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ABSTRACT

This guide reviews the available surveys of crime “ictims in Illinois. The
intent is to provide those who wish to do secondary analyses of survey data with
information on data reliability, on appropriate analysis techniques, and on

management decisions that can benefit from analyses of these data.

To a large extent, the scope of the surveys and the methods used in data
collection are determined by the purposes of the survey organizers. The scope and
methods used in turn affect data reliability, the types of analysis that can be done,
and the types of decisions that can be based on the data. Thus ‘hile this guide
covers the weaknesses inherent in all survey and sample selection methodologies, it
also details the purposes of each of the Illinois surveys, the differences among their

methodologies, and the ramifications of methodological details for data analysis.
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INTRODUCTION ~

Decisions made within the criminal justice system are commonly based on
Uniform Crime Reports data on crimes reported to police. Data on victimization

surveys include becth crimes reported to police and unreported crimnes. These

surveys can benefit decisions concerning implementing and modifying programs
such as victim assistance, citizen participation and crime prevention programs,

funding of these programs, and even planning of staff and equipment.

Numerous differences exist between police and survey dafa, however, that
affect the uses and interpretations of survey data, and the types of manipulation
and analysis they will bear. Hence, the lilinois Statistical Analysis Center is
making this guide available. Ideas on appropriate uses of victimization survey data
are presented here. An overview of the general strengths and weaknesses of
victimization surveys is provided for those not familiar with this source of
information. Descriptions of victimization surveys presently available for Illinois
are furnished and accompanied by an easy-to-read chart for quick reference (see
Table 1). Some pitfalls common to the use of victimization data are discussed,

including problems associated with coding, weighting, differences in terminology,

and the use of series data. A list of data sources, and samples of survey

questionnaires are provided in appendices to this guide.

Data for the following victimization surveys are presently available for study

and are reviewed in this guide:

a) The National Crime Surveys' Chicago surveys for 1972 and 1974.

b)  1llinois data from the National Crime Surveys for 1974, 1975
and 1976.

c)  The Joliet and Peoria Surveys, conducted in conjunction with the
Urban High Crime Reduction Program, for 1976.

d) The Region 20 (Greater Egypt) Survey of the Greater Egypt
Planning Commission, for 1976.

e) The Champaign Surveys also conducted as part of the Urban High
Crime Reduction Program, in 1977 and 1978.

f) The Evanston Victim Survey, conducted by the Victim/Witness
Advocacy Unit of the Evanston Police Department, 1977.

-

At this writing the Joliet and Peoria surveys are being repeated, and a new
survey of the elderly is being conducted in Region 20. Our hope is that this guide
will provide a means of evaluating and suggestions for uses of these and future

surveys.

Please note that this guide is not meant as an instruction in how to conduct a
victimization survey. It is rather a guide to the analysis of data that has already
been collected. Northwestern University's Center for Urban Affairs has received a
grant from the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration to prepare a series of
monographs on conducting planning and evaluation surveys. Anyone interested in
organizing such a survey should contact the Center for Urban Affairs. (See the list

of data sources in Appendix C for further informaticn.)




UsiS AND GOALS OF VICTIMIZATION SURVEYS

The term victunization survey covers many types of surveys that vary widely
in method and purpose. Victimization surveys have been organized for the purpose
of determining the number of victims in @ communily, but there have also been
surveys to deteimine crime-related costs to victims, the effects of crime
prevention programs, and many other useful pieces of information.

To a large extent, the purposes of the survey determine what questions will
be asked, who will be included in the sample, how large the sample will be, and
numerous other methodological issues. For example, a survey designed to
determine victirnization rates in a community need not contain questions regarding
injuries sustained by the victim. A survey to determine why some victims of
crimes that were reported to police use a victim assistance program and others
don't would require a much smaller sample than would a survey to determine why
some victims report crimes and others do not. Though much is made in the press of

rising and falling crime rates, from the statistical point of view, crimes are rare

occurrences and a very large sample is needed to locate victims of crimes not

reported to the police. If information on household crimes such as burglary and
motor vehicle theft is desired, interviewing one representative of each sample
household is sufficient; but if detailed information on personal crimes such as rape

and assault is needed, interviewing every adult member of the sample households is
advisable.

All of these decisions regarding the scope and methods of the survey
determine what data will be collected and how the data can be used, both by the
survey organizers and by others. For example, data from a survey of victims over
the age of sixty are not sufficient to establish victimization rates for an entire
community or for any group of community residents other \han those over sixty.
Thus it is essential that users of victimization survey data are aware of the
purposes and methods of the data collectors.

Even the decision to do a survey rather than to use official statistics or to
collect data by other means is based on the judgmeit that a survey will provide the
best possible data for the purposes of the survey organizers. The intent of the
original victimization surveys was to fill in information gaps left by crime data

from other sources, as well as to provide an accurate indication of victimization

I s

rates. The victimization surveys in Illinois were conducted under the assumption
that victims are the ones most likely to be aware of specific details concerning the
crirnes that befell them. Thus victimization survey data furnish information on
Yhidden crime" (Doleschal, 1970: crime which does not appear in police or FBI
data), but they also provide more detail about crime incidents from the victim's

point of view than do police reports.

Different surveys, of course, provide different details regarding crimes and
victims. Details frequently provided by surveys and seldom provided by police
statistics include: 1) detailed demographic profiles of victiins, 2) the likelihood of
victunization for various groups in the population, 3) victir-offender relationship
4) victim's attitudes toward crirne, police, and the courts, 5) which crimes are
likely to be reported to the police and by whom, and 6) the costs o crime for the
victim. All these details can produce a more complete picture of crime and the

criminal justice system as they affect citizens.

Victimization surveys, by providing this more complete picture, facilitate
better planning and decision making in the criminal justice system. For example,
plans can be made to decrease preventable crime ., change patterns of reporting,
reduce the costs of crime, and aid high-risk groups in reducing their risk of
victimization. With data from more than one survey conducted at different times
in the same area (and with the same methods), trends in crime and victimization

can be identified, and the impact of crime reduction programs can be evaluated.

It is frequently useful for planners to compare crime and victimization rates
and criminal justice system performance in their area to the rates and performance
of other areas. Comparisons of victimization surveys can be helpful, but great care
must be taken to ensure that the data are comparable, that is, that they measure
the same thing in the same way. Victimization surveys are not directly comparable
unless the data collection methods used are exactly the same. The size of the
community and the time period covered must also be comparable. For instance,
comparing data for Chicago tc data for Peoria would be neither valid nor
informative, since Chicago's population is both much larger and more
heterogeneous. Decisions about Peoria programs based on Peoria data may not be
valid for Chicago programs. Comparing data for Joliet to data for Peoria could, on

the other hand, be helpful to decision makers.




The use of police data in conjunction with victimization survey data can also
be enlightening, but great care must be exercised here too. There are basic
differences between victimization data and police data that prevent direct
comparisons of the two. Police data are counts of reported crimes while survey
data are estimations, based on sample data, of the levels of reported and
unreported crime. Other differences exist in the populations covered and the
method of counting crimes. These and more differences are discussed in Appendix
A to this report. Again, the use of victimization survey data, or any other data,

dernands a knowledge of the purposes and methods of the data's collection.

GENERAL LIMITATIONS TO THE USE
OF VICTIMIZATION SURVEY DATA

Several methodological details common to all victimization surveys limit the
usefulness of the data gathered, and in some cases, weaken the confidence that can
be placed in the data as reliable measures of crime. To begin with, whereas police
data are collected regularly in almost every location, very few cities have been
surveyed, and even fewer have been surveyed more than once. Data from a city
survey can seldom be used to analyze crime in an area within the city (since
allowing for that flexibility in the data would require a larger sample than most
survey organizers can afford) and lack of comparability often excludes the use of

data from one area of a city for the anaiysis of crime in other area

Victimization surveys rely on the honesty and accuracy of memory of the
respondents. Thus survey data may contain errors and fabrications. Victims are
not likely to report crimes in which a friend or family member was the offender, so
all victimization survey data probably underestimate the true number of crimes to
some extent. The respondent's willingness to be interviewed is also necessary, but
in high crime areas this willingness to speak to strangers or to admit a stranger to
one's home is often lacking. While mail surveys can avoid this problem, telephone
and in-person surveys can, as a result of this problem, end up with a victim sample
that does not adequately reflect the number of victims in the population.

All responses to survey interview questions are filtered through the
interpretation of the respondent. Respondents can be expected to perform
differently in interviews depending upon their expectations regarding the
interviewer and the interview and upon their own experiences with crirne. This can
be a source of bias in the data. For instance, one respondent may report an assault
incident and another respondent, whose lifestyle includes many such incidents, may

not consider them to be criminal, and thus would not report them to an interviewer.

Another problem common to victimization surveys is that these surveys do
not measure crime displacement. That is, if a crime reduction program is effective
within its target area, but crime increases in surrounding areas, a survey of the
target area will not detect the increase. This can be a major problem for

evaluation research. Arrest and recidivisrn rates, often necessary components of



LIMITATIONS RESULTING FROM
THE NEEDS OF SURVEY ORGANIZERS

evaluation research, are also not measured by victirnization surveys. Thus, it is

sometimes necessary to supplement victimization survey data with data from other

sources.
Despite their general limitations, victimization surveys provide valuable

information for the purposes mentioned earlier. Some provide more information
than others, due to choices made by the survey organizers about what should be
included in the survey. Ore survey may include rnany crimes, while another may
include only a few. One may include a whole city, while another includes only part
of a city. Again, it is important to know what is included in the data before the
data are used.

Some of the choices facing survey organizers are listed below, along with
soine consequences for the data resulting from these choices. In a later section of
this guide the victimization surveys available for Illinois will be dis. ssed in terms
of the options taken by each survey's organizers, and the resulting strengths in and

limitations to the use of each survey's data.

Crimes Included

The crimes about which respondents are asked, and the amount of crime-
related detaii sought vary with each survey. Surveys are not helpful in uncovering
crimes such as gambling, extortion, and prostitution, in which the victims by
revealing the crime may implicate themselves in another offense. Such a large
sample is necessary to obtain reliable information about rare crimes that rare
crimes are seldom included in surveys. Rape is an exception to this rule,
undoubtedly because it is one of the seven crimes designated by the FBI as Crime
Index offenses.1 Murder, also an Index offense, is almost never included in

victimization surveys for the obvious reason that no victim can be interviewed.

It is seldom efficient to ask detailed questions about a large number of
crimes, since respondents tire and their answers to complex questions asked late in
a lengthy interview may not be reliable. If the purposes of the surveyors demand

knowledge of many variables for multi-variate analysis, a very large sample is

— e s g s

The seven Index crimes are murder and non-negligent manslaughter, rape, robbery,
burglary, aggravated assault, theft, and motor vehicle theft. Attempis to commit
these crimes are included in the Crime Index (though attempted murders are
recorded as aggravated assaults.)




required and personal interviews, rather than a phone or mail survey, may be most

appropriate. (See Interview Types, p. 16.) More research is being done in this area,

but preliminary studies show little difference in results obtained from surveys using
personal interviews and surveys using random digit dialing (Tuchfarber, 1974, and
Klecka, 1976). (See also Sampling Frame, p. 11.)

Reference Period

The number of criminal incidents discovered by a survey depends partly on

the time span for which victims are asked to remember incidents (also known as the

‘reference period).2 Studies have shown that the tendency for a victim to forget an

incident is most marked for the earliest months of a twelve month reference period
(Schneider, 1975). A Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LE. \) study has
shown that respondents asked to recall victimizations in the last twelve months
most accurately recall incidents that occurred in the six months immediately
preceding the interview (LEAA, 1972).

Another cause of bias in survey data results from this fallibility of
respondents' memories. Studies have shown tendencies for respondents to bring
forward, into the time span covered by the survey, events that occurred before that
time span, and to bring events forward within that time span, (Schneider, 1975).
This tendency is called telescoping and attémpts have been made to control its
affect on the data. The naticnal surveys conducted by the Census Bureau for LEAA
utilized a method called bounding in which all respondents are interviewed ard then
re-interviewed six months later. Only those events reported in the second
interview that were not reported in the first are counted. This method does not,
however, control for within reference period telescoping, and it greatly increases
survey costs. Furthermore, the extent to which telescoping affects data has not

yet been completely explored. The Bureau of the Census has found instances of

—— e, >

2Data users should be aware that a survey reference period may not be the same as

the time for which the survey is issued. For instance, the Joliet and Peoria
surveys for the "year" 1976 have a reference period of six months, May through
October, 1976.
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underreporting of crimes using "reverse record checks" (Skogan, 1976 b), in which
victirns of crimes recorded by police are interviewed and the results checked

against police records.3

It should be noted here that crirne rates may vary in different months of the
year. Traditional wisdom has it that crime rates are highest in hot summer months,
and higher in December than in other winter months. Thus it is not possible to
multiply by two data from a survey with a six month reference period to obtain
valid crime rates for a full year., LEAA has commissioned further studies to
determine the optimum reference period, and to determine if the accuracy gained
by using repeated surveys with six month reference periods, instead of one survey

with a twelve month referent, is worth the additional cost.

Respondents

Ideally, every individual who might have been victimized within the survey's
target area will be interviewed. Conducting these interviews is an expensive
proposition, however. Then, too, while children may be victims, they may not be
able to provide reliable responses to interview questions, and special interviewer
care and training would be necessary to avoid further traumatizing a victimized
child.

In practice it is usually sufficient to question a sample of the adult members
of the target population. For information on burglary, household larceny, motor
vehicle theft and other crimes in which an entire household can be called the
victim, interviewing one responsible adult in the household is sufficient. However,
one member of each household cannot provide reliable data for all other members
for personal crimes such as rape, robbery, and assault. Each adult or a sample of

the adults should be interviewed when these crimes are in question.

For commercial crimes, interviewing one knowledgeable member of each of

the firms in the sample is all that's necessary.

3The National Crime Surveys used reverse record checks in pretest surveys, such
as the San Jose pretest, to determine what reliability of reporting can be expected
in victimization surveys. The reverse record checks indicated that assaults and
personal thefts were underreported to surveys, particularly when the offender was
relat)ed or well known to the victim (Panel for the Evaluation of Crime Surveys,
1976).
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Sampling Frame

Victimization surveys are almost all sample surveys. The reliability of the
data depends in part on how well the sample represents the target population. The
target population is defined according to the purposes of the survey. It may include
all individuals at risk of being victimized in some geographic location, all

businesses within some location, all clients of some program, or some other group.

The sampling frame is the list of units in the population from which the
sample units are chosen. For example, a list of driver's license numbers can be
used to select a sample of adults in a state, or real estate tax records can be used
to select a sample of households in a state or smalier area, For a pl ne survey, a
list of numbers in use can be obtained from the phone company. If a program is
being evaluated, a list of clients of the prograin may be a sufficient sampling

frame.

The sampling frame should not, however, systematically exclude any group of
people in the target population with a rate of victimization (or reporting, if the
survey's purpose is to discover reporting behavior) significantly different from the
rate for the rest of the target population. Since these rates are often unknown
prior to the survey, and remain unknown for groups excluded from the survey, the

sampling frame should be checked for completeness.

Driver's license lists will exclude all non-drivers and those under driving age;
tax records will exclude non-residents of the target location, and may exclude non-
owners of property and individuals not permanently attached to a residence.
(Young, black males are notably represented in this last group). Telephone
directories will exclude households with no phone, new subscribers, and unlisted
numbers, but will list business as well as home phones. If any of these excluded
groups has a higher rate of victimization than the rest of the target population, the
rates discovered by the survey will underestimate the true victimization rate. If
the excluded group has a lower rate of victimization than the general target

population, the survey will overestimate victimization rates.

>
.
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Studies have shown that since approximately ninety percent of the households
in the U.S. had phones in 1976 the exclusion of no phone homes from the sampling
frame is usually not a cause of serious error (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1974 :
501; Powell and Klecka, 1976). However, in some rural areas the number of no
phene homes is still high., Since homes with no phone are likely to be low income
homes, which may have a higher victimization rate than high income homes, a
phone survey in an area with a large percentage of no phone homes may discover
artificially low victimization rates. Hence, anyone analyzing phone survey data

should be aware of the number of no phone homes in the target area.

New phone subscribers and unlisted numbers, which together may account for
ten to thirty percent of the subscribers in any area (LEAA, 1977), are also not
available from the telephone directory. Excluding this large a portion of the
population from the sampling frame, with no knowledge of the relation.nip between
being a new subscriber or having an unlisted number and victimization, reduces the

confidence that can be placed in estimates based on the survey data.

Sampling frames can sometimes be combined in order to include all groups in
the target population. For example, housing census records have been combined
with lists of new building permits to produce a comprehensive sample of
households. The expense of constructing a inore thorough sampling frame must,
however, be balanced against the expected increase in accuracy of the survey
estimates. If some group has been excluded from the sampling frame (as is
commonly true of victims who are not residents of the target location), or
underrepresented in the sampling frame, any interpretation of the survey results

must make note of the exclusion or underrepresentation.
Sample Selection

The best way to insure that the sample is representative of the target
population is through random selection of sample units from the sampling frame.
(In fact, some statistics useful in data analysis demand data from a random
sample.) Random sampling means simply that each unit has an equal chance of
being included in the sample, and that selection of one unit does not affect the
selection probability of another unit. Occasionally for ease in sample selection, or
for analysis purposes, clusters of sample units are defined within the sampling

frame, and then sample units are randomly chosen within these clusters.
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Random digit dialing is a technique which can provide a comprehensive
random sample for phone surveys. Three digit prefixes in use in the target area are
combined with randomly generated four digit numbers to produce the random
sample, In some areas, some prefixes control more phone numbers than do other
prefixes. When this is the case it is better to randomiy choose both the prefix and

the four digit suffix to form the sample.

At times strict random sampling is not feasible. If a good sampling frame
does not exist, if response rate is expected to be very low, or if the response rate
for some group within the target population is expected to be much lower than the
general response rate, other sampling methods have been employed. To insure a
sufficient number of cases for analysis, some surveys have employed random
sampling and then, for each case in which no response can be obtained, a
replacement case is randomly selected. To insure that a hard to loca. . or hard to
interview group is sufficiently represented, quota sampling is sometimes used.
Quotas are established for groups within the target population (e. g., age-sex-race
groups, residence type groups, or groups of victims for each crime type), according
to the proportion of the target population each group represents. Interviews are
conducted until the quotas are filled. Estimates based on data from these non-

random samples are not as reliable as random sample based estimates.

Sample Size

Some error in estimates based on sample data is unavoidable. This error,
called sampling error, results from the fact that the estimate is based on sample
data, not data for the entire population. Other samples drawn from the same
population can be expected to result in slightly different estimates. The larger the

sample is, the smaller will be the sampling error.

The standard error of the estimate, a statistic based on the size of the sample
and the size of the estimate, is a measurement of sampling error. Given this
standard error, a confidence interval can be found by adding the standard error to,
and subtracting the standard error from the sample estimate. Estimates based on
other samples of the same size drawn from the same population will fall within this
range a certain percent of the time (i.e., for a certain percent of the samples).u

——— . ey s

aPlease refer to the bibliography for the titles of statistics textbooks that cover
standard error of the estimate and confidence intervals more thoroughly.
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With this confidence interval, data analysts can judge the precision of the sample
estimates (e.g., estimated victirnization rates), and know with a specified amount
of confidence the range in which actual population values (e.g., actual

victiinization rates) fall.

A frequent problem for victimization surveys is identifying enough victims to
provide sufficient data for analysis. (Surveys of known victims don't suffer from
this problem, but surveys to determine the amount of crime in an area do.) Serious
crimes are rare events and a large sample is needed to uncover these crimes. The
more rare the crime, the larger the sample must be. For the National Crime
Surveys of eight cities, for example, 165,346 individuals in 77,500 households were
interviewed. An average of one personal criine was discovered for every seven
interviews, but most (58%) of those crimes were larcenies with no contact hetween
the victim and the offender. Half of those larcenies were eitht attempts or
resulted in a loss of less than twenty-five dollars. Completed aggravated assaults
were discovered in an average of one in 195 interviews and completed rapes showed

up, on the average, in one in 1,900 interviews (LEAA, 1977 : 16-17).

