.1 10.1 8.1 

Mot()!· vehicle theft: 13.5 22.5 30.9 26.9 23.8 22.9 
Comple ted the ft 8.3 13.4 18.2 16.8 15.8 13.4 
Attempted theft 5.1 9.1 12.8 10.1 8.0 9.1\ 

other than 
housing units 

(854,000) 

131.2 
14.3 

109.4 
27.5 
80.0 
42.0 
32.0 
"1.3 
"4.8 
22.0 
13.4 
"3.6 

NOTE: DetaH mny not add to total shO\~n :)ccnuse of I'ouuding. Numbel's in parentheses refel' to households in the group; oxel/ldes dahl on households Nhose 
numb"f' of units in structure could not be ascertaint'd. 

1Inoludes data on mobile homes, not shoNn sepnrate1y. 
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cnses, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 30. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and type of locality 
or reSidence, 1976 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

~Ieb'opo It tan "reas 
50,000 to 249.999 250,000 to 499,999 500,000 to 999,999 ~OO,OOO or mor..:-

Outside Outside outside Ouc..:ide 
All Central central Centl'al centl'a! central central Central central 
areas cities elties ci ties cities oities cities cities ci tios 

Type of crime (74,956,000) (6,889,000) (8,329,000) (4 , 50,1 • 000 ) (6,360,000) ('1,801,000) (6,613,000) (7,127,000) (6,724,000) 

Ilurglnry 88.9 114.8 88.9 12.1. 7 93.6 130.1 36.4 95.6 87.1 
Forcible entry 30.1\ 40.9 28.1 47.0 27.7 49.3 32.1 42.4 27.6 
UnlaNfu1 entry Nithout 

fOl'ce 37.7 48.8 41.9 42.5 42.5 44.3 34.3 28.3 37.2 
Attempted fOl'cib1e ent'ry 20.S 25.2 J,9.0 31.7 23.4 36.6 20.0 25.0 22.4 

lIo11seh01d larceny 124.1 153.5 125.2 173.6 161.9 159.6 133.5 89.0 140.5 
Completed lnreeny1 115.4 142.9 ll'! .1 lfi9.4 151.1 147.7 124.2 82.4 126.9 

l.ess than $ 50 74.7 89.4 76.0 103.5 100.2 93.9 82.0 52.4 85.8 
$50 or more 36.6 48.9 36.1 51.2 46.0 46.1 38.9 27.0 '36.5 

Attemptcd 1at'ccny 8.7 10.7 8.1 14.2 10.8 11.9 9.4 6.6 13.7 
~Iotor vehicle theft 16.5 17.5 11.1\ 20.e 19.8 29.7 21.7 27.0 24.4 

Completed theft 10.1 11.4 7.3 13.1 n.1\ 20.1 11.2 16.8 13.5 
Attempted theft 6.3 6.1 4 .. 2 7.!:i 8.5 9.6 to.4 10.2 10.9 

Nonmetro-
politian 
areas 

(23,610,000) 

64.6 
IS.4 

33.4 
12.8 
91. 5 
86.3 
55.3 
23.2 
5.2 
6.7 
4.6 
2.1 

NOTE: 'I'he popUlation range categories shot,n under thQ heading "Ml;)tropolitnn arcns" are based only on the llize of tho centrnl city nnd do not reflect thc 
popUlation of the entire metropoHtan area. Numbers in parentheses reft'r to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of 
rounding. 

1Incllldes dota, not shown separately, on larcenies for Nhlch the vulue of loss was not ascertained. 



Table 31. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type c4f locality 
of residence, race of head of hOl;lsehold, and type of crime, 1976 

(Hate per 1,000 households) 
---".~-------------------------------------
Area and race Burglary Household larce.iy Motor vehicle theft 

All ar~as 
white (66,065.000) 
Black (8,006,000) 

~Ietropoli tan areas 
Central cities 

White (18,046,000) 
Black (4,836,000) 

outside central cities 
white (26,221,000) 
Black (1,490,000) 

Nonmetropolitan areas 
White (21,793,000) 
Dlack (1,680,000) 

169.1 
171.0 

104.1 
149.8 

B6.9 
136.3 

321. 7 
263.0 

125.8 
11.2.1 

145.2 
117.4 

139.9 
133.1 

92.8 
77.8 

NOTE: Nun:bers in parentheses refer to households in the grotlp. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cuses, is statistically unreliable. 

I 

15.9 
21.4 

22.4 
27.9 

19.0 
19.5 

Table 32. Commercial crimes: Victimization rates, by characteristics 
of victimized establishments and type of crime, 1976 

(Rate per 1,000 establishments) 

Characteristic Burglary Robbery 

Kind of establishment 
All establishments (7,246,000) 
Retail (2,381,000) 
Wholesale (505,000) 
Service (2,848,000) 
Other (1,511,000) 

Gross annual receipts 1 

Less than $10,000 (887,000) 
$10,000-$24,999 (655,000) 
$25,000-$49,999 (645,000) 
$50,000-$99,999 (856,000) 
$100,000-$499,999 (1,219,000) 
$500,000-$999,999 (321,000) 
$1,000,000 or more (515,000) 
No sales (654.000) 

Average number at paid employees 2 

1-3 (2,588,000) 
4-7 (1.369,OClO) 
8-19 (825,000) 
20 or mOi'e (630,000) 
None (1,817,000) 

217.3 
283.0 
313.1 
177.5 
156.8 

189.2 
214.3 
233.8 
251.9 
256.2 
303.8 
239.6 
138.0 

196.6 
247.4 
275.9 
269.CJ 
180.5 

38.5 
75.9 
20.4 
20.0 
20.4 

23.2 
30.8 
39.3 
55.1 
56.1 
46.4 
49.6 
32.9 

36.S 
48.5 
43.0 
68.4 
21.1 

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

lExcludes data on ~stablishments for which the amount of gross annual receipts was not ascertained. 
aExcludes data on establishments for which the average number of paid employees was not ascertained. 
3Estimate, based on about 10 pr fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 



Table 33. Personal crimes of victlence: Number of victimizations and victimization 
rates for persons age ].2 and over,' by type of crime 

an'd victim-offender relationship, 1976 

Type of crime 

crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attemp'ted rnpe 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious nssault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assnult with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 

(nate pel' 1,000 populution age 1.2 and over) 

Involving strangers 
Number Rate 

3,600,000 
101,000 

23,000 
77,000 

909,000 
286,000 
139,000 
147,000 
623,000 

2,590,000 
1,061,000 

331,000 
730,000 

1,529,000 

20.9 
0.6 
0.1 
0.4 
5.3 
1.7 
0.8 
0.9 
3,6 

Attempted assault without weapon 
326,000 

1,204,000 

15.1 
6.2 
1.9 
4.3 
8.9 
1.9 
7.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of J'ounding. 

Involving nonstrangers 
Number Rate 

2,000,000 
45,000 
16,000 
23,000 

202,000 
75,000 
37,000 
38,000 

127,000 
1,753,000 

634,000 
25~,000 

377 ,000 
1,119,000 

366,000 
753,000 

11.6 
0.3 
0.1 
0.2 
1.2 
0.4 
0.2 
0.2 
0.7 

10.2 
3.7 
1.5 
2.2 
6.5 
2.1 
4.4 



Table 34. Persohal c~~mes of violehce: Percent of victimizations involving strangers, 
by fleX and age of victims and type of crime, 1976 

llobbol';Z: Assault 
Sox «,)d age Crimes of violenoe Ran Total With injury Without injul'y Total Aggravated 

!loth sexen 64.3 69.7 81.6 79,2 83,1 59.6 62.6 
12-15 52.6 78.4 69.1 58.2 72.0 47.9 52.8 
16-19 64.4 65.2 13.1 62.3 78.7 62.S 66.1 
20-24 64.6 76.9 77.2 74.0 18.5 61.0 66.2 
25-34 65.9 55.5 83.2 76.9 86.5 62.9 62.0 
35-49 64.1 1100.0 85.2 84.3 85.6 56.8 53.0 
50-64 78.2 '1100.0 97.4 98.0 96.S 66.1 67.1 
65 and over 77.1 J.100.0 98.0 100.0 96.8 59.5 62.1 

Male 70.9 81.3 '86.7 86.5 86.7 66.5 69.0 
12-15 54.8 "0.0 70.9 56.4 74.0 49,5 55.~ 

16-19 70.7 3.100.0 81.6 73.3 85.9 .68.7 68.9 
20-24 73.7 "75.9 89.3 90.9 8B.8. 70.3 73.7 
25-34 75.0 "68.4 as.g 90.8 S9.4 72.3 71.4 
35-49 71.5 J.Q .0 88.0 92.7 86.1 65.2 65.9 
50-64 81.4 1.100.0 98.5 100.0 97.6 7U.9 72.8 
65 and over 79.5 1100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 60.4 68.0 

Female 53.0 68.2 71.9 69.0 73.5 <17.5 41.7 
12-15 48.5 78.4 59.5 "57.8 59.3 45.3 46.3 
16-19 52.9 63.1 53.6 "35.1 62.7 51.7 58.9 
20-24 50.5 77.1 58.7 54.8 60.4 4S.l 46.9 
25-34 49.7 54.1 71.3 56.6 80.7 44.8 39.7 
35~49 53.0 1100.0 79.6 75.0 84.1 4':.1 42.8 
50-64 73.1 '1.100.0 95.4 95.4 9~,4 59.9 55.1 
65 and over 72.1 1O.0 93.6 100.0 18t.7 57.8 50.4 

lEstima to, based on z(Oro or on about 10 01' fewer sample cnS(JH, is statisbettlly unrelIable. 

Sex and race 

Both sexes 
White 
Black 

~Inte 
White 
lllllc![ 

f'cmule 
White 
1I1acl\ 

Table :~5. Personal crimes of violen~e: .Percent of victimiz~tions involving stra'!!te!s, 
by sex and race of vlctlm~.Mlnd type of crime, 1976 

Ilobbr.:r~ Assault 
Crimes of violence Hape Totul Wi th in,jUl'Y Without injury l'otn1 Aggravated 

ti5.7 74.5 81.7 79.5 [\3.0 61.9 67.'\ 
55~5 51 .. ! 82.0 81.3 83.3 4~L2 39.9 

71.9 92.0 86.6 86.8 86.5 68.4 73.:; 
63.S 1.0.0 86.6 86.6 86.5 50.4 42.3 

-,. 
54.6 72.3 71.4 68.3 13.6 49.9 "'ti'r.ti·"~· 
45.4 55.3 73.1 70.6 74.7 3'1.6 36.8 

"r,sUma tc, baser.! nn zero 01' on abuut 10 or fewer sample cases. itl Iltat.istically unrclinblc. 

Simple 

57.7 
45.7 
60.4 
57.5 
63.5 
56.1 
66.2 
58.0 

64.8 
46.3 

b"fiB.6 
67.5 
72.9 
64.6 
69.0 
55.7 

47.4 
44.8 
47.8 
44.3 
47.5 
46.1 
62.7 
62.2 

Simple 

58.7 
47.0 

65.0 
60.7 

49.2 
32.3 



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

Table 36. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving strangers, by sex_ 
and marital status of victims and type of crime, 1976 

Hobbery Assault 
Sel<: and marital stat.us Cl'lmes of vi olcnee Hupe 'I'utul Wi th injury Without in.l.:tr.Y \rotal Aggruvated Simple 

B(-th selles 
Never mnr~'ied 64,6 75.6 79.2 74.0 81.3 60.6 65.2 57.8 
Married 69.6 68.9 85.9 83.6 86.7 66.2 68.8 64.4 
,~idOl~ed 66.2 12'7.8 94.4 95.2 93.6 51.1 46.6 53.9 
Separated and divorcol 50.7 53.4 79.6 79.6 79.5 39.8 38.5 40.8 

Mul0 
Nevel' mnt-ried 69.1 1100.0 83.0 77.9 84.8 65.3 68.9 62.6 
Married 73.6 89.4 89.4 89.6 89.4 70.3 72.7 68.5 
Widowed 74.4 1100.0 90.5 188.1 92.6 54.1 149.5 157.7 
Separated and divorced 70.3 10.0 93.1 100.0 87.9 59.7 55.9 63.1 

Female 
Nevel' married 55.7 75.2 68.0 64.7 69.8 51.2 54.5 49.8 
Married 61.4 59.3 79.3 75.4 81.2 57.2 58.2 56.7 
Widowed 60.8 10.0 100.0 100.0 1100.0 49.9 144.3 52.9 
Separated and divorced 35.3 58.4 63.3 59.0 67.7 25.8 21.1 28.2 

lEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample oases, is statistically uOl'cliable. 

Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving strangers, 
by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime, 1976 

Ilobberl Assault 
Ilace and anllllal family income Crimes of vio1~ncc Ilnpe 'fatal Wi th injury Without injury 'fatal Aggravated Simple 

All races 1 
Less than $3,000 62.1 86.8 75.8 77.5 74.8 55.4 51.8 58.0 
$3,000-$7,499 57.5 59.1 85.9 80.2 89.2 48.6 49.2 48.2 
$7,500-$9,999 62.4 74.9 78.S 82.4 76.9 57.6 62.2 54.4 
$10,000-$14,999 66.7 67.6 82.2 70.2 86.9 63.5 67.8 60.7 
$15,000-$24,999 68.4 69.7 81.7 80.6 82.5 65.8 73.3 6log 
$25,000 nnd over 70.1 964.9 S1.l 92.0 73.2 68.0 69.9 67.0 

'-White 
Less than $3,000 66.8 93.1 75.5 71.6 77.6 62.1 59.4 63.6 
$3,000-$7,499 59.S 75.2 84.7 77.9 89.5 52.5 60.2 48.0 
$7,500-$9,999 63.6 - 84.7 81.0 S7.3 77 .2 59.2 66.6 54.1 
$10,000-$14,999 66.8 65.5 83.0 72.0 87.5 63.9 67,() 61.3 
$15,000-$24,999 68.7 959.1 84.0 38.1 82.5 66.1 71.9 63.2 
$25,000 and over 69.4 :283.6 73.6 92.0 74.7 67.3 69.5 66.1 

Black 
Less than $3,000 49.8 78.1 77.1 93.1 66.9 37.4 41.5 30.1 
$3,000-$7,499 '19.8 :20.0 87.3 86.2 87.7 31.7 22.3 46.1 
$7,500-$9,999 54.8 :241.3 76.4 ~6.5 76.4 39.5 :211:5 57.3 
$10,000-$14,999 63.2 :1100.0 78.7 962.9 84.4 56.5 60.7 54.5 
$15,000-$24,999 70.2 :3100.0 73.7 :258.5 89.0 66.9 82.0 50.2 
$25,000 and over 70.6 110.0 9100.0 :lQ .0 9100.0 :a75.5 9100.0 270.7 

~ lrnc1udes data on "other" rnces, not shown separately. Vl 
9Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 01' fewer sample cases, is statistioally unreliahle. 



Table 38. Personal crimes of violenc6: Percent distribution of single-offender 
victimizations, by type of crime, sex of victims, 

and perceived'sex of offender, 1976 
Pel'oeived A<>X of offonder 

'rype of' crime Not Imown nnd 
sex of vic lima 'l'ota1 Mulo I'omulo not ovniluble 

CriMes uf \,j"lellCc 
Bo!,h sexes 100.0 87.4 11.4 0.7 

~Inl.fl 100.0 94.5 4.6 1.0 
F~mnle 100.0 78.4 31.3 10.3 

Rupc 
I.\olh sexos 100.0 98.7 "t.~ 10.0 

Hltla 100.0 100.0 10.0 10.0 
Female 100.0 98.6 11.4 10.0 

Hebbel'y 
Bolh ROXC" 100.0 91.6 7.5 10.9 

~Iule 100.0 95.0 4.6 10.4 
[·'emule 100.0 86.8 11.5 11.6 

Hobbery with inJuI'Y .l 
Bolh sexes 100.0 92.7 17.3 la.O 

Molo 100.0 96.9 13.1 10.0 
Femnle 100.0 90.0 110.0 '1(1.0 

Hobbery without injury 
Hoth seXon 100.0 91.2 7.6 11.3 

~Iulo 100.0 94.0 4.9 10.5 
[lcml\lc 100.0 84.7 12.6 12.7 

AssnuH 
Bot.h Stlxes 100.0 86.8 12.5 0.7 

Mule 100.0 94.4 4.6 1.1 
Femnlo 100.0 76.0 ~4.9 '0.1 

Aggravated ansnult 
Bolh sexen 100.0 87.1 ll.~ lob 

~Iule lOO.O 90.8 6.8 ~.4 

Femnle 100.0 79.·\ 20.d 10.0 
Simple osuuult 

10.2 Bolh sexes 100.0 86.7 13.1 
~Iul e 100.0 96.7 3.1 '0,2 
Female 100.0 73.1 i.!6.8 10.2 

Non;: Deloit mny not add tu total r,hO\~n becuutll' (It' I'uunding. 
1Eotimillo, bused un zero or un nl)out 10 or t'C\~cr sumple cnses, is stntinticnlly unreliable. 

Table 39. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender Victimizations, 
by type of crime and perceived age of offender, 1916 

-------------------------------- Perceived nllo uf offender 
l;!-20 . 21 nnd 

Type of crime Totul Undcr 12 Total 12-H 15-1'/ 1~-20 ~ver Nnt knOlm lind "ot nvnilobl,) ----
Crimcs of violence 100.0 0.6 32.9 6.6 13.2 13.0 64.7 1.9 

Rape 100.0 1 0.0 19.1 13.9 3.0 UL3 qo.n 11.0 
Rob;'cry 100.0 10.7 38.7 7.1 15.'1 16.2 5(\.'1 3.9 

Robbery with injury 100.0 10.0 31.2 1(j~:'! 11.2 13.~ 64.5 1 4.3 
Robbery without injury 100.0 11.() 41.5 7.5 17.0 17.1 5;1.8 ~.:l 

M~ault 100.0 o.r- 32.6 0.7 1~.3 13.11 65.4 1.6 
AggI'uvnted Msuul t 100.0 10.4 29.1 ~.7 It. 'r 11.7 (i8.3 '! •. ! 
Simple amlaul t 100.0 0.(; 34.3 7.2 14.1 13.1) 63.8 1. '! 

.NOTE: Detail moy riot add to total nhown because of' l'uuntling. 
lEstimate, bused on zero or on about 10 or fower :lample cnsos, in stutiOtiCllUy uurelittblc. 



Table 40. Personal crimes of viole:1ce: Percent distribution of sing!e-offender 
victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender, 1976 

Perceived race of ofFender 
Not lmoNn and 

Type of crime Totnl White Black other not available 

Crimes of violence 100.0 66.3 29.1 3.0 1.7 
Rape 100.0 54.4 44.7 10.0 11.0 
Robbery 100.0 45.4 .49.0 2.9 2.7 

Robbery with i!ljury 100.0 51.0 42.3 11.9 14.7 
Robbery wiU.-,··s injury 100.0 43.2 51.5 3.3 12.0 

Assault 100.0 70.2 25.1 3.1 . 1.5 
Aggravated aSGault 100.0 60.0 28.0 4.2 1.7 
Simple assault 100.0 72.6 23.5 2.6 1.4 

--------------------------------------------~~-------
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of roundi.ng. 

"Estimate, based on z/,ro or on about 10 or feNer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 



Table 41. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime, age of victims, and perceived age of offender, 1916 

llc!'~oi "eu tl!lU of (')t~rcnJcl' 
12-20 :!t nnd 

'\''ypo or cdm. nnd n~\. of victims "0\;01 UnuQl~ 12 '!'otnl 12-14 Hi-I 7 13-21} (,vct" Not: Imolvn "nd nut; "vuHn"l. 

CI'lmcs of violcncol 
12-19 100.0 0.9 
20-34 100.0 ·0.1 
35-~9 100.0 ·0.9 
~O-6" 100.0 "Ll 
65 and ovat· 100.0 91. 2 

ltobbnl'.Y 
12··19 100.0 ·0,8 
20-34 100.0 '0.6 
36-4& 100.0 20 ~O 
"0-64 100.0 20.0 
6t' and over 100.0 "3 ~O! 

I\.II3ul t 
12-19 10Q.O SOd) 
:W ... :M 100.0 nO.l 
35-49 100,1) aLa 
tiO-64 100,0 "1.4 
(i5 and oyer- LOO.n "0.0 

NOTE: Dotull may not add tu tot"l snoo<u because Qf roundillg. 
'tncludco du\n on rape, not, shown ~op!lrntely. 

G2.3 17.0 
13.2 L-I 
Hl.5 "1.4 
24.7 :iI:L3 
~4 .1 ilS. ';' 

66.1 21.1 
:.!~. 5 ~4.11 
;~8 ,6 "i.7 
.1.1,0 2;!. :{ 
3J.7 iaOfl) 

63.4 11' .1 
17.7 I" 
13.3 ];)1.0 
HI.l ·2.~ 
20.0 ·S.U 

a~~lltitnntc, bnsnd on zt!l'O Or' .;)n ltnout 10 ()J\ FeHer anml')lc cnsnSt i.s sl:nttnUcnUy \lI\t'olinhle. 

~6 ,7 1s .U :lS.l 
6.& 10.2 79. i 
G.1 9.0 SO.3 
~ .8 13.6 73.1 

·'1.6 10.8 5~ ~ S 

26~tt 13.6 :.l3 • .':! 
3.'l l~ .5 it,"l 

210.n 16.0 6~ .1 
);116.4 ::!4 ~3 5~.1 
:a~1.5 210.2 G4.t1 

21.7 18.'; 3 .. I.G 
6.7 9 .g ')0.0 
5.1 ,. 6 S4.~ 
6.4 )0.3 79.0 

'\l.0 "l1. 2 76.0 

Table 42. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offendor 
v.ictimlzatlons, by type of crime, race of victnms, and p'!ii'celved race 

of offender, 1976 

PCH'oeived raoe or offcndet' 
Not Imown and 

Type of c!'imo 00.1 rp.ce of victihls T,'tnl \<;hit~ Ulncll Other not. nvailnb l\l ---
CriMea of viol-once 

Ijhltc 1;)0.0 76.3 13.8 3.~ l.7 
n1nok loO.o, 9.7 S7.9 11.1 11.3 

Rnpe 
White 100.0 71.2 21.6 10.0 1l.2 
Bluell 101).0 10.0 100.0 '0.0 '0.0 

Robbery 
whit. 10n.o 55.6 38.9 3 ~tl 1:!.1 
Blnck 100.0 '9.2 84.3 11.4 15.1 

Hobbel'JI with ll\jUl'Y 
12.5 11hite 100.0 64.5 30.7 12.3 

Black 100.0 10.0 84.8 10.0 115.2 
I<obbory without lnjur'y 

White WO.O 52.( 42.0 3.8 1~.1 
Bluck 100.0 1.12.3 84.2 1l.9 11.7 

A""blllt 
white 100.0 79.5 1~.6 3.3 1.7 
Blnclt 100.0 10.5 88.0 11.1 10 •4 

Agg,.nVI.I~cd JlSSIlUit 
linUe 100.0 19.8 13,a 4.5 2.n 
Bluck 100.0 \/.1 91.6 '1.6 10 • 7 

Simp te oasoul t 
l"hite 100.0 1a.~ 16.5 2.6 1.6 
Blnell 10(1.0 15.1 84.2 '0.1 1.1.0 

NOTE: DetllH may not mid to totn! shoun becausc of roundIng. 
'Estimate', bMcd on zero or on nbout 10 or fa".,' aumple cosos, is statistically unratiobl •• 

lo7 
.1.0 

"j. 9 
at ~~! 
D5~ t 

2·I.B 
"t,~ 6 
"7.S 
•• j~ 9 

"hl~(J 

1.:1 
2.1 

aU.7 
'\'):0 
·.';0 



Table 43. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-offender 
victimizations, by type of crime, sex of vic;;tims, and perceived sex 

of offenders, 1976 
PCl"coiv(~d HNt of offcl1f.hH'!-t 

nnd TYI'" of ul'iIllC nnd AU All Mlde lind Nut known 
sux or vi011111s Totul mnle fel~nlo r~lIIule nut available 

C'l'imcs of" vjohmcc 
/loth sexos 100.0 79.5 7.0 lJ .8 1.1 

Mule 100.0 88.J 1.1 9.6 1.2 
)'mnde WO.O 59.2 :13.1 16.9 "0.8 

ll0l'~ 
Jj,jl.h sexl'S "0.0 "0.0 loo.{) 95.3 "4.7 

Male 100.0 "loo.n "0.0 "0.0 "0.0 
Femul" 100.0 Ut1.;l "0.0 "S.7 "0.0 

Ilobbcry 
Llllth nl~XC~ 100.0 M8.8 4.l\ 6.1 "0.6 

Mnlc 100.0 9:1.0 "1.1 5.4 "0.6 
Vemnlc 100.0 76.tl 14.7 8.5 "no\) 

llobb\ll'.Y Ivi th injUl'Y 
Both sc.·'\;.Q~; 100.0 89.1 6 ., 1.\.] "0.6 .~ 

Mul,' 100.0 93 •• ' "1.7 1.\ .1 "0.B 
'··,·mnle 100.0 78.3 17.7 "4.] "0.0 

11obbCI'Y wi Lh()u t in~iul'Y 
"0.7 Ilolh sexes 100.0 88.(; ~L5 7.~ 

Male 10o.(J 92.8 "0.B 6.0 "0.·1 
h'muh' 100.0 74.3 12.5 "11.6 "1.5 

AHRuult 
Ilolh sexes 100.0 74.8 9.3 14.6 1.3 

~',,1(' 100.0 M515 "1.1 11.9 1.5 
Fern'I!l' 100.0 51.0 27.4 20.7 "0.9 

"ggpu\,nlt;J U~6.~II11 
BIlt" SCXCH 100.0 t!!.!.5 4.2 l~.a "1.0 

Mille 100.0 118.3 "0.0 10.7 1].0 
Fun"le 100.0 05.9 1Ii.~ 16.9 10.9 

Simple nf~snul t 
Both B(,~X(.·!-i 100.0 08.9 13.2 16.4 1.5 

Mnle 100.0 M3.1 12. I I 12.9 11.9 
Fcmule 10U.0 ·1~. 7. 33.6 22.8 "0 •8 

No'm: Ilclnil may nol ndd to lolt,} 5ho\~1\ bccou~c Ilf I'()undinp,. 
11~~l:$tjnmlct btHll'U (:n e~ct .. O 01' on nbol.lt 10 or' fewc!' S:flnp]c (,\m"(>~~1 if) ~lnliotil,)ully \lhl'(~1 inbl(.l. 

Table 44. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multir-Ie-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime and perceived age of offenders, 1976 

'l'ype of crim~ 

Cl'i mes (,{, vi "lellcc 
lIape 
/ltlbbN'Y 

lIubh( l'Y ,<1 lh ; n';\II'Y 
IItlbbel~Y "i lhout iJJ,illl'Y 

A"~.\ult 
A1~gl'uvated aSf;tnllt 
S1tn:,]O mHHlt,lt 

'futnl 

10(1.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
lUO.1) 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

l'i(rm: Dctnil may not ndd to lolnl shown bccnllco of I'oundin!l. 

.15.6 
1.)9.9 
·13.U 
ttflo 7 
42.11 
17.0 
,~M. !; 
53.1 

Pt'l'coivcLl (il',C or off'cncloPfi 
JIll :!l alld WeI' Mixed nr,cH 

27. ~1 
68.0 
29.2 
21.1 
3:;.9 
25.9 
~O.7 

2Z.3 

22.3 
112.0 
21.9 
27.1 
l8d) 
~2.8 

2!'h.3 
~0.4 

l£stim.1tu, boscd UI1 r,<lt'O UJ' \)11 ubtJllt 10 01' feNcl' sumple cn~"H, is t.tntistica\ ly IIl1rel j nble. 