Problems of non-response (respondents who refuse to be'interviewed, can't be
located at home, fail to return questionnaires, etc.) plague victirn surveys as they
do other surveys. Samples must initially be sufficiently large so that enough data
can he gathered despite the attrition due fo non-response. Non-response is an
especially grave problem for phone surveys, since the sampling frame usually
contains many phone numbers that belong to businesses or are not in service. For
the Joliet and Peoria survey, for example, 22,000 telephone numbers were randomly
chosen in order to complete 10,000 interviews ( Abt Associates, 1978). Non-
response is an equally serious problem for mail surveys, and as the complexity of
the questionnaire increases, the number of questionnaires completed and returned
drops (Miller, 1970).

Few surveys are done to determine only the number and types of crimes that
have occurred. Most also include questions probing the specifics of the crime (e.g.,
time of day and place of occurrence) and demographic information on the victim.
Samples must be large enough that, when cases are categorized, there will be

enough cases in the categories to draw reliable conclusions.
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The danger lies in generalizing from very few cases in a sample category to
large groups in the general population. Say, for example, that a sample is
composed of one of every ten households in the population, and that interviewing
reveals one sample case of household burglary in an elderly person's home during
the night. Because of the possibility of sampling error, that one sample burglary
cannot be assumed to represent ten night burglaries of the elderly in the population
unless the sample is very large and the sanpling error is thus very small. If that
same survey found instead five night burglaries of the elderly more confidence
could be placed in the sample estimate (five burglaries) and thus in the extension of
that estimate to the population (around fifty burglaries). The sampling error, as
measured by the standard error of the estimate, would be larger than it would be
for one burglary, but the coefficient of variation, the ratio of the st= lard error of

the estimate to the estimate, would be smaller, signaling a more precise estimate.

In summary, to reduce sampling error and to increase the number of crirmes in
categories of interest (which also reduces the possibility of error), a large sample is
desirable. Again, crirnes are rare events and the time and expense of polling a very

large sample must be balanced against gains in accuracy.

Most tmportantly, anyone analyzing data collected in victimization surveys
for Illinois must be aware of the relationships between sample estimates, sample
size, standard <.cror of the estimate, confidence intervals, and the coefficient of
variation. No generalizations about population values (crime rates, reporting rates,

etc.) should be made unless those factors are taken into account.
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Interview Types: In-Person, Mail,

and Telephone

In the previous discussion of sampling frames it became apparent that some
frames introduce bias into survey results. But the choice of sampling frame is
often dictated by the type of interview employed. For example, phone surveys
frequently use randomly generated lists of phone numbers. The type of interview
can also dictate other methodological choices that may in turn limit the usefulness
of the data gathered. Each interview type has certain advantages too. The
interview types, their advantages and disadvantages are listed below. At present
there are no mail surveys available for Illinois. Information on mail surveys is

included here for possible future reference.
Mail Questionnaires

Mail questionnaires suffer from the lowest response rates among all survey
types. » While a sixty percent response rate is generally the minimum acceptable
level, response rates of forty-five percent and below are not uncommon (LEAA,
1977 : 19). Such low response rates cast doubt on the representativeness oi the
data. Anyone using mail survey data should check to be sure that respondents are

not significantly different from non-respondents in any way.

Mail surveys should not be used to ask complex questions which may be
misunderstood by the respondent, since monitoring the understanding of
respondents is impossible. (Of course, questionnaires for all three types of
interviews should be pretested to discover and eliminate ambiguous questions.)
Mail surveys are not amenable to large numbers of questions either, since response

rate and reliability of the data both decline with the number of questions asked.

On the other hand, mail questionnaires require no interviewers and thus they
require no interviewer training and are not sensitive to interviewer-introduced bias.
They are likely to reach people not often at home, and they eliminate any concern

about sending interviewers into dangerous neighborhoods.

The most positive aspect of mail surveys is their low cost, but analysts of
mail survey data should be sure that data reliability and validity have not been

sacrificed in the interest of low costs.
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Telephone Interviews

Questions of bias in data from phone interviews have been addressed in the
"Sampling Frame" section of this guide. To a large extent, except in areas with a
large percentage of no phone homes, these questions can be settled with careful

construction of the sampling frame, and the use of random digit dialing.

While phone surveys do introduce the possibility of interviewer bias, they also
allow for monitoring of interviews which can control or at least measure the
effects of this type of bias.

Traditionally it has been felt that phone surveys must be limited to no more
than a few simple questions to gather reliable data. However, research has been
conducted recently using, in a phone survey, a long series of rather complex
questions previously used in National Crime Surveys in-person interviews.
Preliminary results show few differences from the in-person results in the
respondents and in the responses (Tuchfarber, 1974; Klecka, 1976).

Response rates are usually better in phone surveys than in mail surveys,
signaling better representation of the target population by the data gathered.
Phone survey costs are greater than mail survey costs, but still far less than the
costs of an in-person survey. If the questionnaire and sampling frame are well
constructed, data from phone interviews should be both useful and reliable.

In-Person Interviews

In person interviews cost more in time and money than any other type of
survey. They usually also produce the best response rate, and are well suited for
long series of complex questions. Like other survey types they require a
comprehensive sampling frame from which the sample should be randonly chosen.

Interviewer-introduced bias can be a problem with in-person interviews,
making interviewer training especially important. There are risks associated with
sending interviewers into high crime neighborhoods, and locating respondents at
hoime and gaining respondent cooperation can at times be difficult. While these are
largely problems for original data collectors, in so far as they affect the validity of
the data collected they are also problems for those wishing to do secondary
analyses of the data. For example, people who are hard to locate or otherwise
difficult to interview may also be people with high victimization rates. If they are
left out of the sample, data gathered from the sample will be biased.

18
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Coding Schemes and Recoding

To process data gathered in a victimization survey, researchers assign a brief
numeric or alphabetic code to the responses to each question. This coding creates
categories for easier analysis. Some coding schemes, such as the coding for age,
are relatively straightforward. Other coding systems, such as coding that specifies

the definitions of crimes, may pose problems for future users of the data.

Most discussions of crime center on the offenses, but victimization surveys
emphasize the victims. It is easy for differences in the coding of crime type: in
victimization studies to go unnoticed. Crime coding in the lllincis surveys is not
consistent, and thus data are not exactly comparable across these surveys. For
example, the Joliet and Peoria surveys report "aggravated" and "other" assaults,
but they do not report attempts separately from completions. "Aggravated"
assaults here are attacks invelving either a weapon or an injury requiring medical
attention, or both, and "other" assaults inciude all assaults which do not fit the
"aggravated" category. Assault in this survey includes the legal concept of battery.
In the Region 20 survey, on the other hand, "assaults" and "batteries" are separate
categories. "Assaults" are threats of harm or attacks with a weapon, including
attempts. "Battery" is an assault involving injury requiring medical attention, with
or without a weapon present, and includes attempts. Note that the difference
between an attempted battery and an assault is not clear in the Region 20 data.
For other Illinois surveys the number and names of codes given to the general
category of assault offenses differ from the above coding schemes and from each
other.5 Again, this indicates the importance of the data user's familiarity with the

way that data were gathered and the exact definitions used by the data collectors.

Crime coding in victimization surveys also differs from police coding of
offenses. For example, in Illinois law assault involves causing someone to believe
he or she will be battered or harmed in some manner, and is coded in the following
categories : 1) Aggravated : Firearm, 2) Aggravated: Knife or Cutting Instrument,
3) Aggravated : Other Dangerous Weapon, 4#) Aggravated : Hands, Fists, Feet, etc.

gy . o e, o .

5The Crime Rates Workbook, a December, 1977 publication of the Illinois

Statistical Analysis Center lists the exact definitions for all offenses used by each
of the Illinois surveys.




19

(with intent to inflict great bodily harm), and 5) Simple Assault. All assaults of
public officials are considered aggravated assaults in Illinois law. Note, however,
that only the threat of harm is necessary for an offense to be an assault here. No
concept of any actual harm is included in the law; but in practice assault is often

confused with battery, and is a crime classification that is differentially applied in
local police agencies.

Because crimne definitions differ, and for the reasons discussed in Appendix A
to this guide, police and survey data are not directly comparable. Rather both can
be used as separate and different pieces of evidence (resulting from very different

methods of measuring crime) of the type and number of crimes in an area.

Whether a data user wants to compare data across surveys, use survey data in
conjunction with police data, or use survey data alone for a purpose o.ner than the
purpose of the original surveyors, it may be necessary to recode the data.
Recoding is the process of combining categories of data into other categories which
suit the needs of the user. For example, in order to address the problem of assaults
in the Joliet and Peoria surveys and in the Region 20 surve, s, recoding would be
necessary. One would have to combine the categories "aggravated" and "other"
assaults in the former surveys, and comnbine "assault" and "battery" in the latter
survey in order to obtain roughly consistent data on assaults. A demonstration of
the recoding of National Crime Surveys crime types to approximate Iliinois
Uniform Crime Reports Index crines appears in Appendix B.

P
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Terminology

Terminology can be a problem for users of some victimization survey
documents. Some terms are unique to victimization surveys, and others have
special meanings when used in the survey context. Some of these problem terms
and their connotations are listed below. Data users are urged to consult survey
glossaries when they are provided, since definitions may vary slightly among
surveys, and may not be comparable with common criminal justice data usage.
These terms are introduced here because the way in which the events or persons
denoted by these terms are counted affects the number of events or persons

recorded in the data, and may cause bias in the data.
Victirnization and Incident

Distinguishing victimizations from incidents is important. In most studies the
number of victimizations is greater than the number of incidents because more
than one victim may be involved in a particular incident. When two people are

robbed in one incident, two victimizations have occurred.

Rates

A crime rate is basically a fraction that represents the number cf crimes in
relation to a base figure, usually a population estimate. Rates are most often
expressed in incidences of the numerator per hundred thousand incidences of the
denominator. For instance, a homicide rate of .5 means that there have been 1.5
homicides for every one hundred thousand people in the population at risk. A
victimization rate, on the other hand, represents the number of victims in relation

to a base figure, the number of units in the population at risk.

This base figu. & will differ, in both crime and victimization rates, according
to whether the crime is against a person, household, or commercial establishment.
At times calculations of rates have been criticized for using a base figure that is
inappropriate (Skogan, 1976c : 173-180). For instance, the victimization rate for
motor vehicle theft is usually calculated for the number of households, but a more
appropriate base would be the number of registered motor vehicles, since some
communities have fewer motor vehicles per household than others. Thus,
calculating victimization rates for motor vehicle thefts per registered raotor
vehicle yields a more realistic indicator of the occurrence within the population at
risk. Survey data users should note what base figure has been used to calculate

crime and victimization rates so that the meaning of the rates is clear.
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Offender

The term offender may be another source of confusion, particularly for those
in law enforcement. Offender is used loosely in victimization surveys and should be
considered comparable with the term suspect, except that the victim rather than

someone from a criminal justice agency makes the determination.
Single and Multiple Offenders

National Crime Surveys data are occasionally reported for single and multiple
offenders separately. Single refers to one offender and multiple means two or
more offenders; it does not refer to an individual who has committed several

offenses. All other Illinois surveys combine data for single and multiple offenders.

Known, Known to Victim, Not Stranger and Non-Stranger

A known offen” r is a suspect who was seen by or could be identified by the
victim. (This is not a known offender in the sense of a suspect with a previous
record.) Known to victim, not stranger and non-stranger are synonymous with
known offender. It should alsc be noted that whereas the DuaLabs reports on the
National Crime Surveys use the terms "known by sight", "well known", etc., the
U.S. Department of Justice reports on the same surveys use the term non-stranger
to represent the combined responses to questions regarding the extent to which the

victim knew the offender.®
Muitiple Victimization and Series Victimization

A mutltiple victimization refers to more than one victirnization of the same
victim at different times within the survey's reference period. The oifenses
making up the multiple victimization need not be of the same type., A series
victimization or series incident is a group of three or nore very similar incidents,
occurring within the time frame covered by the survey, which the victim is unable
to report separately in detail. The decision to code events as relayed by the
respondent as a series incident or as independent single incidents is left to the

interviewer.

6See list of data sources in Appendix C.
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Counting Schemes

Survey interviewers record their interpretations of events as related by
victims. These recorded interpretations are the survey data. In order to bring
soine consistency to the interpretations, that is,so that the same or like events will
be recorded the same way by different interviewers, counting schemes are
developed by the survey organizers. These schemes for counting victims and

crimes vary froin survey to survey.

Some surveys differentiate between an individual victirn and a household as a
victimized unit. Victims of personal crimes such as rape or robbery are tallied
separately from households victimized by crimes such as burglary in which the
entire household can be said to be the victim. Other surveys make no such
differentiation, adding persons and h(;useholds together to get a total victimization

figure.

Since victimization surveys are especially interested in victims, most (but not
all) surveys count each victim of every crime. That is, if four people are robbed in
one incident, one crime and four victims are recorded. For some surveys every
crime reported to the interviewer is also counted. For other -surveys, however,
every reported crime is not recorded and counted. Sorne counting schemes dictate
that if more than one crime occurs during the same incident only the most serious
crime will be counted.7 For example, if a victim is assaulted and robbed in one
incident only one crime, the robbery, will be recorded in the data. Since the
counting scheme affects the total volume of crimes recorded in the data, it is
important to know how crimes are counted, that is, what universe the data are

reflecting.

A series incident is a group of three or more very similar crimes occurring to
the same victim within the tirme span covered by the survey which the victim

cannot fully describe individually. For instar~e, if a man is assaulted in four very

7The order of seriousness used is the order established by the FBI for Index Crimes.
(These are the criines most frequently included in surveys.) The FBI's order of
seriousness is, from most to least serious: murder, rape, robbery, burglary,
aggravated assault, theft and motor vehicle theft. This practice of counting only
the most serious offense is used by police and reflected in police data.
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similar incidents and cannot recall the details of each incident, he has been the
victim of one series assault incident. Some surveys count each incident in the
series.  IFor the example above these surveys would record four assaults. Other
surveys differentiate series crimes from other crimes and tally them separately.
These surveys would count the assaults in the above exanple as one series assault
incident. This one series assault would be added to other series assaults to get a
total number of series assaults; series assaults are not in this case combined with
other assaults to reach a total number of assaults. Still other surveys differentiate
between series incidents and other crimes, but tally them together. This last group
would count the four assaults in the example as one series assault incident, but this
one incident would be added to the total for all other assaults. Clearly, surveys
that do not count each crime within a series undercount the true number of crimes

occurring.

The interviewee may not recall the exact number and dates of incidents
within a series and it is this situation that suggested the series coding scheme.
Nevertheless, it is noteworthy that the decision to code events as a seriés rather
than as single incidents is made by the interviewer. Since coding the single
incidents involves three or more times as many questions as series coding, there
may be some temptation to code more incidents as series than inight actually be
called series incidents. This type of interviewer error in classifying incidents will

cause error in the da‘ca..8

Incident totals and crime rates are not the only figures affected by series
coding schemes. Since each series is coded as one victimization, the total number
of victims and victimization rates are also affected. In summary, when series
incidents are counted as one rather than as several single incidesits, the numbers of
crimes and of victimms will be underestimated, whether or not series data are

combined with single incident data.

8The Panel for the Evaluation of Crime Surveys (Eidson Penick, 1976 : 174) roted

that a thirty percent drop in the number of series incidents from 1973 to 1974
probably indicates that this type of error did exist in the National Crime Surveys
1973 national data, but the error was controlled in the later survey. Explicit
interviewer instructions for botn these surveys discourage the use of the series
device for the interviewer's convenience.

s
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Weighting”

Weighting allows accurate estimates of a population's crime and victimization
rates to be counted. Most (but not all) survey reports present weighted rather than
raw sample data. Weighting means that each case in the sample is multiplied by
the inverse of the selection propability for each case, also called the basic weight.
Thus, if one out of eighty units in the population is included in the sample, then the
basic weight for units in that sample is eighty.

Weighting can also be used to manipulate a sample's demographic distribution
so that it more closely resembles the demographic distribution of the population.
Data from portions of the population underrepresented in the sample can be given
more weight prior to multiplication by the basic weight. For ~xample, if 43
Orientals are included in a sample of 1,000 people taken from a population which is
5 percent Oriental, data gathered from the 43 Orientals can be multiplied by a
weight of 1.16, i.e.,-’-O-j-ZE(B-l—O-O—O-. Data gathered from Orientals would then represent
5 percent of the sample data. By the same token, data drawn from portions of the
population overrepresented in the sample can be given a weight less than one. This
decreases their weight in the sample and makes the data more representative of

the population.

Some surveys utilize different basic weights for persons, for households and

for personal crime incidents. These different weights allow more accurate

estimation of personal and household crime and victimization rates. Adjustments
can be made in these basic weights to allow for non-interview'© and to bring the

sample demographic distribution closer to the distribution of the population (as
described above.)

This discussion is intended only as a brief overview of weighting procedures in

victirnization surveys. For a more comprehensive description of the procedures
used to produce final tabulation weights, consult: NCS Handbook and Guide to the

Tape Files, the Census Bureau's NCS Survey Documentation, or the other
mdmaual survey reports.

10 . . . \ .
Non-interview is the term used to denote failure to secure data for a unit that is

a member of a designated sample. In a sample of households, this could be due to
a unit being demolished, under construction, vacant,etc.
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The difference between person weight and household weight is that in the
former the basic weight is determined by the number of persons in the population,
and in the latter, the basic weight is determined by the number of households in the
population. A personal crime incident has the weight of the reporting person (1)
divided by the number of victims involved in that particular incident. Therefore, a
personal crime incident weight is calculated by dividing the basic person weight by

the total number of victims involved in personal crime incidents.

To estimate the number of incidents of or victimizations by a household
crime, sample data should be multiplied by the household weight. To determine
victirnizations by a personal crime, sample victim data for that crime should be
multiplied by the person weight. To calculate personal crime incidents, sample
data on the total reported incidents should be multiplied by the personal crime

incident weight.

Anyone using survey data must know if the data have been weighted and how
they were weighted, or mistakes in interpretation will occur. Users should also
note where unweighted sample cases are too few to produce reliable estimates.11
This situation is common, even with large samples, when data are separated into
more than two categories, but it is difficult to spot when data have been weighted.
For example, if sample cases of a victimization survey are cross-tabulated
(separated into categories) by crime type and sex, a few mals victims of forcible
rape are likely to be found. Estimates of victimizations calculated for this group
based on these data will be unreliable, even though the weighted data show large

numbers of male rape victirns, strictly due to weighting.

——— e

“See the discussion of sampling error in the "Sample Size" section of this guide.
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THE ILLINOIS SURVEYS

Available surveys providing victimization data for some part of Illinois are
described below. Please note that these are general summaries of what data are
available, and of the methodologies used to gather the data. The cautions that
should be observed in dealing with data from all victimization surveys will not be
addressed again here, but limitations to the use of survey data that result from the
methodology used in a particular survey will be noted. More information is

available in the individual survey reports, which are listed in Appendix C.

Some of the surveys mentioned here were taken some years ago. In that
crime and victimization patterns are liable to change over time, conclusions based
on the analysis of older data should be considered to apply only tentatively to the

present until they can be supported by more recent data.

The National Crime Surveys' Chicago Surveys

The National Crime Panel Program of the Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration (LEAA) involved many surveys. Table | shows the organization of
the program, the surveys undertaken, and the huge number of interviews conducted.
Given the U. S. Census Bureau's organization for and experience with surveys,
LEAA contracted with them to conduct the surveys. Pre-test surveys were taken
and their results analyzed. The methodology employed and described below
benefited frem adjustments made as a result of the pre-tests. The National Crime
Panel is an on-going program, with its methodology continually under review by
LEAA.

Major goals of the research included taking a measurement of crime
independent of police reports, sut just as importantly these surveys are designed to
discover patterns and trends in crime and victimization in the U. S., and citizen

attitudes toward crime.

The commercial and household surveys of Chicago conducted in 1973 and 1975
were a part of this prograin. Data are presently available only for the National
Crime Surveys (NCS) household samples. Thus the commercial victimization

studies will not be discussed in detail here.

Data are available in the form of published reports froin LEAA, and computer

data tapes are available from the Criminal Justice Archive and Information
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TABLE 1

OVERVIEW OF THE NATIONAL CRIME PANEL PROGRAM

l LEAA NATIONAL CRIME PANEL PROTGRAYN

NATIONAL CHIME SURVEYS

NATIONAL SAMPLE

{enginuing survey of
12 000 hivuseholds)

CITIES SAMPLE
{ons tune survey of
12,400 households

in each of the cities
below)

*Cities rointerviowed in 1975,

Atlanta
Baltimore
Cleveland
Dallas
Denver
Newark
Partland,Ore.
St. Louis

COMMERCIAL VICTIMIZATION SURVEYS

(contiruing sample of
15,200 business csta-

NATIONAL SAMPLE

blishments)

1973 LARGEST CITIES® 1974 CITIES
Chicago Boston
Detroit Buffalo
Los Anoeles Cincinnati
New York Houston
Philadelphia Miami

Milwaulkee
Minnespolis
New Orleans
Oakland
Pittshurg
San Diego

Sun Francisco
Washington, D.C.