________________ ~I~,-------------------------

5.l' 



Table 45. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-offender victwmizatilons, 
by type of crime and perceived :race of offenders, 1976 

Perceived race of offenders 
Type of crime Total All wl'ite All black All dther Mixed 'aces Not 1m own and not avail.nblc 

Criues of violence 100.0 54.4 33.7 4.4 5.3 1.6 
Raj:le 100.0 62.3' :1.23.7 10.0 113.5 10.0 
Robbery 100.0 28.9 56.7 3.5 7.9 2.9 

nobbery with injury 100.0 J8.0 • 49.2 '2.3 6.1 14.4 
Robbery without injury 100.0 23.S 61.0 4.3 9.0 "2.0 

Assault 100.0 66.5 22.8 4.9 4.7 1.1 
Aggravated assault 100.0 66.S 23.3 5.l; 3.1 10.9 
Simple assnult 100.0 66.4 22.3 I\.~ 5.9 11.2 

NOTE: Detnil may not add to total shown beuause of rounding. 
1Estimnte. based on zero ~r on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 46. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution ofmu!t~ple-offender victLnizations, 
by type of cr~me, age of victims, and perceived age of offenders, 1976 

Type of crime and age of victims Total All under 12 All 12-20 

Crimes of vi~lence1 
12-19 100.0 20.5 66.3 
20-34 100.0 lIO·.4 26.6 
35-49 100.0 21".1 35.'1 
50-64 100.0 1>1'.1 39.8 
65 and over 100.0 DO:. a 46.4 

Robbery 
12-19 100.0 110.0 69.2 
20-34 100.0 20'.0 31.7 
35-49 100.0 21'.3 33.2 
50-64 100.0 "0'.0 37.6 
65 nnd over 100.0 110:.0 28.5 

Assault 
12-19 100.0 DO.6 66.0 
20-34 100.0 110'.6 24.8 
35-49 100.0 21'.0 37.7 
50-64 100.0 112'.5 43.3 
65 and over 100.0 110:.0 74.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shOl-:n because of rounding. 
1Includes data on l'ape, not sllown scparately. 
IIEstimate", based on zero or on l)bout 10 <"1' fewer sample eases', is statistically unreHable. 

Ii 

Perceived age of offenders 
All 21 nnd over ~lixed ages Not Imown nne! not available 

11.6 18.$ 3.0 
40.2 29.1 3.7 
36.1 21.2 5.S 
37.~ 16.8 ~4,.9 
29.8 IIl~.9 "9,0 

8.4 20.3 112.1 
38.5 27.0 32'.9 
38.3 19.2 liS'. 0 
37.9 15.8 118:7 
37.0 112~.0 IIlp·.5 

12.3 17.S 3.3 
39.6 30.(1 4.1 
34.4 22.7 114.2 
35.9 lS.J 110'.0 

21!!.7 110,.0 116~S 



Table 47. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime, race of victims, and perceived race of offenders, 1976 

Type of (,1'imo lind rOCll of vJol ims 'fotlll iiI"! 

L'l'im<'R of violont:" 1. 

White 100,0 
Blaelt 100.0 

llobbCt'.V 
WhiLe 100.0 
Blucl! )00,0 

I\Ksault 
.. " ·\'i\u:t.t> 100.0 

Bluel! 100.0 

NOIE: Oet-ail may not add to totul shown beclluse of l'oul~ng. 
1. Includes dala on rupe, 1m\: ghoNn ~\!pal'l\t(jly. 

Nhltl' All b11\0)1 

fll.S :~5, 8 
18.1 "l5 ~ 6 

3~L3 47,5 
7.4 85.1 

72.1 17.0 
28.7 67.3 

:a EfltiolUtc, based 011 zer'o or on I'bout 10 01' fcmer' sample CnSllll, is statistically unreliable. 

l'''l'""ivctl t"tlCC of () ri' ..... ~1.~l"i!~ 
1111 nt.lwl' ~\i)tcd paces 

4.1 6.1 
II Q.4 3,8 

4.4 9.0 
a Q.O a 4,2 

5.0 4.9. 
.a Q.O a !l.1 

Table 48. Personal crimes: Number of incidents and victimizations 
and ratio of incidents to victimizations, by type of crime, 1976 

.,.... 

'fype of urime Incidents Viotimizations 

Crimes of violonce 4.671,000 5,599,000 
Hape 136,000 145,000 

Completed rope 39,000 3ll,000 
Attempted rape 97,000 106,000 

llobbcl'Y 941,000 1, III ,000 
Robbel'Y wi th injury ~12,OOO 361,000 

l'\:'om serious nsaRu1 t 144,000 J76,OOO 
From minor assault 168,000 185,000 

llobbery without injury 629,000 750,000 
Assault 3,594,000 4,344,000 

Aggravated assault 1,313,000 1,695,000 
\~ith injury 490,000 539,000 
Attempted nssnul t \~i th weapon 823,000 1,107,000 

Simple as~ault 2,281,000 2,648,000 
\~ith injul'Y 59!1. 000 692,000 
Attempted assault without wunpon 1,682,000 1,957,000 

Cl'imes 01 theft 15,777,000 16,519,000 
Pel'sonal larccny wi th COl. tact 463,000 497,000 

pUrse snatching 145,000 H8,OOO 
Completed purse snatohing 91,000 92,000 

, Attempted p\lrse snatching 54,000 56,000 
Pc.c1,et picldng :318,000 350,000 

Personal IOl'ceny without contact 15,314,000 16,022,000 

NOTE: Detail mal nol: add 1;0 total sho\~n beonuse or I'ounding. 

Not )m(\\~n (Illd not 

l.(j 
Il ?,.1 

2,8 
2 3•3 

) .•. 
d 

~ Q. H 

Ratio 

1 1.20 
1 1.07 
1 1.00 
1 1.10 
1 1.18 
1 1.16 
1 1.22 
1 1.10 
1 1.19 
1 1.~1 
1 1.29 
1 1.20 
1 1,.:\4 
1 lollS 
1 1.16 
1 1.16 

1 1.05 
1 1.07 
1 1,(}2 
1 1.01 
1 1.03 
1 L10 
1 1.05 

[lv(lilublc 

-----------------' 



Table 49. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, type ot crime, 

and number of victims, 1976 

llelatioaship and type of crime 'rotal One Two 'rhree 1'our 01' moro 

All incidents 
Crimes of violence 100.0 87.5 9.2 2.CJ 1.3 

nape 100.0 96.4 12.3 11.2 10.0 
llobbery 100.0 91.9 6.0 1.3 10.8 

Robbery with injul'Y 100.0 93.7 4.7 11.1 10.5 
Hobbery without injury 100.0 91.0 6.7 1].4 11.0 

Assnult 100.0 86.1 10.3 2.2 1.5 
Aggravated assault 100.0 81.4 13.4 2.9 2.3 
Simple nssault 100.0 88.8 8.5 1.7 1.0 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.() 86.2 10.1 2.2 l.5 

nape 100.0 95.4 1.2.8 11.8 10.0 
Robbery 100.0 92.0 6.1 11.2 10.7 

Robbery with injury ';~i;.c 93.9 4.5 11.0 10.6 
Hobbory wi thout injury 100.0 91.0 6.9 11.3 10.S 

Assault 100.0 83.7 11. 9 2.6 1.8 
Aggrnvated nnsault 100.0 78.7 14.6 3.9 2.g 
Simple assault. 100.0 86.8 10.2 1.8 1.2 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violcnce 100.0 89.7 7.7 1.6 1.0 

nape 100.0 93.5 11. 5 10.0 10 •0 
Robbery 100.0 91. 6 5.7 11.6 11.1 

robbery \d th injury 100.0 93.2 15.4 11.2 10 .2 
Robbery I\'t thout injury 100.0 90.5 15.9 1.9 11.7 

Assnult 100.0 89.3 8.1 1.6 l..~ 
Aggravated assault 100.0 8F.4 11.8 11.4 11.4 
Sil'lple ilscault 100.0 91.4 6.2 1.7 1 0 .7 

NOTE: netail muy not add to total shown because of r!Hmding. 
1Es timate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer ~ample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 50. Personal crimes of violence: Number and percent.distribution of incidents, by type 
of crime and victim-offender relationship, 1976 

All inoide>nlfl Invnlvinn nll'onoet"B Involvin!~ nann t I"UnnCt'fl 

TNpe of cl'lme NumbcI' Percent Niiiiibor pCI'ccnt Numher Percent 

Ct"imcs of viul~ncc ~,671,OOO 10;1.0 2,O:\j,OOO 62.8 1,739,000 31.2 
nape 136,000 lOll. v 92,000 07,7 44,onn 3Z,J 
nnbbel'y 941,000 100.0 766,000 ~l.~ 176,000 la.' 

U()bhcry wilh in";ut'Y 31~,OOO 100.0 ~49,OOO 78.4 66,000 ~1.6 
l"rom nOf'intm Qfifwul t 144,000 IOU.O 11:~ ,UOCl 'l1.n 32,000 :!:!.I' 
l'r'nm mincu' Imnnul t \6S,OOO IOO,(J 13~,OOO 79,1 35,000 ~O.9 

llubbcl'Y without iflJUl'Y 1;12!1,000 100.0 ~:!J fOOO 82..8 108,000 11.2 
Afwuult 3,594 ,000 100.0 2,07$,000 fi'l,? 1,519.000 01:!.3 

I\nr.ru'H\\ cd l\~t:"\.\l t 1,313,000 10O.u 7B~ .000 60,0 ~'25 .000 40.0 
with In,lury 490,000 100.0 ~6a ,000 54,2 224,000 45.~ 
AltcllIptC'd aflonull with weapon 823,000 100.0 52~ ,000 83.~ 301.000 3tl.5 

Simple nfH'RU) t 3,281,000 100.0 1,!!81,OO[) 56;4 994,OPO .1~.6 

With injury 599,000 100.0 211,000 45_~ '326,{}00 t\4.7 
Atl('npf,·d nnunult without wenron 1,682,000 100.0 1,016,000 O(I~4 666.000 39.6 

N(JT~: llclrtiJ Mny not add to totul shown ht'cU\HH:! of rlJunulnn. 

Table 51. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by type of crime anr! ~(Jhe of occurrence, 1976 

Duytimo N!g~\tlmc Not !mu'rln and 
TYf1," ot' crir.lc Total 6 D..m.-G p.m .. Tolal G p,n.-mldniuht Midtt[Q,hl-6 n.m. Not known nnt nvnilnblo 

All por""nal crimes 100.0 47.7 44.1 26.0 11.6 5.9 8.2 

Crimes of v\ulencc 100.0 46.1 ~3.2 40.8 12.3 '().l 0.7 
Rape 100.0 26.7 13.~ 43.3 30.0 10.0 '0.0 
Robbery 100.0 46.0 t~.5 41.2 12.2 10.2 '0.6 

nobbery with injury 100.0 38.1 61.4 44.9 16.5 10.0 'O.G 
FI'om seriatim uRanul t 100.0 33.0 66.0 47.1 18.9 '0.0 11.0 
}o'rom minor l\Gsault 100.0 42.5 57.5 43.1 14.4 "O.\l '().o 

Hobbcry without injury 100.0 49.9 49.5 39.3 10.0 'O.~ 'lO.6 
Assault 100.0 46.9 52.3 40.6 11.6 '0.1 0.8 

AggrAvated iJ.ust\ul t 100.0 42.1 U6.6 42.0 14.6 '0.1 '0.6 
With inJu,y 100.0 36.3 63.5 43.9 19.5 10.1 '0.2 
Altcmptoc.: ns~n\llt with wcupun 100.0 46.6 52.5 40.8 11.7 10.0 '0.9 

Simple u.sault 100.0 49.3 49.8 39.7 9.9 '0.2 0.8 
With injury 100.0 44.1 ~5.2 41.4 13.4 "0.3 '0.7 
Altempteu USFDUl t without wenpol1 100.0 ~l.j! 47.9 39.1 8.6 'O.Z 0.9 

Crimes of the ft 100.0 48.2 41.5 22.4 11.4 7.6 10.4 
Personal larceny with oontuct 100.0 61.5 36.9 30.2 6.4 '0.3 11.7 

~ur5e snatchin)} 10ll.0 59.4 39.8 36.4 '3.4 '0.0 '0.3 
Pocket picking 100.0 62.4 35.5 27.4 7.7 '0.4 '2.1 

Personnl lurcc:ny without cont:l1cl 100.0 47.8 41.6 22.2 11.6 7.9 10.6 

All houselwld critics 100.0 27.5 62.5 19.6 19.5 13.3 20.0 

Burgin ... 100.0 35.3 41.8 19.7 12.8 9.3 22.9 
Forcible entry 100.0 38.0 44.l 22.8 11.5 10.3 17.5 
Unlawful entry without foreo 100.0 37.3 35.3 16.8 10.4 8.7 26.9 
Att.opted forciblc entry 100.0 27.1 48.9 20.7 19.1 9.0 23.4 

Household lorceny 100.0 22.8 57.9 13.3 22.8 16.3 19.5 
Lesn thon $50 100.a 23.1 54.3 U.S .18.7 18.0 22.0 
$50 or Cloro 100.0 22.1 60.9 18.9 27.2 14.8 16.4 
Amount nol nvnilnble 100.0 26.0 45.a 11.2 15.5 IS 2 29.0 
Attempted Inre • ." 100.0 11.5 81.9 25.1 41.9 14.8 6.6 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 2:1.1 69.0 29.2 31.4 8.4 8.3 
Completed theft 100.ll 24.1 66.7 29.1 29.1 8.5 9.2 
Altctlpted theft 100.0. 20.4 12.8 29.3 35.0 8.4 6.8 

All cot1lflcl'ciol crimes 100.0 12.0 80.1 lZ.2 25.6 41.2 7.9 

Burllla ... 100.0 5.9 85.0 8.9 28.1 48.0 9.0 
Robbory 100.0 46.4 52.0 37.7 !l.2 3.1 '1.6 

NOTH: Detail may not add to total shown becouse of rounding • 
I.EstimRtc l baRed un 'l,cro or on "bout 10 or fc\o!cr sRmple COSeR,. i. stutistie.lly unreliable. 



Table 52. Persorr.al robbery and assault by armed or unarmed offenders: 

Type of crime and offender 

Robbery 
By armed offendel's 
By unarmed offenders 

Assault 
By armed offenders 
By unarmed offenders 

Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime 
and offender and time of occurrence, 1976 

Daytime Nighttime 
t'otal 6 a.m,-6 p.m. Total 6 p.m.-midnight Midnight-6 a.m. 

100.0 37.1 62.0 46.4 15.2 
100.0 53.1 46.1 36.9 9.7 

100.0 43.5 55.8 41.9 13.9 
100.0 48.7 50.5 39.9 10.4 

NOTE: Detail mn~ not add to total shawn beoause of rounding. 
l£stimate. based on zero or an about 10 or fewer sample caseS, is statistically unreliable. 

Not known 

10.3 
10.0 

10.1 
10.2 

Not known and 
not available 

11.0 
10.2 

10.7 
0.8 

Table 53. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, by victim-offender 
relationship, type of crime, and time of occurrence, 1976 

Daytime Ni&httime Not known and 
Relationship and type of crime Totol 6 o.m.-6 p.m. Total 6 p.m.-midnight ~tl,dnight-6 a.m. Not known not available 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 43.1 56.2 42.7 13.5 (1Z) 0.1 

Rape 100.0 26.8 73.2 44.8 28.5 10.0 10.0 
Robbery 100.0 43.5 56.2 43.8 12.2 '10.2 "0.3 
Assault 100.0 43.7 55.5 42.2 13.3 10.0 0.9 

Involving nonstrangers 
1.0.3 Crimes of violen~e 100.0 51.3 48.1) 37.5 10.2 0.7 

Rape 100.0 26.4 n.G 40.2 33.4 "0.0 10.0 
Robbery 100.0 56.7 41.7 29.5 12.2 :1.0.0 11,5 
Assault 100.0 51.3 48.0 38.4 9.S 10.3 10•6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Z I!cprcsents leSS than 0.5 percent. 
1Estimnte, based 'on ~ero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistioal1y unreliable. 



Table 54. Selected personal and household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, 
by type of crime and place of occurrence, 1976 

Inside non- On 2treet or In park, 
r·esl.dential playground, sclloo1-

Type of ol'ime Total Inside own home Neal' O\~n hOt:1e building Inside s • .'hoo1 grol\nd and parking lot 

Crimes of violence 100.0 11.9 10.5 14.8 6.4 45.5 
Rape 100.0 27.1 12.3 16.2 13.2 33.6 
Robbery 100.0 10.7 ».0 7.3 4.4 61.9 

Robbery with injury 100.0 11. 2 10.9 4.5 11.6 65.1 
Ilobbery wi thout injury 100.0 10.5 8.1 8.7 5.8 60.4 

Assault 100.0 11.6 10.8 17.1 7.1 41. 7 
Aggravated assault 100.0 12.2 11.5 14 .3 4.8 43.9 
Simple a~sault 100.0 11.2 10.3 18.7 8.4 40.4 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 3.2 4.4 39.8 6.3 38.1 

Motot· vehicle t.heft 100.0 1.1 32.6 :1.0.8 10.0 62.7 
Comp1etC'd the,'t 100.0 11.3 29.9 10.7 ~O.O 64.9 
Attempted tlwft 100.0 10.8 36.8 1).0 10.0 59.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to totaJ shown becau:.;e of rounding. 
:l.Estimate, based on zel'o or on about 10 0,' fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Elsewhere 
nnd not 
available 

10.9 
17.5 
6.6 
6.6 
6.7 

11.8 
13.4 
10.9 

8.2 

2.9 
3.2 
2.D 



Table 55. Personal robbery and assault by armed or unarmed offenders: Percent distribution 
of incidents, by type of crime and offender and place of occurrence, 1976 

Inside non- On street 0.' in park, 
residenUol ploygl'ound, schoo1-

Type of crime and offt'ndcl' 'I'otal Inside own home NeilI' own home building Inside school ground and pal'lling lot 

Hobbcl'y 
By Ilrmed offenders 100.0 10.9 9.6 4.7 10.9 66.8 
By unarmed otfenders 100.0 10.6 8.6 9,:\ 7.3 58.1 

.\Ssaull 
By urmed offendcrs 100.0 11.5 12.0 13.9 4.6 44.7 
By umlt'mad oNenders 100.0 11. 7 10.1 18.8 8.4 40.0 

NOTE: netail may not add tc total shown bccaufle of rounding. 
1 t':13timal,.Cl, based em nbo\lt 10 or' fewt')' sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 56. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, by victim-offender 
relationship, type of crime? and place of occurrence, 1976 

Inside ,- On street or in park, 
residentinl playground, 8choo1-

Ileilltionship and type of crime Total rn~jde own hOlne N~'l\r own home building Inside sohool ground and parking lot 

Involving strangcrs 
Crimes of \'iolence 100.0 5.8 9.7 15.5 4.5 54.9 

Rape 100.0 16.7 14.9 19.2 13.2 44.2 
Robbery 100.0 6.6 9.3 8.0 2.6 68.7 
Assault 100.0 5.1 9.6 18.5 5.3 50.2 

Involving nonslrangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 22.0 11.8 13.7 9.6 29.7 

Ilape 100.0 49.0 16.9 10.0 13.3 111.6 
llobbery 100.0 28.6 7.8 14.0 12.2 32.4 
Assault 100.0 20.5 12.3 • 15.2 9.4 30.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, in statistically unreliable. 

Elsewher .. 
and not 
available 

7.2 
6.2 

13.3 
11.0 

Elsewhere: 
and not 
availabh 

9.6 
11.9 
4.7 

11.3 

13.2 
29.2 
14.9 
12.5 



Table 57. Larcenies not involving victim-offender contact: 
Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime 

and place of occurrence, 1976 

Type of crime and place of occurrence Percent within typo 

Total 

lIousehold larceny 
Inside own home 
Ncar own home 

Personal larceny without contact 
Inside nonresidential building 
Inside school 
On street or in parll, playground, 

schoolground, and pal'lting lot 
Elsewhere and not available 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
••• Repl'esents not applicable. 

100.0 
12.1 
87.9 

100.0 
15.5 
19.9 

52.5 
12.1 

Pel'cent of total 

100.0 

37.4 
4.5 

32.9 

62.6 
9.7 

12.5 

32.9 
7.6 



Table 58. Larcenhls not involving victim-offender contact: Percent distribution 
of incidents, by type of crime, place of Occlu,'ence, 

and value of theft loss, 1976 
'rypc of crimo and Amount not Attempted 
plnce of occurl'cllcU Less than $50 $50 or more available larceny 

Totnl 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

lIousch"ld I,nrceny 37.8 31.2 40.2 34.5 
Inside own home 4.1 5.1 5.g 2.8 
Nenl' own home 33.7 31.5 34.3 31.7 

Personal llll'ceny withou t 
contnct 62.2 62.8 59.8 65.5 
IMide nOl1l'Csidential 
building 10.3 9.7 9,1 5.1 

In,ide 8cha01 18.4 2.8 9.8 5.0 
On strcet 0" ill pnrl" 
playground. lind pnrldng 
lot ~.,.O 39.8 32.7 51.3 

Elscwhere and not available 6.5 10.5. 8.2 4.1 

NOTE: Octall may not aud to total $hown beelluse of rounding. 

Tab&e 59. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents, by victim-offender relationE,hip, 
type of crime, and number of offenders, 1916 • 

Ne t Ilnown and 
lid )tionship and type of crime Total One ,'wo Three ~'our or' more not availabltl 

All inoidellta 
Crimes of violence 100.0 66.8 13.4 8.1 8.5 3.2 

Rape 100.0 84.3 10.8 lz.a 1.1.3 10 .9 
Robbery 100.0 46.7 25.0 14.6 10.3 3.4 

Robbery with injury 100,0 38,2 2g.4 13. ~ 14.0 4.8 
Ilobbery without in,jury 100.0 50.9 22.9 15.1 8.4 2.7 

Assault . 100.0 71.4 10.5 6.6 8.3 3.2 
Agll~l\Vl\ted nssnlilt 100.0 66.6 11. 2 7.7 S.ll 5.6 
Simple assault 100.0 14.2 10.1 5.9 7.9 1.9 

lnvol Villil s trnngel's 
Crimes of violenoe 100.0 57.3 17.1 9.9 10.8 5.0 

Rape 100.0 77.9 14.8 14 •1 11.9 11.3 
Robbery 100,0 40.9 28.6 15.3 1)..2 3.9 

Robbery with injury 10CJ.O 29.3 34.9 14.9 15.3 5.6 
Robbel'y without injury 100.0 46.4 25.6 15.5 9.3 3.1 

Assault 100.0 6~.4 12.9 8.1 11.0 5.5 
Aggravated assnult 100.0 54.8 13.9 10.1 12.1 9.2 
Simple o·lsnult 100.0 67.1 12.3 6.9 10.4 3.3 

Invol vine "ens trangcrs 
10.2 Crimes 01 violence 100.0 82.9 7.3 5.0 4.6 

Ilape 100.0 97.6 12.4 '0.0 10 •0 10.0 
Ilobbery 100.0 71.6 9.6 l1,3 6.1 11.4 

Robbery \~ith injury 100.0 70.4 19 .3 '9,0 19•2 12.0 
nobbcry without injury 100.0 72.4 9.8 12~7 14 •1 11.0 

Assnul t 100.0 83.7 1.2 4,5 4.5 10.1 
Aggravated assault 100.0 84.4 1.1 '" 4.0 4.2 10.3 
Simple assault 100.0 83.4 7.3 4,'/ 4.7 10.0 

NOTE: Detail may Ilot add to total shown because of rounding. 
).Estimate. based on zero or 011 about 10 or fewer sample canes, io atutiuticnlly unreliable. 
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Tabie 60. Personal crimes. of violence: Percent of incidents in which 
offenders used weapons, by type of crime and 

victim-offender relationship, 1976 

Typo 01' crime 1111 incidents llwnlving strangors Involvinp, !\onstrangot's 

Crimm: of violence 3(\' 2 38.9' 
nape 26~7 30,5 
Robbery 44.5 48.0 

Hobbery with injury 31 •. , 39.8 
Hobbery without i!\jury 41.8 51.8 

Assault" 34.4 36.0 
Aggravated assault 94.0 94.'1' 

"Ineludes datil ... "1 simple assault, Which by definition docs not involve the use of u wenpon. 
lIEstimate, bused on about. 10 or fewer snmple cnsos, is stutisticnlly unrelinblc. 

31.5 
1118.9 

29.3 
30.0 
28.8 
32.2 
9:Ll 

Tabl~ 61. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons 
used in incidents by armed offenders, by victim-offender 
relationship, type of crime, and type of weapon, 1976 

/l0111tionship and type of crime Total ~'ire/lrm Knife Othel' 1'ypc unknown 

1111 incidents 
Crimos of violence 100.0 30.1 28.0 35.8 6.1 

Rope 100.0 "23.1 51.8 111l.1i "6.iI 
Robbery 100.0 31.6 37.5 25.7 5.2 

lIobbe!'y \~ith injury 100.0 14.8 26.0 41l.6 10.6 
Ilobbery \~ithou t injury 100.0 38.3 42.2 1\1.4 13.0 

Ag~ravated assault 100.0 29.8 23.9 39.8 .6.5 
11ith injul'Y 100.0 10.7 22.0 60.0 7.4 
lIt.tempted IlSSllult with weopon 100.0 39.4 24.9 29.7 6.0 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 31.7 27.8 34.5 6.0 

Rapc 100.0 "16.5 50.S 124.4 "8.6 
Robbery 100.0 31,::' 38.7 24.6 5.4 
Aggravated assault 100.0 32.5 :U,3 40.0 6.2 

Involving nonstrang~rs 
c~imes or violence lOO.O 26.1 28./1 3B.4 6.5 

lIope 100.0 "44.0 156.0 10.0 loO.O 
Robbery 100.0 33.4 28.8 34.3 1.3.5 
Aggravated assault 100.0 2S.7 27.9 39.6 6.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
"Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample caScs, is statistically unreliable. 



Table 62. Personal robbery and aggra.vated assault: Percent of incidents 
in which offenders used weapons and victims sustained injury, 

by type of weapon and type of crime, 1976 

Type of \(capon Hobbery Aggl'avated assault 

Fir'eal'm 
Knife 
other 
Type unlmOlqn 

10,9 
18.0 
56.2 
58.7 

10.3 
30.0 
51.5 
38.2 

NO'j'g: Excludes incidents in Nhich \.eapons of more than on'1 type \.ere m,ed. Because the llurvey does not determine the 
actual cause of injury, these data should not be construed to I'epresent the peJ'centage of incldents in \~hich 
victims were harmed by the \qeapons listed. 

Table 63. Commercial robbery: Percent of incidents in which offenders 
used weapons, by type of crime and type of weapon, 1976 

Type of crime All types Firearm Knife 

Robbery 65.2 52.4 7.2 
Completed I'obbery 73.8 62.6 6.8 
Attempted robbery 40.8 22.9 8.4 

NOTE: The data arc based solely on Neapons of typ~s recognized by pel'sons on the scene at the Ume of the 
incident. For each robbery in Nhich maN' than one \qeapOn was used, the identity of only the mast 
lethnl Idnd of weapon was recorded. Thus, the sum of the percentages for the three categories of 
weapons equals the proportion of incidents in \.hich weapons of recognized types were used. Detail 
may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

other 

5.7 
4.4 
9.5 
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Table 64. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations 
in which victims took self-protective measures, by type 

of crime and victim-offender relationship, 1976 

All Involving 
Typl> of crime victimizations strangers 

l'l'imes of violcnce 66.7 67.1 
Hupc 83.6 85.4 
Ilobbery 56.0 53.4 

Robbel'y \~ith injury 61.5 58.2 
From serious aSRuull 59.9 55.2 
k'roln millor ussaul t 63.0 60.9 

Robbery without injury 53.4 51.2 
Assault 68,8 71.2 

Aggravuted assl1ul t 71.1 73.0 
With injury 67.1 70.8 
Att~mptcd assault with \~eapon 73.2 74.0 

Simple assault 67.4 69.9 
With inJury 69.2 6Q.5 
Attempted assault without Ne:lpon 66.7 70.0 

Involving 
nonstrangers 

65.9 
79.6 
67.7 
74.2 
77 .6 
70.S 
63.9 
65.3 
67.9 
62. " 
71.6 
63.9 
69.0 
01.4 

Table 65. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations In wnicn victims 
took self-protective measures, by characteristics of victims, 1976 

Robbery Assaul t 
l't'irnes or \~j th Without 

chul'(wlet'islic viulence Hape Total injury in,jury Totul A!lIll'Uvutcd 

Sc;>X 

~I[ll" 65.8 92.2 56.1 58.4 55.2 68.3 70.7 
Female 68.1 82.6 55.8 66.0 48.8 69.7 72.0 

Huce 
\ihite 67.5 87.9 59.·1 64.6 56.8 68.8 11.3 
Blue" 62.1 70.0 (15.4 48.5 44.1 69.5 70.1 

Ago 
12-19 65.8 76.1 59 •• , 64.2 ,58.0 66.7 68.5 
20-34 70.6 87.0 61.7 71.4 51.3 71.7 74.3 
35-49 63.4 1100 . 0 51.3 57.5 47.9 67.5 67.0 
50-64 58.8 1100 •0 4'1.5 54.3 42.'1 64.9 70.7 
65 and over 52.3 1100 •0 37.9 34.,1 40.1 63.6 67.3 

lr;stimtlte, based on about 10 01' fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Simple 

60,5 
6a.6 

67.3 
68.7 

65.5 
70.0 
67.7 
60.1 
61.6 
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Table 66. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective measures 
employed by victims, by type of measure and type of crime, 1976 

11 obber,Y Assault 
t't'imcs of Wilh Wi thout 

Se 1 f -pro tect i ve mcasul'e violence Hape Totnl injul'Y injury 'rolal Aggravated 

'fotal 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Used or brandished 
firt':1rnl or lmife 2.1 10.0 1.9 12.3 11.7 2.3 3.8 

Used physical force or 
o t.her weapon 29.3 22.7 34.4 40.1 30.8 28.5 26.7 

Tried to gl't help or 
fl'1gh ten offender 13.3 28.4 17.6 20.8 15.4 11. 5 11. 2 

Threatened or reasoned 
with offender 18.1 22.2 14 .3 11.1 16.3 18.7 16.5 

Nonviolent resistance, 
including evasio~\ 26.2 20.0 21.4 17.9 23.6 27.7 30.2 

Other 11.0 6.7 10.5 7.8 12.2 11.3 11.6 

19s til./ate, based on zero or on abou t 10 or fCl,cr samplc cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 67. Personal crimes of violence: Fercent distribution of self-protective measures 
employed by victims, by selected characteristics of victims, 1976 

Self-protectil ~ measure 

Totlll 

Used or brandished firearm or lmife 
Used physical force or other weapon 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 
Threatened or reasoned with offentler 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 
other 

Both sexes 

100.0 

2.1 
29.3 
13.3 
18.1 
26.2 
11.0 

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

Sex 
Male Female White 

100.0 100.0 100.0 

2.8 1.1 2.0 
35.3 20.4 29.5 
8.2 20.8 12.8 

18.6 17.4 18.7 
24.3 29.1 25.9 
10.8 11.3 11,,1 

Simple 

100.0 

1.3 

29.7 

11.8 

.20~3 

25.9 
11.1 

Race 
Black 

100.0 

3.3 
29.5 
16.1 
14.0 
27.5, 

9·ft 
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Table 68. Personal robbery and assault: Percent 'of victimizations 
in which victims sustained physicaft injury, by selected 

charact~ristics IOf victims and type of cr~me, 1976 

Chal'uctcri!ltic Hobbel'Y nnd assaulL Hobbcl'Y 

Scx 
Both HC>:CH :lO.1 32.5 

Mule :19.2 28.7 
Fcmllie 31.6 40.:1 

Agt' 
12-15 29.6 20.8 
Itl-19 35.1 34.4 
20-24 3!!.G !!7 .11 
25-34 20.8 34.2 
35-49 26.3 35.2 
50-til! 27.9 42.1 
65 and over 29.4 31.9 

Haec 
White 30.n 33.4 
Bluck 3().6 • !19.3 

Victim-offender' l'clul.ionHhip 
Invol ving Hlr(lngcl's 27.0 31.5 
Involving nons ll'rmgel's 3f-.S 31.1 

Annuul family inc()mc 
Less than $3,000 38.6 37.9 
$3,000-$7,499 34.4 36.6 
$7,500-$9,999 28.5 .12.1 
$10,000-$14,999 27.8 28.3 
$15,000-$24,999 26.8 33.2 
$25,000 or' more 2!.i.fl 19.9 
Not available 26. 'I 21.8 

Table 69. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations 
in which victims incurred medical expenses, by selected 

• characteristics of victims and type o'f crime, 1976 

• ChaI'llcteI'i!llic Crimes of violcncc 2 Hobbcry 

Hllcc 
All l'aces:!. 1i.0 7.8 

\~hite 6.0 8 .) .w 

Black 5.6 6.8 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strongers 5.6 7.8 
Involving nonstranger~ 6.7 7.9 

NOTI>: Dato includes only those victimizations in which victims Imel~ Idth certainty that medical t'xpcnses I~erp 
incurred and also Imew, 01' were uble to estimate, the amount of such expenses. 

~i~~~~:~:: ~:;: ~~ ~~~~~r~o~a~~~~n n~!p~~~~~l;~pal'atelY. 

ASHuttH 

29.5 
29.3 
29.6 

31.8 
35.!! 
33.8 
25.4 
23.2 
19.5 
22.4 

29.3 
31.3 

25.4 
:lR.S 

38.9 
33.1 
27.6 
27.6 
35.5 
26.7 
26.3 

Assault • 

5.3 
5.4 
4.7 

4.5 
6.6 



Table 70. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations 
in which victims incurred medical expenses, by selected characteristics 

of victims, type of crime, and amount of expenses, 1976 

('hnr'actcriH I it· nnu type of' cr'imc 'I'utai LCHS lIlIin $50 $50-$2'19 $!!50 or m()r<.~ 

lta~" 
1\11 ruc<>!;l , 

('rimcB of viol elleea 100.0 3U.O 42.8 :~7. 2 
nubbcry 100.0 27.3 tl4.n 2H.~ 

I\ssuull 100.0 31.5 42.3 2<l.2 
Nr, it c 

Cl'imcs of viol{!ocea WO.O 32.4 40.9 26.7 
Hubbery 100.0 31.0 41.0 28.0 
I\sHuult 100.O 34.U 40.:J :W.9 

11Iud, 
('rimes uf violctlec2 100.0 111.9 58.0 :lO.1 

'I!obbcry 100.0 1(;'8 lil. 9 131.3 
I\ssuull 100.0 lW.O 63.7 126. :! 

Viet im-offenuel' relationship 
lnvolvinp, slranp,cl'(l 

Cl'imc}) uf viul{·nel·:a 100.0 27.!! 44.6 28.2 
I!ubherw Hl! •• O 2l'.9 45.8 27.3 
Mmau\ t 100.0 27.6 44.:1 28.0 

Invulving nons t rungel's 
t'1'imcH of vio\elwtil lOlJ.O 34.1 40.2 mL7 

I!obbery 100.0 :l9.1 1 38 • 5 132.4 
Assault 100.0 35.5 ,10.3 24.3 

!'iUTI;: Dala include only lhose victimizations in which victim,; knew with cepluinly Ihnt medical expenses wel'e 
ineurl'ed and ulso lmcw, 01' I<ere able tu Clltimate, the amount uf Hue" ,'x!,>(·ns"s. UClnil may not. ndd to 
lotal shown becnuse of roundillp,. 

1 Includes data (In "other" races, not shol<n separately. 
:a~;stimate, bnsed nn ubout 10 lIl' fewer Humple t'I\SCH, is Htulh:ticnlly unl'clioble. 



Table 71. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which 
injured victims had health insurance coverage or were eligible 

Hat't' 
A\\ I'ilce:;l 

While 
Bladl 

Annual rami I,v inc!lm(' 
I,e,;,. than .O:;:l,OO() 
53 ,(){){)-$7 ,·1B!1 
S'( t ~iO()-sn, nnn 
810 ,l)()()-$lt1. !Hl!l 
SlH,onu nP rntl!'~ 

for public medical services, by selected characteristics 
of victims, 1976 

Pl'rccnl ('uv('I'l'd 

h~). R 

ll'l.7 
'lB.7 

hti.·1 
rd.~ 

tI:l.u 
Ill,:; 



Table 72. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in wh.ich 
'victims received hospital care, by selected characteristics of vir;tiL:',,;, 

and type of crime, 1976 

rhlll'ilclcr'istic Crimes of violence1 Ilobbcry 

SI))( 

!loth sexes 7.9 10.6 
Male 8.4 10.3 
rernnJa 7.0 11.0 

Age 
12-19 6.2 6.3 
20-34 8.0 9.2 
35-40 9.9 13.2 
50-64 10.6 16.1 
65 and over 10.0 18.!) 

IInce 
Whit!) 7.:! 9.9 
81ucll 11.1 13.5 

Victim-orfender rela Honship 
Invol ving strangers 7.:' 10.'1 
Involving nonstrnngeI'M 9.1 9.7 

lnlCludes data on rape, hat. sh<Jlin separntely. 
2E;;~imatc, based on about 10 01' fflwer snmple cases, is statistienlly unreliable. 

A",;uul t 

6.9 
7.9 
5.2 

5.8 
7.4 
8.7 
7.5 

22.8 

6.6 
9.0 

5.7 
8.7 



Table 73. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations in which 
victims received hospital care, by selected characteristics of victims, type 

of crime, and type of hospital care, 1976 

Inpatient care 
1-3 4 days 

CharacterisLic and lype of crime rotal Emergenoy rOOm care Total days or more 

Sey. 
Both sexes 

Crimes of' violence 1 100.0 77.3 22.7 5.9 15.6 
Robbery 100.0 79.B 20.2 a 6,.9 12.2 
Assault 100.0 76.3 23.7 5.1 17.3 

~lalc 
Crimes of violence 1 100.0 75.3 24.7 7.1 15.8 

Robbe['y 100.0 77.6 22.4 a 10.4 3 10 •3 
Assault 100.0 74.6 25.4 5.9 17.8 

Female 
Crimes of violence 1 100.0 81.4 18.6 23.5 15.0 

Hobbery 100.0 84.0 a 1,6.0 30.0 21,6.0 
Assault 100.0 81.0 19.0 33.2 15.8 

Race 
Nhite 

C'rimes of violence 1 100.0 79.4 20.6 6.3 12.8 
llobbery 100.0 79.4 20.6 2 8 . 1 21,0.9 
Assault 100.0 80.3 19.7 5.1 13.1 

Black 
Crimes of violence 1 100.0 70.3 29.7 24 •6 25.0 

Ilobbery 100.0 80.7 319.3 :4,.1 3 1.5 •2 
Assault 100.0 57.3 42.7 5,.9 36.8 

Vigtim-offenll~r r!>lntiQn5hip 
Involving strangers 

Crimes of violence 1 100.0 79.2 20.8 7.6 12.6 
llobbery 100.0 78.4 21.6 3 a,.3 11.9 
Assault 100.0 80.3 19.7 26 • 2 31,3.5 

Involving nonstrangers 
:33,.4 Crimes of violence 1 100.0 74.7 25.3 19.7 

llobbery 100.0 86.4 313.6 :0,.0 13.6 
Assault 100.0 12.5 27.5 4 .• 1 20.9 

NOT!::: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
:!Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 01' i'C\~er sampl.:l cases, is Btatistically unreliable. 

Not 
available 

:! 1,. 2 
31.1 
31:. 3 

:1,.8 
1,.7 

21 .• 8 

20 ,.0 
30,0 
aO,O 

31 ,5 
21,6 
21.6 

, 30 •0 
20 ,0 
30 •0 

"0.5 
:31.4 
"0.0 

32 •1 
tJ.o 
'"z.5 

- .. -----------------------_ ....... 
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Table 74. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting 
in economic loss, by type of crime and type of loss, 1976 

All economic 'fhcH lossos Damage losses 
Type of crime losses All theft losses Wilh damage Without dumage All dllma(le losses With theft 

All personal crimes 77 ,4 71.7 7.9 63.8 13.6 7.9 

Crimes of violence 25.5 12.3 2.3 10.0 15.6 2.3 
Hape 21. 7 16.0 13.6 12,5 19.2 13.6 
Hobber,)' 69.5 61.1 11.:1 49.9 19.7 11.3 

Hobbery wi th in,jury 7.),4 62.3 19.0 43.4 33.0 19.0 
!lobber,)' wi thou t injur,)' 66.2 60.5 7.6 53.0 13.2 7.6 

Assault 14.4 14.4 
Aggravated assault 19.1 19.1 
Simple assllult 11.4 11.4 

Crimes of theft 95.0 91.8 9.8 82.1 13.0 9.8 
Pet'sOnal lal'ce:my \~ilh contnct 90.1 88.8 11.8 87.1 3.0 11.8 

Put'se snatching 66.4 62.3 12.5 59.7 16.7 12.5 
Pocltet picking 100.0 100.0 11.5 98.5 11.5 11.5 

Personal larceny without contnc t 95.2 91. 9 10.0 81.9 13.3 10.0 

All household crimes 89.7 79.4 12.9 66.5 23.2 12.9 

Burglary 83.2 ~3.7 20.6 42.9 40.2 20.8 
Forcible entry 94.6 78.6 54.1 24.5 70.1 54.1 
IInlal'/ful cnb-y without force 87.4 85.2 4.6 80.6 6.8 4.6 
Attempted forcible entry 58.8 3.1 1.6 1.5 57.2 1.6 

Household larceny 95.3 93.0 6.4 86.6 8.7 6.4 
Completed larceny 100.0 100.0 6.8 93.2 6.8 6.8 
Attempted larceny 33.6 33.6 

MotOl' vehicle theft 82.6 61.5 19.2 42.4 010.? 19.2 
Completed theft 100.0 100.0 31.1 68.9 31.1 31.1 
Attempted theft 51\.8 54.8 

All colnmercial crimes 84.2 75.3 4(i.6 29.7 60.1 45.6 

llul'll1ar,)' 85.0 7G .. G 52 .. 7 22.8 68.7 52.7 
Hubbcl'Y 79.5 '(4.1 !j. 8 68.3 11.8 5.8 

Wi thout theft 

5.8 

13.2 
15.6 
8.4 

11, .1 
5.7 

14.4 
19.1 
11.4 

3.2 
11.2 
14.2 
10.0 
3.3 

10.3 

19.4 
16.0 
2.2 

55.6 

2.4 
10.0 
33.6 

21.1 
10.0 
G-1.8 

14.5 

16.0 
5.9 

Non,: Delail mey not odd to iolal shown bQcQuse of rounding. llcenusc hol'h theft nnd damnl~" losses occul'r'ed in some vietimizutions, lhe ~U111 of entries 
llnder "nIl theft losses" nnd "all dnmage:: lo!;sc!;," does not t'quol the (mt I~V shown undCl' "ull eeorwmic loss('>;." 

••• Hcprese::nis nnl applicuhle. 
lJo;slimale, hUl>cd on ZCI'O or em aboul 10 or fewer sumple ClISt'S, h, slutil;tiel111y ullreliable. 



Table 75. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victim_izations resulting in economic loss, 
by type of crime, type of loss, and victim-offender relationship, 1976 

Type of crime 

Cr.i.mes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
Robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

All economic 
losses 

25.5 
21.7 
69.5 
76.4 
66.2 
14.4 
19.1 
11.4 

All 
victimizations 

12.3 
16.0 
61.1 
62.3 
60.5 

Theft losses 
Involving 
strangers 

15.9 
18.7 
61.9 
64.9 
60.5 

Involving 
nonstrangers 

5.8 
10.0 
57.6 
52.8 
60.4 

NOTE: Recause both theft and damage losses occurred in some victimizations, the sum of entries under each 
not equal entry shown under "all economio losses." 
Represents not applicable. 

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

Damase losses 
All Involving 
victimizations strangers 

15.6 15.8 
19.2 19.3 
19.7 17.& 
33.0 31.3 
13.2 11.5 
14.4 15.0 
19.1 21.1 
11.4 10.7 

"all victimizations" ca tegory does 

Involving 
nonstrangers 

15.1 
19.0 
28.2 
39.7 
21.5 
13.5 
15.6 
12.3 
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Table 76. Personal and household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in economic loss, by race of victims, type of crime, and value of loss, 1976 

Hoee lIntl type of crime 'rota) No monetnry \'uluo l.css Lhun $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or marc Nol Itnown and not avnHnble 

AI) l'acl'h
1 

All per-sonol crlmc~; 100.0 2.1 24.5 35.2 25.2 7.1 5.9 
Crimes of violenca 2 lOO.O 9.6 16.8 29.4 23.8 8.4 12.0 

Hobbcl'Y 1UO.0 5.1 15.5 29.8 27.9 11. 2 10.5 
Hubbel'y wi th in.illl'Y 100.0 Ii. 7 12.0 3ll.5 2\;.,1 9.2 9.2 
1l0bbol'Y ~,i thou t injlll'Y 100.0 4 'J .~ 17,1) 26.1 28.7 12.3 11.3 

Assnul t 100.0 15.2 17.8 2~)'0 16,6 5.2 14.0 
AggI'uvatl'Cl as~aull 100.0 12.8 18.4 ',5.7 21.5 4.8 t6.8 
Simple ossault 100.0 17 .9 17 .2 32.6 15.6 5.6 11.1 

Crimes of thoft 100.0 1.4 25.3 35.7 25.3 7.0 5.4 
Personul 1 nrot'ny NUh \1On Lnc t 100.0 30.6 17.2 39.1 29.8 b.6 6.6 
l'o1'son01 lnrceny Nithout, oontnct 100.0 1.5 25.5 35.0 25.1 7.0 5.3 

All IWt/sC'lwld crimes 100.0 11.2 19.1 26.4 24.1 ltl.l 7.5 
lluI'I1!nl'Y 100.0 8.5 10.5 20.3 25.5 23.9 11.3 

jo'(lreib)c entl'~' 100.0 5.~ 6.3 11.8 23.9 39.2 13.6 
Unlawful ontr.Y \~i thout fOl'ce 100.0 2.1) 12.3 27.6 33.9 18.9 5.3 
Attempted fOl'cibl<: entry 10(1.0 ~.1.5 15.1 20.1 6.6 1.6 21.9 

lIou$chold 1m'ccny WO.O \. '( 26.3 35.8 25.S 5.4 0.1 
Completed larceny 100.() 1.0 26.5 36.2 icl.O 5.6 4.8 
Attempted lnrceny 100.0 20 \!~ 16.7 20.6 17.8 :Jo .0 18.1 

Motlll' v~hicle theft 10n.O S.·' 2.8 8.3 10.9 65.7 8.7 
Completed theft 100.0 t"O.O 30 •6 3().2 5.5 87.4 6.3 
IIttem[)tec! theft 100.0 14.3 8.9 32.1 26.4 "'2.4 15.8 

\\hite 

All pOI'sorml cl'imes 100.0 2.1 25.5 35.4 24.4 7.1 5.6 
t'l'imes of violello",2 100.0 10.4 18.1 29.6 20.6 9.1 12.1 

I!obbcry 100,0 5.6 17.2 31.8 22.7 12.1 10.7 
no:bhc.t'~' "d th inj)H'.Y 100.0 6.8 13.1 37.8 21.9 10.9 9.5 
l!obbeJ'Y \,'i1hout injul',1' \00.0 4.8 l~.i ~~ . 

";::0. J. :J3 .. ~ l!iU! 11.4 
A!;suult 100.0 15.!I 18.7 27.6 18.0 6.2 13.7 

Aggrn va ted aSf,llU 1 t JOO.O 12.5 Hl.7 23.4 21.0 6.1 1'1.3 
SilRp!e assault 100.0 18.8 17.8 31.6 15.2 6.2 10.:; 

Cl·imes of tlmft 100.0 1.4 26.1 35.8 24.7 6.9 5.1 
Pcrsonul 1 nt'ceny \~Hh con tac t 100.0 :Jo.8 18.0 39.9 27.9 7.2 6.1 
Pill'sonnl llll'ceny wi t)wut contoot WO.O 1.4 26.3 35.7 2<1.6 6.9 5.1 

All ho·)sehold ('rimes JOO.O 4.0 20.0 29.2 24.5 15.3 '/.0 
!luI'glary 100.0 8.3 11.2 21.7 25.4 22.7 10.6 

Forelble entry 100.0 5.~ 6.9 12.7 23.9 38.2 12.7 
l!nl:<;wful entr'y \~i Uwut f,\r'ee 100.0 1.8 12.9 28.8 33.0 18.4 5.1 
AttcmpLo:d fordblc ~nll'y 100.0 32.9 15.8 21.4 6.!1 1.4 21.6 

liuuseho1d lar'oel1Y 100.0 1.6 26.9 35.8 25.5 5.4 4.8 
Completed larceny 100.0 0.9 27.2 36.2 25.7 5.5 4.5 
Attempted 1 uI'ccn,Y 100.0 27,'1 18.0 1!l.0 19.2 30.0 16.3 

Mutor vehle! e then 100.0 3.1; 2.8 8.7 10.6 ti6.6 7.6 
C()mpletod theft. 10ll.0 30 •0 :!Q .6 :Jo.2 5.2 89.4 1).7 
Attempted th~ft 100.0 13.7 9.1 33.0 25.9 32.2 16.0 



Table 76. Personal and household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in economic loss, by race of victims, type of crime, and value of loss, 1976-continued 

Hllec and lype of crime TuLlIl No monotlll'Y vlllue 

IIlllc\(II 

All personu 1 clllme~! 100.0 2.7 
C"illlcs or vWlcncc2 lQO.O 7.3 

nubbcl'Y tOO.O G4.!! 
I!obbcry wi Lh in.jury LOO.O 37,'1 
Hobbcl'y withoul injul'Y 100.0 32.9 

Assllult 100.0 13.1 
Aggrnva led nSKuult 100.0 3111.9 
Simple IlNSIlU]t 100.0 39.2 

Grimos of theft 100.0 1.8 
PCI'sonal larceny with contnot 100.0 30.0 
Pet'sonul lnrceny \~ithoul oOlltnc\' 100.0 1.9 

All household orimes 100.0 5.6 
Bllt'l~lul'y 100.0 8.9 

Forcible enlry 100.0 4.5 
Unlawful cntry wilhout rOI'ot) 100.0 3 2 •6 
AltcRlrtcd rorcible enlry 100.0 35.7 

1I01lHChold lurt'eny 100.0 2.-1 
Comrl tllcd Inl'ocny 100.0 2.0 
Allemr tcd lnl'cony 100.0 319.1 

~lotcll' vchicle then 100.0 31\.3 
Cumplete tI\(~ft. 100.0 30 .0 
,\\ tempted theft 100.0 319.8 

NOTE: ncLuil mny not add Lo Lolll1 nhown because uf roundinl\. 
1 rnoludc~ datu on "olher" r'aces, lIol shown separately. 
31ncludea dutu on rupc, not shuwlI sopnrutely. 

I,css thun $10 $10-$.19 

16.8 33.9 
12.1 29.~ 
11.6 25,1 
39.8 31. '1 
12.3 :22.3 
12.1 38.3 

312.6 36.t; 
310.9 c12t!! 

17 .8 34.9 
12.,1 37.7 
18.2 3~.6 

12.6 22.7 
6.\) 13.3 
3.5 8.2 
7.6 1l1.o1 

16.,1 17.2 
20.4 3(,.4 
20.7 3fi.4 
30 •1 37.S 
3 2 • 7 6.5 
31.0 ,110.0 
38.7 30.3 

:lEslimnto, baaed 011 zoro or on about 10 or fewer sllmple caAes, is statistioally unreliable. 

$[;0-5219 $:!50 (Jl' mot'l'! Nll\ Imll\~n nnd not nvailnblc 

30.7 7.1 8.1 
:l3.tl h.O 11.5 
39.8 9.1 10.3 
~().4 3~.'1 36.:1 
3n.5 l1.U 11. » 
2[.3 Go.a 15.2 
22.2 30.0 313.7 

31~. 2 30.0 318 •5 
30.1 11.0 7.5 
35.4 35 ,~ 3 9• 1 
29.7 8 'j 

.~ 7.4 

26.2 21.6 11.4 
25.9 :10.2 1~.9 

23.4 43.5 17.0 
~0.2 23.3 7.0 
34.!l °1.8 24.3 
29 oil S.4 7.3 
29.8 5.6 6.5 
~O.O 30.U 3 37 •0 
12.3 60.7 13.6 
37.7 76.3 15.0 

°29.0 33.8 3S•4 



Table 77. Selected personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting h~ theft 10~H, 
by race of victims, type of crime, and valut1 of loss, 1976 

noce and type of crime 'fatal No monetary value Less than $10 $10-$49 $SO-$99 $100-$249 $250 01' mol'D Not available 

All raocs1 
nobbcry 100.0 2.2 17.8 28.9 15.4 15.6 13.0 7.2 
Crimes of Haena 100.0 0.8 26.2 36.9 12.2 14.0 6.7 3.2 

\~hite 
nobbcry 100.0 31.9 20.7 29.7 14.6 12.0 14.0 7.2 
Crimes of thcftll 100.0 0.8 27.1 37.0 11.8 13.7 6.7 3.0 

Blaoll 
nobbcry 100.0 33.1 11. 5 27.3 16.8 23.5 10.7 7.2 
Crimcs of the ftl! 100.0 1.3 18.3 36.8 14.9 15.8 7.5 5.3 

NOTE: Dctoil may not add to total shown bccause of rounding. 
1tncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
III!1oludes both pel'sonal larceny with contact and personal larceny without contact. 
3Estimate, based on about 10 01' fewer snmple cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 18. Personal and household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft 
loss, by race of victims, type of crime, and proportion of loss recovered, 1976 

~i[)mo rCC()Vet'ou 

Hacc nnd typ" of crime t'oLul None l'ecllvercu Tolal L(~~iH lhclIl .11(\ 1 r 111\11' Ill' more Prop<lI'Lion unlwClIm All r'ccnvcrol! NoL I\vallub Ie 

All rnces 1 

All personal cI'imcs a 100.0 80.1 11.6 ~L() 4 t H ~', 5 8.3 0.1 
Robbery 100.0 69.5 16. " 7.1 ,1. 1 5.6 13.6 00.2 
Crimes of theft 100.0 80.5 t1.3 3.4 IL5 3.5 8.1 30.1 

POl'sonnl lurceny \~i th contact 100.0 '12.5 ~O.3 13.7 3.1 3.6 ".1 30.0 
Pel'sonul larccny wilhou t con tnct 100.0 BO.8 11.1 3.1 It.5 3.5 8.1 30.1 

All household crimes 100.0 76.5 13.1 3.2: 5.9 4.1 lCl.3 (37.) 
Burglnry 100.0 74.9 18.0 5.1 8.8 4.a 7.0 (3i1) 
Household lal'ceny 100.0 82.1 9.6 2.t 3.3 .1. 1 8 ') (37,) .~ 

Moiol' vehicle theft 100.0 21.6 25.3 4.0 18.1 :;.3 52,7 30 .3 

\~hi te 

All personnl orimosR 100.0 79.8 11.6 3.6 4.7 J.J 8.6 30 •1 
lIobbcl'y 100.0 tl7.5 16.9 ".3 4.!! 4.7 15.6 30 •0 
Crimes of theft 100.0 80.2 11.4 3.5 4.7 3.3 8.3 30.1 

Personal lllrccrw with contl\ct 100.0 70.5 21.7 t4.7 3.9 3.2 7.8 30 •0 
Personal lllrccny without contact 10~.0 80.4 11.1 3.2 4.7 3.3 8.4 30 •1 

All household orimes 100.0 76.0 13.4 ;!.3 6.:: 4.0 10.6 30 •1 
Burglnry 100'.0 73.1 19.3 5.11 9.7 4.2 7.6 (37,) 
Household lnrceny 100.0' 81.8 9.7 2.2 3.5 01.0 8.5 (3Z) 
MOlor'vehicle theft 100',0 21.0 25.8 4.1 19.0 2." 52.7 30 •4 

II 1 Il!:lt 

All personal crimcs D 100'.0 82.2 11.3 3.1 2.7 5.4 6.4 30 •1 
Ilobbcry 100.0' 14.1 15.4 6.4 32.4 6.6 9.8 30 •6 
Crimcs of thefl 100'.0 83.3 10.7 2.7 2.7 5.3 6.0 30'.0 

Personal lnrceny wHh contact 100'.0' 78.8 16.5 10.6 :lo.O 35.0 3,1.7 30 •0 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 83.6 10.3 2.1 3.9 5.3 6.1 30 •0 

All household crimes 100.0 80.1 11.0 a.t\ 3.6 5.0 8.8 30 •0 
Burglnry 100'.0 83.4 11.9 :1.1 4.6 4.2 4.8 30 •0 
lIousehold lnrceny 100'.0 85.6 8.5 1.6 1.4 5,5 5.9 30 •0 
Motor vehiclc theft 100.0 24.7 23.3 33.5 1:1.3 ~.6 51.9 30'.0 

NOTE: Detllil may lIot ndd to tutnl r.)wwn bccauHI.' of l'mmdinp •• 
Z LeGS than 0.5 perc en l. 
lrnc1udcs dntn on "other" raCCD nul Bhown flcpnralcly. 
iOIrncludcH u,lin on I':'pc, nul !;hllWIl llcpal'nlc)y, bUI c)(cludcr: dnta llIl mmaul t \;lIi('\. by ucfini HUll duc:l lIul invlllvl' th('ft. 
3~:stimate, bnHcd on zero or on nbnut Ie 01' f(>\~cr sample cnses, is nluUnt icolly ul\1'clit~blc. 