Files are currently available for the National Crime Surveys only. Files
from the Commercial Victimization Surveys will be prepared during the
coming months and should be available soon.

I 1972 IMPACT CITIES®

CITIES SAMPLE
{one-time surveys of
2,000 bustress esta-

blishments in each of
the cities below)
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Network. (See list of data sources for address.) In addition, the Census Bureau can
produce computer tapes to the user's specifications (and within the limits of
privacy laws), but the cost of this service can be high. Dual.abs, Inc. was entrusted
by LEAA with the task of making the great volumes of data collected suitable for
public access, and when they completed this data management task, the computer
tapes of the victim (incident) sample data and of the attitude data from the entire
sample were made accessible through the Criminal Justice Archive at the

University of Michigan.

" Data Available

Each member of the household sample was asked screening questions to
identify the victims of crime. A number of demographic facts were also obtained
from every member of the sample. These facts include, among other things, age,
race, sex, marital status, and employment status. Identified victims of the
personal crimes of rape (which in this survey includes homosexual rape and the rape
of a wife by a husband), robbery, assault, and theft from a person, and victims of
household theft and motor vehicle theft were asked additional questions regarding
the details of the crirne. Details sought included the costs of the crime to the
victim in terms of medical expenses, time lost from work and property loss,
recovery and insurance coverage. The offender's relationship to the victim, the

weapons or force used, and whether the police were notified were also determined.

Frorn the household sample a sub-sample was chosen. All sub-sample
members were at least sixteen years old. This sub-sample was given an attitude
questionnaire probing fear of crime, attitudes toward the police, and life-style

adjustments made to avoid crirme.
Reference Period

Each of the Chicago surveys had a twelve month reference period. Questions
asked in 1973 refer to the calendar year 1972 and questions asked in 1975 refer to
1974. No attempt at bounding was made, so some crimes which occurred before or
after the reference period may he included in the data, On the other hand, due to
the length of the reference period, it is probable that some crimes occurring early
in 1972 and 1974 were forgotten by the respondents and thus are not included in the
data, As mentioned before, reverse record checks were used in copjunction with
the pre-tests in part to measure the effects of memory loss on the data. The
effects of telescoping are still being explored,
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Respondents

All respondents were residents of the city of Chicago at least twelve years of
age. Residents of institutions were, however, excluded from the sample. One
responsible adult from each household was chusen to respond to all questions
regarding household crimes. Every member of the household was questioned
regarding personal crimes. The ill or very elderly, non-English speaking

respondents, and on occasion twelve and thirteen year olds were interviewed by

proxy.
Sampling

The Census Bureau cinployed its 1970 Census of Housing as the primary
sampling frame for both Chicago surveys.12 Separate samples were drawn for 1973
and 1975 interviewing. A supplementary sample was drawn in each sampling year
from lists of houses constructed since 1970. Group quarters and vacant houses

appear in both sampling frames.

One objection to this sampling frame frequently advanced is that non-
residents victimized within the city are not included. At the same time, data on
crimes against city residents that occurred outside the city are included (but can be
identified), As a consequence these Jata cannot be strictly interpreted to be
Chicago crime and victimization patterns. Rather they represent the victimization

patterns of Chicago residents.

Another objection to this sample has been that individuals not permanently
attached to a household are not included. This problem is common to all surveys
with sampling based on the housing census, but as yet only rough estimates are

available of the error this problem causes in the data.

Households on the census list were stratified according to available census
data: family size, family income, owned or rented dwelling, and race of head of
household. Vacant households were stratified according to rental or property value,

and group quarters formed a separate stratum. From this stratified list a random

sample of households was drawn.

——— e

12Samples for the commercial victimization surveys were selected in quite a
different manner. A sample was randomly drawn of a number of areas within the
city. Enumerators were sent to list all visible businesses (except government
offices and institutions) within these areas. The sample to be interviewed was
then chosen from this list.

m
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Twelve thousand. households were in the sample for each of the Chicago
surveys. Screening these households produced a sample of 5,493 cases (household or
personal victims) for 1972, 6,592 cases for 1974.

Interview Type

Interviews were conducted in person when possible. Approximately twenty-
five percent of the interviews could not be conducted in person and were taken
over the phone. At least one interview was obtained for ninety-five percent of the
households with an eligible respondent. In total, ninety-eight percent of all eligible
household members were interviewed in households where interviews were
conducted (LEAA, 1977).

Coding

Pre-test surveys showed that respondents often confuse legal definitions of
crimes. They may say they've been robbed, for example, when legally they've been
burglarized. For the NCS surveys, therefore, screening questions were constructed
using the attributes of the crimes rather than the legal names. For example, one of
the questions used to identify victims of robberies is, "Did anyone take anything

directly from you by using force, such as by a stick-up, mugging or threat?"

Answers to all questions dealing with a certain crime's attributes can be
combined (recoded) to determine the number, type, and circumstances of all legally
defined crimes of that type that have occurred. One advantage of this type of
coding is that answers can also be recoded, according to the needs of the analyst,
to fit categories other than legal definitions. Crimes or victimizations can be
studied in such categories as incidents involving the use of force, those involving

the use of a gun, those in which the victim knew the offender, etc.
Counting Schemes

Each victim who reported a crime was counted as one victimization, ind each
crime was counted as one incident, except in series crimes and multiple offenses.
Crimes occurring in a series were counted together as one incident, with one
victimization per individual victim involved in the crimes. Series incident data
were never combined with data for single incidents. Series data were published

separately and appear separately on the computer tapes as well.
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This treatment of series incidents does cause a bias in both the victimization
and the incident data. Series incidents must involve at least three, and may involve
as many as eleven crimes (Eidson Penick, 1976: 175). Hence, even if series data
(counting each series as one incident) are added to single incident data, the total
number of crimes and victiins will still be underestimated. Some indication of the
size of the error resulting from this bias appears on Table 2, A total of 40,800
series incidents were discovered in the 1974 survey, representing 5.3 percent of the
total of series plus single incidents. If that 40,800 is multiplied by the conservative
estimate or three crimes per series, the total number of series crimes becomes
122,400, 16.1 percent of the total of series plus single crimes. Since series crime
and victimization data are published separately, they are easily overlooked. Any
analysis of NCS data, and especially analyses comparing NCS data to data from
other sources, must account for series as well as single incident data.

To prevent overestimating the number of crimes, crimes (including series
crimes) against two or more victims were counted as the reciprocal of the number

of victims. Hence, a crime against two victims was called one-half an incident per
victim.

For multiple offenses (more than one type of crime occurring in one incident)
only the most serious crime was counted. This counting scheme corresponds to that
used in all police data, but not in all surveys.,

Weighting

A complex system of weights was used by the Census Bureau to generalize
rates from the sample data to the population of Chicago. These weights included
non-response  weights and basic weights for personal incidents, personal
victimizations, and household incidents and victimizations. All tables in © AA and

Census Bureau publications, and all data on publicly available computer tapes
present weighted data.
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TABLE 2

BFFECTS, ON PERCENTAGH OF VICTIMIYATICNS WHICH ARL SERIES

or ADJUSTMENT (x3) IN NUMBPR or VICTIMIZ TION
(Chlcaqo, 1972 and 1974)

Percent of Victimizations Which Were Seriesb
{(unadjusted)

Series 6.8%
N=44,900

Series 5,3%
N=40,800

N\

Single 93.2%
N=0604,600
Total N=0(53,500

\

Single 94.7%
N=636,300
Total N=677,100

Percent of Victimizations Which Were Seriesb
(adjusted %3)

Series 18.1%

\N=134,700 N=122,400

Sinale 72.9%
N=608,600
Total N=743,300

Single 84.93%
4-636,300
Total N=753,700

Source ; Crxmlnal Victimization Surveys, ln Chlcaqo Dctroxt Los Anfele:

dnw York ancl Phxladelphxn _A Comnarx son of 1977 and nd 1974

.................

E}Pﬂ}nﬁﬁa pp. 13 an?l 121

Data valabted for persan and heu s o not ineclude commersial
victitlzations) .
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The National Crime Surveys' National

Survey - Illinois Sample

National Crime Surveys were conducted for 1973, 1974, 1975 and 1976 by the
Census Bureau for LEAA as part of the National Crime Panel Program. (See again
Table 1.) The ten most populous states received summaries of the information

collected within their states for 1974, 1975, and 1976.13 Illinois was among these
states.

The national survey sample was randomly selected from the U.S. population
as a whole, and thus it reflects U.S. population demographics. All state summary
data from the national surveys were re-weighted to reflect the demographic
composition of the states. Luckily, the distribution of [llinois demographics is
roughly comparable to that of the nation so weights used.for demographic re-
weighting or Illinois data are not much smaller or larger than one. Thus, the lllinois
data are not greatly distorted by this re-weighting process.

Iinois data from these national surveys are particularly valuable in that
LEAA is not funding any statewide surveys of crime. Such surveys are expensive
and in all likelihood will not be attempted without LEAA funding. Hence, data
from past and future national surveys will continue to be the only available
statewide lllinois victimization data.

The NCS national surveys are identical in purpose to the NCS Chicago
surveys. Their methods are also very similar, differing only in the few points
mentioned below. Sampling techniques, interview type, coding and counting
schemes are the same in both the national and the city surveys.

Data Available

The same attitudes, crimes and details of crimes were probed with similar
questionnaires in the national and city surveys. General information on the
methods used by and the results of the national survey is available from the Census
Bureau and LEAA. (See Data Sources in Appendix C.)

—————— - &

13Unfortunately, all geographic identifiers were removed from these summary files

by the Census Bureau. The Bureau's concern is that an individual's data might be
disclosed if city and neighborhood descriptors are combined. The NCS city
surveys' data are also devoid of geographic identifiers, and the forty smaller
states received no summary data at all, again to avoid disclosure of indivicual
level data.
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lllinois data are available for review at the Illinois Statistical Analysis
Center. However, only computer printouts of these data in summary form are
available. Unfortunately, public use computer tapes of the Illinois data arc not

available. The Census Burcau currently feels that making these tapes available

would compromise the regulations regarding avoidance of disclosure of individual
level data.

Copies of all questionnaires administered, i.e., the screening, incident and

attitude questionnalres, are available in Appendix D to this report.

Reference Period

Each respondent was asked to recall crimes that had occurred within a six
month reference period. The Census Bureau employed basically the same sample of

’r'espondents throughout the national surveys. This sample was divided into panels

and interviewing, which began in the summer of 1972, went on continually. Each
panel was interviewed every six months. Of course, some respondents were lost
every six months for various reasons, including their refusal of subsequent
interviews or their movement from the sample household. When losses occurred,
the new family in the sample household or a new household was added to the panel.
Data from all panels for the appropriate months were summed to produce yearly
totals. Hence, the lllinois data apply to the full years 1974, 1975 and 1976.

Data from the first interviews with each panel (those interviews conducted in
1972 and 1973) were used not for analysis but to create an outer bound for the
victimizations of each respondent. Only victimizations not reported in prior
interviews were registered in the data. (This bounding techniyue was not applied to
the first interview with individuals not in the original sample.) Errors in the data
resulting from telescoping memories of the respondents were reduced through this

procedure.

Respondents

Al} respondents in the Illinois portion of the survey were Illinois residents at
least twelve years old. As in the city surveys, institution residents were not
included in the sample, and some residents (notably young respondents, the iil and
‘the elderly) were interviewed by proxy.

Until 1975 non-English speaking respondents were interviewed through a
proxy, usually an English speaking relative of the respondent. In 1975 Spanish
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speaking interviewers were made available and interviews were conducted directly
with respondents in Spanish when necessary. Non-English and non-Spanish speaking
residents were still interviewed by proxy.
Weighting

All weights were recalculated for the Illinois data to represent Illinois
demographics and non-resgonse rates. As mentioned before, this reweighting of the

data did not cause much distortion, even though the original sample was randomly

drawn from a sampling frame which encompassed the nation as a whole.

Nevertheless, the reliability of the data is somewhat limited. While the
national sample was adequate for making inferences about crime in the U. S., the
number of victims discovered in the Illinois portion of the sample is too small to be
used as an unquestionably reliable basis for conclusions about Itlinois crime. This is
particularly true when one specific crime is under study. The available data have
already been weighted. Nevertheless, it is very important to determine the weights
used and to be sure that there are sufficient cases of the crime under study in the
unweighted sample data to justify generalizations from these data to the entire

state.

The Joliet and Peoria Surveys

The Joliet and Peoria surveys were conducted by Abt Associates, Inc., under
contract to the criminal justice planning commission for that region of Illinois.
One survey was done in each city as part of an evaluation of the Urban High Crime
Reduction “rogram, an LEAA funded venture. The goal of the surveys was to
establish baseline measurements of victimization and of the attitudes of citizens
toward police and crime. Data from these baseline surveys will be used in
comparison with data from follow-up surveys to be conducted in the third year of

the crime reduction program.
Data Available

Screening questions were used to identify victims of non-commercial robbery
(not including purse snatching or pocket picking), aggravated assaults and other
assaults, residential burglary, and household larceny. These were the target crimes
of the crime reduction program. Attempts to commit these crimes are included in
the data, but data on attempts cannot be obtained separately from data on
completed crimes. No data on corninercial crimes are available from these

surveys.
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Aggravated assaults are, in this case, those involving an injury, the threat of
injury, or the use of a weapon. Any assault not falling within this definition was

labeled an "other assault." Incidences of battery, as legally defined, were included

as assaults here.

Residential burglary was divided into two categories, A and B. Residential
burglary A ‘includes all burglaries from a dwelling unit or attached structure.

Residential burglary B connotes burgiaries from other structures on the property.

Approximately one-sixth of the sample was polled for their attitudes toward
crime and law enforcement. Victirn demographics, whether the crime was reported
to the police, and victim-offender relationship were also recorded in this survey.
(See a copy of the questionnaire in Appendix D.)

Copies of the survey report are available from Abt Associates for a fee. (See
Appendix C for Abt's address.) The Statistical Analysis Center has a copy of this
report and can relay information in the report to parties interested in a particular

crime or other aspect of the survey.
Reference Period

Interviewees were asked to recall crimes occurring between May | and
October 31 of 1976. Since crime and victim:. ~tion rates may be subject to
seasonal varijations, these data can be compared only to data with the same May
through October reference period.

Respondents

All respondents to this survey were residents of Joliet and Peoria, at least
sixteen years old. One member of each sample household was interviewed and
asked to report on victimizations of all household members. However, these
respondents were not asked to provide details of robberies or assaults for anyone
except themselves. Only English or Spanish speaking respondents could be
interviewed. An atteinpt was made to interview an equal number of males and
females, but females make up about two-thirds of each sample. No residents of

institutions were interviewed.
Sampling
Random digit dialing provided the samples of Joliet and of Peoria. That is,

from all possible phone numbers a list ot 11,000 numbers was randomly generated

by computer for each city. These samples included out-of-operation numbers,




37

business phones and out-of-city numbers. Contacts were made with 5, 143 eligible
respondents in Joliet and 5,117 eligible respondc..ts in Peoria, which amounted to
about 20 percent of the households in each city. Subtracting refusals, the few
cases where language spoken prevented an interview, and improperly completed
questionnaires, and then weighting cases to adjust for homes with more than one
phone results in a usable sample of 4413 contacts in Joliet, 4434 in Peoria. Among
these, 872 victims (households and individuals) were located in Joliet, 798 in Peoria.

Use of this sampling frame results in the inclusion of data on victimirations
of Joliet and Peoria residents that occurred outside these cities. These out-of-city
victimizations, which make up ten percent of the Joliet and six percent of the
Peoria sample victims, can be identified and eliminated by anyone with access to
the original data. They are, however, included in the data shown in the survey

report. Institution residents and businesses were eliminated from the sample.

Interview Type

All interviews were conducted over the phone, using a system that allowed
supervisors to monitor interviews without the interviewers' knowledge. Around 250
interviews were monitored, but since this monitoring was done only to aid
interviewers in improving their perfor.nance, no attempt was made to measure

errors in recording or interviewer introduced bias.
Coding

As in the National Crime Surveys, respondents were not asked if they had
been robbed, assaulted, etc. They were told the attributes of those crimes and

asked if an incident including those attributes had befallen them.

Great care is required in comparing these data to any other, in that the
definitions used of the criines under study differ from those used in other studies.
The Joliet =nd Peoria surveys report shows frequency distributions of the answers
to all questions, hut these do not lend themselves to recoding. Unless the original
data can be obtained when comparisons are to be attempted, recoding of other data

to fit the Joliet and Peoria categories is likely to be necessary.

Counting Scheme

Only the number of victims was counted for this study. Furthermore, the
concept of seris incidents was not used here. Every victim (household or person)
was counted as one victimization. Of course, a crime may have more than one

victim, but the number of crimes was not counted for this study.
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Rates were calculated for personal victimizations by assault and robbery

" based on the population of the cities according to the 1970 Census. Rates for

household victimizations were based on the number of households in the cities in
the '70 Census. Please note, however, that while the standard expression of
victimization rates is victims per hundred thousand households or people in the
population at risk, the rates quoted in this survey report are for victims per
thousand households or individuals.

Weighting

Sampling for this study began with a randomly chosen list of phona numbers.
Of course, some homes have more than one phone line; but one requirement of
randormn sampling is that each case must have an equal chance of being included in
the sample. In order to compensate for the greater chance that homes with more
than one line have of appearing in the sample, all sample cases were weighted with
the reciprocal of the number of phone lines to the household. That is, all one phone
line homes were given a weight of one, and homes with more than one line had a
weight of less than one. Thus, 4,599 homes in Joliet and 4,626 homes in Peoria
provided interviews, but after weighting the data baseincludes a total of 4,413
households in Joliet and #&,43% households in Peoria. These weighted data are used
throughout the analysis.

The Region 20 (Greater Egypt) Survey

The Greater Egypt Regional Planning and Development Commission, aided by
a grant from the Illinois Law Enforcement Commission, employed the Department
of Sociology at Southern Illinois University in Carbondale to conduct this survey.
The survey covered the southernmost fifteen counties in Illinois that make up
Illinois' Planning Region 20, and its purpose was to identify the crime problem from

the perspective of people living there.

Data Available

Knowledge of the attitudes of the regions' inhabitants was as jinportant to
these surveyors as information on the incidence of crime. All members of the
sample were asked about their attitudes toward the area in general, crime in the
area, law enforcement and courts performance, and traffic problems. In addition,

respondents were asked who they thought committed most of the area's crime.
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Screening questions were used to identify victims of the following specific
crimes: homicide, rape, robbery, assault, battery, burglary, burglary from a motor
vehicle, theft and vandalism. Respondents were also asked if they had been the
victims of any other crimes, and all these crimes were totalled in the general
category "other". Attempts were recorded with completions in the data and cannot

be obtained separately.

This is the only Illinois survey that measured victimization by homicide. The
responding head of the household was asked if any member of the household had

been murdered.

Some details were collected on every crime reported to an interviewer.
These details included the victim-offender relationship, whether the incident was
reported to the police (and if not, why not), and the month and time of occurrence.
If the incident was reported to the police, the respondent was asked if the police

response was satisfactory.

The survey reports, available from the Greater Egypt Planning Commission,
show frequency distributions of the sample's responses to the survey questions.
Percentage of the t«tal accounted for by each response type was the primary
analytical technique applied to these data. Confidence intervals should be

calculated before these data are used to support any conclusions.
Reference Period

Interviewing began on June 7, (976 and continued through August 14,
Respondents were asked to recall all criminal incidents that occurred between the
date of the interview and the prior Thanksgiving. Hence, there is no one reference
period for all the data. This lack of a common reference period precludes the
possibility of comparing the data in the survey report with data from any other

source.

Anyone with access to the original data (not available in the survey reports)
can delete from the data base all incidents that occurred in June, July or August.
all remaining data would then have a common reference period, Thanksgiving, 1975
through May 1976.