Table 79. Personal and household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations in which theft 
losses were recovered, by type of crime and method of recovery of loss, 1976 

Both insurance 
Type of crime Total. Insurance only other method only and other method 

All personal crimes1 100.0 37.8 60.9 1.3 

Robbery 100.0 6.9 89.9 "3,.2 
Robbery with injury 100.,) 93,.3 94.8 "2.0 
Robbery withou t injury 100.0 8;8 87.3 ":;'.9 

Crimes of theft 100.0 39.9 58.8 al'.l 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 a ~.o 98.0 21'.0 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 41.6 57.2 1.1 

All household crimes 100.0 36.5 58.0 5.5 

Burglary 100.0 49.6 46.9 3.5 
Household larceny 100.0 31\.1 64.7 1.2 
;Iotor vehicle theft 100.0 19.5 60.4 20.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lInoludcs data on rape, not shown separately, but excludes data. on assault, which by definition does not involve theft. 
aE~tlmate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Method not available 

20.1 

20.0 
"0'.0 
"0'.0 
20'.1 
20'.0 
20:.1 

20,.0 

20.0 
20'.Q 
20:.0 
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Table 80. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in theft loss, by value of loss and type of crime, 1976 

Value of loss All household orimes Burglary flousehold larceny Motor vehiole theft 

Total 

No monetary value 
Less than $10 
$1()-$49 
$50-$99 
$100-$249 
$250-$999 
$1,000, or more 
Not available 

100.0 

1.0 
20.1 
29.9 
!2.4 
14.7 
11.4 
7.0 
3.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lEs tito" te, based on Z<lro or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is 

100.n 100.0 

0.9 1.1 
9.6 27.0 

21-;1 36.7 
13.i 13.0 
19.2 13.4 
21.2 4.7 
11.0 0.1 
3.1 3.5 

statistically unreliable. 

Table 81. COMmercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in economic loss, by kind 
of establishment, type of crime, and type of 1055, 1976 

Kind of e~tablishment All economic Theft losses Damalle losses 

100.0 

"0.0 
10.6 
10.~ 

11. t 
4.8 
33.~ 

56.3 
3.4 

and type of crime losses AU theft losses with damage Without damage All damage losses with theft Without theft 

Retail 
All commercial crimes 85.3 72.7 47.0 25.7 63.0 47.0 16.0 

Burglary 85.5 70.6 58.2 12.3 71.3 58.2 19.1 
Robbery 84.5 80.6 5.2 75.4 9.4 5.2 4.2 

Wholesale 
All commercial crimes 86.6 85.2 32.9 52.4 41.5 32.9 8.6 

Burglary 88.0 8"'.0 34.9 52.1 43.6 34.9 8.7 
RobbeJ:'Y 65.0 5~.0 "2.4 56.6 18.4 12.4 1.6.0 

Service 
All commercial crimes 82.4 76.0 ."",~. ~ 49.6 26.3 64.2 49.6 14.5 

BUI'glary 8:1.11 77.5 54.3 23.2 69.4 54.3 15.1 
RobbeJ:'y 6l1.8 62.5 "8.4 54.1 17.5 18.4 9.1 

other 
All commercial crimes 82.5 76.0 40.8 35.3 54.4 40.8 13.6 

Burglary 83.8 77.8 45,3 32.4 59.4 45.3 14.0 
Robbery 73.0 62.9 "6.0 56.9 116 .1 16.0 110.0 

NOtE; Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Because both theft and damage losses occurred in some victimizations, the sum of 
entries under "all theft losses" and "all damage losses" does not equal the entry shown under "all economic losseE." 

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



Table 82. Commercial burglary: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in economic loss, 
by kind of establishment alld value of loss, 1976 

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

All establishments 100.0 5.1 16.2 28.7 37.6 12.3 
Retail 100.0 4.4 14.3 28.2 43.1 10.1 
Wholesale 100.0 12.5 19.1 36.8 26.5 15.1 
Service 100.0 1.1 16.2 28.9 33.2 14.5 
other 100.0 5.1 19.6 24.2 39.2 11.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shO\;n bllcause of rounding. 
1Estimate, based on abuut. 10 lll" feNel' "amplc eUIlCs, is st.titisLicul1,Y utU'cIiublc. 



Table 83. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft loss, 
by kind of establishment and value of theft loss, 1976 

Kind of establishment Total Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $25101' mot'e Not available 

All establishments 100.0 11 ,9 12.8 39.9 35.7 
Retail 100.0 10,9 11.4 42.3 36.0 
Service 100.0 15,4 15.3 36.8 33.4 
athol' 100.0 12.6 116.6 31.6 37.0 

NOTE: oetail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 01' ruwer· srunple cases, is statistically lIrreH·ablu. 

Table 84. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of "l~ctimizations resulting in theft loss, 
by proportion of loss recovered and type of crime, 1976 

proportion of loss recovered 

Total 

None recovered 
Some recovered 

Less than half 
Half or more 

All recovered 

All commercial crimes 

100.0 

78.7 
14.3 
5.2 
9.1 
7.0 

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

Burgl!lry 

100.0 

80.7 
14.8 
5.5 
9.3 
4.5 

9.8 
9.4 

19.2 
1 12.3 

Robbery 

.1.00.0 

68.8 
12.0 
3.3 
8.6 

19.2 



Table 85. Personal,. household, and commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations 
resulting in loss of time from work, by type of crime, 1976 

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 
Crimes of violence 

Ilnpc 
Robbery 

Robbery I<ith injury 
Robbery I<ithout injul'Y 

Assault 
Aggrnvated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimea of theft 
Personal larceny I<ith contact 
Personal larceny I<ithout contact 

All household crimes 

BUI'glary 
Forcible entry 
Unlnl<ful entry I<ithout force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
l.ens than $50 
$50 or mora 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehiole theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted thoft 

All commercial crimes 

Burglary 
Ilobbery 

Percent 

5,0 

10.4 
22.8 
13.1 
23.4 
8.2 
9.3 

12.5 
7.? 

3.2 
5.9 
3~1 

4.4 

5.2 
10.1 

2.9 
2.1 

2.5 
1.4 
5.0 

11.9 
1.9 

15.1 
22.0 
4.0 

8.5 

7.5 
14.0 

Table 86. Personal and household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss 
of time from work, by type of crime and race of victims, 1976 

Type of crime \~hite Blnck 

------------------------------------------------------------------All personal crimos 

Ct'imes of violence 
Rape 
llobbot'Y 
Assault 

Crimes of theft 
Pornonal larceny I<lth contact 
Personal laroeny without contact 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Household lnrceny 
Motor vehiclo thcft 

• ,.4: .. ~ 

10.3 
26.8 
13.2 
9.2 

3.2 
5.4 
3.1 

l£stimnte. bUfled on about 10 or rCWel' unmplc CIlrlCS. it! ulutiHlicnlly Ullrcl[nblc. 

6.1 

10.4 
19.9 
12.8 

9.4 



Table 87. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations resulting 
in loss of time from work, by type of crime and victim-offender 

relationship, 1976 

Typo of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

All victimizations 

10.4 
22.8 
13.1 

9.3 

Involving strangers 

10.1 
24.0 
13.6 
8.4 

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

InvolvIng nonstrangcrs 

10.8 
120.0 
11.0 
10.6 

Table 88. Personal and household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in loss of time from work, by type 

of crhne and number of days lost, 1976 

Less Not known 
than 1-5 6 days and not 

Type of orime Total 1 day days or morc available 

All personal crimes 100.0 44.3 ·10.0 . 13.8 1.9 
Crimes of violence 100.0 26.6 48.6 23.0 1.8 

Rape 100.0 126.1 33.7 40.2 10.0 
Robbery 100.0 15.1 61.3 23.5 10.0 
Assault 100.0 30.8 45.3 21.~ 2.6 

Crimes of theft 100.0 63.5 30.1 3.8 2.1 
Personal laroeny with contaot 100.0 41.2 48.6 la.O 14.2 
Personal laroeny without oontact 100.0 64.4 29.6 4.0 11.9 

All household crimes 100.0 46.4 46.9 4.5 2.2 
Burglary 100.0 44.4 48.6 4.2 12.7 
t1ousehold laroeny 100.0 51.9 36.8 12.1 12.6 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 35.1 56.3 7.3 la.7 

NOTB: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
"Estima"te, based on zero 01" on llbout 10 or fewer sample cnsen. is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 89. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and 

victim-offender relationshi'p, 1976 

Number of days lost All victimizations Involving strangers Involving nOllstrangers 

Total 100.0 10Q.0 100.0 
Less than 1 day 26.6 27.5 25.1 
1-5 days 48.6 47.9 49.8 
6 days or more 23.0 22.8 23.2 
Not knowr, and not available 1.8 "1.7 "1.9 

N0lE: Detail ma,v not add to total shown becaune of rounding. 
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewor sample cases, h statisticall,Y unreliable. 



00 -

Table 90. Personal and household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in loss of time from work, by race of victims, type of crime, 

and number of days lost, 1976 

Race and type of crime Total Less than 1 day 1-U days 6 days or more Not known and not available 

white 
All personal cr~mes 100.0 47.5 38.7 11.9 

Crimes of violence 100.0 29.4 49.0 20.~ 

Crimes of theft 100.0 66.4 27.9 3.3 

All household crimes 100.0 ,19.9 43.4 4.7 
Burglary 100.0 50.1 43.0 5.1 
lIoUsehold larceny 100.0 62.0 33.1 1.1..8 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 33.8 57.4 7.9 

Black 
All personal crimes 100.0 23.7 49.1 26.1 

Crimes uf violence 100.0 111.0 47.S 39.7 
Crimes of theft 100.0 41.1 51.3 17.5 

All household crimes 100.0 31.9 61.0 13.9 
BU1"glary 100.0 27.5 65.3 11.7 
Household larceny 100.0 129.9 59.8 110.2 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 44.4 51.3 14.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
l Estimate, based on zel'o or on about. 10 Ol' feNcl' ~amplc CU~Ctl. Is tltUljtlticully lInn·liuble. 

Table 91. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, 
by type of crime and number of days 

lost from work, 1976 

Type of crime TC'tal None Less than 1 day 1 day or more 

All commercial crimes 

Burglary 
Robbery 

100.0 

100.0 
100.0 

91.6 

92.5 
&6.1 

4.6 

4.3 
6.3 

3.8 

3.1 
7.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Excludes data on a small number of victimizations for 
which the amount of time lost was unavllilable. 

1.9 
11.5 

2.4 

2.0 
11.9 
13.0 
10.9 

11.0 
11.8 
10.0 

13.2 
15.5 
10.0 
10.0 
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Table 92. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Percent 
of victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime, 1976 

Type of cl'ime 

All personal orimes 

Crimes 01: violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
FI~om serious assault 
F'rom minor assaul t 

Robbery without injury 
Assau,lt 

Ag"ravated assault 
With injury 
Attemped assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted nssault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Completed larcenyl 

Less than $50 
$50 or more 

Attempted larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

All commeroial crimes 

Burglary 
Robbery 

Percent 

32.2 

48.8 
52.7 
53.3 
62.9 
66.2 
59.9 
48.6 
47.5 
58.4 
62.0 
56.5 
40.6 
45.7 
38.8 

26.6 
36.2 
51..7 
29.7 
26.3 

38.3 

48.1 
70.1 
38.8 
33.1 
27.0 
27.1 
15.0 
52.5 
26.5 
69.5 
88.6 
38.9 

74.6 

72.5 
86.6 

lrncludes dntn, not shown separately, on larcenies for which the value of loss wns not nsc6.·tainen, 

Table 93. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the pOiice, 
by selected characteristics of victims and type of crime, 1976 

Chnracteristic All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

8ex 
Both i;exeS 32.2 48.8 26.6 

Mule 31.7 46.1 25.9 
Female 32.8 53.5 27.4 

Race 
White 32.0 48.4 26.8 
Black 33.7 50.5 25.1 
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Table 94. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by type 
of crime, victim-offender relationship, and sex of victims, 1976 

All viotimizations Involving strangers Involving 
Type of crime Both sexes Male Female Both sexes Male Female Both sexes 

Urimes of violence 48.8 46.1 53.5 50.7 48.9 54.8 45.4 
Rape 52.7 ~61.5 51.6 56.1 167.6 54.5 44.9 
Robbery ~J .3 48.0 64.4 53.4 48.3 66.3 52.6 

Robbery with injury 62.9 60.5 66.6 62.9 62.0 64.6 63.0 
From serious assault 66.2 62.9 74.3 68.7 65.1 79.5 56.7 
From minor assault 59.9 57.2 62.5 57.5 58.0 56.8 69.0 

Robbery without injury 48.6 43.0 62.8 49.1 42.8 67.4 46.5 
Assault 47.5 45.-\ 51.2 49.5 49.0 50.9 44.6 

Aggravated assault 58.4 56.7 62.2 60.9 59.7 65.1 54.1 
With injury 62.0 62.4 60.9 50.5 61.1 57.6 63.9 
Attempted assau~t 
with weapon 56.5 53.6 62.9 51.1 59.0 67.3 47.4 

Simple assault 40.6 37.0 45.9 41.6 40.4 44.1 39.1 
With injury 45.7 40.6 52.2 45.6 44.4 49.0 45.7 
Attempted assault 
wi thout weapon 38.8 35.8 43.4 40.5 39.2 43.0 36.0 

Crimes of theft 26.6 25.9 27.4 
Personal laroeny with 
contact 36.2 27.2 42.8 37.5 28.2 43.7 116.7 
Purse snatching 51.7 10.0 51.7 51.7 10.0 51.7 10.0 
Pocket picking 29.7 27.2 33.4 30.9 28.2 34.7 116.7 

Personal larceny without 
contact 26.3 25.8 26.8 

• . • Represents not; applicable. 
l Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sumple cnses,.is statisticnlly unreli able. 

Table 95. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations rep,orted to the Dolice, by type 
of crime, victim-offender relationship, and race of victims, 1976 

nonstranllers 
Male Female 

39.2 52.0 
137.6 45.5 
45.8 59.3 
50.6 71.1 
50.8 63.5 
50.2 75.5 
43.8 49.8 
38.4 51.4 
50.2 59.6 
65.0 62.5 

40.7 51.4 
30.7 47.5 
34.8 53.6 

29.1 43.9 

118.4 112.5 
10.0 10.0 

"t8.4 112.5 

All victimizations lnvolving strangers Involvinl! nonstrangers 
Type of crime White Whfte White Black Blaclt Blaclt 

Crimes of violence 48.4 50.5 50.7 50.7 44.2 50.2 
Rape 56.3 41.2 57.8 148.8 52.1 132.8 
Robbery 52.0 56.8 S2.7 55.5 49.1 62.8 

Robbery with lnJury 62.2 64.0 62.6 63.5 60.3 166.0 
From serious assault 64.0 75.3 66.1 79.0 56.5 157.6 
From minor assault 60.2 54.8 59.2 50.3 64.7 171.5 

Robbery without injury 47.0 53.8 47.9 52.2 42.2 61.4 
Assault 47.4 4B.l 49.B 46.6 43.5 49.3 

Aggravated assault 59.5 53.1 &1.6 53.B 55.1 52.7 
With injury 62.8 59.3 61.8 52.9 64.3 63.3 
Attempted assault with weapon 57.8 49.0 61.5 54.3 48.8 45.3 

Simple assault 40.4 42.2 42.0 39.4 38.1 44.8 
With injury 44.9 55.8 46.5 140.0 43.5 66.1 
Attempted assault without weapon 38.8 38.5 40.7 39.3 35.4 37.8 

Crimes of theft 26.8 25.1 
122:4 Personal larceny with contact 37.2 33.4 38.2 35.6 10.0 

Purse snatching 51.7 51.4 51.7 51.4 10 .0 10.0 
Pocket picking 31.1 25.9 31.9 28.5 122.4 10.0 

Personal larceny without contact 26.5 24.4 

••• 'Represents not applicable. 
lEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 Qr fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 



Table 96. Personal crimes: Pf3rcent of victimizations reported to the police, by type 
of crime and age of victims, 1976 

Type of crime 12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 

All personal crimes 20.3 36.4 40.3 38.5 

Crimes of violence 36.8 63.1 62.8 56.0 
Rape 55.2 50.4 "100.0 143.1 
Robbery 32.1 58.3 66.9 63.7 

Robbery with injury 45.1 63.4 73.6 66.6 
From serious assault 53.4 65.2 70.0 65.2 
From min~~ assault 37.1 61.8 76.9 72.6 

Robbery without injury 27.2 56.0 63.1 60.1 
Assault 37.1 52.1 61.3 51.6 

Aggravated assault 46.8 64.0 73.5 57.2 
with injury 50.5 68.2 8t.0 56.0 
Attempted assault with weapon 44.5 61.8 69 .• 7 57.6 

Simple assault 31.3 44.2 53.9 46.9 
with injury 37.8 51.6 58.5 146.2 
Attempted assault without weapon 28.4 41.6 52.9 47.0 

Crimes of theft 13.7 30.1 34.8 34.8 
Personal larceny with contaot 22.4 34.9 46.6 40.2 

Purse snatohing 134.6 42.5 58.9 69.5 
Pooket picking 20.6 31.9 37.7 24.3 

Personal larceny without contact 13.5 30.0 34.5 34.5 

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

Table 97. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations reported 
to the police, by age of victims and victim-offender 

relationship, 1976 

Age 

12-19 
20-34 
35-49 
50-64 
65 and over 

All victimizations 

36.8 
53.1 
62.8 
56.0 
53.2 

Involving strangers 

38.0 
54.1 
65.3 
58.0 
55.7 

Involving nonstrangcrs 

35.0 
51.2 
58.2 
48.8 
44.8 

65 and over 

34.4 

53.2 
"100.0 

64.5 
79.9 

100.0 
1.56.1 

55.1 
43.4 
52.3 

150.7 
52.6 
38.5 

140.5 
37.8 

28.9 
43.7 
47.2 
41.7 
26.8 



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

Table 98. Household crimes: Percent of victimizaiions reported to the police, by type 
of crime, race of head Of household; and form of tenure, 1976 

1\11 households1 White hous<lholds Islack houllcholds 

00 
\,h 

'typo of crime Both forms Owned Ronted Both POl;'ms Owned Rentcd Both t'orl1\s 

All household ct'imes 38.3 40.3 48.0 38.1 40.3 35.1 39.0 

Ilurglary 48.1 51.6 44.3 47.8 52.1 43.4 49.7 
FOl;'cible entry 70.1 76.9 62.8 71.7 77 .1 64.7 64.7 

Nothing taken 50.5 59.0 41.3 52.2 59.5 43.3 42.3 
Something taken 75.4 81.0 ... 68.6 77.6 82.4 71.4 68.6 

unlawful entry without forco 38.8 40.4 36.7 38.7 40.6 36.1 39.5 
Attempted forcible entry 33.1 35.9 30.4 32.7 36.4 28.7 34.7 

Household larceny 27.0 29.5 23.6 27.9 30.3 24.2 t&.6 
Comploted larcenyB 27.1 29.4 23.7 28.0 30.2 24.6 18.1 

Less than $50 15.0 16.3 13.2 15.6 16.6 14.1 8.9 
$50 or marc 52.5 56.5 46.4 54.9 59.1 48.0 32.7 

At:temptcd larccny 26.5 31.0 20.2 26.9 31.~ 19.9 23.6 
Motet vchiole theft 69.5 69.9 69.0 67.8 68.5 67.0 110.8 

Completed thoft; 88.6 91.1 86.0 88.0 90.0 &5.8 94.7 
Attempted thoft 38.9 38.8 39.0 37.4 38.6 35.8 47.4 

lInoludcs data en "other" raoes, not Ilhown separately. 
BInoludes data, not shown scpal'alcly, on laroenies fol;' which the values of loss was not IIsoertained. 
3Estil1\rttc, based <Itt abouc lOot' fewot' 6:1mple oaSCIl, Is stntisUeally Hnre1 table. 

Table 99. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by type 
of crime and annual family income, 1976. 

Own~d 

40,7 

54.2 
76.8 
57.0 
79.7 
37.2 
31.7 
19.6 
19.1 
11.3 
30.0 
211.2 
80.5 
91.8 
42.3 

Type of orime l.ess than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 $25,000 or more 

All household crimes 33.2 36.0 38.9 31.1 41.1 42.8 

Burglary 39.9 44.9 50.2 48.4 53.7 58.2 
Forcible enhy 63.0 62.5 71.7 76.1 80.2 81.8 
Unlawful entry without force 28.3 35.1 41.1 38.5 46.3 46.2 
Attempted forcible entry 30.2 33.1 34.8 30.1 32.0 46.1 

Household larceny 22.0 24.6 26.0 27.1 29.9 28.7-
Completed larcenyl 22.1 !!4.1 25.4 27.0 30.5 29.0 

LellS than $50 12.8 15.3 14.3 13.8 15.4 15.9 
$50 or more 44.5 44.8 50.2 55.0 60.6 50.0 

Attempted laroeny 1329.5 31.9 32.5 27.7 20.2 26.1 
Motor vehiole theft 63.0 67.8 74.4 72.4 69.3 63.8 

Completed theft 75.4 87.7 89.1 90.9 90.3 88.9 
Attcmptcd theft Bl~.6 28.7 46.1 44.2 42.13 34.1 

lInoludes data, not shown separately, on laroenies fot' which the value of loss was not ascol'tained. 
IIEstimato, based en about 10 01' fewor sample eases, is statistioally unreliable. 

[(on ted 

37.9 

47.2 
57.8 
35.3 
62.0 
41.0 
36.0 
17.7 
17.3 
7.2 

35.0 
322.9 

e-J.9 
92.2 
52.2 

Not availablo 

40.2 

413.8 
61.7 
39.2 
31.2 
30.8 
31.6 
20.3 
52.7 
21.0 
69.1 
90.0 
37.3 
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Table 100. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported 
to the police, by value of loss and type of crime, 1976 

Value of 108S1 All household orimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehiole theft 

Loss than $10 10.9 22.5 8.9 
$10-$49 20.3 24.4 19.0 
$50-$249 61.1 53.8 49.1 
$250 or more 83.3 84.5 68.8 

lThe proportions refer only to losses of cash and/or prop~rty and exclude the value of property damage. 
aE~timate, bllHcd on ?ct'() 0\' ()n about 10 Ot' fe\~cl' Hump!u cnSCH, is slnHHtil'lIl1y um·clinblc. 

:10.0 
a5~.1 
70.4 
90.6 

Table 101. Personal and household crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting 
victimizations to the police, by type of Icrime, 1976 

Nothing could Police would '1'00 inconvcn- Private 01' 

be done i laelt Not impor- not want to i ~nt 01' time personal Fenr of Reported to 
Type of' crime 'rotal of proof tant enough be bothered aonsuminll matter reprisal someone else 

A~l personal crimes 100.0 29.7 25.9 6.4 3.0 5.1 0.9 16.2 

Crimes of violence 100.0 18.1 22.0 d.8 2.8 16.0 4.0 11.2 
Rape 100.0 23.5 19.8 16.3 10.0 15.9 10.2 11.5 
Robbery 100.0 28.6 17.0 9.3 4.7 5.5 4.3 8.9 

Robbery with injury 100.0 28.2 8.4 10.1 13.3 5.9 6.6 7.5 
Robbery without injury 100.0 28.8 20.1 9.1 5.3 5.4 3.5 9.4 

Assault 100.0 15.4 23.6 6.1 2.5 18.6 3.7 11.7 
Aggravated assault 100.0 16.1 17.6 6.4 2.0 21.1 4.4 12.5 
Simple assault 100.0 15.0 26.4 6.0 2.7 17.4 3.3 11.3 

Crimes of theft 100.0 32.4 26.8 6.4 3.0 2.6 0.2 17.4 
Personal larceny with 
oontact lQO.O 42.4 17.0 7.2 4.1 11.1 11.5 10.9 

Personal larceny without 
contaot 100.0 32.1 27.1 6.3 3.0 2.6 0.2 17.6 

All household crimes 100.0 35.7 29.7 9.0 2.2 5.4 0.4 3.5 

Burglary 100.0 36.7 22.7 9.0 1.9 5.9 0.5 5.7 
Foroible entry 100.0 33.4 17.2 11.7 3.1 7.3 10.7 5.1 
Unlnwful entry without 

force 100.0 37.7 23.4 7.6 1.6 8.2 0.7 5.4 
Attempted foroible entry 100.0 37.3 25.2 9.3 1.6 1.1 10.1 6.5 

Household larceny 100.0 35.4 33.4 9.2 2.3 5.0 0.3 2.4 
Completed larceny 100.0 35.7 33.1 9.2 2.3 5.1 0.3 2.4 
Attempted larceny 100.0 31.5 29.1 9.9 2.4 3.3 10.2 2.4 

Motor vehiole theft 100.0 32.9 25.8 5.9 3.2 8.0 10.5 3.4 
Completed theft 100.0 10.4 18.1 11.3 la.O 31.8 11.1 16.6 
Attempted theft 100.0 39.0 27.9 7.1 4.1 11.6 10.3 2.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lEstimate, based on zero 01' on about'lO or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Othor and 
not given 

12.8 

19.1 
22.8 
21.5 
30.2 
18.4 
18.4 
19.9 
17.8 

11.3 

15.8 

11.1 

14.1 

17.7 
21.4 

15.4 
18.9 
11.9 
11.3 
20.8 
20.3 
30.7 
17.5 



Table 102. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by victim-offender relationship and type of crime, 1976 

Nothing could Police would Too inoonvon- Privato or 
viotim-offende~ relationship bo dono; laok Not impor- not want to ient or time personal Fear of Reported to 
and typo of crime T-"tnl of prollf tant enough be bothored oonsuming matter reprisal someone ellle 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 23.5 23,r, 7.5 3.9 8.8 3.3 9.3 

Rape 100.0 28.6 "9.8 "7.1\ "0.0 "3.8 "7.1\ 16.8 
Robbory 100.0 33.0 17.9 10.1 5.7 2.5 3.6 6.3 
Assault 100.0 20.1 25.9 6.5 3.4 11.2 3.1 10.1 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimos of violenoe 100.0 8.8 19.5 5.6 1.0 28.5 5.1 14.3 

Rape 100.0 12.4 "9.8 "3.8 "0.0 42.1 "16.4 ~o.o 

Robbery 100.0 7.7 12.7 "5.8 "0.0 20.2 7.8 21.2 
Assault 100.0 8.8 20.4 5.6 1.2 28.9 4.5 14.0 

NOTE: Dotail msy not !J<:Id tl~ tutal shown bocause of rounding. 
"Estimate', base,1 on zero ot' on nhout 10 or f("~e!' sample cnses, is (ltntisticully um'cliublc. 