Respondents

Interviewers asked to speak to the male or female head of the household.
This household respondent was asked to report on all victimizations of all household
members.
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Data from this survey show heads of households to be the victiins of half of
the offenses reported to the interviewers. It is doubtful that household heads truly
have such a high rate of victimization. It is more likely that houschold heads are
unaware of or have forgotten personal crimes against other household members.
Had all household members been interviewed, household heads would not be so weil

represented among the victims.

Sixty-five percent of the respondents were female, 98 percent were white and
73 percent were married. According to the survey report, those respondents
represent households that are demographically similar to the households in the

region at the time of the 1970 census.
Sampling

With the help of a computer, 1,400 phone numbers were randomly generated
for each of 91 of the 93 exchanges used in the region. (The two remaining
exchanges, those used by Southern Illinois University, were excluded.) Because
much of the Greater Egypt regicn is not densely populated, close to 90 percent of
the phone numbers on the list of 127,400 numbers were non-existent, out-of-
service, business phones, or not answered after repeated tries. Interviewers
contacted 12, 412 households, of which 1,733 refused to be interviewed. Interviews
were conducted with 10,678 households, that is, with 13,4 percent of the households

in the area.

Sixteen percent of the households interviewed reported at least one criminal

incident. In total, 2,119 incidents (mostly thefts and burglaries) were reported.
Interview Type

All interviews were conducted by phone. According to the survey report,
nearly seven percent of the region's households had no phone. In that the lack of a
phone is generally correlated with a low income, the exclusion of no phone homes

from this survey may cause a bias in the data.

No monitoring of the interviews was done. Fifteen percent of the
questionnaires were reviewed for coding errors, which were found in one-tenth of

one percent of the reviewed questionnaires.

Coding

The definitions of crirnes used by this survey differ from those used by other

surveys. Data users should note especially the category "burglary from a motor
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vehicle", a crime that is called theft, rather than burglary, by other sources. In
addition, this survey uses definitions of assault and battery that differ from the
legal definitions and from definitions used by other sources. Battery, in the Region
20 survey, is any attack involving the use of a weapon or the infliction of an injury

requiring medical attention. All other attacks are called assaults.

Counting Scheme

No distinction is made between incidents and victimizations, or between
single and series incidents in these data. The number of victims involved in an
incident was not counted. Every crime reported to an interviewer was counted
simply as one incident. Hence, these incident data resemble victimization data in
other studies, and are not strictly comparable with incident data weighted for the
number of victims involved in the incidents. Furthermore, they are not comparable
with data in which series Incidents are counted differently or separately from
single incidents.

Weighting

Because the survey organizers felt their sample to be sufficiently
demographically and socioeconomically representative of the population at risk,
they did not weight the data in any way. Even given a representative sample,

however, confidence intervals should be calculated before these data are used to

support any generalizations about the population at risk.

Strictly speaking, the data should have been weighted to correct for the
greater likelihood of homes with more than one phone appearing in the sample, but
the error caused by the omission of this weighting is probably negligibie.

The Champaign Surveys

Three surveys with identical methodological designs were conducted in
Champaign in cenjunction with the evaluation of the Urban High Crime Reduction
program there. The local Urban High Crime Commission contracted with Peter
Nardulli of the University of Illinois Institute for Government and Public Affairs to

carry out the surveys.

The crime reduction program in Champaign took the form of team policing in
the "North End" of the city, a reputedly high crime area. Team policing began in
May of 1977. The first survey was conducted in February of 1977 and served as a

benchmark against which the later surveys (conducted after the program had begun)
could be compared. Because data were collected before and after the program had
begun, and because data were collected for the program's target area and the area
surrounding it, this is one of the few surveys that can mesasire crime displacement

following a crirne reduction program.

Data Available

Data are available on burglaries, robberies, assaults and vandalism in
Champaign at large and in the target area alone. Reduction of these crimes was
the aim of the team policing program. Attitudes of respondents toward crime and
the police were also probed, and demographic and socioeconomic data on

respondents were collected.

Victimization rates for the target crimes are presented in the project reports.
Recognizing that their sample was extremely small, the survey organizers checked
these rates against those found by the National Crime Surveys' national and
Chicago Surveys and found the Champaign and "North End" rates to be credible.
The surveyors do warn users, however, that rates calculated for subsets of these
populations (e.g., age, race or sex groups) may be based on too small a sample to be

reliable,

Confidence intervals were not provided for these data. The small sample
makes it probable that these confidence intervals are quite large. Anyone wishing
to cite the published rates, or rates for any subset of the population, should check
the confidence intervals to determine how much faith can be put in these

estimates.
Reference Period

Respondents were asked to recall crimes occurring in the six months prior to
the interview. Interviews were conducted in February 1977, February, 1978, and
September and October, 1978. In that the interviews for each of the three surveys
were conducted over the course of a month, the six month reference periods do not

correspond exactly to any calendar six month period.

No problems arise in comparing the data collected in February, 1977 to the
data collected in February, 1978, but all the data should be checked for evidence of

seasonality before September-October data are compared with February data.

B T L I " R
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Respondents

All respondents were residents of the city of Chainpaign, at least eighteen
years old. Univer’sity students were included in this sample and made up twenty-
five percent of the general sample of Champaign and ten percent of the sample of

the "North End" target area. One respondent was interviewed in each household.
Sampling

Two types of samples were drawn for these surveys. The first was a random
sample of all households in Champaign, including the target area. The second was a
systematic sample of target area residences. Data users should note that the
published victimization rates for Champaign were based on the random sample
alone, but victimization rates for the target area were calculated using the

systematic sample of the area plus random sample cases located in the target area.

Interview Type
All interviews were conducted over the phone.
Coding

The survey reports warn that, due to differences in coding definitions used
and population surveyed, victimization data from this study are not strictly
comparable with police data or with data from other surveys. They can, however,
be used in conjunction with police data as additional evidence of the character of
the Champaign crime problem. Dr. Nardulli has written an article, soon to be
published, which promises to use this analytic technique. (See Data Sources,
Appendix C.)

Counting Scheme

Victimization rates for the household crimes of burglary and vandalism were
properly calculated per thousand households in the population at risk. Robbery and
assault rates were calculated per thousand individuals.

Weighting

These data were not weighted to correct for dernographic differences

between the population at risk and the sample, or to correct for the increased

hu

probability of homes with more than one phone appearing in the sample. While it is

possible that these data require no corrective weighting, no information to this
effect has been provided.

The Evansten Victim Survey

The Victim/Witness Advocacy Unit of the Evanston Police Department
conducted its own survey of Evanston crime victims. This survey is markediy
different from the other surveys covered in this guide in that the sample was
chosen from Evanston police records. All members of the sample are victims of
crimes reported to the police. The goal of the survey we. to collect information

that would aid the Victim/Witness Advocacy Unit in fulfilling its responsibility to
victims.

Technically speaking, information provided by this survey can be generalized
only to victims of reported crimes. While the National Crime Surveys data show no
significant demographic differences between victims of reported crimnes and
victims of unreported crimes, reported crimes do differ from unreported crimes in
some aspects (e.g., the presence of a gun, an injury, or property ioss).14 These
differences may elicit different attitudes toward crime in victims of reported and
unreported crimes. Nevertheless, the principal investigator for the Evanston study
feels that the knowledge about victims' experiences of and reactions to crime

gained in this work will be useful to anyone who deals with victims of the crimes
included in this study.15

This victim survey was conducted in conjunction with a citizen attitude
survey that used random digit dialing to take a sample of the population of the city
of Evanston. That survey had only 125 respondents, and, while it is adequate for

gauging citizen attitudes, it is not useful for obtaining victimization estimates.

—— e -

This information was gained from an unpublished working paper by Jean Curtis
Roge for the Statistical Analysis Center.

15Per phone conversation with Dennis Rosenbaum, principal investigator for the

Evanston study, January, 1979.
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Data Available

Because all respondents to this survey were victims, no estimates of
victimization rates are provided for any population. Instead, this survey recorded
information about victims and their experiences coping with crime and the criminal
justice system. This information includes the victims' demographics, number of
victimizations, costs due to crime, relationship with the offender, attitudes toward
crime and the police, court experiences, and use of the Illinois Crime Victims
Compensation Act. Costs of crime to the elderly were given special emphasis in a
separate report.

Victims of the following crimes, including attempts, were included in the
sample: assault (including aggravated assault), battery (inciuding aggravated
battery), burglary, robbery, theft, and rape. Data users should note that the
proportion of the sample represented by sample victims of each of these crimes
does not reflect the distribution of these crimes in police reports. For example,
while rape victims represent 2.8 percent of the sample, rapes account for a much
smaller percent of the reported crimes in Evanston. The analysis of the Evanston
data showed a number of differences between victims of different types of crimes.
Data for the total sample should not be used to represent the victims of Evanston
crime unless these data are weighted to reflect the actual distribution of crime
types in Evanston.

Reference Period

All sample cases were drawn from police records for January, 1975 through
September, 1976.

Respondents

All respondents were Evanston residents at least fifteen years of age.
Victims of domestic and commercial cases were excluded from the sample.

Sampling

The Victim/Witness Advocacy Unit obtained a list of all police records of
cases of the crimes under study occurring withir the reference period. From these
cases a sample was randomly chosen. Around half of the viciims of these randomly
chosen cases were eligible respondents who could be reached by phone. (The other
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half were under fifteen, not residents of Evanston, victims of commercial or

domestic crimes, or could not be reached.) Of the cligible respondents,

approxirnately ninety percent cooperated with the interviewer, and (81 inte
were completed.

rvicws

The final report of this survey gives more information on the sampling
process and the total number of Evanston records, which will be helpful to anyone
wishing to estimate the reliability of these data.

Interview Type
All interviews were conducted by phone.
Coding

Because these cases were taken from police files, the crime coding agrees
with Evanston police definitions. Interestingly, though, purse snatches are coded as

robberies by this survey, but as thefts in both the national and Illinois Uniform
Ciime Reports.

Despite this similarity between police and survey definitions, comparisons of
these data with any other data may still require extensive recoding, since these

data cover only non-commercial, non-domestic crimes against Evanston residents
at least fifteen years old.

Counting Scheme

Since no estimates of crime or victimization rates were desired, counting the
number of crines and victimizations was not an issue in this study.

Weighting

These data were not weighted. This is not a problem if the data are used, as
they are in the survey summary report, to compare victirns of one crime to victirns
of another crime. As mentioned before, however, if the total figures for all crimes

are to be used to represent Evanston victims of reported crimes, weighting will be
necessary.
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Summary

Table 3 below is an abbreviated summary of the methodological information
available on each of the surveys covered here. It provides a quick reference for
anyone interested in these surveys, and it should also serve as a reminder of the
background information necessary to the interpretation of any survey data.

o

Survey by location and
year of issue:

Prepared for:

Survey done by:

Survey done as:

Crimes included in survey:

Coding duplicates UCR index:

Weighting:

Universe or population:c

Total interviewed households:
Yictim sample(:

Type of interview:

Reference period:

Series <uta available:

Data forms avatlable:

Sectors covered:

s St
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TABLE 3

ILLINOIS VICTIMIZATION SURVEYS

NCS Chicago Cities
Sample

1972 1} 1974

LEAA - NC$§

U.S. Burcau of the
Ccnsusb

Victimization
measurcinent

Index type crimes®
{except homicide)

Nc>d

Person, household
incident

Chicago residents, 12 *

Y cars and clder

Approximately 12,000{yr.

5,483 /] 6,592
In person
12 months

Yes

Tapes, periodic printed

reports

Personai, household,
commercial

a : .
An under a contract far the city of Joliet.

b
1. 05, cte. prepared by DuaLabs of Arlington, Va., under LEAA contract.,

MCS reweighted for
national panel
{(1linois)

1974 [f 1975 1] 1976

LEAA - NCS panel
U.S. Burea of the

c
Census

Victimization
measurement

Index type erimes®
{except homicide)
as crimes against
persons, houscholds,
and business

Nod

(Reweighted for I11.)
person, houschold

I, residents 12
years and older
8,695 // 8,853
1,512/ 1,427
In person

6 ronths

Yes

Tapes, printout,
periodic printed
reports

Personal, household,
commercial

Joliet // Pcorla

1976

ILEC - UMCR®

ADT Assoclates,
Inc.

Bascline survey .
Non-corumercial
robbery, assault,
residential burglary,
houszhold larceny
No

Person, household
Joliet or Pecoria
residents 16 years
and older

4,599 /] 4,626

757 {1 704
Telephone

6 months

No

Documerit

Personal, household

Foe list of NCP reports crime classifications, set p. 103 Dictionary of Criminal Justice Data

Terminology, Ist ed., LEAA, NCIISS, 1976.

NCS survey data crirnc_ coding generally corresponds to UCR index crimes,
eudcntlcai. Users are advised to check above listed source, p. 103,

Universe is limited in all cases to non-institution residents.

’Numbcr of houscholds with crime incidents.

Commercial surveys data available separately.

Part |, but they are not




=z

N N O &N A a W e =

Survey by location
and year of issue:

Preparcd for:

Survey done by:

Survey done as:

Crimes included in survey:

Coding duplicates UCR:

Weighting:

Universe or population:b

Total interviewed households:

Victim samplc:c
Type of interview:
Reference period:
Scries data available:
Data {orms available:

Sectors covered:
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TABLE 3 (continued)

Region 20 (Greater
Egypt)

1976

Greater Egypt Planning
Commission®
Sociology Dept.,
Southern Illirois
University

Crime profile

All index type crime,
vandalism, unspecified
"other crimes”

No

None

Region 20 residents,

all ages

10,679

1,682
Telephone

7 to ¢ months
Yes
Document

Household, commercial
undifferentiated

Champaign

1977 /1 1977 [/ 1978

ILEC - UHCR

Institute Government
+ Public Affairs,
U.of L.

Benchmark citizen
survey

Burglary, robbery,
assault, vandalism
No

None

Charmpaign residents,
18 years and older

Telephone
6 momhs‘
No
Document

Personal, household

a Lo -
And under a grant from the Illinois Law Enforcement Commission.

Universe is limited in all cases to non-institution residents.

Number of houschold_s with crime incidents.

Evanston

1977

Victim/Witness
Advocacy Unit
Evanston Police
Dept.

Same

Needs assessment

Assault, battery,
burglary, robbery,
theit, rape

No

None

Evanston residents,
15 and older

181

181

Telephone

21 months

No
Documents
Personal (non-

domestic only)
and household

.
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APPENDIX A

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN POLICE AND SURVEY DATA

There are in general two types of crime data: police data and survey data. The
basic difference between the two types is that all data gathered by police (e.g., the
Uniform Crime Reports) are counts of reported crimes while data from
victirnization surveys are estimations of v<rime levels based on sample data.
Crirneé included in police data are only those crimes that are reported to a police
agency by a victim, witness or police officer and are judged by the agency to be
founded in fact. Survey data include crimes reported to the police and unreported
crimes. These and other differences listed on Table 4 prevent direct comparisons

of survey and police data.

The intermediary between the crime and the data is the law enforcement officer
for poulice data, an interviewer for survey data. Only for police data does a
sanction exist which prevents false data; this is the crime reporter's liability for
prosecution for false reporting. 1In surveys there are no sanctions for false
reporting and the victim's honesty and accurate recall of the crime is relied upon.

Some exaggerations and fabrications inay therefore be included in survey data.

There is a difference in emphasis in the two types of data. Police data are
primarily offense based, but survey data are usually victim based. One offense
may, of course, involve more than one victim. It is possible to determine the
number of crimes found by a survey, but it is not possible to determine the number

of victims involved in the crimes listed in police data.

The crimes included in the data for each reference period are determined by
different factors fo police and survey data. In police data crimes are generally
recorded in the month (or police period) they are reported to the police, although
on occasion agencies have held data and reported it in later months. In surveys the
reference period is defined in the survey design, and the crimes included in that

period are determined by the victim's recollection of when they occurred.

Police data include all crirmes committed within the law enforcement

agency's jurisdiction, be it a city, county or state. Most survey data include all
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TABLE &

SUMMARY OF THE DIFFERENCES
BETWEEN POLICE COUNTS AND
SURVEY ESTIMATES OF CRIME®

Criterion

Police Measures

Survey Measures

type of data

crime aspect
measured

crime types

covered

data source
intermediary
sanctions

reference periods
scope

geographic base

ages covered

dwelling units covered

counting
method

count

offense

Index, Part I and
Part II

victim's report or
officer on scene

law enforcement
officer

prosecution

determined by period
included in police
report

cri--'e reported to
agencies

all crimes
committed in area

all ages

all types

one crime incident
recorded for each:
single offense, multiple
crime offense, and each
offense within a series
of similar offenses

estimation

victimization or
offense

personal, housenold
and commercial

respondent's report

interviewer

none

determined by survey
design and then
by victim's recall

both reported and
unreported crimes

all crimes committed
upon area residents

may be limited
by survey design

not institutions

same as police,

or one crime incident
recorded for each:
single offense, multiple
crime offense or

series offense

%This table first appeared in The Crime Rates Workbook, a December, 1977
publication of the Illinois Statistical Analysis Center.

.%y:

crimes committed anywhere against the residents of the area included in the
survey. Thus, police data record no crimes befalling jurisdiction residents when
they are cutside the agency's jurisdiction, and survey data record no crimes
befalling non-residents when they are inside the surveyed area.

Victims of all ages are covered in pelice data, while many surveys limit

eligible respondents to those individuals within a specified age range, such as

twelve and over, or eighteen and over. Police data cover victims and offenders

from all types of all types of homes, but surveys, for methodological reasons, often
exclude people living in institutions.

Criminal incidents may include a single crime, several different crimes, or
several crimes of the same type against one victim. Different methods are used by
different data sources to count and record the crimes within these incidents.
Police generally record each single crime and each crime within a series, but only
the most serious crime from an incident involving several different crirnes. Some
surveys use this counting method but others do not. See the "Counting Schemes"

Section of this guide and each survey's description for details on the counting
methods used by surveys,

Different definitions of crimes are used by different surveys and by police
reports. (See the "Coding Schemes and Recoding" section of this guide for further
details.) In addition categories used to report classes of crimes differ among
surveys and between surveys and police data. Police data generally cover the FBI's
standard categories: Crime Index, Part I and Part I offenses. These data can
sometimes be divided into personal (sometimes called violent) and property crimes.
Surveys penerally list crimes in these categories:  personal, household and

commercial crimes. These survey categories may include different crirnes in
different surveys.

As an example of the impact these differences can have on the data recorded

in police and survey sources, Tables 5 and 6 have been included here displaying

e Ve et e e

lIndex Crimes include the violent crimes of murder and non-negligent
manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault, and the property
crimes of burglary theft and motor vehicle theft. Part | Crimes include all of the
above, plus manslaughter by negligence. Part II Crimes include all other offenses.
See Crime in lllinois, an Iilinois Department of Law Enforcement publication, for
a discussion of national versus state Index Crime definitions.
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police and survey data for Chicago Index Crimes by type of offens$ for 1972 and
AP . . . TABLE 5
1974.7 Certainly, due to the methods used in data collection, the survey data
include many more crimes. Neither of the data sources is more correct; they are
1972 AND 1974 CHICAGO NATIONAL CRIME SURVEYS
CRIME INCIDENTS BY TYPE-VICTIMIZATION DATA CODED TO

APPROXIMATE INDEX CRIMES®

simply different measurements of different phenomena related to crime. Without

controlling for these differences these data sources cannot be compared.

Reported to Police”

1972 1974 % Change
Rape 3,343 4,009 +19.9
Robbery 29,759 32,208 +8.2
Aggravated Assault 12,696 15,592 +22.8
Burglary 84,195 95,815 +13.8
Theft 67,743 74,051 +9.3
Motor Vehicle Theft 30,149 30,016 -4

Unreported Plus Reportedc

1972 1974 % Change
Rape - 6,284 5,678 - 9.6
Robbery 58,854 62,272 + 5.8
Aggravated Assault 25,358 29,157 + 15.0
Burglary 126,810 129,238 + 1.9
Theft 289,334 304,987 + 5.4
Motor Vehicle Theft 38,716 40,252 + 4.0

——— ey Ty e

3Source: DuaLabs tapes of Cities li.cident Extract Files for Chicago, 1972 and
e 1974, prepared for the National Crime Surveys.
l:’All incidents in this table represent incident weighted, single (not series) offenses

2. .
Please note that the survey data have been recoded according to the recoding
which victims recall as having been reported to police.

scheme in Appendix B.

CAll incidents in this table represent incident weighted, single (not series) offenses,
both reported and not reported to police.