Table 103. Household crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by race of head of household and type of crime, 1976 

oth"r and 
not given 

20.2 
26.1 
20.9 
19.7 

17.3 
115.6 
24.6 
16.6 

------.-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~ Race and rouson All household orimes Burglary 1I0usehold lnroeny Motor vehicle theft 
------------------------~------------------------------------------------ ---------------------------White 

Total 
Nothing oould be dono; laok 
of proof 

Not important enough 
Police would not want to be 
bothored 

Too inconvenient or time 
cllllsuming 

Private or personal matter 
Feal' of reprisal 
Reported to someone else 
othel" and not given 

Black 
Te~al 

Nothing oould be done; laek 
of pr'oof 

Not important enough 
Police would not want to be 
bothel~ed 

Too in(lOnvenient or time 
consunting 

Private· or personal matter 
Fear of reprisal 
Reported to someone else 
othor and not given 

100.0 

35.7 
30.6 

8.9 

2.2 
5.3 

"0.4 
3.2 

13.9 

10(1.0 

37.2 
23.4 

9.5 

2.8 
5.9 

"0.4 
5,2 

15.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shrMn becnuse of rounding. 

100.0 

36.9 
23.7 

8.5 

1.8 
Q.() 
0.5 
5.1 

17.5 

100.0 

36.0 
16.8 

11.4 

2.6 
4.5 

to.5 
9.0 

19.1 

"Estimate, based on zero or on abou'~ 10 or fewer sample cases, is stat;:i,stl,onlly., unreliablcl. 

100.0 

35.2 
34.1 

9.3 

2.S 
4.7 
0.3 
2.3 

11.8 

100.0 

38.1 
27.3 

8.t> 

3.1 
7.0 

"0.3 
2.e 

12.9 

100.0 

33.4 
25.G 

6.1 

3.6 
7.9 

"0.6 
3.5 

19.4 

100.0 

33.7 
33.2 

"2.8 

10.0 
"2.7 
"0.0 
"3.3 
24.3 



00 
00 

Table 104. Household crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by annual family income, 1976 

Less Lhlln 
ReaSlln $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $1,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 $:15,000 01' more 

Total iOO.O 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

No Uti ng could be done; luolt 
of pl'oof 38.1 37.4 :15.6 34.6 :54.l J/I.9 

Nut impol·tant cnollUh 24.2 2".3 29.8 32.7 32.6 31.7 
Pol ice Nould not \~nllt to be 

buthcl'cd 8.5 10.2 9.l 7.0 0.4 8,(; 

'/'00 inconvenient: ot' time 
consuming 2.0 2.2 2.1 2.5 1.9 3.2 

pdvate 01' personul lUutt"r 7 .1 5.8 5.2 5.1 4.5 4.0 
~'cal' at· rcprisa 1 10.3 0.4 10.a 10.2 0.4 10.2 
flcpor·ted to someone elRe 6.0 3.3 3.0 3.:5 2.8 :5. 1 
Olhel' and not Illv\'n 13.9 l3.5 15.0 14.0 14.3 14.2 

NOT[':: Detail may not add to lotal nhoNIl bccllllf'e uf l'Oun(ling. 
IF.stimute, bused oil about lo (ll' feNcr sample ctl~es, is }1tatisLicnlly unreliable. 

Table 105. Household crimes: Percent distri~ution of selected reasons for not reporting 
victimizations to the police, by race of head of household 

and annual family income, 1976 

Not 
avnllabl.! 

100.0 

;15.7 
26.8 

9.6 

2.2 
6.5 
tol 
3.9 

.14.3 

Race and income Total Nothin~ could be done; laelt of proof Not important enough Other and not given 

white 
Less than $3,000 100.0 38.4 26.6 :15.0 
$3,000-$7,499 100.0 37.1 28.3 34.6 
$7,500-$9,999 100.0 34.8 30.3 34.9 
$10,000-$14,999 100.0 34.3 33.2 32.4 
$15,000-$24,999 100.0 34.8 32.6 32.7 
$25,000 or mol'C 100.0 35.4 31.7 32.9 

Black 
Less than $3,000 100.0 36.6 16.2 47.2 
$3,000-$7,499 100.0 39.3 23.1 37.5 
$7,500-$9,999 100.0 41.9 25.2 33.0 
$10,000-$14,999 loo.d 38.9 26.9 34.2 
$15,000-$24,999 100.0 27.3 31.0 41.7 
$25,OaO 01' more 100.0 25.7 30.8 <\3.5 

NOTE: Detail muy not add to total shoNn because of rounding. 



Table 106. Household crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by type of crime and value of theft 10$s, 1976 

Nothing oould Not Police would Too inoonven- Private or 
Type of clrime and value be done; laok important not want to ient or time personal Fear of' 
of 10ssl Total of proof enough be bothered oonsuming matter reprisal 

All household crimes 100.0 36.1 30.9 9.2 2.3 6.0 0.4 
Less than $50 100.0 34.2 38.4 8.7 1.9 4.7 0.4 
$50-$249 100.0 42.9 12.4 10.5 3.3 8.0 20,.3 
$250 or more 100.0 33.1 4.6 9.5 3.5 16.8 2.0 

Burglary 100.0 38.3 21.1 9.3 2.3 8.1 0.8 
Less than $50 100.0 37.3 31.1 7.0 1.4 7.6 20,.1 
$50-$249 100.0 40.5 11.7 12.0 3.2 7.7 20,4 
$250 or more 100.0 36.7 112,.5 12.0 3.6 11.6 .3Z,3 

Household larceny 100.0 35.7 34.0 9.2 2.3 5.1 0.3 
Less than $50 100.0 33.6 39.8 9.1 2.0 4.1 0.3 
$50-$99 100.0 44.6 15.5 9.6 3.3 6.7 20.1 
$100-$249 100.0 44.2 1.9 9.5 3.4 10.1 IlO'.4 
$250 or more 100.0 37.9 7.8 9.6 24,.9 15.8 21~1 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 29,.7 16.7 21,3 110 ,.0 33.3 21.2 
Less than $250 100.0 a15.2 58.1 25 ,9 20 ,0 21~ .5 ao:o 
$250-$999 100.0 al?l 24.8 Bo,o 20 ,0 39.4 20'.0 
$1,000 or more 100.0 Bo,o lil4~3 lila,. a 2C,0 2;J6.5 a4~6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lThe proportions refer only to losses of oash and/or property and exclude the value, of property damage. 
~9timate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 107. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not 
reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime, 19:76 

----
Reason Burglary and robbery Burglary 

Total 100.0 100.0 

Nothing could be done; lacl! 
of proof 23.2 23.0 

Not important enough 24.1 24.8 
Polioe would not want to 
be bothered 29.5 30.8 

Too inconvenient or time 
consllll'Iing 2.8 2.7 

Reported to someone else 3.9 3.8 
,other and not given 16.5 15.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add ·to total shown because of rounding. 
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Reported to 
someone else 

2.7 
2.5 
3.0 
4.9 

4.3 
3.8 
4.6 
5.4 

2.2 
2.2 
1.4 
3.0 

2;3fl 

!ls17 
20.0 
as:.6 
lIg ,.1 

Robbel;'y 

100.0 

26.2 
17,0 

15.6 

13.9 
5.1 

32.3 

other and 
not given 

12.4 
9.3 

19.7 
25.6 

15.8 
11.2 
19.9 
25.9 

11.2 
8.9 

18.6 
21.4 
19.2 

32.1 
as ,.3 
37.2 
45.6 



Appendix II 

Survey instruments 
For the household segment of the National Crime 

Survey, a basic screen questionnaire (Form NCS-I) 
and a crime irtcident report (Form NCS-2) were used 
to elicit information on the relevant crimes com­
mitted against the household as a whole and against 
any of its members age 12 and over. Form NeS-l was 
designed to screen for all instances of victimization 
before details of any specific incident were collected. 
The screening form also was used for obtaining 
information on the characteristics of each household 
and of itd members. Household screening questions 
were asked only once for each household, whereas 
individual screening questions wet'~ asked of all 
members age 12 and over. However, a knowledgeable 
adult member of the household served as a proxy 
respondent for 12- and 13-year-olds, incapacitated 
persons, and individuals absent during the entire field 
interviewing period. 

Once the screening process was completed, the 
interviewer obtained details of each revealed incident, 
if any. Form NCS-2 included questions concerning 
the extent of economic loss or injury, characteristics 
of offenders, whether or not the police were notified, 
and other pertinent details. 

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

91 
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u.s. DEPARTMeNT OF COMMERCE 
"U"E~U OF' THI£ crUUU5 

AC'TINQ AS c;oL1.dZCT1Nq AGENT .. o~ T~E 
L. ... W I!.Hl"'on~E:~'!NT AUI3TANCB. A~I,.,I$T"ATION 

U.$. OEP~~TMENT OF JUStiCE 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 
NATIONAL SAMPLE; 

IICS.l - BAS(C SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE 
IICS·2 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

Q,M,B. No •• ,.R2661: 1977 

NOTICE - "tlur report to the Census eureau I, ca"fldentll\l by law 
(U.S. Code 42. Section 3nl/. All Iden,lf/.bl. Informotlon will be u •• d 
Qnly by ~enl)nl enllt&ed In nnd for the pyrpolU of the survey, and rm-y 
I'\Ot be disclosed or relel\ud to others for any Durpose. 

Serlnl N 
C 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~----~~~~F-am~I~--~~~L---------------~~ 
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: Dnte c~mplet .. d 
I 

3. TYF'E Z NONINTERVIEW 
Inte,vlew not obtained fo, 7 
Llnll number NOTE:: Fill NCS·7 

Nonintervlew Record, 
(or Typts A. S, one! C 
nonintervicws. 

~totus 

1 CJ Same household as Inst enumeration 
2 CJ Replacement household Since lasl enumerntion 
3 CJ Previous nonintervlew or not In sample before 

Tenur. (cc 
I 0 Owned or being bought 
20 Rented for cash 
30 No cash rent 

7. TIIP' 01 living quart.n (c= 15) 

6. 

Huuslng unlt 
1 0 House, apartment, flat 
~ 0 HU In nontranslenl hotel. motel, etc:. 
~ 0 HU - Perm.nent in transient hotel. motel, etc. 
~ 0 HU in rooming house 
5 Cl Mobile home or trailer 
60 HU not specified above - Describe 7 

OTHER Unil 
70 Quarlers not HU In rooming or boarding house 
00 Unit not permanent in transient hotel. motel. ~tc. 
90 Vacont ten! site or trailer site 

10 0 Not specified above - Describe '1 

50 5- 9 
6010 or mOre 
7 0 MO'I"re home or trailer 
sO Only OTHER unils 

ASK iN EACH HOUSEHOLD: 
9. (Oloha, than the ••• LUllne .. ) do .. anyono In thh 

hOI, .. hold op.,al. a bUlln ... Irom this odd'Q"? 

10No 
20 Yes - What kind 01 busln ... il that? 7 

I 0 Under SI ,O~~ 
20 SI.OOO tQ 1.999 
30 2.000 tQ 2,999 
4 0 ~.OOO tQ 3,999 
5 0 4.000 tQ 4.999 
60 5,000 tQ 5.999 
70 4,000 tQ 7.499 
sO 7,50010 9.999 
9010.000 to 11,999 

19012,000 IP IA,999 

"015.00010 19.999 
1202(;,000 \0 24,999 

1 

a 
n 
d 

13 0 25,000 to 49,999 2 
.. 0 50,000 and ov .. r 

~~~~----------~ 110. H.ulOh.ld m.mb ... 12 y .... 
• 1 ago and OVER 7 

@ Total humber 

b. 

_____ TOlal number 

o 0 N~ne 

'7 
_____ Total number - Fill item 31 

O~ Control Cord 
00 None 

13 •• U •• of toJephone icc 25) 

o Phone In unit (Yes In cc 25') 

Phane Interview acceptable' ecc 25c or 25d) 
1 0 Yes, ••••••••••• }SKIP to next 
20 No - Refused number applicable /rem 

.g Phone elsewhere (Yes In cc 25b) 

Phone Interview .. ~ceptable1 (ee 25c or 2'Sij) , 

30 Yes ••• , •• , , , •• • }SKIP to ne~t 
• 0 No ~ Refused number applICable Item 



.. , <, 

" 
>, ", ~. t '." PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS 

1
'4

• (ff :"~~.I' 15. 1&. 
TVI'f. OF LINE 

17. 
RELATiONSHIP 
TO 1I0USEHOLO 
HEAD 

18. U. ,20.., lOb. 21. 22. 23. 2~. 

AGE MARITAL RACE : ORIGIN SEX ARMED Eou .. ,lon- Educillon-.. , .. ,-11 INTEIIVI~W 110. LAST ST"TUS , FORCES hlah .. 1 complele 

IIEY!" - lEG IN 
g)l'yTH. I MEMBER crld. Ihl' yurt 

(cc 13bl co 111 r,cc 181 (ce 19:01 : (cc 19b) (C~ I.1JI (cc ill ICc 221 (cc 211 NEW "!COftD (cc 121 
La'i @ @ 

I [,J Per - S.lforllsponoonl 

h-=:-:------.-=:---------+::=?-f@""OJ""6 =---+@)::OJ""7 "-+!®";;03~B "-'-+'@!@@)(§@) 
'CIH •• d 11f-IM. ""'W.: ,,'1M 'nYes IC:IYo. 

% 1:] rol. - Sel'·rupand.IlI 
FirS! 'CJ I'1:r. - PrOXY} Fill ,Ob on LmC 

<I [:1 Tel. - Pt"'Y Covel pl!ga 110 • 
• r:-J NI - 1'111 16-2r 

'::iWUtof h •• d ! .. :JWd. a,"lIogJ : ',f 2,.'No 2CINo 
3,:lOWI1Chlld -A •• 31--JO. 3'] lOt.: --- ---

• "'S I Ougm CimdtJ 4C"lothetre\MM! l' \ cp. , 
S \ '°1 Non'relilljve 5;:l NM I 

CHECK .. 
ITEM A .,. 

loook at Itom 4 on covllr pate. Is Ihls the same 26d. Have you hoen lookIng lor work durIng Ihe pa.I 4 w .. k.? 
household as hlSl enumeration! (BoX I marked) @ I 0 Yes No - Wh~n dId you 1 •• 1 work? 
DYes - SKIP to Check Item BONo 20 loess thnn 5 years ago-SKIP to 280 

25a. Old you 11., In Ihl' hou •• on Aplll " 1970? 
@ 1 0 Yes - SKIP to Check /tem B 20No 

27. 

305 or more years ago} SKIP to 29 
4 0 Never work.d 

Is ,h.,. OilY re ••• n why you covld nol lak. a lob LAST WEEK? b. Whore dId you ltv. on April " 19701 (Sial" lorelgn country, 
U.S. po ..... lon, tIC.) @ I 0 No Yes - 2 0 Alr.ady had a lob 

30 Temporary tllness 
4 0 (;omg \0 school 
SO Olher - Speci(y 7 

State, etc. County 

c. Old you II •• In,ld. Ihe Ilmlll 010 city, lawn, .illag., .Ic.? 
~ I 0 No 20 Yes - Nome o( c/ly. town. v/tloge. etc.? i@:l I :c I I I I .. ,"~ 1--:2::8~0-. -::F-or-w;-ho-m-;d;-id;-y-o-u~(;;'lo-S~I):--w-er-;'k';:?-'IN-:-o-rr-,e-~-.(;-'-o-m-p-u-fly-,----; 

(Ask moles '8, onlyl bus",es~. nrgaOlzation ,,' 'Hhor empl<oyCfl 
d. 'II ... you In tho AImed Fore •• on April I, 1910;-

®C
47
HECK'.O Yes Is thi: pc;s~~ 16 yetlrs old or oldel! @) ;rJ:~~~. w~~~."~:.,sKjp~i~ 2(~'~":~_=:'-::"~ 

h. Who, kind 01 bu.lnu .. or Indu.lry I. ,111.? (E.g.: TV \1110 
ITEM 8 0 No - SKIP 1029 0 Yes rddru mfg., retail ~I".o >tore. >l~!" LalrJr Dep~rtmel1t, (a",;! 

26a. Whal were you doIng mo.t of LAST WEEK - (working, (5i:il Q.'"TI.__ .. _ _ ... _._ .. 
ke.plng houst, g~;ng 10 school) or ,omollllng .I •• ? -' c. Wore you _ 

@ 1 0 Working - SKIP 10 2Ba GO Unnble to wo,k-SKIPt026d €'0 . 0 An omplor'. of a PR(VATE ebmp.ny. bus In ... or 
~ 0 Wid, a lob but oat at work 1 0 R~ltr"d ., indiv.dua for wag •• , .alary or comml .. lon.? 
3 0 loook,ng for work B 0 Other - Spec'fy _~ 20 A GOVERNMENT employ •• (Fod.ral, Slale, counly, 
• 0 KeepIng house _____ ,______ or lo~al)? 

10 SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bu •• n .... ptof •• "onal 
~ Going to SChO.~! __ , ___ ,..!1! Armed Forces. SKIP to 280) praclice or la,m? 

b. Old you do lIny work 01 all LAST WEEK, not counlln9 work 40 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bus In ... or lorm? 
around Ih. house? (Note; If (arm or busillCSS "perotor i" HH. .. .• -. . - ,'- -- - -. .-....... - .... ----.. 
osk about unpaid work.1 d. Whdi kl~d'~1 w~rk'w.·'. you d~l~g? ,f.:g.: CieClnCal 

@ 00 No Yes _ How many hourfl? ___ - SKIP ttl 28u engine':r, stock rier/(. tYPI~ t, "lffl~~i, Armed ".,rcos} 

t. Did you hayt Q {Db or b",ln .. -;-I;;;;;;;hi;hy;.;;;;;---- (0'0 [In._ ,... . ._ .. _ .... _ ........... -._ 
I.lnporarlly ab •• nl ar on 10yoH LAST WEEK? c. Wh.I Were you, m.st 'Rlp",Iant octiviti.s or dull •• ? ,E.g.: 
10 No 20 Yes ... Absent - SK4P to 2en tYPing. kCf!l"ng aC(.t.1unt b.;Jft"~" ~ CHili!; can;, A,','rJcd FfJlCC$/ 

3 0 Y~s - l.nyorf - SKIP In 27 
Notes 
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29. How I'd lib to •• k 10m' qu .. tlonl about 
-.rlm.. Th.y r.f.r only to th. lalt 6 m.nthl -

botwoen ___ I, 197_and ____ , 197_.IO NO 

During the lalt 6 m.nthl, did any.n. brook I 
h,to or I.mohow Illegally got Int. y.ur 
(apartmontlh.mo), garag., or anoth .. building 
on y.ur property? 

30. (Other than th. Incldent(I»)ult m.ntlonod) 
Old you find a d.or Ilmmio , a I.ck forced, 
or any other .Ignl a an ATTEMPTED 
br.ak In? 

31. Wal anything at aliitoion that I. k.pt 
outllde y.ur h.me, or happonod to b. I.ft 
.ut, luch 01 a blcycl •• a garden h .... or 
I.wn furniture? (.th .. th.n .ny Incld.nll 
already mtnti.nod) 

10No 

ONo 

36. Tho foll.wlng questl.nl ref .. only to thing I that OVes­
happenod to yOU during tho 10 It 6 manthl -
bltween ___ I, 197_and ___ , 197_. 
Old you ho •• your (pocket picked/pun. 
snatched)? 

37, Old anyano take lom.thing (olse) dlroctly 
Irom y.u by using forcl, luch 01 by a 
Itlckup, mugging or thrlat? 

38. Old anyone TRY to r.b y.u by ullng I.rc. 
.r throatenlng to h.rm y.u? (oth.r than 
any Incldonts alroady mentl.nod) 

39. Did anyone blot you up. attack y.u or hit 
you with something, luch 01 a r.ck or bottle? 
lather th.n any Incldonll already m.ntlon.d) 

40. Wore you knlfld •. shot at. or allack.d with 
I.me ¢~a£r w~=~nn by anyone at all? (oth .. 
than any Incldln" already mentioned) 

41. Did anyone THREATEN to blat you up or 
THREATEN y.u with a knife. gun. or somo 
othlr weapon, NOT Including telophono 
throats? (oth .. than any Indd"ntl .Iready 
mentl.nld) 

42. Did anyonl TRY t. attack you In loml 
othor way? (othor than any Incldonts already 
montlonld) 

43. During tho 10 It 6 mQnthl, did any.no Itoal 
thlngl that bol.nged t. y.u fr.m Inlldo ANY 
car or truck, luch 01 packag ... r clothing? 

44. W •• • nythlng Slolon from you while you 
we .. aWay from homo, 10. In.lonco at work, In 
a thenter or reslauronl. or ",hll. tr •• ollng? 

45. (Othor Ihon any Ineldonls you·v. alroady 
mentioned) WOI anything (01 .. ) at all 
Iioion from you during tho lalt 6 monthl? 

o VI. - How many 
tim .. ' 

ONo 

Oves - How mlny 
tim .. ' 

ONo 

- How mlny 
tim .. ' 

anyon. lomothlng b.longlng 
to you .r t. any m.mbor .' thlo h.u .. h.ld, 
fr.m a plac. wh ... y.u .r th.y We .. 
tomporarlly Itaylng, luch 01 a frlond'l or 
.. Iatlvo'l h.mo, a hotol or motel. or 
a •• catlon hom.? 

33. Who' wal tho total numb .. of m~tor 
v.hl"l .. (can. truckl. ~tc.) own.d by 
you or any othor m.mb ... f thll houuhold 
during tho lalt 6 month I? 

Old you p.llce during th. lost 6 
m.nthl to .. part I.mothlng that hopponod 
t. YOU which y.u thought wal a crime? 
(Do n.t count any colli mad. t. the 
p.llce concerning tho Incldonll you 
ha.e IUlt told m. about.) 

CHECK .. 
ITEM C" 

o No - SKIP to 48 

o Yes - What happened? 

Look at 47. Was HH member 
12 + attacked or threatened, or 
waS something stolen or an 
attempt "'3de to steal somethln& 
that belonged to him? 

48. Did anything happon tn YOU during 101; 
6 month. which you thought wal a erlm., 
but did HOT report to thl polle.? (o:h .. 
than any Incldonts olroady m.ntloned) 

CHECK ... 
ITEM D., 

o No - SKIP to Chec~ Item t: 

DYes - What hoppenod? 

Look at ~8., Was HH member 
12+ atla~k.d or th'eatened, or 
was something stolen or an 
att.m~t made to steal something 
that belonged to him? 

OVes-How mlny 
11m,,? 

ONo 

DYes-How mlny 
11m .. ' 

10No 

I 

[IJ 
[IJ 
CD 

o Yo: - How m.ny 
11m .. ' 

10No 

CD 
IT] 

OVes-Howmany 
tim .. ' 

DNo 

.CHECK ~ 
ITEM E., 

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 
for "How maDlI times?" 
o No -Interview next HH member. 

En<llntervl~w ;i lost respondent, 
and (III Item 1:C on cover pa,e. 

o Ve$ - Fill Crime !ncldent Repons. 



14. U. 
TYI'E OF 

t-____ ........ INTEftVIEII 

~r.~ Solf·respondent 
Tel. - Self'respondent 

~r. - PrOXY} Fill t3b on 
- Pro~y covor pogo 
FIll r6_~r 

HH member 11-. 
attacked or threatened, or was some­
thing slolen or an attempt made to 
steal somethIng that b~longed to hlml 

-HowftllIIIY 
11m," 

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 
for "How many times?" 
o No - Interview neXI HH member. End Interview If 

Idst respondent. and (ff/ Item 12 on coyer poge. 
o YCIS - Fill CrIme Indd~nt Reports, 
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KEYER - Notes 

DEGIN NEW RECORD 

Line number 

@ 
Screen quostlon number 

@) 
Incident number 

@) 
10. You sold that during tho last 6 months - (Refer to 

appropriate screen question for description of crime). 
In what month (did this/did the first) Incident happ.n? 
(Show flo~hcord If necessary, Encourage respondent to 
give eKoct month,l 

I 

@) Month (01-12) : Vear 197 
I 

Is this Incident report for a series of crimes? 

@) CHECK t I 0 No - SKIP to 2 

ITEM A z 0 Ves - (Note: series must have 3 or 
more SimI/or fn.;Idents which 
respondent can't recall seporotely) 

b. In what month(s) did th ... Incldonts take place? 

• (Mark olt that apply) 

® 10 Spring (March, April, May) 
z 0 SUmmer (June, July, August) 
30 Fall (~.Ptember, October, November) 
40 Winter (December, January, February) 

.c, How many Incidents woro Involyed In this serf .. ? 

@) I 0 Three or four 
2 0 Five to ten 
30 Eleven or more 
~ 0 Don't know 

INTERVIEWER: If Ihls reporl Is ,or a series, read Ihe 
'allowIng slotement. 
(Tho following questions rofor only to the masl recent Incident.) 

2. About what tlmo did (thf, the most /"oe.nt) 
Incl~ent hoppon? 

@) I 0 Don't knaVi 
z 0 During the day (6 a,m. to 6 p.m,) 

At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 
306 p.m, to midnight 
~ 0 Midnight to 6 a,m. 
sO Don't know 

30, In what S'lato and county did this Incident occur? 

o Outside U,S, - END INCIDENT REPORT 

State County 

b. Dfd It happon INSIDE THE 
village, .tc,? 

LIMITS of a city, town, 

(§) IONo 

@ 
z 0 Yes - Enter nome of cIty, tOl-ln, etc. '7 
I I I I I I 

4. Whore did this Incident take pl.ce? 
~ 

@) 1 0 At or In own dwelling, In garage or 
other building on property (Includes 
break-In or attempted break-In) SKIP to 60 

z 0 At or In a vacation homo, hotel/motel ::: 
30 Inside commercial building SUch as 

store, reStaUraM, bank, gas station, 
)- ASK 50 public CDnyeyance or ,station 

40 Inside office, factory, or warehou.e 
sO Near own home; yard, sidewalk, 

driveway, carport, apartment hall 
(Does not Include break-In or 
attempted break-In) 

60 On the stre.t, In a park, field, play- SKIP 
ground, school grounds or parking lot to CheCk 

7 0 Insfde scheol 
Item B 

e 0 Other - Specffy '7 
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OM B No ~I R2661' Approyal EHplr •• Juno 30 1977 ... , 
NOTICE - your r'pUrt 'a ,he Censuo Bur •• u Is confidential by law 
IU.S. Code 42, Section 3771). All Identifiable Information will b. used only by 
persons en,lled In and for the purposes of the survey. lind ma)! nOI be 
disclosed or released to others for an), purpose. 

FO ... NCS·2 
1I0.'.lel U.S. C!PARTM!\NT OF COMMERCE 

aU"ltAU OF THe: CENSUS 
ACTING AI COL.l..K.CTINa AGENT FOA THE 

LAW ItN~O"CIEMENT AUI'TANeE "DMINI.TAATION 
u.s. OEF'AATMENT OF JUSTICE 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SU~VEY - NATIONAL SAMPLe 

50. W.re you a cUltomer, employ •• , or owner? 

@) ·Oeustomer 
zO Employee 
30 Owner 
~ 0 Other - Specl fy 

b. Old the po"on(s) sttal or TRY to stool anything belonging 
to the .tore, restaurant, office, factor)" .tc.? 

@) ·OVes } 
zONa SKIP to Check Item B 
30 Don't know , 

60. Old tho of/ondor(s) Ilv. th.ro or haye a right to b. 
there, such as a guost or a workman? 

@ 10 Yes - SKIP 10 Check Ilem B 
20 No 
30 Don't know 

b. Old tho of/ond.r(s) actually get In or Just TRY to got 
In the bulldfng? 

(ill) .0 Actually got In 
z 0 Just tried to get In 
30 Don't know 

c. Was there any eyldence, such as a broken lock or broken 
window, that the af/ondor(s) (forced his way In/TRIED 

• to forco his way fn) the building? 

@) IONo 
Ves - What was the oYldence? Anything .I .. ? 

(Mark all that apply) 
20 Broken lock or window 
30 Forced door or Window 
~ 0 Slashed screen }~IP to Check 
sOOther - Specify '7 Item B 

d, How did tho of/endor(s) (golln/try to got In)? 

@ 10 Through unlocked door or window 
20 Had key 
30 Don't know 
~ 0 Other - Specl fy 

Was respondent or any other member of 

CHECI( t this household present when thiS 

ITEM B 
Incident occurredl (If not sure, ASK) 

@) .0 No - SKIP to 130 
zOYes 

70. Did the porson(s) have a we.pon such as a gun or knifer 
Dr lomethlng h. was ullng as a weapon, such as a 

• bottle, or wrench? 

@ IONo 
z 0 Don't know 

Ves - What Was the woapon? Anything .I .. ? 
(Mark 0/1 that apply) 
30Gun 

40 Knife 

sOOther - Specify 

b, Old the porlan(l) hit you, ~nock you downr or actually 
attack you In any way? 

@) • 0 Ve$ - SKIP to 7f 

zONa 

c, Old the p."on(s) throat.n yau with harm fn any way? 

@) 10 No - SKIP to 7e 

zDYes . 

I 
N 
C 
S 

2 

N 

c 

D 

E 

N 

T 

R 

E 

P 

o 
II 

T 



I CRIME INcIDENT QUESTIOHS - Continued T 
7 d. How we,e y~u th,e~t.n.d? Any olh., way? 9c. Old Insurance 01 any health b.n.flil p,ogram pay /0, all 0, pa,t 01 

• (Mark all that apply) , I~e totol m.dlcol e.pens.s? 
@ I C] V~rha\ threat of ra~. @ \ ~:: Not yet settled} 

20 Verbnl thrent of attack oth., than ,op. '~None....... SKIP to 100 
3 C: Weapon present or threatened sKIP 3,_; All •••••••• 

With wenpon 
4 [J Attempted attack with weapon 

to I ~'j Pnrt 

(lor example. shot nt) 
100 d. How much did In,urance 0, a health beneflll prog,am pay? 

S ~'J Obje't thrown at person @ S , 00 iObtoln on estimate. If necessarYI 
6 ::.; Follow~d, surrounded 
7 [~"] Other - Specllv _ lOti, Old you do anything 10 prol •• ' yours.1f or your p,apeny 

du,lng the Incldont? 

e. Whal aClually happon.d? Anything .I,o? 
@ I ,,~, No - SKIP to /I 

,"-'Yes 
• (Mark all thot aPPly) 

@> I ~J Something taken WIthout permission • b, What did you do? Anylhlng ol .. ? (Mork all that apply) 

2 :~l Attempted or threatened to @ I r~.~ Used/brandished gun or knife 

take somethln" ~ LJ Used:tried phYSIcal force (hit. chased, threw obicct, used 

3 '.) Harassed, artument, abUSive lunguage other weapon, otC,) 

.. ~: ForcIble .nuy or attempted 
30 Tried to get help, attract attention, scar~ oflonder away 

forcIble entry of house: SKIP 
(s(reamed. yelled, called for help, turned on lithts, etc,) 

~;::: Forcible entry or 3ttempted to 4 c:: Threatened, argued, reasoned, etc" with offender 

entry, l8< 100 5 0 Resisted without force, used evasive action (ran/drov. away, 

6 ::: DamavJ or destroyed property 
hid, held properlY, locked door, ducked, shielded .elf, etc.) 

7 ;::J Attempted or thre3l~ned to G l::J Other - SpeC! fy 
damage Or de~ttoy propert'/ 

11. Wa, Ihe crlm' oommltted by only one or mar. than on'. pe"on? 6:; Other - Sp.cll~7 
@ I r-.: Only one., 2 ::J Don't ~now - 3 C More than one, 

-oJ SKIP 10 120 I 

f. How did th~ penon(.) auock you? Any 

• otho, w~y? (Mork (III that apply) •• Wal thi. perso,' mal. I. How many p" .. ai"? 

@ \ ~:' Raped 
0' I.mal.? 

@ 
2 ::.; TrI.d to rape @) t :::~ Male 
3:::'~ Hit With oblect held ,n hand, shot, knifed g. We,. they male 0' flmale? 

4 :.:~ Hit by thrown ob,.et ;! • .::.: Femal>!. @ I :::J All male 

5 ~ .. ; Hit, slapped, knocked down 3: C::J Donlt know 2::-J All female 

tl ~-::; Grabhed, held, tripped, lumped, pushed, Ole. 3 G Male ~nd female 

7 -:: Other - Speedy b. How old would 'ou lay 4::J Don't know 

80, What We,o th. Inlu,l .. you lulfo,od, il any? the panon was h. Howald would you ,ay thl 
• Anything .he1 (Mark all that apply) (ill) '::: Under 11 @ I :'::J None - SKIP to 100 

yau~g .. t WQl1 

~ .::: 12-1~ @) '8 Under 12 5 ,-: 21 01 over -
2 ~ f\aped 2 12-14 ...... SKIP to I 

3 ::::: Attempted rape ) -: IS-17 3::J 15-\ 1 6 ::J Oon't know 
4:J Knife or gunshot wo~nds A:: 18-20 4 ~,-.: 18-20 5::' Brokeo bones or :eeth knocked out 

~ .-:; 11 or over I. Howald would you 'ay thl 
6 ::~ Internal inlu"os, knocked unconscIOUs old.,t was? 
7 ,:~ BrUIses, black ey~, cutS, scralch~s, swellIng 6 .:. Don't knOW @> , ::: Under 12 4 ~ 18-20 
8 ::: Other - Speclf~ 2::1 12-1~ s:: 21 Of Oyer 

c:. Was the person iom.orlt you 
b. Wer. you lnjurod to th. oxtont thot you ".ed.d kn.w or was h • 'Ir~l\gor? 3::-: IS-11 6 ,"'-; Don't knew 

medlcol all.nlion .h., the attack? 
@ J. W.r. ony of tho pillan. kn~wn 

(ill) I ::: No - SKIP 10 10c \ =~ Stranger a' ,.Iat.d )0 ru or w.r. thor 
2 :',J Yes 2:: Don't know all .trangor. 

c. Old you receive any Ireatmonl at 0 h •• pltal? 3= Known by }"IP 
@I '::J An .,,~ .. " ~ SKIP 

@ t:-..JNo sight only to e 2 =: Don't know lO m 

2 C EmergencV r~om tle~tment Qnly 3 Ci All relatlV~S SKIP 

3 i:J St.yed overntght or longer - A i:J C.su~1 40 Some rellillYeS 10 I 

How many duy,? 7 acqualfl!MCe sC] All knO' .... n 

@) s :'-..3 Well known s ::J Some known 

d, What Wa, Iho lotal amount of your modlcal d. Wan rho fo .. on a ,.Iallv., 
k. How w.1I Werl they known? 

o'p.n .. , ,.sultlng from .hll Incldon., It-lCLUDING III you". • " .... , oh. ,,"" } 
anylhing paid by lnSU'MCe? Include hospital @ I:J By sitht only 
.~~ doctor bill., medlcln., Iherapy, b,a ... , and @) I Cj No 2 W Casual SKIP 
any o.her Inlury.relal.d m.dlcal •• p.n .... 

Yes - What ,elall,,;,.hlp? 
acq~aintance(s) to m 

INTERVIEWER -If respondent does not know 30 Wel\"known 

@ 
eKaCt amount, encourage him to give an estlmale. 2 C SpolJse or ex-! )Ol.lse 

I. How Wert th.y 'ildled 10 yo.? a :J No cost - SKIP 10 100 3 ~:: Parent 

,-_.[QQJ 4;::; Own child 
• (Mark all that aPPly) 

$- @ I 0 Spouse or 4::J Brothers' 
x 1-: Dun't know ~ Brother or sister ex·spouse sisters 

90. AI Ii.e time 01 the InCident, were you co.o;~ 2:::J Parenls sOOther -

by any midi cal In,urance, 0' we,. y~u eligible 
6::: Other relative - 3;::; Own SPeclfv, 

la, benoflts from any oth.t typo .1 health Specify, ch,'dr~n 
b.n.llts program, .uch al Medicaid, Ve'elanll' ----
Admlnlstra,lan, 0' Public W.lfare? 

m. W.,. all 01 thlm -@j) , 0 No •••••• } SKIP to 10 •• w .. '.1.'. - } 2 C Don't know d (@) I :::J While? 
@ 10 Whltl? 

30Y~S 
2::::J H.gr,,? 

b, Old you 111. a _I.lm with any 01 ,h ... inlu,an;.1 2:::J N.g,o? SKIP 30 Oth.,., - Specifv, 

campanl .. or prog/ams In orde, 10 get ~arl or ~11 ):J Other? - SPedfv,. ~~d 
of yau, midi cal "I'.n .. , paid? ~ 0 Combl03tlon - SpecifY, 

@ lONo-SK'PtoIOo 
oj 0 Don't know I 20Yes 5 c:' Oon't know 

.. cU\M .... t: • .a.t1Q· •• tll 
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CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - C"ntlnued 

1~ •• W.re you tho only penon Ihor. b .. ld .. Iho offend.r(.)? 
@ I 0 Yes - SKIP to 130 

20 No 
CHECK .. 
ITEM 0., 

Was a Car or other m~-or vehicle taken? 
(BOK 3 or 4 marked In 130 

b. How many 01 Ih, .. porsons, nol counting yourself, 
were robbed, harmod, or threalenod? Do not Includo 
persons undor 12 years 01 ago. 

o No - SKIP to Check Item E 

DYes 

@ 00 None - SKIP to 130 
140. Had pormlula~ 10 u .. Ihe (car/molar vehlclo) ev.r b.en 

glvon 10 Iho penon who look II? 

@ IONo ••••• } 
====-~N~um~b~e~r~o:!..f~pe:!r!so~n::s~ _________ -I 20 Don't know SKIP to Check Item E 

c, Are any 01 Ih ... persons members 01 your household now? 
Do nollnclude hou .. hold membors und.r 12 yoars 01 ag.. 3D Yes 

o Cl No b. Old tho porson return tho (car/malar vohlclo)? 
Yes - How many, not counting yoursolf? 

(ALSO MARK "YES" IN CHE CK ITEM ION PAGE 12) 

130. Was lamethlng Iloion 0': laken withoul po"nlulon Ihal 
belongod to yoU or othen In Iho hou .. hold? 
IN1'ERVIEWER -Inc/ude anything stolen frem 
unrecognizable business In respondent's home. 
00 not Indude anything stolen from a recognizable 
business In respondent's home or another buSiness, 
such as merchandise or cosh from a register. 

@ IOYes 
20No 

CHECK .. 
ITEM E., 

Is Box I or 2 marked In 13f! 

DNa - SI<IP to 150 

DYes 

@ IOYes-SKIPtoI3f 
2DNo 

c. Was Ih. (purse/wollet/monoy) on your po,.on, lor Instonco, 
In a pockel or bolng hold by you whon It wal loken? 
lOVes 

'. @ 

b. Old the pO'lon(') ATTEMPT 10 toko something Ihat 
bolongod to you or othen In the hou .. hold? 
10 No - SKIP to 13e 
2 Cl Yes 

c. Whol did they trt 10 lake? Anylhlng el .. ? 
(Mark all that apply) 
10 Purse 
2 0 Wallet or money 
30Car 

zONa 

CHECK .. 
ITEM F., 

Was only cash taken! (BDx 0 marked In 13() 

DYes - SKIP to 160 

DNa 

~-----------------------------.,---150. Altogethor, what wos Ih. valuo 01 Ihe PROPERTV 
Ihat wal takon? 
INTERVIEWER - Exclude stolen cash. and enter SO (or 
stolen checks and credIt cards, even If they were used. 

40 Other motor vehicle fi64I .s=:;::;::==:;:,.:I:o:o~I_-:--:-___ --:-____ -l 
s tJ Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc,) \!!Y 7 

~ 0 Don't know b. How did you docldo thu volu. 01 the property thaI was 
:!.7J.Od...0~t!!!h!!:er!:.:-:..:SP~lI:,!C:!JI(~y==============-I • .Iolen? Any othor way? (Mark all th",( apply) 

t
Old they try to tak~ a purse, wallet, ® 10 Original cost 

CHECK or mO(ley! (BOK I or 2 marked In 13c)- 20 Replacement cost 
ITEM C 0 NO - SKIP to IBo 3 Cl Personal ~stlmate of current value 

o Yes 40 Insurance roport estimate 

InltanOl' n a pockol 0. b.'ng h.ld? 
d. Wal th~ ~(p}ur~"/wall.t/,.o;;,y) nn your penon, for sO Police estimate 

@ I CJ Yes SKIP. to IBo 6 0 Don't know 
20 No 10 Other - SpecI(y ------------

• e. What did h.ppon? Anything el .. ? (Mark 01/ that op~ly) 
@ 1 0 Attacked 

20 Threatened With harm 

• @) 

30 Attempted to break Into house or garage 
40 Attempteli to break Into car 
5 0 H~rassed, Drgument, abusive longuage 
6 0 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted or throatened to damage or 

destroy property 
80 Other - Specl(y ________ _ 

I. Whal wal lak.n thaI b.longod to you or olho,. In Ih. 
hou.ehold? Anything el .. ? []QJ 

, 00 Cash: $ ______ , 

and/or 
Property: (Mark 0/1 t.~at apply) 
00 Only cash takert - SKIP to 14c 
10 Purse 
20 Wallet 
30Car 
40 Other motor vehicle 
a 0 Part of car (hubcap, topeodeck, etc.} 

6 0 Otbar - ~jleci(y. 

I'OAM He.-a (10."". 

SI<IP 
to 
180 

160. Was all or parI 01 Ih. slolen monoy Or property rocoverod, 
not counting any!hlng rec.lved Irom Inluranc.? 

@ l[lNOne} 
20 All SKIP to 170 

30 Part 

b. Whol Wa, f,.overed? Anything .Ise? 

Cash: S .[QQJ 
and lor 
Property, (Mark all that opply) 

a 0 Cash only recovered - SKIP to 170 

10 Purst 

20 Wallet 

30Car 
40 Other motor vehicle 
a 0 Part of car (hubcap, tap.odeck, etc.) 
60 Other - Specify ___________ _ 

c. What was Ih. valuo 01 Iho proporty roc overed (ex.ludlng 
re.overed cal h)? 

@) $ • [][I 
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CRIME INCiDENT QUESTIONS - Conllnued 
17 •• 'II •• thtro .ny In.ur.nco .g.ln.t tholt? 

'CJ No"", 

z CJ Don't ~now 

30Ves 

} SKIP to 180 

b. 'II., Ihls 10 .. reparled to an In.ur.nce comp.ny? 

@ 10 No •• , , , } SKIP to 180 
2 CJ Don't know 

3 [] Yes 

c, Was any of this 10 .. recovered through In.ur.nce? 

I 0 Not yet settled } 
~ SKIP to 180 

zONa"."., , 

30Ves 

d. How much Wa. ;;covered? 

INTERVIEWER -iI property replaced by insurance 
company Instead o( cash settlement. ask (or estimate 
o( value o( the property replaced. 

20., Wer. lh. pollc. In/ormed 01 this Incldont 'n any w.y? 
@) 'CJ No 

2 [] Don't know - SKIP to Check Item G 
V~s - Who told them? 
3 t: 1 Household member} 
4 [J SOInUone els¢ SKIP to Check Item G 
s LJ Police On scene,-:-':<-__ --:-_---:--:----: ___ -l 

b, Whot w.s Ihe r •••• n Ihl. Incldenl wos n.I rep.rted t. 
.. the p.llce? Any other re ••• n? (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@y , i":J Nothing could be done - lock of proof 
2 i.:J Did not think It Importont enough 
3l:J Police wouldn't wont to be both.red 
4l: J Old not won' to toke time - too Inconvenient 
a r: J Private or c 'I'sonnl matter, did not wont to report It 
6 L J Did not want to get involved 
'f L:J Aftald 01 reprisal 
B CJ Reported to Somoone elsa 
9 ['1 Other - Specl(Y 

CHECK t Is this perSOn 16 yeors or Older? 
ITEM G r:J No - SKIP to Check Item H 

I::!Ves-ASK2Ia 
21., Old you have. lab.I Ihu tlmo Ihl. Inc,dent h.pponed? 

@ , Cl No - SKIP to Check Item H 
z[jVes 

r;;;;:-] b, Wh.I w •• the lob? 
~'73 $ , lBQ.j 186' Il~l Some os d.~,~rtbed 10 NCS·I Items 28o-e - SKIP to 
~\i!.!I§!.....~=====~=::.------:---~-_I\!!:I . Check Item H 

IS., Old .nv househ.ld member lou .ny time Irom work 2: _ 1 Different than described 10 NCS·I ittms 28o-e 
bec.uso 01 ,hi, Incldenl? c, For whom did you work? (Name of compony, business, 

organization or other employer) @ 00No-SKIPto 190 

Yes - How many memb.n? 7 d. Wh.1 kind 01 bu,lne .. or Indu.try 11 ,hi.? (For example: TV 
and radio mfg" retail shoe store, State Labor Dept .. (arm) 

-----=======~--------,---I~ b. How much time w •• lo,t .lto~elher? e. Were you _ 
I I I I 

@ 10 Less thon I day @ I CJ An emploree 01. PRIVATE comp.ny, buslne .. at 
Indlvldu. lor wag .. , salary or comml.~lon.? 

2 0 I-S days 2 i.J A GOVERNMENT employ.e (!"dar.I, Slate, COUlity or locol)? 
306-10 days 3D SEI.F.EMPLOYED In OWN buslnoss, prol.,,'onul 

practice or larm? 
40 Over 10 days 4 [] Watklng WITHOUT PAY .n I.mlly bu.lne .. or larm? 
sO Don't ~now I, Whal kind 01 work w.r. you ~olng? (For example: electrical 

engineer, stock clerk, typist, farner) 
19 •• Was .nylhlng Ihat ~elong.d 10 you ar olher mlmbers 01 I I I I 

Iho household d.m.gocl but nol ,.ken In this Incldenl? @ _ _ _ _ 
For oK.mplo, w ••• lock or window brokon. clalhlng g. Whol were your moo, I"'portanl .ctlvltl.u,' dutl .. ? (For eX<llT4lle: 
damogod. or d.m.g. dono 10 a c.r, elc.? typing, keeping aCCount books, seiling cars, finishing concrete, etc,) 

@ I 0 No - SKIP to 200 1--.----::----.-:-~C7-':-:___:_:_:_;"':":":77:":::_---,,. 

~2~D~V_es~~~-~~_:_~~-~-~_iCHECK 
b. (W •• /wore) Ihe d.m.ged lIem(.) repalre~ or repl.ced? ITEM H t 

SummarIZe this inclde~t or serlas of IncldeHts, 

@ lOYes-SKIPto 19d 

2DNo 

c. How much would It co.llo rep.'r or rapl.ce thl 
d.mogod Ilom(.)? 

$ ,Ill} SKIP to 200 
x 0 Don't know 

d, How much w •• Iho repair or replocemenl ca.t? 

x 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP to 200 

~ . ~ 
0, Who p.,d or witt p.y lor Iho top.ln .r .. plac.monl? 

Anyone ol .. ? (Mark all that apply) 

I 0 Household member 

20 Landlord 

3 0 Insurance 

4 0 Other - SpecIfy 
POP"01 HCI •• (to .... ,... 

----

--------------------.-----,------
--------,~----------------------------

----------------------,--
~--------.-------------------.--~ 

CHECK ,~ 
ITEM I .,. 

CHECK ~ 
ITEM J .,. 

Look at 12<: on InCident Report, Is there an 
entry for "HoW many?" 
C]No 
CJ Yos - Be sure you have an 'ncldent Report for each 

HH member' 2 yenrs of age or over who was 
robbed, harmed, or threatoned In this Incident • 

Is this the last Incident Report to be filled for this persoo 

o ilD - Go to next Incident Report, o Yes - Is this the last HH I,l~mber to be Interviewed! o No - Interview next HH member. 
eVes - ENO INTERVfEW, Enter total 

number of Crime InCident Report$ 
(Illed (or this household In 
Item 12 on the cover of NCS·I. 

,.01 .. - ... 
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Appendix III 

Household survey: rechnical 
information and standard error tables 

With tuspect to crimes against persons or 
households survey results contained in this report 
are based' on data gathered from residents 
throughout the Nation, including persons living in 
group quarters, such as dormitories, rooming houses, 
and religious group dwellings. Crewmembers of 
merchant vessels, Armed Forces personnel living in 
military barracks, and institutionalized perso.ns~ such 
as correctional facility inmates, did not fall withm the 
scope of the survey. Similarly, U.S,. citizens re::.~jing 
abroad and foreign visitors to this country were not 
under consideration. With these exceptions, 
individuals age 12 and over living in units designated 
for the sample were eligible to be interviewed. 

Each interviewer's first contact with a unit selected 
for the survey was in person, and, if it were not 
possible to secure interviews with all eligible members 
of the household during this initial visit, interviews by 
telephone were permiRsible thereafter. The only 
exceptions La the re irement for personal interview 
epplied t9 12- and 13 ;,f •• -olds, incapacitated persons, 
and individuals who were absent from the household 
d\.)ing the entire field interviewing period; for such 
persons, interviewers were required to obtain proxy 
responses from a knowledgeabie adult member of the 
household. Survey records were processed and 
weighted, yielding results representative both o~ t~e 
Nation's population as a whole and of sectors withm 
society. BecaClse they are bused on a sample survey 
rllther than a complete enumeration, the results are 
estimates. 

Sample design and size 
Estimates emanating from the survey are based on 

data obtained from a stratified multistage cluster 
sample. In designing the sample, the first stage 
consisted of the formation of primary sampling units 
comprising counties or groups of counties, including 
every county in the Nation. Approximately 1,930 of 
thes~ units were so forme.:i and grouped into 376 
strata. Among these strata, each of 156 represented a 
single area and thus came into the sample with 
certainty. These strata, designated self· representing 

\ 
;' 

areas, generally contained the larger metropolitan 
areas. The remaining 220 strata were formed by 
combining areas that shared certain charactaristics in 
common, such as geographic region, population 
density, population growth rate, propor~ion of 
persons belonging to races other than white, etc. 
From each stratum, one area was selected for the 
sample, the probability of selection having been pro­
portionate to the area's popUlation; area~ so cho(j;)n 
are referred to as being non-self-represeL.irtc. 

The remaining procedures were designed to ensure 
a self-weighting probability sample of dwelling llnits 
and group quarters within each of the selected areas. I 
This involved a systematic selection of enumeration 
districts (geographic areas used for the 1970 Census), 
with a probability of sel~ction proportionate to their 
1970 popUlation size, followed by the selection of 
clusters of approximately four housing units each 
from within each enumemtion district. To account 
for units built w:~hin each of the sample areas after 
the 1970 Census, a sample was drawn, by means of an 
independent clerical operation, of permits issued for 
the construction of residential housing. Jurisdictions 
that do not issue building permits were sampled by 
means of a sample of area segments. These sup­
plementary procedures, though yielding a relatively 
'mall portion of the tota.l sample, enabled persons 
occupying housing built after 1970 to be properly 
represented in the survey. As the decade progresses, 
newly constructed units will account for an increased 
proportion of the total sample. 

Approximately 74,000 housing units and other 
living quarters were designated for the sample. For 
purposes of conducting the field interviews, the 
sample was divided into six groups, or rotations, each 
of which contained housing units whose occupants 
were to be interviewed once every 6 months ove,1'<l 
period of 3 ,ears; the initial interview was for 
purposes of bounding, i.e., establishing a time frame 
to avoid duplicative recording of information on 
subsequent interviews. Each rotation group was 
f;)rther divided into sil< panels. Individuals occupying 
housing units within one-sixth of each rotation 
group, or one panel, were interviewed each month 

lSelf-weighting means that each sample housing unit had the 
same il.itial prohability of being selected. 
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during the 6-month period. Because the survey is 
continuous, additional housing units are selected in 
the manner described and assigned to rotation groups 
and panels for subsequent incorporation into the 
sample. A new rotation group enters the sample every 
6 months, replacing a group phased out after being in 
the sample for 3 years. 

Among the 74,000 housing units designated for the 
sample that was to provide information relating to 
calendar year 1976, interviews were obtained at 6-
month intervals from the occupants of about 61,000. 
The large majority of the remaining 13,000 units were 
found to be vacant, demolished, or converted to 
nonresidential use or were otherwise ineligible for the 
survey. However, approximately 2,700 of the 13,000 
units were occupied by householders who, aithol!gh 
eligible to participate in the survey, were not 
interviewed because they could not be reached after 
repeated visits, ~declined to be interviewed, were 
temporarily abseht, or were otherwise not available. 
Thus, the occupants of about 96 percent of all eligible 

housing units, or some 136,000 persons, participated 
in the survey. 

Estimation procedure 
In order to enhance the reliability of the estimates 

presented in this report, the estimation procedure in­
corporated extensive auxiliary data resources on 
those characteristics of the population that are 
believed to bear on the subject matter of the survey. 
These auxiliary data were used in the various stages 
of ratio estimation. 

The estimation procedure is performed on a 
quarterly basis to produce quarterly estimates of the 
volume and rates of victimization. Sample data from 
8 months of field interviewing are required to pro­
duce estimates for each quarter. As shown on the fol­
lowing chart, for example, data collected during 
February through September are required to produce 