Aggravated Assault

Motor Vehicle Theft 32,299 25,442
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TABLE 6

1972 AND 1974 CHICAGO INDEX CRIMES

BY TYPE OF OFFENSE

FBI- UCR Statistics For Chicago®

L9_7_2_ 1974 %Change
1,529 1,920 + 25.6
23,531 26,172 + 11.2
11,154 13,218 + 18.5
36,630 50,722 + 38.5
89,463 114,792 + 28.3
- 21.2

1972 and 1974 Uniform Crime Reports.
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APPENDIX B

RECODING OF CRIME CATEGORIES:

A DEMONSTRATION

Definitions of crimes vary among surveys. Thus, in separate surveys, common
names for crimes may have differing connotations, or may have the same
connotation, but be subdivided into different categories emphasizing different
aspects of the crimes. For example, burglary may be defined as breaking and
entering by two surveys, but one survey emphasizes the use of or the lack of force,
the other emphasizes the loss or damage of property. The first survey would record
crimes in these categories: 1) unlawful breaking and entering with forcible entry,
2) unlawful breaking and entering, no force, and 3) attempted forcible entry. The
latter survey records crimes under these definitions: 1) forcible entry, nothing
stolen, property damage, 2) forcible entry, nothing stolen, no property damage, 3)
forcible entry, property stolen, 4#) unlawful entry, no force, and 5) attempted
forcible entry. There is a direct cuirespondence only between the last categories
of the two surveys: attempted forcible entry. In order to compare data from these
surveys it will be necessary to recode the data, totalling within each survey data

for all categories that include the concept of breaking and entering.

Extensive recoding is frequently necessary when dealing with more than one
data source. As an example, the recoding necessary before National Crime Surveys
(NCS) data can be used in conjunction with Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) data is
exhibited on the table below. Please note that this recoding scheme adjusts for the
police practice of recording only the most serious crime from an incident involving

more than one type of crime.1

Isee footnote #7, p. 23.
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TABLE 7

RECODING OF NCS AND IUCR CATEGORIES

General Crime

Category
Rape

Robbery

Aggravated Assault

and Aggravated Battery

Burglary

FOR CATEGORY CORRESPONDENCE

Germane [JUCR
Categories

Forcible rape with ...
firearm,
knife or cutting instrument
other dangerous weapon
Attempts: forcible rape
Deviant Sexual Assault

Robbery . ..
armed, firearm
armed, knife
or cutting instrument
armed, other
dangerous weanon
strong arm
attempted firearm
attempted, knife or
cutting instrument
attempted, other dangerous
weapon
attempted, strong arm

Aggravated battery ...
firearm
knife or cutting instrument
other dangerous weapon
hands, fist, feet, etc.

Aggravated assault . ..
firearm
other dangerous weapon
hands, fists, feet, etc.
Attempted murder

Breaking or entering . ..
forcible entry

Germane NCS
ggtegories

Rape ...
with theft
without theft
Attempted Rape ...
with theft
without theft

Serious assault with weapon
and with theft
Serious assault with no weapon
and with theft
Minor assault
with theft
Robbery with weapon
Robbery with no weapon
Attempted robbery
with weapon
Attempted robbery

with no weapon

Serious assault with
weapon, no theft
Serious assault,
no weapon, no theft

Attempted assault
with weapon, no theft

Forcible entry . . .
nothing stolen, property damage

General Crime

Category

Theft

Motor Vehicle
Theft

—n e . e
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TABLE 7 (continued)

Germane UCR
categories

Theft ...
over $150
$150 and under
Attempts, theft

Motor Vehicle Theft ...

Autos
Trucks and Buses
Other vehicles

Germane NCS
Categories

All theft:2

Purse snatch, no
force

Attempted purse
snatch, no force

Larceny (all dollar
amounts)

Attempted larceny

Pocket picking

Motor Vehicle
Theft ...

Car

Other vehicle

2Thefts are further divided in the NCS data into personal and household thefts.

unlawful entry, no force Personal thefts can be subdivided into personal thefts with and without contact

nothing stolen, no property

attempts, forcible entry

darnage, property stolen
tJnlawiul entry, no force
Attempted forcible entry

hetween the victim and the offender.
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APPENDIX C

Chicago Victirnization Data from the National Crime Surveys:

Reports published by the U.S. Department of Justice, Law Enforcement
Assistance Administration, National Criminal Justice Information and
Statistics Service, Washington, D.C. 20402, available from the National
Criminal Justice Reference Service, P.O. Box 24036, S.W. Post Office,
Washington, D.C. 20024, (202) 655-4000:

Criminal Victimization Surveys in Chicago, Detroit, Los Angeles, New
York and Philadelphia: A Comparison of 1972 and 1974 Findings, A
National Crime Surveys Report, No. SD-NCP-C-3

Criminal Victimization Surveys in the Nation's Five Largest Cities, A
Natlional Crime Panel Surveys Report, No. SD-NCP-(C-3.

Available from DUALabs, Inc., 160! North Kent Street, Arlington,
Virginia 22209, (703) 525-1480:

Cities Incident Extract Files, Cities Complete Sample Files, Cities
Attitude Sub-Sample Flles, User Directorles, Glossary of NCS Terms,
and Handbook and Guide to the Use of the NCS Tape Flles.

Available from the Criminal Justice Archive and Informational
Network, P.O. Box 1248, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48106, (313) 763-3485:

NCS Cities Complete Sample File, and information on computer
software and customized tabulations.

National Crime Panel national survey data, and the Illinois extract:

General information available in reports published by the National
Criminal Justice Information and Statistics Service, and available from
the National Criminal Justice Reference Service (see address above):

Criminal Victimization Surveys in the United States, 1973, A National
Crime Surveys Report, No. SD-NCP-N-4. Also [97%, No. SD-NCS-N-6,
and 1975, No. SD-NCS-N-8.

Criminal Victimization Surveys in the United States: A Comparison of
[97% and 1975, A National Crime Surveys Report, No. SD-NCP-N-3.
Also, .. .. A Comparison of 1975 and 1976, No. SD-NCS-N-8.

Available from DUALabs, Inc. (address above):

National Complete Sample Files, National Incident Extract Files, User
Directories, Glossary of NCS Terms, etc.

3)

4)

5)

7)
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Available from the Criminal Justice Archive and Information Network
(address above):

NCS National Complete Sample File, and information on computer
software and customized tabulations.

Available from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Washington, D.C.:

National Crime Survey Documentation

Extracts of Illinois data available from the Jllinois Statistical Analysis
Center, Illinois Law Enforcement Commissiori, 120 So. Riverside Plaza,
Chicago, Illinois 60606, (312) 454-1560

Joliet and Peoria Victimization Surveys:

Victimization in Joliet and Peoria: A Baseline Survey, Abt Associates,
[nc., 55 Wheeler Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138, (710) 320-
6367.

Region 20 (Greater Egypt) Victimization Survey:

First Report of Citizens' Attitudes about Criminal Justice and Crime
Incidents Occurring in the Southern Fifteen Counties oi Illinols, and A
Profile of Crime in the Greater Egypt Criminal Justice Planning
Region, Greater Egypt Regional Planning and Development

ommission, 608 East College, P.O. Box 3160, Carbondale, Illinois
62901, (618) 549-3306.

Champaign Citizen Surveys with Victim Sample:

Preliminary Findings from Initial Citizen Survey and subsequent reports,
Nell Weisman, Project Director of UHCR for Champaign, (217) 351-
4462, or Peter Nardulli, Institute of Government and Public Affairs,
University of Illinois, Champaign, Illinois (217) 333-3340.

Evanston Victim Survey

Evanston Victim Survey Summary report and final report, Evanston
Police Department, Victim/Witness Advocacy Unit, Evanston, Illinois
(312) 866-5000. For information contact Dennis Rosenbaum, now with
Westinghouse Evaluation Institute (312) 475-5050.

Loral planners and evaluators interested in conducting their own
victimization surveys should contact Wesley G. Skogan, Center for Urban
Affairs, Northwestern University, 2040 Sheridan Road, Evanston, lllinois
(312) 492-3395.
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APPENDIX D

SAMPLE QUESTIONNAIRES

Q.M. 8. Nu 41.R20661, Approval Expires June 10, 1977

roana HCSe1 ano NCS.2
(LR TS A4

us ULI"AIHMFN' 13 COMMERCE
ACTIHG Ai CJ\L[( YilG Auint ron

T
LAW ZHFORGELIALNY A3% LTANCE AIM»,IS"NA\(QN
US DLIARTMENT OF JUSTICE

NA

NCS.} ~
NCS«2 -

VUr ITHE CTHSY

{US. Code 41 Secuon 3764)

HOTICE « Your teport to the Census Buredu ot confudeanial by law
Al deatdiable nformation will be used
only by petsons engaged wnand for the purposes of the survey, and may
not be desclosed or released to othiers for any purpose.

TIONAL CRIME SURVEY
NATIONAL SAMPLE

BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

CRIME (H{CIDENT REPQRT

O I G
Household number {ce 2)

J0 .: !

A

Sample (¢c 4) | Comrol number (ce 5)
N\ 'Segment

[ Land use (cc 9=11)

Ch ! Sorial

Y SR,

w2

INTERVIEWER

I11t Sample and Control numbers, and

rtems 1, 2, 4, and 9 ot time of interview.
1. Intetviewer identihication
Code :Namc
) }
2, Record of intetview i
Line aumber af heyschold  Dats ¢ompleted
respondent {ce 1) H
¥ i
ap '

27} 81,000 to
a["] 2.000 10
4077 3.000 0
s{] 400010
6] 5,000 to
71 6,000 to
a7} 7.500 tv

@
@
@
@

3. TYPE Z NOHINTERVIEW

Interview o

Line number

'(;,u;m?c?; i

ot abtained for

¥ NOTE: Fill NCS"
Nuninterview Record,
for Types A, B, and C
nonintervicws,

4-21 for zach tine number listed,

9 (7]10.000 to
10 (7] 12,000 10

Qm,)l(l Family tncome (cc 27)
1 {7} Under 51,000

1,999
2,999
3.999
4,999
5.999
7,499
9,999
11,999
14,999

11 (7] 15.000 to 19,999
12{7) 20,000 to 24,999
13{'7 25,000 o 49,999
14 (71 50,000 and over

.30 =—

N

of age an

9

4. Houschold stutus
1] ] Same houschold as last enumeration

2{ "] Repl

3{ ) Previous noniterview or Aot in sample belore

acement household since last enumeration

O —

11a. Household membuars 12 years

Total number

o

12 yoars of age

5. Speciol place type code tce bc)

6. Tenute (ce )

1{ }Qvn

2 ("} Rented lor cash
3171 No cash rent

028 [
o (7] None

. Household members UNBER

-

Total number

ed or being Lought

o { 7]} None

@)

7. Type of living. quarters (cc 15)
Houting unit

+{ JHou
{7
3{ JHU
LY
5[ ] Mob
6] JHU

OTHER U

7{ | Quarters not HU tv rooming or bodrding house

o[ ]Um

9 { 7] Vacant tent site ot tranfer site
10{ | Not sprcified above — Deseribe 7

s, apartment, flat

w ontransient hotel, motel, 2tc.

- ermanent in yransient h.el, motel, ete.
10 rooming house

sle home or tranler

not speeificd above — Describe 7

nit

t not permanent 1n wansient hotel, motel, etc.

12, Cilme Incident Reports filled

_. Total number

-

= Fill item 31

on Control Card

130, Usz of telephone (ce 25)
) Phone tn unit (Yes in cc 252)
Phane terview acceptable? (cc 25¢ or 25d)

@ 10 Yes

o SKIP to next
2[7) No — Refused numher opplicable ttem
{7} Phone elsewheee (Yes i ce 25b)
Phone interview acceptable? (cc 25¢ or 25d)

A} Ves. SKIP o next
a7} No -~ Refused number J applicable rtem

5 7] No phone (Mo in «c 25a and 25b)

.......

W P:oxy nter

8, Humber of housing units 1n structure tee 26)

— b

Vle

13b, mey Inlovmunan - Fill !ur all proxy interviews

obtained for hine number o

Proxy rcspunduu name

Reasan for proxy \nterview

Line number

024 "N 51.)5-9
2{"]2 6{"110 or more
3[7)3 7 {7 Mobile home or trasler
Af14 ¢} 10nly OTHER uits
ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD:

9. {Other thon the . . . business) does anyone in this
household opetate a business from this oddress?

(2} Proxy interview
obmnnd for hine

Pruxy rcspondun name

Line number

{028 1{"]Ne i
) 2(7} Yes - What kind of business is ﬂm?? Reason {or Procy interview
INTERVIEWFR L'nlcr unrecogaizable busmcﬁcs only 1 more than 2 Prox; PP T——ry
T
p ;
(]
CENSUS USE ONLY @ 631 QD)

{1)B-3

T " p———— P = " ot

= r——

e

-
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|‘ER_SUNAL CHARACT!'R!S nes

T4, NAME TS, < 17~
{of household | TYPE OF LINE  [KELATIONS 4P
respendenl) [ \NTERVIEW NO, |TO HOUSEHOLD
NEAD
KEYER - BEGIN
| _MEwRtcoro | ice 12) [iee 1aw
. @) @ @2
V7Y Per - Seibtespondent +17 I Head
2| "1 Ted, = Seit tespandent 11" | Wite of head
Flest A )Pt = Proky ) gt 13 on T 31 T} Own ehilg

a1 Tel, ~ Proay | cover page No.
sLUINE= Fell 1621

417 Othetrelative
3, | Nondelatyve

W LN T IS 2, .
AGE  |MARITAL |PAGE |ORIGIN [SEX |ARMED | Educatlon— JEdutation
LAST [STATUS FORGES | Mehest complete
BIRTH MEMBER| grade that year?
DAY
tee 11 jtce My ftee 19w 1fe 196) fee 200 free 24 free 2 | rae 23y
4 ¥ P B bt R
0 @ | e e @ @
(AR LN LEREL P UM e " ves
{T)Wd, |2 Hegld 1 JFJ20" Mo 2{ ' No
e [3]5100 |30, 00 ) e s
Age o[, sep. Ongm Grade
S{IYAM

[

Look ¢ stetn 4 on cover aalg-,e. s this the sgie
CHECK & houschold as last enumeration? {Box | marked)
ITEM A £ Yes « SKIP 13 Check ttem B O Na

26d, Hova you heen lraking for work during the post 4 weeks?

V] Yes No = When did you lost wotk?
2{7) Less than § yeors ago=SKIP to 280

13 Yes ~ SKIP 1o Cheek ltem 8

69 1 No
i)

@ V(7] Yes

250, Did you live in this house on Apsil 1, 19707
2[J Ne

3775 or mare years age
4 (73 Mever wae W SKIPw 29

L Where did Y;;.h" on April 1, 19707 (State, forelign country,
U.S. possession, et¢.)

State, etc, County

27, |s there ony tenron why you could not take o job LAST WEEK?
1 [ No Yes — 2 ) Already had a job
3 [ Temporary 1liness
4 (7] Going to school

< Did you Hive tnstde the Himity of o clty, town, village, ete?
2 () Yes = Ndme of city, town, village, ete. r

s 7] Other = Spectfy -

28a. For whem did you {last) werk? (Name of company,

{Ask moles 8+ only)
d. Werc you In the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707

2 (7] No

business, organization or other employer)

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEM 8 (CINe - SKIPth 29 [ Yes

@ X{_] Never worked - SKIP tn 29

by What kind of business of indumy Is this? (E.g.: TVand
radio mig., cetail shoe stoes, State Laver Department, farm)

1 ] Working = SKIP to 28a

049 o C} ND

1 T No

26, What wete you doing most uf LAST WEEK = (working,
keeping hovae, going to school) or something elge?
6 ) Unable to work < SK(Pto 26d
2 [] With a job but not at work 7 [ Retirey
3 ] Looking for work 8 [[] Other - Specify -
4 [J) Keeping house
s [ Gotng ta schaal (I Armed Forces, SKIP ta 280)

@ CT

¢ Were you =
@ V[J An empfo(ce of o PRIVATE compony, business or
individuol for wages, yolory or commissions?
2[JA GOVE)RNMENT employee (Federal, Stote, county,
or Yoco
3 [T SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

practice o1 farm?

by Did you ) do any Work of oIl LAST WéEK, not counting work
otound the house? {Note {f farm or business operatae n MH,
ask obout unpard wark.)

Yes - How many | houu" - SKU’ to 28a

4 {7 Working WITHOL T PAY in {amily business or form?

G

Whet kind of wark wers you dolngv'; (E 5. electrneal
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer, Armed Forces)

\t

¢ Did you hove o |ob of business from which you were
temporarily chsent or on loyoff LAST WEEKY

2{ Yes - Absent ~ §KIP ta 28a

3 (7] Yes — Layell = SKIP 1o 27

T2

«. "fhot were your most impatant netivities or duttes? {E.z.:
typing, keeping account baoks, selhng cars, Armed Forces)

Notes

Fomn b oLyt el

(1)B-4

g4

N

. w——— .
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HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS l

29, Now I'd like t2 ask some questions abou
crime. They refer only to the last 6 monthe -

betweer WL A97end 197

" Duting the last 6 months, did onyone breok
Into or somehow illegally ' et into your
lopartmeni home), gorege, or euother building
on your property?

:‘l__]Yn ~ Wow many} 32, Did anyanr take something belonging

'
)

HE
!

'
'
'
s

times? to you o to dny member of this household,
from & place wKue you of they were

temporatily staying, such as a friend‘s or

relative’s home, a hotel or motel, or

o vocation home?

. 1 Yes - How many
times?

Np

v

"

33, What was the total number of motor
vehicles {cors, trucks, ete.) owned by

30, (Other than the incideni(s) just mentioned)
Did you {ind o door himmicd, o fock forced,
ot any other signs of an ATTEA "7 %D

E. ) Yes — How many

you or ony other member of this household

during the last 6 months?
times?

®

o '} None —
SKiP 10 36

a0

1
t
1
. .'l |
1 )
breok in? 1 INe 12012
] 13013
! t4("] 4 or more
: 34, Did anyone steal, TRY to steal, of use V- 1 Yes = How many
31, Was anything at all stolen thol is kept [ _}Yes ~ How many (it/ony of them) without permission? i L;]Na times?
oufside your home, ot hoppencd to be {eft ' times? !
aut, such a1 a bicycle, o yorden hose, or ) -
luw,n furniture? (other than any incidents :[']No 35 E""i:}:‘)‘j’:‘ (’f"/"l ot P;(hY "; 5"-'“:‘ parts E f'}\‘es-—ulow many
Ireod Honed - e ed to (it/any of them), such as o H times?
slreody mentioned) H battery, hubcaps, tape-deck, eotc,? i Cite
1 :
| INDIvIDUAL SCREEN GUESTIONS
36, The fellowing questions ref.. only to tnings thot g Yes - H 46. Did you find any evidence thot someone Ty -H
happened to YOU during the lost 6 months - \ Jyes ‘x::;";'"y ATTEMPTED 18 steal something that Lot YEs ":,\:‘n;any
h befonged to you? (other than any incidents
between 1, 197 . __end L 197 lread ioned
— I olteady mentioned)
Did you have your {pocket picked ‘purse i INo LU
snoiched)? : !

37. Did anyenc toke semething {else) directly
from you by using force, such os by a
stickup, megging or threat?

©_j¥es - How many | 47+ Did you call the police during the lozt 6
i \

Imes? months to report something that happened
to YOU which you thought was o crime?
{Do not count any calls made to the

ITEM C that belonged to him?

L4

I
[
:L]No police concerning the incidents you
! hove just told me ohout.)
38. DId anyone TRY to rob you by using force ) Yes - Now many {C) No -~ SKIP 10 48
or threatening to horm you? {other then i times?
ony incidents ulready mentioned) : (7] Yes — Whot hoppened?
EE}ND
'
39. Did onyone beat you vp, ottack you or hit ' ¥es~ How many L—-]——J
ou with something, such os o rock or Jottle? | times?
(other thon ony incldents already me -,aned) , i l I
I'[_]Na -
‘ 1]
L —
v
40, Were you knifed, shat at, uc uttacked with I 1¥es — Haw many Look at 47, Was HH member ] Yes — How many
some other weapon by anyone ot oll? (other : ' times? 12+ attacked or threatened, or - \imes?
thon any Incidents olrecady mentioned) ' CHECK was something stolen or an
} o N
:[]No § ttempt made to steal something = iNe
' f
1

41, Did auyone THREAT EN to bead you up or
THREATEN you with o knife, gun, or some
nther weapon, NOT including telephone
threots? (other than ony incidents already

wmentioned)

i 1¥as — How many
L

|
t

ko
IA"..;N"
'

Imas?