an estimate for the first quarter of any given calendar 
year. Each quarterly estimate is made up of equal 

Month of interview by month of recall 

Month of 
interview 

January 
February 
March 
April 
May 

June 
July 
August 
September 
October 
November 
December 
January 
February 

March 
April 
May 
June 
July 
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(X's denote months in the 6-month recall period) 
----.--..;:....-, 

Period of reference (or rer-aIl) 
First quarter Second quarter Third quarter 

Jan. Feb. Mar. ""pr. May June July Aug. Sept. 

x 
X X 
X X X 
X X X X 

X X X X X 
X X X X X X 

X. X X X X X 
X X X X X X 

X X X X X X 
X X X X X 

X X X X 
X X X 

X X 
X 

Fourth quarter 
Oct. Nov. Dec. 

X 
X X 
X X X 
X X X 
X X X 
X X X 

X X 
X 



numbers of field observations in which a specific 
month of occurrence was from 1 to 6 months prior to 
the time of interview. Thus, incidents occurring in 
January may be reported in a February interview (1 
month ago) or in a March interview (2 months ago) 
and so on up to 6 months ago for interviews 
conducted in July. One purpose of this arrangement 
is to minimize expected biases associated with the 
tendency of respondents to place criminal victimiza­
tions in more recent months during the 6-month 
recall period than when they actually occurred. 
Annual estimates are derived by accumulating data 
from the four quarterly estimates which, in turn, are 
obtained from a total of 17 months of field 
interviewing, from February of one year through 
June of the following year. The population and 
household figures shown on victimization rate tables 
are based on an average for these 17 months, 
centering on the ninth month of the data collection 
period, in this case, October 1976. 

The first step in the estimation procedure was the 
inflation of the sample data by the reciprocal of the 
probability of their selection. An adjustment was 
then made to account for occupied units (and for 
persons in occupied units) that were eligible for the 
survey but where it was not possible to obtain an 
interview. 

Ordinarily, the distribution of the sample popu­
lation differs somewhat from the distribution of the 
total population from which the sample was drawn in 
terms of such characteristic: as age, race, sex, 
residence, et.c. Because of this, various stages of ratio 
estimation were employed to bring distributions of 
the two populations into closer agreeI!}ent, thereby 
reducing the variability of the sample estimates. Two 
stages of ratio estimation were used in producing 
data relating both to cdmes against persons and 
households. 

The first stage of ratio estimation was applied only 
to data records obtained from sample areas that were 
non-self-representing. Its purpose was to reduce the 
error arising from the fact that one area was selected 
to represent an entire stratum. For various categories 
of race and residence, ratios were calculated 
reflecting the relationships between weighted 1970 
Census counts for all sample areas in each region and 
the total population in the non-self-representing parts 
of the region at the time of the Census. 

The second stage of ratio estimation was applied 
on a person basis and brought the distribution of the 
persons in the sampb~ into close:r agreement with 

independent current estimates of the distribution of 
the population by various age-sex-color categoties. l 

, Concerning the estimation of data on crimes 
against households, characteristic~ of the wife in a 
husband-wife household and characteristics of the 
head of household in other types of households were 
used to determine which second-stage ratio estimate 
factors were to be applied. This procedure is thought 
to be more precise than that of uniformly using the 
characteristics of the head of household, because 
sample coverage generally is better for females than 
for males. 

In producing estimates of personal incidents (as op­
posed to those of victimizations), a further adjustment 
was made in those cases where an incident involved 
more than one person, thereQ), allowing for the 
probability that such incidents had more than a single 
chance of coming into the sample. Thus, if two 
persons were victimized during the'same incident, the 
weight assigned to the' record for that incident (and , , 

associated characteristics) was reduced by one-half in 
order not to introduce double counts into the 
estimated data. A comparable adjustment was not 
made in estimating data on crimes against 
households, as each separate criminal act was defined 
as involving only one household. When a personal 
crime was reported in the household survey as having 
occurred simultaneously with a commercial 'burglary 
or robbery, it was assumed that the commercial 
survey accounted for the incident and, therefore, it 
was not counted as an incident of personal crime. 
However, the details of the outcome of the event as 
they related to the victimized individual were 
reflected in the household survey results. 

lWith respec~ to the second stage of ratio estimation used in pro­
ducing data c.:.ntained in the three pre-1976 National Crime Survey 
annual reports, an error was discovered whereby a weighted 
estimate of noninterviewed persons within interviewed households 
was incorrectly added to the sample estimate of interviewed 
persons, which already contained a factor to account for persons 
who were not interviewed. The effect of this double counting was 
that the estimates of total persons and of the level of personal vic­
timizations were about 1.5 percent lower than they should have 
been. The error was smaller for estimates on household crimes 
because of the lower rate of noninterviews among prmcipal 
persons. for either personal or household crimes, the impact of 
this error upon victimization rates was nominal because it occurred 
in both the numerator and denominator of the fraction and, 
therefore, largely t.ancelled out. On the whole, the effect of the 
weighting errar on estimates other than rates wasalRq, slight, 
affecting few, if any, of the anllytical statements found in the 1973-
75 annual repolts. 
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Series victimizations 
As mentioned in the section entitled "The National 

Surveys," victimizaWms that occurred in series of 
three or more and for which the victim was unable to 
describe the details of each event separately have 
been excluded from the analysis and data tables in 
this report. Because respcndents had difficulty 
pinpointing the dates of these acts, this information 
was recorded by season (or s(;asons) of occurrence 
within the 6-month reference period and tabulated by 
the quarter of the year in which data were collected. 
For the majority of crimes, howe,;:Ir, the data were 
tabulated on the basis of the specific month of 
occurrence to produce quarterly estimates. Although 
nC'direct correspondence exists between the two sets 
of data, close compatibility between refer:"\nce periods 
can be achi,eved by comparing the data on sf~ries vic­
timizations gathered by interviewers from April 1976 
through March 1977 with the regular (Le., non-series) 
victimizations for calendar year 1976. This approach 
results in an 87.5 percent overlap between reporting 
periods for the two data sets. 

Table I, at the end of this appendix, is basJd on 
such a comparison. It shows that there were 933,000 
series victimizations in the personal crime sector and 
667,000 in the household sector. Det'ailed 
examination reveals that these crimes tended dispro­
portionately to be either assaults, more likely simple 
than aggravated, or household larcenies for which the 
amount of loss was valued at less than $50 or was 
unknown. Efforts are underway to study the nature 
of series victimizations, focusing on their relationship 
to regular victimizations. 

Reliability of estimates 
The particular sample employed for this survey 

was one of a large number of possible samples of 
equal size that could have been used applying' the 
same sample design and selection procedures. 
Estimates derived from different samples would 
differ from ea9h other. The standard error of a survey 
estimat~ is a measure of the variation among the 
estimates from all possible samples and is, therefore, 
a measure of the precision with which the estimate 
from a particular$ample approximates the average 
result of all possible samples. The estimate and its 
associated standard error may be uSed to construct a 
confidence interval, that is, an interval having a 
prescribed probability that it. would include the 
average result of all possible samples. The chances 
are about 68 out of 100 that the survey estimate 
wOl,lld differ from the average results of aU possible 
samples by 1~ss than one standard error. Simjl~uly, 
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the chances are about 90 out of 100 that the 
difference would be less than 1.6 times the standard 
error; about 95 out of 100 that the difference would 
be 2.0 times the standard error; and 99 out of 100 
chances that it would be less than 2.5 times the 
standard error. The 68 percent confidence interval is 
defined as the range of values given oy the estimate 
minus the standard error and the estimate plus t.he 
standard error; the chances are 68 in 100 that a figure 
from a complete census would fall within that range. 
Likewise, the 95 perc~nt confidence interval is 
defined as the estimate plus or minus two standard 
errors. 

In addition to sail',pling error, the estimates 
presented in this report are subject to nonsampling 
error. Major sources of such ( or are related to the 
ability of respondents to Icall victimization 
experiences and associated details that occurred 
during the 6 months prior to the time of interview. 
Research on the capacity of victims to recall specific 
kinds of crime, based on interviewing persons who 
were victims of offenses drawn from police files, 
indicates that assault is the least well recalled of the 
crimes measured by the National Crime Survey pro­
gram. This may stem in part from the observed 
tendency of victims not to report crimes committed 
by offenders known to them, especially if they are 
relatives. In addition, it is suspected that, among 
certain groups, crimes that contain the elements of 
assault are a part of everyday life and, thus, are 
simply forgotten or are not considered worth 
mentioning to a survey interviewer. TaJt:en together, 
these recall problems may result in a substantial 
understatement of the "true" rate of victimization 
from assault. 

Another source of nonsampling error related to the 
recall capacity of respondents entails the inability to 
place the criminal event in the correct month, even 
though it was placed in the correct reference period. 
This source of error is partially offset by the 
requirement for monthly interviewing and by the 
estimation procedure described earlier. An additional 
problem involves telescoping, or bringing within the 
appropriate 6-month period incidents that occurred 
earlier-or, in a few instances, those that happened 
after the close of thl:i reference period. The latter is 
believed to be relatively rare because 75 to 80 percent 
of the interviewing takes place during the first week 
of the month following the reference period. In any 
event, the effect of telescoping is minimized by the 
bounding procedure described above. The 
interviewer is provided with a summary of the 
incid~nts reported in the preceding interview and, if a 
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similar incident is reported, it (1 then be determined 
from discussion with the respondent whether the re­
ported incident is indeed a new one. 

Methodological research undertaken in 
preparation for the National Crime Survey program 
indicated that substantially fewer incidents of crime 
are reported when one household member reports for 
all persons residing in the household than when each 
household member is interviewed individually. 
rherefor~, the self-response procedure wa!) adopted 
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response 
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only 
exceptions to this rule. 

Additional nonsampling errors can result fram 
incomplete or erroneous response, systematic 
mistakes introduced by interviewers, possible biases 
associated with the sample rotation scheme, and im­
proper coding and processing of data. Many of these 
errors would also occur in a complete census. Quality 
control measures, such as interviewer observation 
and reinterviewing, as well as edit procedures in the 
field and at the clerical and computer processing 
stages, were utilized to keep such errOrs at an 
acceptably low level. As calculated for this survey, 
the standard errors partially measure only those 
random nonsampling errors arising from response 
and interviewer errors; they do not, however, take 
into account any systematic biases in the data. 

Standard ~lrror tables and calculations 
For survey estimates relevant to the personal and 

household sectors, the standard ~mors displayed 
on tables at the end of this appendix can be used for 
gauging sampling variability. These errors are ap­
proximations and suggest an order of magnitude of 
the standard error rather than the precise error 
associated with any given estimate. Table II contains 
the standard error approximations applicable to 
estimated levels, or numbers, of criminal incidents or 
victimizations within the personal and: household 
sectors. Table III contains standard errors applicable 
to personal and household victimization rates. Table 
IV gives standard errors for percentage of personal 
victimizations or incidents, as well as for percentages 
of household victimizations. 

The standard error of a difference between two 
sample estimates is approximately equal to the square 
root of the sum of the squares of the standard errors 
of each estimate considered separately. This formula 
represents th~.actual standard error quite accurately 
for the difference between uncorrelated sample 
estimates. If, however, there is a high positive 

correlation, the formula will overestimate the true 
standard error of the difference and if there is a large 
negative correlation, the formula will underestimate 
the true standard error of the difference. To illustrate 
the application of starldard errors is measuring 
sampling variability, refer to Data Table 6, which 
shows that the black population age 12 and over u$~d 
as a base for calculating victimization rates for 
calendar year 1976 was 18,797,000. For these persons 
the victimization rate for crimes of violence was 44.4 
per 1,000. Linear interpolation of values in Table III 
of this appendix yields a standard error of 2.0 for this 
victimization rate. Thus, the chances are 68 out of 
100 that a complete census figure would have differed 
from this late by no more than 2.0, plus or minus. 
And, the chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimate 
would have differed from a census figure by less than 
twice this standard error, or that the 95 percent 
confidence interval associated with the rate is from 
40.4 to 48.4. 

Data Table 5 of this report shows that the number 
of males age 16-19 used as a base for calculating vic­
timization rates was 8,192,000. For these persons the 
victimization rate for personal crimes of theft was 
156.5 per 1,000. Table 5 also shows that, for males 
age 20-24, the ba~e· forca!culating victirllization rates 
was 9,311,000; among this group the victimization 
rate for crimes of theft was 164.4. 

The standard error of each of these two rates is 
obtained from Table III by linear interpolation. The 
standard error of the difference is approximately 
equal to \1'(5.4)2 + (5.2)2 = 7.5. This means that the 
chances are 68 out of 100 that the estimated 
difference of 7.9 between the two rates would vary 
less than 7.5 from the difference derived from a 
complete census; in other words, the confidence 
interval is about 0.4 to 15.4. However, the two 
standard error (95 percent confidence)levei yields an 
interval of 15.0 (7.5 x 2), which is larger than the 
estimated difference of 7.9; therefore, the difference is 
not significant at the 95 percent confidence level. 
Also, it is not significant at the 90 percent level, which 
is 1.6 times the stal1dard error (7.5 x 1.6 = 12.0). 
Thus, in accordance with stan,dards observed in 
analyzing survey results in this report, statistical 
significance would not be attached to the difference 
between the two victimization rates. 
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Table I. Personal and hous~hold c:rimes: Number and percent distribution 
of series victimizations (4/76-3/71) and of victimizations 

not in series (1976), bY sector and type of crime 
--

Serh~s victimizations Victimizations not in series 
Sector and type of crim" Number Percent in sector Number Percent in sector 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence 

P'lpe 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
Robbery without Injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

C1'lmes of theH 
Personal larceny with contact 
Peruonal larceny without contact 

Household sector 
Burglary 

.Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted lorcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or m()re 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehiole theft 
CornpleteQ theft 
A !tempted theft 

933,000 
503,000 

11,000 
47,000 
19,000 
27,000 

446,000 
109.000 
33,000 
76,000 

337,000 
54,000 

283,000 
430,000 

'8,000 
423,000 

667,000 
230,000 
88,000 

105,000 
37,000 

429,000 
281,000 
89,000 
33,000 
27,000 
'8,000 
'1,000 
'6,000 

100.0 22,118,000 
53.<) 5,5<)9,000 

1.1 145,000 
S.o 1, lJ 1,000 
2. J 361,000 
2.9 750,000 

47.8 4,344,0Q() 
11. 7 1,095,000 
3.5 589,000 
8.~ 1,107,000 

36.1 2,648,000 
5.7 692,000 

30.3 1,957,000 
46.1 16,519,000 
0.8 497,000 

45.3 16,022,000 

100.0 17,199,000 
34.5 0,663,000 
13.1 2,277,000 
15.8 2,827,000 
5.6 1,560,000 

64.3 Q,301,OOO 
42.1 5,602,000 
13.3 2,745,000 
4.9 299,000 
4.0 655,000 
1.1 1,235,000 
0.2 760,000 
0.9 475,000 

NOTE: Detai;! may not add to total shown because of rounding. The incompatibility of time {rames is discussed under "Series 
Victimizations," in this appendix. 

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

100.0 
25.3 
0.7 
5.0 
1.6 
3.4 

19.6 
7.7 
2.7 
5.0 

12.0 
3.1 
8.8 

74.7 
2.G 

72.4 

100.0 
38.7 
13.2 
16.4 

9.1 
54.1 
32.6 
16.0 
L:' 
3.8 
7.2 
4.4 
2.8 

" 

Table II. Personal and household crimes: 
Standard errors for estimated number 

of victimizations or incidents 

Standard error 
Size of estimate (thousands) 
(thousand~ ______________ _ 

-------25 6.7 

50 9.5 
100 13.0 
250 21.0 
500 30.0 
750 37.0 

1,000 43.0 
2,000 60.0 
3,000 73.0 
4,000 84.0 

000 94.0 
5, 114.0 
7,500 

10,000 131.0 
158.0 

15,000 180.0 
20,000 198.0 
25,000 
50,000 7.55.0 
75,000 279.0 

100,000 279.0 
255.0 

125,000 197.0 
150,000 
175,000 11.0 
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...... 
o 
00 

Bast' oC rate 
(thousands) 

25 
50 
75 

100 
250 
500 
750 

1,000 
1,500 
2,000 
2,500 
3,000 
4,000 
5,000 

10,000 
15,000 
20,000 
21,000 
22,000 
25,000 
50,000 
75,000 

100,000 
125,000 
150,000 
160,000 
170,000 
175,000 

Table III. Personal and household crimes: Standard errors 
for estimated victimization rates 

.25 or .5 or .75 or 
999.75 999.5 999.25 

Estimated rate per 1,000 perstlns or househ.~o~ld:.:s=-_;-;;-;~::---,,,,,,.-.:-:: ___ _ 
1 or 2.5 or 5 or 10 or 30 or 50 or 100 or 250 or 

4.27 
3.02 
2.46 
2.13 
1.35 

.95 

.78 

.67 

.55 

.48 

.43 

.39 

.34 

.30 

.21 

.17 

.15 

.15 

.14 

.13 

.10 

.08 

.07 

.06 

.06 

.05 

.05 

.05 

6.03 
4.27 
3.48 
3.01 
1.91 
1.35 
1.10 

.95 

.78 

.67 

.60 

.55 

.48 

.43 

.30 

.25 

.21 

.21 

.20 

.19 

.13 

.11 

.10 

.09 

.08 

.08 

.07 

.07 

7.39 
5.22 
4.27 
3.69 
2.34 
1.65 
1.35 
1.17 

.95 

.83 

.74 

.67 

.58 

.52 

.37 

.30 

.26 

.25 

.25 

.23 

.17 

.13 

.12 

.10 

.10 

.09 

.09 

.09 

999 997.5 995 990 970 950 900 750 

8.53 
6.03 
4.93 
4.27 
2.70 
1.91 
1.56 
1.35 
1.10 

.95 

.85 

.78 

.67 

.60 

.43 

.35 

.30 

.2.9 

.29 

.27 

.19 

.16 

.13 

.12 

.11 

.11 

.10 

.10 

13.48 
9.53 
7.78 
6.74 
4.26 
3.01 
2.46 
2.13 
1.71 
1.51 
1.35 
1.23 
1.07 

.95 

.67 

.55 

.48 

.47 

.45 

.43 

.30 

.25 

.21 

.19 

.17 

.17 

.16 

.16 

19.04 
13.46 
10.99 
9.52 
6.02 
4.26 
3.48 
3.01 
2.45 
2.13 
1.90 
1.74 
1.50 
1.35 

.95 

.78 

.67 

.66 

.64 

.60 

.43 

.35 

.30 

.27 

.25 

.24 

.23 

.2J 

2('.85 
18.97 
15.50 
13.42 
8.49 
6.00 
4.90 
4.25 
3d7 
3.00 
2.69 
2.45 
2.12 
1.90 
1.34 
1.10 
.95 
.93 
.90 
.85 
.60 
.49 
.42 
.38 
.35 
.34 
.33 
.32 

46.04 
32.55 
26.58 
23.02 
14.56 
10.29 
8.41 
7.2B 
5.94 
5.15 
4.60 
4.20 
3.64 
3.26 
2.30 
1. (Ie 
1.63 
1.59 
1.55 
1.46 
1.03 

.84 

.73 

.65 

.59 

.58 

.56 

.55 

58.82 
41.59 
33.96 
?9.41 
18.60 
13.15 
10.74 
9.30 
7.59 
6.58 
5.88 
5 .. 37 
4.1::; 
4.16 
2.94 
2.40 
2.08 
2.03 
1.98 
1.86 
1.32 
1.07 

.93 

.83 

.76 

.74 

.71 

.70 

80.97 
57.25 
46.75 
40.48 
25.60 
18.10 
14.78 
12.80 
10.45 

9.05 
8.10 
7.39 
6.40 
5.73 
4.04 
3.30 
2.86 
2.79 
2.73 
2.56 
1.8) 
1.48 
1.28 
!. 15 
1.05 
1.01 

.98 

.97 

116.87 
82.64 
67.4" 
58.43 
36.96 
26.13 
21.34 
18.48 
15.09 
13.07 
11.69 
10.67 
9.24 
8.26 
5.84 
4.77 
4.13 
4.03 
3.94 
3.70 
2.61 
2.13 
1.85 
1.65 
1.51 
1.46 
1.42 
1.40 

500 

134.94 
95.42 
77.91 
67.47 
42.67 
30.17 
24.64 
21.34 
17.42 
15.09 
13.49 
12.32 
10.67 
9.54 
6.75 
5.51 
4.77 
4.66 
4.55 
4.27 
3.02 
2.46 
2.13 
!.91 
1. 74 
1.69 
1.64 
1.61 

Table IV. Personal and household crir:ne.s: ~tar:'dard 
errors for estimated percentages of Victimizations 

or incic':ents 

Base oC E~tlmated pcorcenta!J(' oC v;l'timi~atlnns or.>ln(,ld~!.t:!... •. _ 
""O-:.~-o-r....-'--I; ()r - 2.5 01' 5 or 10 or <.05 Ilr 

perc:l1tltage 99 '. ')7.5 '·'5 90 7~ 5U 
(thou~ands) 99.5 _ _----.----
~----------------25 i.90 2.69 

50 1.35 1.90 
7~ 1.10 1.55 

100 .95 1.34 
Z50 .60 .85 
500 .43 .60 
750 .35 .4Q 

1,000 .30 .42 
1,500 .25 .35 
G,OOO .21 .30 
2,500 .1'1 .2.7 
3,000 .18 .25 
4,000 .1~ .21 
5,000 .13 .19 

10,000 .10 .13 
15,000 .08 .11 
20,000 .0'/ .09 
21,000 .07 .0<) 
~,OOO .~ .~ 
25,000 ,,06 .08 
50,000 .04 .06 
75,000 .03 .05 

100,000 .03 .04 
125,000 .03 .04 
150,000 .02. .03 
160,000 .Ol .03 

4.2.1 
2.<)8 
2. • .41 
2.10 
1.33 

.94 

.77 

.67 

.54 

.47 
~42. 
.3B 
.33 
.30 
.21 
.17 
.15 
.15 
.14 
.11 
.09 
.08 
.07 
.06 
.05 
.05 
.05 

5.fltt 
4. i b 
3.40 
2.94 
1.80 
1.3Z 
1.07 

.93 

.76 

.66 

.59 

.54 

.47 

.41 

.29 
.24 
u~l 

.2.0 

.lO 

.19 

.t3 

.10 

.09 

.08 

.ilh 

.0'/ 

.07 

S.H) 
5.73 
4.67 
4.05 
2.% 
1.8l 
1.48 
1.G8 
1.05 

.91 

.!L 

.N 

.64 

.'57 

.40 

.33 

.29 

.28 

.27 

.l6 

.IB 

.15 

.l3 

.11 

.. 0 

.10 
.11i 

H.b7 
8.(.6 
6.7'i 
5.84 
3.70 
l.61 
2. .13 
'1.85 
1.51 
).31 
1.17 
l.ll7 
.C)~ 
.Si. 
• 'HI 
.48 
.41 
•. 10 
.39 
3'/ 
.~6 
.21 
.lb 
.1; 
.IB 
.b 
.14 

1 ~ .4') 
9.54 
7.7<1 
~ .. 75 
4.37 
3.0.! 
2.-16 
.!.11 
1,'/4 
j .Sl 
).V; 
1 • .'.3 
1.07 
.9~ 

.67 

.'5~ 

.-18 
.47 
.4~ 
.43 
.30, 
.Jtj 
.~I 

.19 

.17 

.17 

.16 
170,000 .02 .03 

~1.:..75::..,:.::0:..00=-___ ._o_.a ___ .0_3 _______ . ___ --"---.OS .07 .10 .14 .16 
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Appendix IV 

Commercial survey: Technical 
information and standard error tables 

Commercial victimization survey results contained 
in this publication are based on data personally 
gathered by interviewers from thy operators (usually 
managers or owners) of places of busi.ness and certain 
other organizational entities throughout the United 
States. Although focusing on commercial 
establishments, survey coverage extended to a 
relatively small number of other organizations, such 
as those engaged in religious, political, or cultural 
activities. Most units of Federal, State, and local 
government were excluded. In applicable 
jurisdictions, however, liquor stores and transporta­
tion systems operated by government were within the 
scope of the survey; these were the only exceptions to 
the general exclusion of gOVf~rnment-operated 
entities. Because they were based on a sample survey 
rather than a complete enum(;ration, all survey 
results are estimates. 

Sample design and size 
Survey estimates were obtained from a stratified 

multistage cluster sample consisting of a total of 58 
sample areas, 10 gf which were selected with certainty 
and, therefore, were self-representing. I The remaining 
sample areas were chosen from an original total of 
240 strata that had been collapsed into 48 large 
strata, with areas in each of the latter being as 
homogeneolls as possible with respect to size, geo­
graphic region, and metropolitan character. Each of 
the strata was dl'awn independently of strata used in 
other current business surveys. Within each large 
stratum, one area was selected to represent the entire 
stratum, sample segments having been selected within 
each area. In each of the 10 certainty sample areas, a 
sampte of segments was drawn at the rate of 1 in 6 

'The 58 areas used for the sample represented an increase of 24 
(all of them non·self.representing) over the number used in pro· 
ducing estimates for 1975 and earlier. This step was attended by an 
increase in the number of segments >::.rawn for self· representing 
arens. These .changes. designed to improve the reliability of 
estimates, resulted in the selection of 11 sample nearly three times 
larger than that previously used. ' 

from among those segments not in current use. 
Interviewers canvassed the selected segments and 
conducted interviews .at all business establishments 
and other organizational, units located within the 
boundaries of each segment. 

For information relating to calendar year 1976, a 
sample consisting of approximately 50,000 places of 
business was designated for interviewing, yielding 
about 41,400 establishments interviewed every 6 
months. At a large majority of the 8,600 remaining 
businesses, it was not possible to conduct interviews 
because the business location~ were vacant, buildings 
had been demolished, or the businesses were 
otherwise not qualified for interview. Establishments 
eligible for interview but where no interviews were 
obtained because the business was temporarily closed 
during the interview period, or because the operator 
refused to grant an interview, amounted to fewer 
than 1 percent of those eligible for the interviews on 
which the 1976 survey results are based. 

For purposes of conducting the interviews, thr.: 
sample was divided into six panels, one of whicnwl:\,i 
interviewed each month during Ii given 6-month 
p~riod. Although the survey is continuous, it differs 
from the household survey in that a rotation 
procedure is not employed. Establishment operators 
are interviewed every 6 months for an indefinite 
period. 

Estimation procedure 
The estimation procedure is performed on a 

quarterly basis, as in the household survey, to pro­
duce quarterly estimates of burglary and robbery vic­
timizations and of victimization rates for each of 
those crimes. Annual data represent the 
accumulation of the appropriate quarterly figures, 
with rates computed over an average base for the 
year. , 

Data records produced from survey interviews 
were assigned final weights, applied to ~ach usable 
data record, enabling nationwide estimates to be 
tabulated. The final weight was the product of the 
basic weight,2 reflecting each selected establishment's 
probability of being in the sample, and an adjustment 

lThe basic weight was 125 for records from businesses located in 
the 10 areus selected with certainty and 250 for those from 
businesses in noncertainty areas. 
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for noni('!,el'view. A nonintterview adjustment was 
calculntt:d for each of 17 cl:lsst:s of businel.s; it was 
equal to th.: total number uf data recordl. required in 
each class divided by the number of usable records 
lh.:tually coll~cted. Thi$ faCto., Wa~ ~hen applit:d to 
eachusaoie record in the particalar !.:iud of busine!>s 
category. 

if un interviewer determined thut ~ bU:!liness hud 
not opcr~ted at the lish~d addrc!.s for th~ entire 6-
month rei'er...:nce period, an attempt ,vas nldde to 
secure in rormation for the balance of the period from 
whatever tirm prl':\iol.l~ly occup:ed ,he location 01\ in 
the case of vacandcs, from neighboring businesses. In 
cases of failure to U.!Couat for the full reference 
period, however. no further weighting adjustment 
was made. 

Sl~rh.:s vh.:timi:.!atior',s were not treated separately in 
the commercial s~ctor because recordkeeping 
genl:rally e(mbled respond~llt:; to provide details of 
whatever multiph:: victimilations occurred during the 
6-month Nt'I~retlce period. Thus, all reponed 
incidents ofburgiary and robbery agaiilst commercial 
cStablbhmt;nt~ are reO~cted in the data t~lbles. 

Reliability of estimates 
Survey result!> presented In thi·, report (;orlcerning 

the' crlnllnal victir"'lil~tion of commercial 
estublishment~ :1ro cl.timates that were derived 
1hrough probability ~ampling methods rather than 
from a compl!!tc enumeration. The sample uscd was 
only one of many of the same size that could have 
been selected utilizing the !.ame sampling design. 
Although thl!; results obtained from any r,wo samples 
might differ markedly, the average of Ii number of 
different samples would be expected to be in near 
agreement with the re~ulb of a c\)mplete enumeration 
using the san'll: data collecuon procedures and 
processing m~thods. Similuly, the re:;ults obtained 
by uveraginJ data from a number of subsamples of 
the whole samp1e would be expected to give an order 
of magni'tude of the variance between any single 
subsampi-f: and the grouping of subsamples. Such a 
technique, known ;1~ the random group method, was 
uSl!d in calculating coefficients of variation, presented 
in this appendix in the form of st~jndard errors for 
estimates generated by the surveys. Because the 
standard .errors are the products of calculations in­
volving estimates derived through sampling, each 
error in turn is subject to sampling variability. 

In order to gauge the extent of sampling variability 
inherent in the commercial survey results, standard 
errors have been derived for a number of busin~ss 
characteristics. Generalized standard errors, such as 
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tho~e d~vdopcd in conn~l:tion with the household 
survey, were not uulculuteu. Instead, two tables in 
thIS app,mdix display ~tandard errors from the 
sample obscrVt.tlOnl. for estimtlted values pertaining 
to selected .::hul'ttctl!ristks of business establishments. 
Whereas these stand~rd c::rr,)rs partially gauge the 
<:ffect of nonsamphi.g errur, th...:y Ju not take into 
account any bia~e~Lnllt i'n.ty bl! inherent in the survey 
re:.ults. 

\\'hcn used in conjunction with the survey results, 
t.h~ :.tandard error tables permit the construction of 
intervals ~\)ntaining the average result of all possible 
~::ttnples with d prescribed level M' confidence. 
Chances are about 68 out of 100 that any given 
survey result would differ from results that would be 
obtained from a complete enumeration using the 
:.ame procedures by le1;S than the applicable standard 
I:rror. Doubling the interval incre[(s~s the confidence 
level to 95 chances out of 100 that the estimated value 
woulo differ from the results of a complete count by 
ic!'s than twke the standard error. 

As in the household survey, estimates of crimes 
against businesses are sUbj...:ct. to nonsampIing errors, 
principal among these being the problem of recalling 
vlctimi:.w.tion:> applicable tv the 6 months prior to 
interview. BeC~lLlse of ~ number of factOrs, however, it 
il. IikdJ that these crrvr~ were less pr~valent in the 
commercial survq than they were ;1'1 th.:: household 
~urvey. These f~l.;:tol'l. inch.de the greater likelihood of 
re.::ordkeeping and or' rep..:.r.irlg to police by 
businesses, as We.! Ul. the concentration of the survey 
on two of the more Sl!rious crimes, burglary a,l}d rob­
bery. To control for the tele~coping problem, a 
bounding procedl1re is used whereby respondents are 
reminded at the beginning of each interview of any 
incidents that Wel'e reported during the previous 
interview. 

Other nonsampling errors may have arisen from 
deficient interviewing and from data processing 
mistakes. Howcver, quality control measures similar 
to those used in the household survey were adopted 
to minimize such errors. 

Standard error tables and caiculati-lns 
In order to measut~ the sampling variability 

associated with selected results of the commercial 
survey, standard errors are presented in two tables in 
this appendix. The first of these, Table V cOhtains 
standard errors applicable to the estimated number 
of commercial victimizations, by type of crime. For 
each of the measured offenses, Table VI displays 
standard errors for estimated victimization rates, by 
kind of establishment and gross annual receipts. 
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To illustrate the use of the error tables, assume that 
one wished to measure the variance associated with 
the robbery victimization rate against service 
enterprises-2D.O per 1,000 establishments, as shown 
on data Table 28 and on Table VI. The latter reveals 
that the applicable error for this rat.;, is 1.7. Thus, the 
confidence interval surrounding th~, stimate is about 
18.3 to 21.7; in other words, the chances are about 68 
out of 100 that the results of a complete census would 

have produced an estimate within this range. 
Similarly, the chances are about 95 out of 100 that a 
complete enumeration would have resulted in an 
estimate within the range of two standard errors, or 
from about 16.6 to 23.4. For estimated numbers and 
rates not shown on Tables V and VI, rough ap­
proximations of standard errors may be made by 
utilizing the standard errors for similar values having 
bases of comparable size. 

Table V. Commercial crimes: Standard error estimates 
for number of victimizations, by type o~ crime 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Completed burglary 
Attempted burglary 

Robbery 
Completed robbery 
Attempted robbery 

Estimated number 
of victimizations 

1,574,700 
1,189,000 

385,700 

278,700 
206,600 

72,100 

Standard error 

115,000 
101,100 

23,900 

17,300 
12,000 

9,500 

Table VI. Commercial crimes: Standard error estimates 
characteristics for victimization rates, by 

of establishments and type of crime 

Burglar~ Robberz:: 
Estimated Standard Estimated Standard 

Ch.<lracteristic rate error rate error 

Kind of esti'lhlishment 
All establishments 217.3 13 .5 38.5 2.2 

Retail 283.0 9.3 75.9 4.9 
Wholesale 313.1 126.5 20.4 2.4 
Service 177 .5 8.2 2.0·.0 1.7 

Gross annual receipts 
Less than $10,000 189.2 21.0 23.2 7.3 
$10,000-$24,999 214.3 24.9 30.8 4.3 
$25,000-$49,999 233.8 24.8 39.3 4.8 
$50,000-$ 99,999 251.9 19.4 55.1 5.8 
$100,000-$499,999 256.2 10.8 56.1 5.7 
$ 500: 000-$999,999 303.8 14.9 46.4 8.9 
$1 ,000,000 or more 239.6 16.5 4'1.6 5.5 
No sales 138.0 11.6 2.9 1.0 
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Appendix V 

Technicai not~~s 
Information prQ,vided in this appendix is de:;:lgned 

to aid in understanding the report's selected findings 
and, more broadly, to assist data users in interpreting 
statistics in the data tables. The notes address general 
concepts as well as potential problem areas, but do 
not purport to cover all data elements or problems. 
The glossary should be consulted for definitions of 
crime categories, variables, and other terms used in 
the data tables and selected findings. 

General 
Throughout this report, victimizations are the 

basic units of measure. A victimization is a specific 
criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a 
person, household, or place of businest;. For crimes 
!\gainst persons, however, some survey results are 
presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza­
tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving 
one i:\f ;1iQre victims Lid one or more offenders. For 
many specific categories of personal crime, victimi­
zations outnumber incidents, a difference that stems 
from two contingencies: (I) some crimes were 
simultaneously committed against more than one 
person, and (2) certain personal crimes may have 
occurred during the course of a commercial burglary 
or robbery. Thus, for each personal victimization re­
ported to survey interviewers, it was determined 
whether others were victimized at the same time and 
p~ace and whether the offense happened during a 
commercial crime. A weighting a,djustment in the 
estimation procedure (see Appendix III) protected 
against the double counting of incidents. If, for 
example, two customers were beaten during the 
course of a store holdup, the event would have been 
classified as a single commercial robbery, not as an 
incident of personal assault. With respect to crimes 
against households and businesses, there is no 
distinction between victimizations and incidents, as 
each criminal act against targets of either type was 
assumed to have involved a single victim, the affected 
household or business. In fact, the terms "victimiza­
tion" and "incident" can be used interchangeably in 
an!llyzing data on household and commercial crimes. 

As indicated with respect to personal crimes, vic­
timization data are more appropriate than incident 
data for the study of the effects, or consequences, of 
crime experiences upon the individual victim. They 
also are better suited for assessing victim reactions to 
criminal attack and for examining victim perceptions 
of offender attributes. Thus, in addition to serving as 
a key element in computing victimization rates, vic­
tirrdzation counts are used for developing 
information on victim injury and medical care, 
economic losses, time lost from work, victim self­
protection, offender characteristics, and reporting to 
police. On the other hand, incident data are more 
adequate for the examination of the circumstances 
surrounding the occurrence of personal crimes. Ac­
cordingly, data concerning the time and place of 
occurrence of such offenses, as well as the use of 
weapons and number of victims and o ffen.ders , are 
based on incidents. In the hypothetical case given 
above, therefore, the rate data for personal assault 
would reflect the attack on each customer, and other 
victimization tables would incorporate details 
concerning the outcome of the crime for each person, 
such as any injuries, damage to clothing, and loss of 
time from work. 

For data on crimes against persons, the table titles 
stipulate whether victimizations or incidents are the 
relevant units of measure. 

Victim characteristics 
A variety of attributes of victimized persons, 

households, and commercial establishments appear 
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of 
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing 
the number of victimizations associated with a 
specific crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number 
of persons, households, or businesses under 
consideration. For crimes against persons, the rates 
are based on the total number of individuals age 12 
and over, or on a portion of that population sharing a 
particular characteristic or set of traits. Household 
crimes are regarded as being directed against the 
household as a unit rather than against the individual 
members; in calculating a rate, therefore, the 
denominator of the fraction consists of the number of 
households in question. Similarly, the rates for each 
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of the two crimes against commercial establishments 
are related to th~ number of businesses being 
examined. 

As indicated previously, victimizations of 
households or businesses, unlike those of persons, 
cannot involve more than one victim during a specific 
criminal act. However, repeated victimizations r.:Jf 
individuals. households, or commercial 
establishments can and do occur. As general 
indicators of the danger of having been victimized 
during the reference period, the rates are not 
sufficiently refined to represent true measures of risk 
for specific individuals, households, or business 
places. In other words, they do not reflect variations 
in the degree of risk of repeated, or mUltiple, victimi­
zations; and, because of the manner in which they are 
calculated, the rates in effect apportion multi pie vic­
timizations among the population at large, thereby 
distorting somewhat the risk that any single person, 
household, or business had of being victimized. 

Victimization of central city, suburban, 
and non metropolitan residents 

Coverage of this topic is based on victimization 
rates for crimes against persons and households. 
Because of the limited size of the :;ample, it was not 
feasible to present data on commercit!l victimiza­
tions on the basis of a type-of-Iocality variable. The 
data relate to the locality in which the victim lived at 
the time of the interview, not to the place where each 
victimization occurred; however, victimization 
surveys conducted under the National Crime Survey 
program in central cities across the Nation have 
demonstrated that the localities of residence and of 
occurrence are the same in the vast majority of cases. 

A basic distinction is made among central city, 
suburban, and nonmetropolitan populations. 
Together, the first two populations represent those 
persons living in standard metropolitan statistical 
areas (SMSA's), or metropolitan areas. The 
non metropolitan population refers to those residing 
in places outside SMSA's. To further distinguish 
differences in the degree of victimization within 
metropolitan localities, residents of central cities and 
their surrounding suburbs have been categorized ac­
cording to the following four ranges of central city 
size: 50,000-249,999; 1/4 to 1/2 million; 1/2 to I mil­
lion; and I million or more. 

Geographical areas were assigned to the appro­
priate type-of-Iocality category on the basis of the 
1970 Census, even though the variable since has been 
redefined by the Office of Management and Budget. 

'1'0 ensure the comparability of results 'IS the decade 

progresses, there are no plans to revise the type-of­
locality variable as applied in the National Crime 
Survey program until after the 1980 Census, 

Victim-offender relationship 
in personal crimes of violence 

One of the more significant dimensions of personal 
crime concerns the relationship between victim and 
offender. Public attention about crime in the streets 
in large measure has focused on unprovoked physical 
attacks made on citizens by unknown assailants. The 
nature of the relationship between victim and 
offender is a key element to understanding crime and 
judging the risks involved for the various groups in 
society. Heretofore, the only available national 
statistics on the matter have been for homicide; these 
have demonstrated that the great majority of murder 
victims were at least acquainted with their killers, if 
not related to them. With respect to the personal 
crimes of violence that it measures, the National 
Crime Survey makes possible an examination of the 
relationship between victim and offender. 

Based on information from Tables 33-37, 
treatment of the subject center:; on a special section of 
the 'selected findings. Nevertheless, the relationship 
between victim and offender is a recurrent variable in 
findings and in data tables dealing with other 
subjects, such as weapons use and reporting to the 
police. Conditions governing the classification of 
crimes as having involved "strangers" or 
"nonstrangers" are described in the glossary, listed 
under each of those categories. 

Offender characteristics in personal crimes 
of violence 

Some of the tables on this subject display data on 
the offender,> only and others cover both victims and 
offenders. Tht' offender characteristics examined are 
sex, age, and r'.lce, based on infurmation furnished by 
victims who saw the offenders and, consequently, 
knew the nurnber of persons involved in the crime. As 
v,jth most information developed from this survey, 
of render attributes are based solely on the victim's 
perceptions and ability to recall the crime. However, 
because the events often were ~tressful experiences, 
resulting in confusion or physical harm to the victim, 
it was likely that data concerning offender 
characteristics were more subject than other survey 
findings to distortion arising from erroneous 
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred 
under somewhat vague circumstances, especially 
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim 
preconceptions, or prejudiceli, at times may have 



influenced the attribution of offender characteristics. 
Tfvictims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or a 
set of them) more than others, bias would have been 
introduced into the tlndings, and no method has been 
developed for determining the existence and effeGt of 
such bias. 

In the relevant data tables, a distinction is made 
between "single-offender" and "multiple-offender" 
crimes, with the latter classification applying to those 
committed by two or mo.r~ persons. As applied to 
multiple-offender crimes, the catcgory "mixed ages" 
refers to cases in which the offenders in any single 
incident were classifiable under more than one age 
group; similarly, the term "mixed races" applies to 
sit.uations in which the offenders were members of 
more than a single racial group. 

Number of victims 
As noted previously, the number of individuals 

victimized in each personal crime is a key elem~nt for 
computing rates of victimization and other data on 
the impact of crime. However, the data table 
specificully concerning the number of individual 
victims per crimc is based on incidents. 

Time of occurrence 
For ea('l] of the measured crimes against persons, 

households, or businesses, data on when the offenses 
occurred were obtained for three broad time 
intervals: the daytime hours (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.); the 
first half of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight); and the 
second half of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.). 

Place of occurrence 
For data from the household survey, tables on 

place of occurrence distinguish six kinds of sites, two 
of which cover the respondent's home and its im­
mediate vicinity. For certain offenses not involving 
contact between victim and offender, the 
classification of crimes is chiefly determined on the 
basis of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition, 
most household burglaries happen at principal 
residences, with a small percentage at second homes 
or at places occupied temporarily, such as hotels and 
motels. Personal larceny without contact and 
household larceny are differentiated from one 
another solely on the basis of where the crimes occur. 
Whereas the latter transpire only in the home and its 
immediate environs, the former can take place at any 
other location. To be classified as a household 
larceny within the victim's own home, the offenses 
had to be committed by a person (or persons) 
admitted to the residence. or by someone having 

--------

customary access to it, such as a deliveryperson, 
servant, acquaintance, or relative. Otherwise, the 
crime would have been classitied as a household 
burglary, or as a personal robbery if force or the 
threat. of force were used. Commercial burglaries can 
take place only on the premises of business firms; 
however, commercial robberies can occur away from 
the premises, such as during the holdup of sales or 
delivery personnel away from the .:!stablishment. 

Number of offenders in personal crimes 
of violence 

One table based on incident data displays 
information on the number of offenders involved in 
personal crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey 
questions on characteristics of offenders, the lead 
question concerned the number of offenders. If the 
victim did not know how many offenders took part in 
the incident, no further questions were asked about 
offender characteristics, and the crime was classified 
as having involved strangers. 

Use of weapons 
For personal crimes of violence and commercial 

robbery, information was gathered on whether or not 
the victims observed that the offenders were armed, 
and, if so, the types of weapons concerned. For 
purposes of tabulation and analysis, the mere 
presence of a weapon constituted "use." In other 
words, the term "weapons use" applies both to 
situations in which weapons were used to intimldate 
or threaten and to those in which they actually were 
employed in a physical attack. 

In addition to firearms and knives, the data tables 
distinguish "other" weapons and those of unknown 
types. The category "other" refers to such objects as 
clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles. A difference exists, 
however, in the manner in which the types .of 
weapons were classified in the personal and com­
mercial sectors. For each personal crime of violence 
by an armed offender, the type, or types, of weapons 
present were recorded, n't the number of weapons. 
For instance, if offenders wielded two firearms and a 
knife during a personal robbery, the crime was 
classified as one in which weapons of each type were 
used. With respect to each robbery of a business in 
which weapons of more than one type were observed, 
only the most lethal type was recorded. Thus, for 
example, if offenders used two firearms and a knife in 
robbing a store, the crime was class~fied as one in 
which firearms were used; in other words, a single 
entry was made under the category "firearm." 
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Victim self·protection 
With reference to personal crimes of violence, 

information was obtained on whether or not victims 
tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the 
measures they took. The following reactions, ranging 
from nonviolent to forcible, were considered self­
protection measures: reasoning with the offender; 
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for 
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender; and 
using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent tables 
distribute all measures, if any, employed by victims in 
each crime; no determination was made of the single 
most important measure. 

Physical injury to victims 
Information was gathered concerning the injuries 

sustained by the victims of each of the three personal 
crimes of violence. However, during the preparation 
of this report, the requisite data were not available 
for calculating the proportion of rape victimizations 
in which victims were- injur~ci. Therefore. information 
on the percent of crimes in which victims were 
harmed is confined to personal robbery and assault. 
For each of these. crimes, the types of injuries 
concerned are described in the glossary, under 
"Physical injury." I 

Victims who had been injured furnished data on 
hospitalization and on medical expenses. With regard 
to medical expenses, the data tables are based solely 
on information from victims who knew with certainty 
that such expenses were incurred and also knew, or 
were able to estimate, their amount. By excluding 
victims unaware of such outlays, and of their a­
mount, the utility of the data is somewhat restricted. 
Although data were unavailable on the proportion of 
rapes attended by victim injury, information relating 
to hospitalization and medical costs were available 
on that crime; these results are reflected in the appro­
p~iate data tables. 

Economic losses 
With respect to economic losses incurred by 

persons, households, or commercial establishments, 
the data tables distinguish between crimes resulting in 
"theft and/or damage loss" and "theft loss" only. 
Table titles specify the applicable category of loss. 
The term "theft loss" refers to stolen cash, property, 
or both, whereas "damage" pertains to property 
only. Items categorized as having "no monetary 
value" could include losses of trivial, truly valueless 
objects, or of those having considerable sentimental 
importance. References to losses "recovered" apply 
to compensation received by victims for theft losses, 
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as well as to restoration of stolen property or cash, 
although no distinction is made as to the manner of 
recovery. For assault, information on economic 
losses relates solely to property damage, because 
assaults attended by theft are classified as robbery. 
There was no attempt to measure attempted pocket 
picking; by definition, therefore, 8',11 pocket pickings 
had the outcome of theft loss, anld there may have 
been some cases with property damage. 

Time lost from work 
For all crimes reported to interviewers, the surveys 

determined whether persons lost time from work 
after the experience, and, if so, the length of time 
involved. With respect to crimes against persons or 
households, the survey did not record the identity of 
the household member (or members) who lost work 
time, although it may be assumed that, for most 
pf:rsonal offenses, it probably was the victim who 
sustained the loss, For commercial burglary 9r rob­
bery. data on loss of time from work was applicable 
to owners, operators, and employees of the entities 
concerned. 

Reporting of victimizations to the police 
The police may have learned about criminal vic­

timizations directly from the victim or from someone 
else, such as another household member or a 
bystander, or because they appeared on the scene at 
the time of the crime. In the data tables, however, the 
means by which police learned of the crime are not 
distinguished; the overall proportion made known to 
them was of primary concern. 

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited by 
respondents for not reporting crimes to the police. 
Data tables on this topic distribute all reasons for not 
reporting, and no determination has been made of 
the primary reason, if any, for not reporting the 
crime. 



Glossary 

Age-The appropriate age category is determined 
by each respondent's age as of the last day of the 
month pr'eceding the interview. 

Aggravated assault-Attack with a weapon 
resulting in any injury and attack without a weapon 
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken bones, 
loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of consciousness) 
or in undetermined injury requiring 2 or more days of 
hospitalization. Also includes attempted assault with 
a weapon. 

Annual family income-Includes the income of the 
household head and all other related persons residing 
in the same household unit. Covers the 12 months 
pre~eding the interview and inciudes wages, salaries, 
net Income from business or farm, pensions, interest, 
dividends, rent, and any other form of monetary 
income. The income of persons unrelated to the head 
of household is excluded. 

Assault-An unlawful physical attack, whether ag­
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes 
attempted assaults with or without a weapon. Ex­
cludes rape and attempted rage, as well as attacks in­
volving theft or attempted theft, which are classified 
as robbery. 

Attempted forcible entry-A form of burglary in 
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry. 

Burglary-Unlawful or forcible entry of a 
residence or business, usually, but not necessarily, 
attended by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry. 

Central city-The largest city (or "twin cities") of a 
standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA), 
defined below. 

Commercial crimes-Burglary ()r robbery of 
business establishments and certain other organiza­
tions, such as those engaged in religious, political, or 
cultural activities. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. Additional details concerning entities 
covered by the commercial survey appear in the 
introduction to Appendix IV. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in which force 
is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window or 
slashing a screen). 

Head of household-For classification purposes, 
only one individual per household can be the head 
person. In husband-wife households, the husband 

arbitrarily is considered to be the head. In other 
households, the head person is the individual so 
regarded by its members; generally, that person is the 
chief breadwinner. 

Household-Consists of the occupant:? of separate 
living quarters meeting either of th~ following 
criteria: (I) Persons, whether present or temporarily 
absent, whose usual place of residence is the housing 
unit in question, or (2) Persons staying in the housinO' . u 
Unit who have no usual place of residence elsewhere. 

Household crimes-Burglary or lar'i,;lY of a 
residence, or motor vehicle theft. Includes both 
completed and attempted acts. 

Household larceny-Theft or attempted theft of 
property or cash from a residence or its immediate 
vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted forcible entry, or 
unlawful entry is not involved. 

Incident-A specific criminal act involving one or 
mQre victims and offenders. Iri situations where a 
r ;:rsonal crime occurred during the course of a com­
mercial burglary or robbery, it is assumed that the 
commercial victimization survey accounted for the 
incident and, therefore, it is not counted as an 
incident of personal crime. However, details of the 
outcome of the event as they relate to the victimized 
individual are reflected in data on personal victimi­
zations. 

Kind of estAt.lishment-Determined by the sole or 
principal activity at each pillce of business. 

Larceny-Theft or attempted theft of property or 
cash without force. A basic distinction is made 
between personal larceny and household larceny. 

Marital status-Each household member is 
assigned to one of the following categories: (I) 
Married, which includes persons having common-law 
unions and those parted temporarily for reasons 
other than marital discord (employment, military 
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced. Separated 
includes married persons who have a legal separation 
or have parted because of marital discord; (3) Wid­
owed; and (4) Never married, which includes those 
who's only marriage has been annulled and those 
living together (excluding common-law unions). 

Metropolitan area-Abbreviation for "Standard 
metropolitan statistical area (SMSA)," defined 
below. 
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Motor vehicle-Includes automobiles, trucks, 
motorcycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally 
allowed on public roads and highways. 

Motor vehicle theft-Stealing or unauthorized 
taking of a motor vehicle, including attempts at such 
acts. 

Nonmetropolitan area-A locality not situated 
within an SMSA. The category covers a variety of 
localities, ranging from sparsely inhabited rural areas 
to cities of fewer than 50,000 population. 

Nonstranger-With respect to crimes entailing 
direct contact between victim and offender, victimi­
zations (or incidents) are classified as having involved 
nonstrangers if victim and offender either are related, 
well known to, or casually acquainted with one 
another. In crimes involving a mix of stranger and 
nonstranger offenders, the events are classified under 
nonstranger. The distinction between stranger anci 
nonstranger crimes is not made for personal larceny 
without contact, an offense in which victims rarely 
see the offender. 

Offender-The perpetrator of a crime; the term 
generally is applied in relation to crimes entailing 
contact between victim and offender. 

Offense-A crime; with respect to personal crimes, 
the two terms can be used interchangeably 
irrespective of whether the applicable unit of measure 
is a victimization or an incident. 

Outside central cities~-See "Surburban area," 
below. 

Personal crimes-Rape, robbery of persons, 
assault, personal larceny with contact, or personal 
larceny without contact. Includes both completed 
and attempted acts. 

Personal crimes of theft-Theft or attempted theft 
of property or cash, either with contact (but without 
force or threat of force) or without direct contact 
between victim an.d offender. Equivalent to personal 
larceny. 

Personal crimes of violence-Rape, robbery of 
persons, or assault. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. 

Pers~~allarceny.-Equivalent to personal crimes of 
theft. A distinction is made between personal larceny 
with contact and personal larceny without contact. 

Personal larceny with contact-Theft of purse, wal­
let, or cash by stealth directly from the person of the 
victim, but without force or the threat of force. Also 
includes attempted purse snatching. 

Personal larceny without contact-Theft or 
attempted theft, without direct contact between 
victim and offender, of property or cash from any 
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place other than the victim's home or its immediate 
vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the offender 
during the commission of the act. 

Physical injury-The term is applicable to each of 
the three personal crimes of violence, although data 
on the proportion of rapes resulting in victim injury 
were not available during the preparation of this re­
port. For personal robbery and attempted robbery 
with injury, a distinction is made between injuries 
from "serious" and "minor" assault. Examples of 
injuries from serious assault include broken bones, 
loss of teeth, internal injuries, and loss of 
consciousness, or undetermined injuries requiring 2 
or more days of hospitalization; injuries from minor 
assault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches, 
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring less 
than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults resulting 
in victim injury, the degree of harm governs 
classification of the event. The same elements of 
injury applicable to robbery with injury from serious 
assault also pertain to aggravated assault with injury; 
similarly, the sam\;, types of injuries applicable to rob­
bery with injury from minor assault are relevant to 
simple assault with injury. 

Race-Detel'mined by the interviewer upon 
observation, ana asked only about persons not 
related to the head of household who were not 
present at the time of interview. The racial categories 
distinguished are white, black, and other. The cate·, 
gory "other" consists mainly of American Indians 
and persons of Asian ancestry. 

Rape-Carnal knowledge through the use of force 
or the threat of force, including attempts. Statutory 
rape (without force) is excluded. Includes both 
heterosexual and homosexual rape. 

Rate of victimizatioll-See "Victimization rate/, 
below. 

Robbery-Theft or attempted theft, directly from a 
person or a business, of property or cash by force or 
threat of force, with or without a weapon. 

Robbery with injury-Theft or attempted theft 
from a person, accompanied by an attack, either witI:­
or without a weapon, resulting in injury. An injury j.; 
classified as re~ulting from a serious assault if a 
weapon was used in the commission of the crime or, 
if not, when the extent of the injury was either serions 
(e.g., broken bones, loss of teeth, internal injuriell, 
loss of consciousness) or undet~rmined but requiring 
2 or more days of hospitalization. An injury is 
classified as reSUlting from a minor assault when the 
extent of the injury was minor (e.g., bruises, black 
eyes, cuts, scratches, swelling) or undetermined but 
requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization. 



Robbery witll()IJ~ lnjury-· freft or attempted theft 
from a person, accompanied by force or the threat of 
force, either with or \\jthout a \vcapon, but not 
resulting in injury. 

Simple assault-Attack without a weapon resulting 
either in miner injury (e.g .. brtlj~es. black eyes, cuts, 
scratches. swclling) or in undetermined injury 
requiring Jess than 2 days of hospitalizHtion. Also in. 
c1udes attempt.ed assault without a weapon. 

St{lndard mctr()politan ~tatistic3.1 area (SMSA)­
Except in the New England States, a standard 
metropolitan statistical area is a county or group of 
contiguous counties that contains at least one city of 
50,000 inhabitants or more, or "twin cities" with It 
combined popUlation of at least 50,000. In addition 
to the cou'!ty. or counties. containing o:;uch a city 0"­

cities, contiguous counties arc included in an S~1SA 
if, according to certain crlteria, they are socially and 
economically integratec with the central city. In the 
New England States. SMSA '<; consist of tOWT'S and 
cities instead of countiei:. Each SMSA must include 
at least one central city, and the compl¢te title of an 
SMSA identifies the central city or cities. 

Strangef-With respect to crimes entailing direct 
contact between victim and offender. victimizations 
(or incidents) are classified as involving strangers if 
the victim so stated, or did not see or recognize the 
offender, or knew the offender only by sight. In 
crimes involving a mix of stranger and nonstranger 
offenders, the events are classified under nonstranger. 
The distinction between stranger and nonstranger 
crimes is not made for personal larceny without 
contact, an offense in which victims rarely see the 
offender. 

Suburban area-The county, or counties, 
containing a central city. plus any contiguous 
counties that are linked socially and economically to 
the central city. On data tables. suburban areas are 
categorized as those portions of metropolitan areas 
situated "outside central cities:' 

Tenure-Two forms of household tenancy are 
distinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings 
being bought through mortgage, and (2) Rented, 
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging to a 
party other than the occupant and situations where 
rental payments are in kind or in services. 

Unlawful entry-A form of burglary committed by 
someone having no legal right to be on the premises 
even though force is not used. 

Victim-The recipi.~nt of a criminal act; usually 
used in relation to personal crimes, but also ap­
plicable to households or commercial establishments. 

Victimization-A specific criminal act as it affects a 
single victim. whethcr a person, household, ot com­
mercial establishment. In criminal act~ against 
persons, the number of victimizations is determined 
by the number of victims of such acts: ordinarily, the 
number of victimizations is somewhat higher than the 
number of incidents because more than one 
individual is victimized during certain incidents. as 
well as because personal victimizations that occurred 
in conjunction with either commercial burglary or 
robbery are not counted as incidents of p~rsonal 
crime. Each criminal act against a household or com­
mercial establishment is assumed to involve a single 
victim, the affecte? household or establishment. 

Victimization rate-F or crimes against persons, the 
victimization rate, a measure of occurrence among 
pc..'pulation groups at risk, is computed on the basis of 
the number of victimizations per 1,000 resident pop­
ulation age 11 and over. For crimes against 
households, victimization rates are calculated on the 
basis of the number of incidents per 1,000 
households. And, ior crime:; against commercia! 
establishments. victimization rates are derived from 
the number of incidents per 1,OQO establishments. 

Victimize-To perpetrate a crime against a person, 
household, or commercial establishment. 
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