48. Uid onything happen to YOU during the last
& months which you thought was o trime,
but did NOT report to the police? (other

42. Did anyone TRY to atteck you in some

+
| ]Y¥es - How many

thon ony incidents slready mentioned)

[T No - $KIP to Check Item E

other way? (other thon any incidents olreody ' lmes?
mentioned ) ("] Yes — Whot hoppened?
e ' '
!
, : ®C]
43. During the Ta1r 6 months, did onyone steal ‘| _jYes - How many :
things that belonged 1o you fiom inside ANY . times? l [ l
car ot truck, such as pockages or clothing? !
;[_]Nn | ] l
44, Wos anything stolen fiom o while you . {7 Yes = How many Look at 48, Was HH member [ ves—How many
wete owny from home, for iustonce at \:mrk, in | times? 12+ attacked or threatened, or - times?
o theater or 1esdaurent, or white traveling? \ CHECK
' ITEM D was something stolen or an C)ne
i INe autempt made to steal something
! that belonged to him?
F
45. (Other thon any incidents you've alreods AL )’nw many Do any of the sereen questions contain any entnes
mentioned) was anything (elte) ot oll | timest for **How many times?"
stolen from you during the fost 4 months? . CHECK { . No — Interview next HH member.
:[_]No ITEM E End lnfc.rwew 1f last respondent,
: and fil! item 12 on cover page,
! | 1Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,
POHM HCIN (e BaT 8y
(1)B-5

64

e

e T (A T
NAME 1Y 0L OF LINE  (RELATIONSHIP

INTERVIEW NO, TQ HOUSLHOLD

e e HEAD

KEYER - BEGIN
NEW RECORD ‘ Jiee sz free 13w

Last @]4) Q3_5) (03)
1 [7]Per ~ Selt-respondent 1! I Head
2,1 Tel, = Self-respondent 7' Wife of head

Fast VU Pt = PloRY | it 136 oa T 3 Own child
4. ' Tel.= Proxy [ cover pae No. {4 'Otherrelative
5 TNy = Fall 1621 s " Nonrelalive

: PERSONAL MCHARACTERISTI‘CS

AGE MARITAL | RACE ARMED § Education - |Educailon~

wo o has o :m.""”}bﬁ.""wz’ﬁ“ } 71, 73 74,
LAST  |STATUS

FORCES| highast complate

i
|
J
BIRTH- | MEMBER| grade that yeat?
DAY |l
rce 19 fice 18) fec 1941 i(ce 190) jice 20 fice 211 [ccc 22 (cc 23)
el R i Ao T p i Bttt PR
IR ) ! @) @) 6 043
M o Tw, : VTIMD Y Yes AL
2t wd, 2"_‘;Neg.l' 2T E ({7 N0 a{TINo
e 1377100 {3700 ) e —
Age 47 sep, : Qg Grade
5T NM !

Look at item 4 un cover page, IS this the same
CHECK heuschold as fast enumeration? 1Box | marked)

ITEM A & [ Yes ~ SKIP o Check item B L

26d, Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
@ V[T Yes No — When did you last work?
2[7] Less than 5 years ago—SKIP to 280

25q. Did you live in this house on Ap-il 1, 19707
1) Yes = SKIP tu Check ftem B z[No

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

b. Wi'\:c-c'TJ y;uiﬁv;‘;—; :\-;;r-tl T:l‘ﬁb" (Stute, foreign country,
U.$. possession, etc,)

State, ete. ... County

27. |s there ony regson why you could not toke a job LAST WEEK?
[ No Yes ~ 2 ] Already had a job

3 [] Temporary illness

4 [} Going to school

< l-;;Zyt;n‘h.::;nsldc the ﬁmi!s of a city, town, village, eiz.?

Y - ¢y, town, village, etc.
@:D + 7] No 2 [7) Yes - Nome of city, town, I3 <

5[] Other — Specify -

280, For whom did you (lost} work? (Nume of company,

9 CLT LTI
) (Ask males 18+ only)
d. Were you in the Atmed Forces on April 1, 19702

@1D 1) es 2 [JNo

business, organization or other employer)

053 x[7] Never worked — SK/P to 36

CHECK I's thus person 16 years old or older?
ITEM B 3 [7) No ~ SKIP (0 36 [ Yes

b. Whot kind of business or industry {s this? (E.g.: TV ond
radio mfg.. retail shoe store, Stote Labor Deportment, farm)

26a, Whot were you do'ng mast of LAST WEEK ~ (woarking,
keeping house, yaing to school) of something else?

@ 1 [[) Wothang — SKIP to 28¢ 6 [] Unable to work — SKIPto 26d
2 {7) With a job but not at work 7 7] Rewred
3 [7) Looking for work 8 [7] Other ~ Specify -
4[] Keeping house e R
5[] Going to school __(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

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

¢. Div you hove o job or business from which you were
wmpotorily sbsent o an layoff LAST WEEK?
050 ‘[ Ne  z2[JYes - Absent ~ SKIP to 2Ba
37 Yes ~ Layofl — SKIP ta 27

m‘?) 9_(_'] No »Y;cs‘ ;-__Hwow mony houvs‘? e = SK1P 10 280 ]

W -

c. Were you

@59 t (3 An employee of 0 PRIVATE company, business or

individval for wages, salery or commissions?

2|7J A GOVERNMENT c¢mployee (Federal, State, county,
or locol)?

3 (] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, prafassional
practice or farm?

4[] Working WITHGUT PAY in tomily business or form?

4, Whot kind of wark wete you d:i;\;? (E.g.: electrnicol
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer, Armed Forces)

L1

e. Whot ware your most importont activities or duties? (E.g.:
typing, keeping account books, selling cors, Armed Forces)

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

Did you have your(pocket picked pursesnatched)? ! No

36, The following questions reler only to things Yes ~ How many 46. Did you find any evidence that someone —:"ers - onw many
thot happened to YOU during the last 6 months - Vmins? ATTEMPTED fo steal something that L Jmes?
between, . _.1, 197___ard.___, 197 . 1 belonged to you? {ather than any 1.ine

L

incidents olreody mentioned)

37. Did onyenc take something (else) durectly § Yes - How many

47, Did you coll the police during the last 4 months to report
something that happened to YOU which you thought was @
_ ctime? (Do nat count any colls made to ihe police
'Qf@ concerning the incidents you have just told me obout.)

from you by using focce, such as by o ) times?
stickup, mugging or threot? Mo
38. Did onyone TRY 1o 10b you by using force Yes - How many

or threatening to harm you? (other thon any | times?
incidents elicady mentioned) !N

(73 Yo ~ SKIP to 48
[ Yes ~ What happened?

39. Did anyonc beot you up, aftock you or hit you! * ' yes — How many

with something, such as a cock or bottle? - times?

{other thon any incidents elready mentioned) [T — Uook at 47 — Was HH member 121 T 1 ¥os — How mony
40. Were you knifcd, shot at, or ottocked with . Yes - Haw many 1CHECK auacked or threatened, or was some- 1 times?

some other weapan by anyone at all? (other times? ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made ta ¢~ No

steal something that belonged to hem?!

41, Did onyone THREATEN to beat you up or
THREATER you with 0 knife, gun, of some
other weapon, NOT including telephone thicats?y
{other than any incidents akieady mentioncd) ' No

, Yes = How many

.
1
' . . '
thon any incidents olicady mentioned) v o No
1
! tmes?

48, Did onything happen to YOU during the lost 6 menths which
@9) you thought was o crime, but did NOT report te the police?
(other than any incidents alrcody mentioned)
(TJ No = SKIP to Check ltem E

42, Dud onyone TRY to attack you in some
other way? lother than any incidents
already mentioned)

"1 Yes ~ How many
timest

i Ko

] Yes ~ What happened?

_

During the tost 6 months, did anyone steal
things that belonged 10 you from inside AN
cor of truck, such os pockages or clothing?

43

1Yes ~ How many
times?
L No

Lock at 48 — Was HH member 12+ il “1'Yes ~ How many
CHECK attacked or threatened, of was Some : times?
ITEM D thing, stolen of an attempt made to |

steal something that belonged to him? ™' No

i Yes = How many

44, Was onything stolen from you while you
tnies?

were oway from home, for instonce at work,
?

in o theater or restoyront, or while traveling? No

Oo any of the screen questions contain any entries
v
for "'"How many times?"*

45

(Other than uny incidents you've ulieody
. mentioned! Wos anything{else) ot all stolen
from you during the lost 6 months?

1
t
\
g

(

!

v

%

3

1}

1

1

I

]

.

1 "1Yes ~ How many
' times?
L
1

CHECK T} Mo = Interview dext HH member, End interview if
ITEME fost respondent, und 1!l i,em 12 on cover page,

{3 Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,

LE-LURTS TUT RIA R 1
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! PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

T, g s, — it. i7" T [Te, 7 s, 201, 10b. IR PN 2. 4,
NAME TYPE OF LINE [RELATIONSHIP AGE MARI'AL { RACE | ORIGIN JSEX |ARMED |} Education~ }Educatlon—
IKTERVIEW . NO., TO HOUSEROLD LAST |STATUS 1 FORCES | highest complete
e =] HEAD BIRTH- 1 MEMBER] gtade that year?
KEYER - BEGIN DAY %
NEW RECORD tec 12) [tec 13ty tee 17)_rec 18)  ftec 19a) 1yec 1o jree 01 jice 21 Jiec 220 {cc 23)
Lol B ey R N !
[3D) _ @) 0% @) @) ! 00) () (@42 @)
V) Per.~ Sclfvrespondent {7 Head VO W 'l L(TIM| 7] Yes L[] Yes
2] 7=, ~ Self-respondent 2(" }wile of head 2 [C)wd. z[_’}Nr:gJl 2[JF 2 No 2T No
Flrst ) Pere = Proxy | £uirgapon | == |3{ 1 0wn child ——— 1300, B0 | e ———
= ¢ . . n G
4[71Tel, - Proxy [ cover page Lr}';f «{ | Otherrelalive Ane 4[C]sen. : orlg rade
s{TINL = Fuil 16-21 s{ ] Non-refative s{TJNM !

Lock at 1tem 4 on cover page. Is this the same
household a5 last cnumeratiun? (Box | morked)

CHECK [.>
ITEM A [ Yes - SKIP w Check Jtem B ] No

26d, Hove you been looking for work during the post 4 weeks?

1] Yes No — When did you last wark?
27} Less than S years ago—SKIP to 280

254, Did you live in this house on Apni 1, 19707
V(3 Yes ~ SKIP to Chuech item B 21 No

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

b. Whote did you live on April 1,79707 {State, forcign country,
U.S. possession, etc.)

Siate, ctc. County

27. s there any reason why you could not toke o job LAST WEEK?
+ [ No Yes — 2 [] Already had a job

3 (T Temporaty illness

4[] Going to school

¢, Did you live inside the limits of o city, town, village, ete.?
1 [J No 2[7) Yes — Nome of city, town, village, etc.7

['T’T'TTT

5 [ Other — Specify ~

2Bo. For whom did you (last) wotk? (Name of company,

(Ask males 18+ only)
d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707

@2 1 [C)Yes 2[No

business, orgonization or other employer)

CHECK is this person 16 ycars old or older?
ITEM B (O No ~ 5KIP ta 36 {JYes

@ x [] Never worked — SKIP to 36

b, Whot kind of business or industry is this? (E.g.: TV and
radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Department, farm)

26a. What were you dolng most of LAST WEEK - (warking,
keeping house, going 1o school) or semething else?

048 V[ Working — SKIP to 280 & [J Unable to work - SKIP 1o 24d

2 (7] With 2 job but not at work 7 [ Retired

3 [J Looking for work e [ Other ~ Specify —

4[] Keeping house

5 {7] Going to_schovl (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

@ CLLI

c. Were you =
+ [ An employee of o PRIYATE company, business or
individual for wages, salory or commissions?
2} A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, Stote, county,
ot local)?
3 [J SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

Did you do any work ot ofl LAST WEEK, not counting work
oround the house? {Nate: If form or business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.)

o[JNo  Yes = How many hours?. . - SKIP 1o 280

b

practice or form?

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

d. Whot kind of work were yau doing? (E.g.; electrical
eagineer, stock clerk, typist, former. Armed Forces)

c. Did you have a job or business from which you were
tempotorily obsent or on loyofl LAST WEEK?
050 V[ No  2{7)Yes — Absent ~ SKIP 10 28a
3[T] Yes — Lavoll - SKIP ta 27

@ CI L1

r. Whot were your mast importont activities or duties? (E.g.:
typing, kecping account books, selling cars, Armed Forcus)

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QU :STIONS

35, The following questions reler only to things i "1 Yes = How many 46. Did you find any evidence that semeons :! 1Yes = How many
that happened to YOU during the last 6 months -1 times? bA‘[iT EM;’T ED to sz,_.a’! 50,;:”}‘“,9 that - . times?
between.._._1, 197 . _.ond 197 V. elonged to you? {ot ‘f" an any p 4 No
Did you hove ya'm(pockcl pickcd‘/pu;sc snatched)? | (N0 incidents alteady mentioned) ! o

47, Did you coll the police during the lost 6 months to report

other weapon, .l including telephone threats?;
{other than ony incidents olready mentioned) 17 iNo

T ; ; V.-
. 8:3"0;2':1; ':sk"n;L}:‘;’:“ﬁx';:)b‘i":c'ly ¢ lY'-‘S"n;"‘"!;'"" somu;\ing that happened to YOU which you thought was a
stickup, mugging or threof? 1T No crime? {Do not couns any calls mufh- to the police
: ! @ concerning the incidents you have just told me about.)
38, Did anyone TRY 10 rob you by using force ! 7 Yes = How many S () No = SKIP 10 48
ot threatening to harm you? (other than any 1 times? Yes = What h 42
tncidents alrcody mentioned) LS 3 Yes — What happened?
39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you !t~ 1yes ~ How many
with somcthing, such as o rock or bottle? 1~ tlmes?
(other than any incidents olready mentioned) '™, No Look at 47 — Was HH member 12, :{']Yes ~ How many
40, Were you knifed, shot of, or attacked with L iyes - How many |CHECKp\ Attacked or threatened, or was some- : . times?
some other weapon by anyonc ot all? {other ! times ITEM C thing stolen or an atlempt made to \{ " No
then any incidents olready mentioned) 1IN steal something that belonged to him?!
41, Did anyone THREATEN 1o beot you up or 11" ves . How many 48. Did anything hoppen to YOU during the last § months which
THREATEN +au with o knifc, gun, ot some times? @9 you thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?

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

17 1Yes = Hov many

42, Did anyone TRY to attack you in some H
\ times?

other woy? (other than any incidents

[T] Yes — What happenecd?

L.ook at 48 ~ Was HH member 12+ :[';Y“ —~ How many
CHECK attacked or threatened, of was some- : times?
ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to [
steal something that belonged to hm\?; iNo

44, Was anything stolen from you while you “}Yes ~ How many

1

olreody mentioned) L
43, Dusing the lost 6 months, did anyone steal | !Yes ~ How many

things thot belonged 1o you fram inside ANY | times?
cor o1 truck, such os packages or clothing? h'}No

I

'

t

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries
tor "*"How many times?'*

CHECK [ No — Interview next HH member, End interview if
ITEM E last respondent, ond fill item 12 on cover page,

(3 Yes — Fill Crime *ncident Reports,

were oway from home . for instance o wark, times?
in a theater or restourant, or while traveling?! !No
- T
45, (Other thon ony incidents you've olrrody L' jYes - How many
mentioned) Was anything (else)at ull stolen 1 imes?
from you during the last & months? N
PORM NGl 0y P
e (1
Ve
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PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

T4, 1. BTt 18,7, 205, P TP FE N FiN 24,
NAME TYPE OF LINE [RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL | RACE ORIGIN [SEX |ARMED Education~ -
INTERVIEW NO, "l{g HOUSEHOLD LIAS_;‘F STATUS : r(JRgES hll‘;lco’ll“ E:r::“:::"
AD BIRTH. 1 MEM d
KEYER — BEGIN oAY : BER (rade that yaar?
NEW RECORD tec 12) Jioc 13b) (e 1) [tec 18y e 19a teee 190k frec 20, fice 2 lec 2y fec 23)
Last - # = H N 5 -
@) @) |@9 @ 1@ @) e e &) (e
t[ | Per.~ Seltrespondent 1| |Head vEIme [ w. : VI [T res 117 Yes
2] Tel, ~ Sell-respondent 2" }Wife of head 2(7)wd, Z[L]Ncg.: 2T F 2T N 2T No
First W TiPet = Proxy Y e gabon | —— {37} Own child — 3210, D)o ) e —
' (CITel = oy [overpage | Set |47 omerretatve | P o[ sen. ( Origin Grade
s[TINI = Fill 1621 s | Non-elalive Bl :
Lock at 1tem 4 on cover page. (5 this the same 26d, Have you been leoking for work during the past 4 weeks?
CHECK household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 1] Yes No — When did you last work?
ITEM A () Yes — SKIP tu Check ftem B I Ne 2] Less than 5 years ago—SKIP to 280
o750 Did you live In this hause on April 1, 19707 sd5 o more yearsagol  opp oy
@_4) {7 Yes ~ 5KIP to Check ltem B 2] No 4[] Never worked

U.S. poss

State, etc,

ession, etc.)

County

b, Where did yad live on April 1, 19707 (Stote, foreign country,

27. Is there any teason why you could not take o job LAST WEEK?
t [ Ne Yes — 2 7] Already had a job

3 7] Temporary illness

4 [T] Going to school

t 7] No

¢. Did you live inside the limits of o city, town, village, ete.?
2 [7) Yes ~ Nome of city, town, village, etc. —,
- »

5 (T} Other — Speaify )

280. Fot whom did you (last) werk? (Name of company,

b@ 1] Yes

{Ask males 181 only)
d, Were you in the Armed forces on April 1, 1970?

2 [ No

business, orgonization or other employer)

CHECK p)
ITEM B

1s this person (6 years old or older?
[ No - SKIP to 36 O] Yes

@ x{T) Never worked — SKIP 5 36

b. What kind of business or industry is this? (E.g.: TV and
rodio mfg., retail shoe store, Stote Laksr Department, farm)

4[] Kes

osk agbout

o] No

ping house

5 [7) Going to school

unpaoid work.)

Yes ~ How mony hours?

8 [J Other —

260, What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?

1 7] Working ~ SKIF to 280 o [ Unable t

2 [T} With a job but not at work 7 (7] Retired

3 [0) Looking for work

o work ~ SKIPto 26d

Specify s

M Armad Fore- |, SKIP ¢> 28a)

& CILI1

c. Were you

1[JAn emplorco of o PRIVATE company, business or

individvol for woges, salary or commissions?

2] A GOVERNMENT employee {Federal, State, county,
or locol)?

3 [J SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

proctice or form?

b, Did you do ony work at all LAST <EEK, not counting work
oround the house? (Note: If farm or business Gperator in HH,

—~ SKIP t0 280

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

d. Whot kind of work were you doing? (£.5.0 electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, former, Armed Forces)

t [ No

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

2] Yes - Absent - SKIP to 28a
3[7]) Yes ~ Layolf - SKIP to 27

@ 111

e. What were your most importont activities or duties? (E.g.:
typing, keeping account books, selling cors, Armed Forces)

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

36. The following questions refer only to things |-
that hoppened to YOU during the last 6 months -1 times?
between____1, 197, __ond 97.

Did you hove your{pocket picked-‘purse snatched)?. '

' .

Yes ~ How many

[
i, No

i Yes — r:ew many

46. Did you find any evidence that someone
times?

T

1
ATTEMPTED to steol something thot :__
belonged to you? {other thon any 1i0) No
incidents already mentioned) !

37, Did anyone take something (else) directly
frtom you by using force, such as by o

,'.",‘Yes — How many
| tmes?

47. Did you call the police during the lost 6 months to report
something that happened to YOU which you thought was a
crime? (Do not count any calls made 1o the police

incidents already mentioned)

stickup, mugging or reot? 1171 No
38, Did onyone TRY to rob you hy using force 1t7; Yes — How many
or threotening to harm yo.” (other than ony | _ times?
i

[7]No

(@38 concerning the incidents you hove just told me obout.)
- ) No ~ SKIP to 48
[C] Yes - What happened?

39. Dud onyone beot you up, attock you or hit you
with something, such 8s a rock or bottle?
(other than any incidents already mentioned)}; “* Ne

:i 1Yes —~ How many
| times?

40

Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with
some other weopon hy anyone ot all? (other
then ony incidents olieady mentioned)

.

1Yes — How many
times?

K
i
Y 'Ne

Look at 47 — Was HH member {2; :lj Yes — How many
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some. | times?
ITEM C thing stolen of an atiempt made to |[~]No

steal something that belonged lo mm!}

41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or
THREATEN you with a
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats?)
{ather than ony incidents olrcody mentioned)

aife, gun, ot seme

1i "1 Yas — How many
! times?

1.7 No
1

_48. Did anything happen to YOU during the last 6 months which
@59) you thought wos a crime, but did HOT report to the police?
2 (other thon any incidents olready mentioned)

[ No ~ SKIP 10 Check Jtem E

42. Did anyone TRY to oftack you in some
other way? {other than any incidents
already mentioned)

1
7§ Yes ~ How many

' times?
1I["}No

[ Yes — Whot happened?

43. During the lost 6 months, did anyons steol 1
things thot belonged 20 you from inside ANY ! times
cor or truck, such os packoges or clothing? Y 1 No

i Yes - b:ow n’uny

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12+ I -
CHECK attached or threatened, or was some- ! fyes n;:‘n;my
ITEM D thing stolen or an awempt made to |

44. Wos onything stolen from you while you
were owoy from home, for instonce ot work, )
in o theater or restourant, or while traveling?!s "I No

I! “1Yes — How many
| times?

1.
steal something that belenged to h.m.’:f.l'“

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries
for "How many times?**

45. (Other thon any incidents you've already
mentioned) Was anything (eise) ot all stolen
from you during the lust & months?

T

1t "1 Yes — How many
! times?
R
L

CHECKQ [J No — interview next HH member, End frterview if
ITEM E last respondent, ond {ill 1tem 12 on cover page.

) Yes ~ Fill Crime Incident Reports,

PORM NCo+T (81050}
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]

1 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

ie. is it, 17, 180 7T 202, Db, 2|2 2, 24,
NAME TYPE OF LINE |RELATIONSHIP AGL MARITAL |RACE |ORIGIN {SEX [ARMED | Educmlon ~ |Educatlon—
INTERVIEW NO, TO HOUSEHOLD LAST STATUS N FOHCES | highest complete
HEAD GIRTH. 1 MEMBER]|grade that year?
KEYER ~ BEGIN DAY :
NEW RECORD (cc 12) {icc 13b) __lreean frecagy leee 1941 iee 9oy jice 20) free 21 fiee 22) {ce 23
Tast T~ T ~ (- ! -
b} ©9) @) (@ |9 @ |G |6 @)
+{ ] Per.= Sell-espondent V[ fHead W e I D) Yes V{T)ves
2"} Tel, - Seiferespondent 2{7]Wite of head 2 []wd. 2[_']Ncng 2{7)Ff2[C]No ("I No
. - — —[3{T)o. |2 [ JP—— —
Fhst ! [f.] Pet. = PIO3Y Y Fuld 13b on Line 3[] Own chitd Age 1o Clot : Otigin Grade
4“1 Tel, = Proxy | covar page No. {4 (] Otnerrelative 4[] Sep. I
s(CIRL= Fin 16-21 s {77 Non-relative s{TINM H

Lock at 1tem 4 on cover page. Is this the same
CHECK a household as last enumeration? (Box | marked)
ITEM A ] Yes ~ SKIP 1o Check ltem B [T No

24d, Hove you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?

1] Yes No — When did you lost work?
2 (7] Less than 5 years ago—SKIP to 223

@ o ] No

25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707

PLom) 1 Yes - SKIP to Check Item 8 2 [ Ne

3 [ 5 or more years ago
4[] Never worked SKIP 0 36

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

State, etc,, _ County

27. s there any reasen why you could not take o job LAST WEEK?
t [ No Yes - 2 [} Already had a job

3 [ Temporary illness

4[] Going to school

c. Did you li- - ‘nside the limitr of a city, town, village, ete.?
2 [T} Yes = Nume of city, town, villoge, etc.7

s [] Other — Specify s

280, For whom did you {lost) work? (Nome of company,

1 [ Ne

(Ask males 18+ only)
d, Were you in the Armed Forces on Apri' 1, 19702

1) Yes 2[JNo

business, organization or other employer)

@ x [T} Never worked — SKIP to 36

CHECK Is this gorson 16 years old or older?
ITEM B [ No -~ SXIP to 36 [JYes

b. What kind of business or industry is this? (E.g.: TV and
radio mfg., retar] shoe store, State Labor Department, fore,

260, What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
keeping house, going to school) or somcthing else?

1 [7) Working — SKIP to 280 6 [] Unable ta work —SKIPto 26d

2 ] With a job but not at work 7 [7] Retired

3 [) Looking for work 8 [] Other — Specify -

4[] Keeping house

@ CL1]

c. Were you —

1 JAn cmplorce of @ PRIYATE company, business or

individual for woges, salary or commissions?

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

or locel)?

3] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

s (] Going to school (If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

b. Did you do any work ot all LAST WEEK, not counting work
oround the house? (Note: If farm or busiiess operator in HH,
ask obout unpaid work.)

Yes - How many hours? ~ SKIP to 28a

practice or farm?

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

d. What kind of work were you doing? (E.g.: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer, Armed Forces)

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

1 JNo 2[J] Yes — Absent — SKIP to 28a
3[7] Yes — Layoll = SKIP 1o 27

& T

€. What were your most important activities or duties? (E.g.:
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, Armed Forc»s:

! INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

36, The following questions refer only to things "i']Yes ~ How many
that hoppened to YOU during the last & months =1 tmest

between 1, 197_.___ond R B A !I_ N
Did you have your (pocket picked purse snatched)? o

46, Did you find uny evidence that someone :f']‘(es ~ How many

ATTEMPTED to steal something that | times?
belonged to you? (other than any |mN°
incidents olready mentioned) [

1

37. Did anyone toke something (else) directly 1171 Yes — How many
from you by using force, such os by @ [ times?
stickup, mugging or threat? HTINO e

47. Did you caoll the police during the last 6 months ta report
something that hoppened to YOU which you thought was o
crime? {Do not count any calls made to the police

concerning the incidents you have just told me obout.)

38, Did onyone TRY to rob you by using force 7] Yes — How many

O No - SKIP to 48
[ Yes — What happened?

ot threatening to harm you? (ather than any times?
incidents alreody mentioned) HNe

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you o hit you 1~ yas - How many
with something, such os o rock or bottle? 1 times?
{othet than ony incidents olready mentioned) ! JNo

40. Were you kaifed, shot of, ar attacked with :(']Yes— How many
some other weapon by anyone ot all? {other : tmes?

than any Incidents already mentioned) il no

l.ook at 47 — Was HH member |2+ :['] Yes — How many
CHECK auacked or threatened, or was some- 1 ~ times?
ITEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to | }No

steal something that belonged to him?%

41

Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up of ;[’J Yes — How many
THREATEN you with o knife, gun, or some : times?
other weapon, NOT including telephone threots?
{other thon ony incidents olready mentioned) :[—J No

48. Did onything hoppen to YOU during the lust 6 months which
you thought wos a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
(other than ony incidents already mentioned)

[J No — SKIP to Check Item E

42, Did onyone TRY to attack you in some

other woy? (other than ony incidents

t
:[:] Yes - How many
\ timas?

[] Yes — Whot hoppened?

olready mentioned) 1 Ne

4

During the last 6 months, did anyone steal (") yas ~ How many
things that belonged to you from inside ANY) times?
car or truck, such os packoges or clothing? ll('] No

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12+ {r] Yes — How many
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some- : times?
ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made to

steal something that belonged to him? ;l?] No

44, Was onything stolen from you while you 1[7] Yea — How many -
were owoy from home, for insrance ot work, 1 times? Do any of the screen Questions contain any entries
ln o thealer or restauviant, or while 'ruvel\nq?i[ 1 No — | cHECK [f—_lg NHOWIN(N‘Y times? " b, End i ‘ ,
45. (Other thon any incidents you've already  1-1yay = 1o 0 — Interview next meinber, End interview i
mentioned) Was anything (else) at oll stolen :l.] Howmany 1ITEM E last respondent, and fill item 12 on cover page.
from you during the last 6 months? W TINo [Z] Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports.,
POAM NCES {0 duer8? * (I)B 9
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) PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

i4. 15, (I Y 1w s ELTO P T P 23, .
NAME TYPE OF LINE |RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL |RACE | ORIGIN [SLX [ARMED { Education=~ |Education—
INTERVIEW NO. TO HOUSEHOLD LAST {STATUS | FORCES | highest complele
REYLR - BEG HEAD SIAkYT". 1 MEMBER|grade that year?
- BE :
WEW RECORD {cc 12) ficc 1ap) tee 17) f(cc 18y Wee 19a) tpee “py fice 2yitce 20 ree 22) {ce 23)
-, = 1 - e
. @) @ 0@ e | qE
1 ["] Por,= Self-tespondent 1[7) Head Cime dw | VCIM|U T Yes 17 Yes
2{7] Tel, = seit-respondent 2 1 Wile of head 0)we. |2(0) NcgJ‘ 2[AF 2] Ne 2[JNo
Flrst A7) Pet. = Proxy \ gif 1abon | —— 13{7]0wn child — [3[JJo. [:00t ) e R
A7) Tel, = Proxy [ cover page Lngf 4(Z) otherrelntive Aee {7 ) sup. } Ortain Grade
s [T)NI = Fill 16=21 3{7] ton-relative S{TINM :

Lock at item 4 on cover page, 15 this the same
CHECK $ housechold as last enumeration? (Box | marked)
ITEM A [ Yes ~ SKIP to Check Item B 3 No

26d. Have you been loaking for work during the pust 4 weeks?

1] Yes No = When did you lost work?
2] Less than 5 years ago—SKIP to 280

250, Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707
1 (7] Yes — SKIP to Check ftem B 2] No

3] 5 or more years ago
4[] Never worked SKIPta 36

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

State, ctc. County

27. s there any reason why you could not toke o job LAST WEEK?
@ 1 [JNo Yes — 2z [[] Already had a job

3 ] Temporary illness

4[] Going to school

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

1 [JNo 2 [7] Yes — Name of city, town, villege, z:Lc.7

s [] Other — Specify -

28a. For whom did you {last) work? (Nome of company,

{Ask moles 18+ only)
d, Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19702

V] Yes 2{]Ne

business, organization or other employer)

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEM B [ZJNo ~ 5KIP to 36 ] Yes

@ x [C] Never worked ~ SKIP to 36

b. What kind of business or industry is this? (E.g.; TV and
radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Department, farm)

260, What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ {working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?
048 1 [J Working ~ SKIP to 28 &[] Unable to work — SKIPto 26d
2 [T} With a job but not i work 7 7] Retired
3 [ Looking for work a [7] Other — Specify -
4[] Keeping house

@ [ L]

c. Were you ~

1+ [] An employee of o PRIVATE compony, business or

individual for wages, salory or commissions?
2] A GOYERNMENT employce (Federal, State, county,
or local)?

3 [ SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

s [[] Going, to schoal (If Armed Forces, SKIP 1o 28a)

b. Did you do any work at ol LAST WEEK, not counting work
oround the house? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work,)

o{JNo  Yes —~ How many hours? ~ SKIP to 280

practice or form?

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

d. Whot kind of work were you doing? (E.g.: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer, Armed Forces)

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

1CJNo  2[ ] Yes — Absent - SKIP to 28a

@ L

e, Whot were your most Importont activities or duties? (E.g.:
typing, keeping oceount books, selling cars, Armed Forces)

Lf. Yes — Layoff ~ SKIP to 27

: INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

38, The following questions refer only to things 111 yes - 46, Did you find any evidence thet someone 171 Yes ~ How many
that hoppened to YOU during the lost 6 months -—:‘ Fyes m\»:‘n;any ATTEMPTED to steal something that :r“ times?
between 1,197 ___and R L A belonged to you? (ather then ony jl.iNe
Did you have your (pocket picked purse snatched)?) INo incldents olteady mentioned) : [—

37. Did ok thi Tee) ditectly  tr- - 47. Did you call the police during the last 6 months to report
g,omo;‘::ley :‘i:;(;:‘,:e'lzic(}: ;: by”: Y :! ives n:":l".;'“’ :o'me!hing that hoppened to YOU which you thought was a
stickvp, mugging of threat? 1TV Ng me o not count any calls made to the police

ickvp, mugging N crime? (Do not t Ils made to the poli

35, D1 enyone TRY fo rob you by vaing foree L ST— 058) concerning the incidents you hove just told e about.)
of threatening to harm you? (other thon any | R times? L No - SSIP l: 48 a2
incidents olready mentioned) 7 Ro [ Yes — What hoppened?

39. Did onyone beat you up, attack you or hit you  1i*{ves — How many
with something, such as a rock or bottle? [ times?

(other than any incidents already menlioned) )™t No Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 ) ves = How many

40, Were you knifed, shot ot, or attacked with || ", Yes ~ How many |CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some- tmes?
some other weapon by anyone at oll? (other [ times? \TEM C thing stolen or an auwempt made to ImLY
than any incidents olteady mentioned) HIRE T steal something that belonged to him?

41. Did onyane THREATEN to beot you up or ;1 | Yes — How many 438. Did anything happen to YOU during the lost & months which
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some | times? (059)  you thought was o crime, but did NOT report to the police?
other weopon, NO:I’ including '°I'~‘Ph°f"~‘ 'e':i'“"?:l-lNO (other than any incidents already mentioned)

(other than any incidents olrcody mentioned} H ] No — SKIP (o Check ftem £

42. Did onyone TRY to ottack you in some 171 yes - How many [ Yes — What happened?
other way? (o!hw)!hn‘.n ony incidents :‘ times?
alreody mentioned Il INo

43, During the lost 6 months, did anyone steal 1} ves ~ How many
things thot belonged to you from inside ANY | tmes?
cor or truck, such oy pockages or clothing? :!"No

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 gm Yes — How nany
CHECK attiacked or threatened, or was some- : times?
ITEM D thing stolen o an attempt made to

44. Wos onything stolen from you while you 11" Yes — How many
were oway {rom home, for instance ot work, 1| N times?
in o theater or restauront, or while 'ruvc“nq?:l I No

[,
steal something that belonged to him? :l INo

Do any of the scizen questions contaip any entries
for ""How many times?"

45. (Other than any incidents you've already
mentioned) Was anything (else) ot oll stolen
from you during the lost 6 months? A

4

T
1|7} Yes — How many
! times?

CNECK» [T No = Interview next HH member. End interview If
iTEM E last respondent, and [ill item 12 on cover page,

(] Yes - Fill Crime [ncident Reports.

PORM NCHRY 1809708
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0.M.8, No. 41:R2661: Apptaval Expires june 30, 1977

BEGIN NEW RECORD

KEYER - Notes

Line numbes

Screen question number

{ncident number
10)

pers
discl

NOTICE -~ Your report to the Census Bureau 1s confidential by law
{U.S. Code 4., Section 37613, All wdentifsabie inlormation will be used snly by

ons engaged n and for the pyrboses of the survey, and may not be
losed o toleased to others for any purpose.

teaie.

rows NCS-2

™ U5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

BUNEAU OF THE CLNSUS
ACTING a3 COLLECTING AGENT FOR THE
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINMISTRATION
U.S. OEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY — NATIONAL SAMPLE

lo,

¥You soid thot during the lost § months ~ (Refer 1o
appropricte screen question for description of crinte).
In whot month (did this 'did the first) incident hoppen?
{Show floshcard 1 necessary, Encourage respondent to
grve exact manth.)

]
Month (01 —12) i Year 197

Is this incident report for a series of crimes?
CHECK t ") No ~ SKIP to 2
ITEM A 2.} Yes ~ {Note: series must hove 3 or

more similar tncidents which
respondent can’t recoll seporately)

S5a. Were you o customer, employee, or owner?
1 [_] Customer
2} Employee
3] Owner
4 (_] Other - Specify

b, Did the person{s) steal or TRY fo steal anything belonging
to the store, restaurant, office, factory, ete.?
v ]Yes
2{iNo
371 Don’t know

SKIP to'Check item 8

In what month{s) did thesye incidents toke ploce?
{Mark ol that apply)

1771 Spring (March, Apnil, May)

2{_} Summer (June, July, August)

3 "1 Fall (September, Qctober, November)

47 jWinter (December, January, February)

How many incidents were involved in this series?
1[7] Three or four

21 _]Five to ten

3 ("] Eleven or more

4[] 0on't know

INTERVIEWER: If this raport is for a series, read the
{ollowing stotement,
{The following questions teler enly to the most recent incident.)

About whot time did (this the most recent)
incident hoppen?
1{ ]} Don't know
2, | During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
At night (6 p.m, to 6 am.}
3{7]6 p.m. to midnight
4" 1 Midnight to 6 a.m,
51.] Don't know

e (:)

3

)

T

tn what State and county did this incident occur?

* ] Outside U.5, — END INCIDENT REPORT

State County

6a. Did the offender(s) live thete or have o right to be
there, such as a guest or a workman?

1] Yes - SKIP to Check ltem 8

2[] No
3] Don't know

o

Did the offender(s) octually get in or just TRY to get
In the building?

1 {7} Actually got In
2[7] Just wied to get in
3] Don't know

c. Waus there ony evidence, such as o broken lock or broken
window, thot the offender(s) {forced his way In/TRiED
to force his way in) the building?

17 No
Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?
{Mark all that apply)
2] Broken lock or windaw

3 [} Forced door or window

a ] Slashed screen foK,Cieck
s [ ] Other — Spectfy 7 Item 8

d. How did the offender(s) (get tn/try to get in)?
[} Through unlocked door or window
2] Hod key
3] Don't know
a7} Other - Specify

Did it hoppen INSIDE THE LIMITS of a city, town,
villoge, etc.?
ti yNo

2", Yes ~ Enter name of city, town, elc, 7

N O Sy

Was respondent or any other member of
this houschold present when this
incident cccurred? (I not sure, ASK)
1[Z)No - SKIP to 130

2(7] Yes

CHECK
ITEM B

N OO

Qo 2 -

- X O v mMm I -~ 2 mMm O

4. Where did this incident toke ploce? 7a, Did the person(s) have a weapon such as a gun or knife,
112 V. _j At or in own dwelling, 1n garage or or something he was using os a weapon, such as o

other building on pruperty (Includes sKi ' battle, or wrench?
break-in or attempted break-in) P10 ba 1[jNo

277} At or In a vacatton home, hatel ‘motel 2 {7} Don't know

37 Yinside commercial bwlding such as Yes - What wos the weapon? Anything clse?
store, restaurant, bank, gas stauoa, (Mark all that apply)
public conveyance ar station ASK 50 3 | Gun

4, }lnside office, factory, or warchouse a7} Knife

%[ ] Near own home, yard, sidewalk, N\ s(_] Other — Specify
driveway, carport, apartment hall =
(Does not include breakein or b, Did the person(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually
ottempted breakein) attack you in any way?

6{_ ] On the surect, in a park, field, play- skip 1 jYes = SKIP to 7
ground, school yrounds o packing lot to Check @ “_,J

— Item 8 277} No
71.) Instde school e
e {7} Othet - Spearfy > c. Did the person(s) thicoten you with harm in ony way? :
@ 177 No — SKIP to 7e
—— J Zf | Yes
(I)B-11
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7d. How wero you thicotened? Any other woy?
‘ {Mork oll that apbily) N\

G@ 1 Verbal threat of rope
2.} Verbal theeat of attack other thon rope

3{ | Weapon present or threatened
b ws\hpwe:{non Lf:”’
a7, Attempted attack with weapon 100
(for example, shot at)
s [7) Object thrown at person
6 ("} Followed, surrounded
LR Qxhcr - Specify J

__| L CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued | __

9c, Did insurance or ony health benetits progrom p.o.y for it o1 port of

)

@

the totol medicol expenses?
1, Notyet settled

27 Nofe . e SKIP to 100
I AL
o Pact

d. How much did insutance or a health henefits program poy?

s . {Obtain on estimate, if necessory}

e, Whot actually hoppened? Anything clse?
. {Mork oll that apply)
@ 1 {7} Something taken without pernuission
- 2] Auempted or threatened to
' take something
317 Harassed, argument, abusive language
4{ ] Forcible entry or attempted

forcible entty of house sKiIp
s [7] Forcible entry or attempted to

enlry of car 100
s [ ) Damaged or destroyed property

7 [T} Attempied or threatened ta
damage or destroy property
& { ) Other - Specify 5

@

+

100, Did you do onything to protect yourself or your property

during the incident?
v _'No - SKIP 1o 11
2. . Yes

b, What did you do? Anything else? (Mork oll that upply)

+ T jUsed-brandished gun or kmife

2 [C1Used/tried physical force (hit, chased, threw object, used
other weapon, etc.)

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

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

s {7 Resisted without force, used evasive action {ran/drave away,
hid, held praperty, locked door, ducked, shielded self, etc,)

6 [] Other ~ Specify

1

@

How did the person(s) attock you? Aay

. other way? (Mork all thot oppiy}

@ 1, , Raped

2( | Tried to rape

3, 7} Hit with object held tn hand, shot, knifed

4 Hit by thrown object

57V Hit, slapped, knogked down

6 . Grabbed, held, uvipped, jumped, pushed, etc.
7! . Other ~ Specify __.

Hiad

Bo, Whot were the injuries you suffered, if any?
' Anything clse? iMark ail that apply)
t. . None — SKIP to 100
"} Raped
{_j Auempted rape
{71 Knife or gunshot wounds
U | Broken bones or teeth knocked out
77 Internal miunies, knocked unconsciaus
[~V Beuises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling
8 , Other — Specify,

2
3
4
1]
%
7

b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed
medical ottention after the cttack?

@ ViT) No = SKIP 1o 100

2.7 ) Yes

. Did you reccive any trectment ot o hospitel?
1. No
2[ ! Emergency room treatment only
3|7} Stayed overnight or longer —
How many doys? 7

o

d. What wos the total amount of your medical
expenses resulting from this incident, INCLUDING
onything poid by insurance? lnclude hospital
ond doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, and
ony other injury.refated medicol expenses.
INTERVIEWER - If respondent dees not know
exact amount, encourvge lum (o give an esttmote,

a {_} Ne cost — SKIP 1o 10a

s .[ho

x " Qon’t know

9a. At the time of the incident, were you covered
by ony medicul insuronce, or were you chigible
for benetivs from ony other type of healih
benefits progiam, such as Medicoid, Veterans'
Administiation, or Public Welfare?

?N°"“"}SKIP(O:OU

2 ; Don't know
3. Yes

@

Did you file o claim with ony of these insurance
companies or progroms in oder to get port or all
of your medical expenses poid?

@ 1 No — SKIP tv 10u

o

2 " Yes

V. Was the crime committed by only one or more thon one person?

1.1 Only enc 2{"] Dan't know - 3] More than one 7
SKIP to 12a
o, Was this person male f. How many persons?
or female? @
1 ) Male

9. ¥Were they mole or female?
@ 101 Al male
2 [ Al female
1. ZjMale and female
4] Don’t know

2 "] Female

3] Dont know

b, How old would you say

the person wns?
+ {7, Under 12

h. How old would vou say the
youngest wos?

L2 { +{7} Under 12 s {7] 21 or over —
2i.j12-4 @ i e S skip
3. 1s-17 sC115-17 6 (7] Don't know

4j7]18-20 +[7]18-20

i. How old would you say the
aldest was?

102} Under 12 a7 1820
2[[}12-14  s(7} 21 or over
37]115-17 6 [7) Don't know

s 7,21 or over

6. . Don't know

<. Was the person someone you
knew or was he o stronger?

J+ Were any of the persons known
of related to yeu or were they
oll strongers?

17} Stranger

2 77] Don't know

Ca + ") All strangers SKIP
o K"?‘w“ b|7 f:,ep 2] Don't know tom
stght only 3] Al relatives SKIP
") Casual 4] Some relatives to!
acquaintance s [-:J All known

57 ] Well known 6 [] Some known

L, How well were they known?
N {Mark ol thot apply)
+ 71 By sighe anly
2{" | Casual SKIP
acquaintance(s) tom

3 7] Well known

d. Wos the person o reletive
of yours?

1, jNo
Yes — Whot relutionship?

277 ] Spouse or ex-spouse
3{7] Parent

47"} Own child

5 [T ] Brother or sister

I, How were they related to you?
o+ (Mark oll that apply)

t 7} Spouse or a7} Brothers/

ex-spouse sisters

o | 277 Parents s 2 Daher -
6 ther relative ~ P Speci
Specify 321 0wn P {y7
7 children

m. Ware olt of them ~

e. Was he/'she - 17 ) White?

v White? 21| Negro?
2 ; Negro? SKIP 3.1} Other? = Sp"‘f)‘?
3 . Othe? - Soecn{y;

to
120 +.} Combinauion — Specify

4. Den't know s | Don't know

PORM NCI:2 1918023
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| CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIORS ~ Continued |

12a, Were you the only prison thore besides the offender(s)?
@ 1{ i Yes = SKIP to 13e
2({ ] No

b. How mony of these persons, not counting yourvelf,
wete tobbed, harmed, or thteatened? Do not inelude
persons undee 12 years of age.

@ o) None - SKIP to 130

memmmmenems NuUmber of persons

~

Do not include houschold members under 12 years of oge.

@) oliNe

Yes - How meny, not counting youraelf?

(ALSO ARK “YES'* IN CHECK ITE¥ I ON PAGE 12}

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken?
CHECK

{Box 3 or 4 marked 1in 13])
ITEM D [} [} No = SKIP to Check item E

) Yes

Ate any of these pe <ons members of your houschold now?

130, Wos something stolen o1 token without peimission that
bolonged 16 you ar others in the houschold?
INTERVIEWE R = Include anything stolen [+~
unrecogm zab’c business in respordent's hee,

Qo not tnclude unyth ng stolen [rom o recog 22ble
bustneéss 1n respondent’s home or gnother bes 1ess,
such os merchandise or cash fram g regester.

@ 1[[]Yes ~ SKIP to 13f

2[ 1 Ho

. Did the person{s) ATTEMPT 1o toke someihing that
belonged to you or othets in the houschold?

@ v[ Mo - SKIP to {3e

2{7]Yes

)

o

AETH

Hod peimission to use the {cor/motor vehicle) ever been
given to the person who took it?

EINo L. '}SKIP to Check ltem E
2(7] Don't know
1) Yes
b, Did the person return the (cor/motor vehicle)?
1[7] Yes
207  Ne

n

Is Box | or 2 marked in 1317

CHECK f {Z] No - SKIP to 150
ITEM E (7] Yes :

Wos the {purse/wallet/moncy) on your person, for instance,
in a pocket o belng held by you when it was token?

. What did they tey to take? Anything clse?
(Mark alf that apply)

1[_] Purse

2 [ ] Wallet or money

a0 ] Car

4 [ ) Other motor vehicle

s [} Pact of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc))
6 [ jDon't know

n

Did they try to take a purse, wallet,
or money? {Box | or 2 markec tn 13c}

ZJNo - SKIF 1o 180

7 1] Other - Spectfy mmn o - o

CHECK [
ITEM C Ly

Wos the (purse ‘wallct/money) on your person, for
Instance in o pocke! or being held?

@ s ch} SKIP to 18a
2( ] No

ol

. What did happen? Anything else? (Mork all that apply)
1] Attacked

2 (7] Theeatened with harm

3 [} Attempted to break 1nto house or garage

4 (7] Attempted 1o break into car

s (7] Harassed, argument, abusive language sKip
(AN Damaged or destroyed property 8¢

7 (2} Attempted or threatened to damage o
desvoy property

o ] Other ~ Specify

o~

6,

@ 1[2) Yes
2{7) No
Was onty cash taken! (Box 0 morked in {3f)
CHECK ['- ] Yes - SKIP to I6a
mem FLY T
150, Altogether, what was the value of the PROPERTY

that was token?

INTERVIEWER - Exciude stolen cosh, and enter $Q for
stolen checks and credit cords, even if they were used.

s [o]

How did you decide the value of the property thot was
atolen? Any other way? (Mark oll that apply)

1 [[] Original cost

2 {77 Replacement cost

+(C] Personal estimate of current value
1) Insurance report esumate

s[7) Police estimate

& [} Don’t know

7 [7] Other - Specify

f. What was token that belonged to you of others in the
houschold? Anything else?

Cash: S [ea]

and/or
. Property: {Mork all thut opply)

o [ Only cash taken - SKIP 1o 14c¢
V(7)) Purse
2 [[) wallet
s[7jCar .
« 7] Other matae vehiele
s [7) Part of car (hubcap, tope-deck, etc.)

6! )Other = Specify

”

. Wos all or port of the atalen money or property recovered,

nut counting anything received from Insuronce?
1] None

207 Al }SKIP to l7a

A7) Part

What waos recovered? Anything else?

Cashi $ e’ Eﬂ

and/or
Property: {Mark al! that epply)

o (7] Cash only recovered — SKIP 1o 70
V(] Purse

2 [T Wallet

s[]Car

4[] Other motor vehicle

s [} Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc,)
6 ] Other - Spectfy

. Whot wos the volue of the property recovered (excluding

tecovered cash)?

s [9]

PORM NCEsY 1P}Vl

(1)B-13
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CRIME_INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continved |

V74, Wos thete ony Insvronce against theft?
tINe v e
SKIP to 180

2] Don't know
3] Yes

b, Wes this loss reported to an nsvronce compony?

113 1CJNow. e M

@ ! } SKIP to 180
2] Don't know

3([7) Yes

<. Wos ony of this loss recovered thiough Insurance?

$ [T] Not yet settled
@ ] } SKIP to 18a
2[JNowsvvvans

Ao, Were the police informed of this incident in ony woy?
1 7] No
2{7) Don't know — SKIP 1o Check ttem G
Yes ~ Who told them?
3 {7) Household member
4[] Someone else

SKIP to Check ltem G
s [7) Police on scene

o

. Yhot was the reason this Incident was not reported to
the police? Any other redson? (Mark all that apply)
1 [} Nothing could be done ~ lack of proof
2 (7] Did not think it important enough
3[7] Police wouldn't want to be bothered
4[7] Did not want to take time « too inconvenient
5[] Private o personal matter, did not want to report it
6 [} Oid not want to get involved
7 (] Afrald of reprisal
o 7] Reported to someone else
9 [T} Qther - Specify

3] Yes

d. How much was recovercd?

ITEM G {71 No ~ SKIP to Cheek Item H

CHECK @ 15 this person 16 years or older?
[T Yes - ASK 21a

INTERVIEWER - If property reploced by insuronce
compony instead of cash settfement, ask for estimate
of value of the property reploced.

@ s (o]

18a. Did any houschold member lose any time from work
because of this incident?

@ o] No — SKIP to 190
Yes — How mony members? 7

L

How much time was lost oltogether?

1 [ Less than | day
2{"] -5 days
a1 [C] 6~10 days
4[] Over 10 days
s [T} Don't know

190, Wos onything thot belonged to you or other members of

For exomple, was o lock or window broken, clothing
domaged, or domoge done to o car, efe.?

1 [] No — SKIP to 200

® ©

® ®

210, Did you hove a job at the time this incldent happened?
{23 No — SKIP to Check ftem H
2[C] Yes

b. What wos the job?
1 [7] Same as described 1n NCS#| Items 28a-e - SK/P to
. Check Item H
2 [T} Different than described in NCS-1 ftems 28a-e

¢, For whom did you work? (Name of company, business,
orgunization or other emplayer)

a

Y'hot kind of business or Industty is this? (For example: TV
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., [arm)

[T 1]

e, Yere you -
1] An !mp?o{ee of @ PRIVATE company, business or
Iadividual for wages, salary or commissions?
2] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county or locol)?
3] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professionol
practice or farm?
4 [T Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or farm?

o

Wha ind of work were you doing? {For example: elactrical
engt -er, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

the household damaged but not taken In this incident? I

Yhot were your most Important activitiesor duties ? (For exomple:
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.)

w«

2] Yes

CH

@) 100 Yes = SKIP to 19

ECK
b. (Was/were) the domaged ttem(s) repaired or reploced? ITEM H ’

Summarize this tncident or series of Incidents,

2[C] No

<. Mow much would [t cost to sepair or replace the

domaged item(s)?

s________.@

SKIP 10 200

% (] Oen't know

How much wos the repoit or replocement cost?

% [T No cost or don’t know ~ SKIP (o 200

s [o]

o

Look at 12c on Incident Report. [s there an

CHECK

entry for ‘*How many?"
ITEM | LN

[T} Yes — Be sure you have an Incident Report for each
HH member 12 yeors of uge or over who was
robbed, harmed, or threutened in this incident.

o, Who peid or will pay for the repalts or replacement?

2{"] Landlord
3 (2] Insurance
4[7) Cther ~ Specify

Anyone else? (Mork all thot apply) CHECK Is this the last Incident Report to be filled for this pecson?
* (3 No — Go to next Incident Repori.
+{23 Household membes ITEM ) [7] Yes — is this the Jast HH member to be interviewed?

[C1 No — Interview next HH member,

[} Yes ~ ERD INTERVIEW. Enter total
number of Crime Incident Reports
filled for this household in
{tem |2 on the cover of NCS-1.

FOMM NCTE2 (8018.70) (I)B-ll‘

¢
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SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRES

- 1

FOR JOLIET AND PEORIA

October 1976

Wheeler Street ‘
mbridge, Mass., 02138 REGULAR “]
' fhone 4 - tocation: Peoria [J

' Joliet d

(a-1] (2-8) .

-

RESULTS

y of Intex- —_—— No .

eek Month Day ‘Time viewer Complete Refusal Buciness B Busy Answer Other (SPECIFY) }

NN\ -

-

}
]

.

.
.
.

'
i
!
:
:
L
!
I
!
!
!
!
!
!

.
.
.

Durling the last six months, that is, since

using foree, such as by a stick-up, mugging, or threat;

. did anyone take something directly from you by v
or did anyone try to rob you by using force or

‘—'

threatening to harm you? NO[] 9-1 YES (] -2

ASK A -

1lAa.

(Aside from anything already mentioned)

How many times did this happen in the past

six months? )
times l

(10) o

FILL OUT VICTIMIZATION REPORT FOR EACH
"ROBBERY" INCIDENT.

f
J
}

In the last six months, did anyone beat you up, attack you, or hit you, or did anycne threaten to beat you uj

or otherwise threaten you?

By threat, we mean threats where you really believed you were going to get hurt. o

NO (J11-1 [XESE] -2 EéﬁiiL~>2:. How many times did this happen in the last -,
six months? l
[::] times "
(12)
FILL OUT VICTIMIZATION REPORT FOR EACH H
"ASSAULT" INCIDENT. J’
(Aside from anything already mentioned) (date) 4
During the last six months, since ~==---2==22Zo , did anyone break into or somehow illegally get into your home,
garage, oy another building cn your property, or did vou find a door jimmied, a lock forced, or any other sic
of an attempted break-in? NO [ 13-1 YES[] -2 ASK A ;

3A,

(Aside from anything already mentioned)

How many times did this happen in the last
six months?

)
S

times
(14) I

FILL OUT VICTIMIZATION REPORT FOR EACH
"BURGLARY" INCIDENT.

]

Did anyone steal anything that belonged to you, other than a car, truck, or motor vehicle or ATTEMPT to steal

anything that belonged to you in the last six monthg?

Do not include pickpocketing or purse-snatching.

NO [J15-2

vES (] ~2 ASK Ay "
4A. How many times did c¢his happen in the last
six months?
X
[::] times -i}.
(16) ,
FILL QUT VICTIMIZATION REPORT FOR EACH I[“
"LARCENY" INCIDENT. l
e
48 “\

I 74
6. How old are you? READ CATEGORIES.
16-21 (] 18-1 30-39 [} -4 60-69 g -7
l 22-26 O -2 40-~49 [ -5 70 or older (J -8
26-29 (0 -3 50-~59 (] -6 refused 0 -9
'. What race are you?
Black {J 19-1 Other [} -3
l white [J -2 Refused [J -4
+ Are you the head of this household?
YES 20-1 No [ -2
' SKIP TC Q. 12
9. How old is the head of this household? READ CATEGORIES.
18-21 (] 21-1 30-39 (O -4 60~69 Q-7
22-25 O =2 40-49 (] -5 70 or older [] -8
6-29 O -3 50-59 [ -6 refused- 0 -9

« Is the head of this household male or female?

Male (7] 22-1 Female [ -2
What race (is he/she)?
Black [] 23-1 White ] -2 Other [] -3 Refused (] -4

. Which of the following categories best descrites the total annual income of everyone over 12 in your household
who lives here? By annual income we mean things like wages and salaxies (before taxes), conmissions, tips,
bonuses, dividends, interest, pensions, and reqular government or public assistance checks. Is your house-
hold's total yearly income (READ CATEGORIES)?

$0 - $3000 per year 024-1 $10,001 - 15,000 per year [] -4 $30,001 - 40,000 per year [J] -7
$3001 ~ 6000 per year 0 -2 $15,001 ~ 20,000 per vear [] -5 over $40,000 per year ] -8
$6001 - 10,000 per year O -2 $20,001 -. 30,000 per year [J -6 refused O -9
How long have you been living at your present address?
less than 6 months (J 251 > 13A. ¥rare did you live six months ago?
6 months - less than 1 -2
n year [] Joliet O 26-1
r -1 th 3 -
1 yea ess than 3 years [[] -3 Peoria 0 -2
3 - less th 5 -
years an 5 years [] -4 elsewhere in Illinois g -3
S 'S - 1 th 0 - :
years ess than 10 years [] -5 elsewhere in UJ.S. 0 -4
10 years or more Q- outside U.S. a -s
don't know 0 -7

Do you live in a single-family housae?
271
. No O -2

Yes

5. Do you have another phone number, at this address, where you can receive calls?

ASK A <
' yes ([J28-1 7 10A. By phone number, we do not mean extension phones.
o 0O -2 All together, how many different phone lines are
there in your home?
' phones
(29)
Thank ysu very much for your cooperation. Goodbye. 49
A0-

————



Il 75
Abt Associates Inc. October, 1976
55 Wheeler Street ATTITUDINAL
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138
Phone # -—1' location: Peoria [J
. — 3767 Joliet (0
. Results
Day of Business No Respondent | Other
' Week Month | Day {Time jIntexrviewer |li Complete | Refusal 4 Busy | Answer |Not In {Spacify)
&\

|

INTERVIEWER INSTRUCTIONS: IS THE LAST DIGIT OF THE PHONE NUMBER ODD OR EVEN?

obb  [JF— RESPONDENT SHOULD BE MALE ADULT
EVEN [J~—— RESPONDENT SHOULD BE FEMALE ADULT

IF PERSON ANSWERING PHONE IS NOT OF THE APEROPRIATE SEX AND AGE, ASK:

"1S THERE A (MALE/FEMALE) ADULT IN THIS HOUSEHOLD?"
NO O—~ PROCEED WITH INTERVIEW

¥ES [~ SAY: "“WE NEED TO GET THE OPINIONS OF EQUAL NUMBERS OF MALES AND
FEMALES. SO, I NEED TO TALK TO A (FEMALE/MALE) IN THIS HOUSEHOLD.

CAN I SPEAK WITH (HER/HIM) NOW?

YES [} PROCEED WITH INTERVIEW, RE~READ INTRODUCTION.

N0 [0 RESCHEDULE INTERVIEW.

'™
.

N

[~
.

o

i*m going to begin by asking you a few questions abou% your neighborhoed.

. Do you think police protection in your neighborhood is good, GooD FAIR
fair, or poor? O o-1 g -2
What do you think about the speed with which the
fire departmant «ames ko your nelahbarhond when called--is tha-
good, falr or poor? Ejlo—l 0 -2

DON'T

KNOW
-3 D -4
-3 -4

Compared to (Joliest/Peoria) as a whole, do you think police protection in your neighborhood is much better,

better, about the same, worse, or much worse than in other parts of town?

much better than in other parts of town? [ 11-1
petter than in other parts of town? o -2
about the same as in other parts of town? O -3
worse than in other parts of town? o -4
much wocrse thap in other parts of town? ] -3
Den't know . 0O -6

Tn what ways could your leocal police improve? Any other ways? “THECK ALL THAT APPLY.
No improvement needed .
Hire more policemen
Concentrate on more important duties, serious crime, etc.
Be more promi%, responsive, alert
Improve training, raise qualifications or pay, recruitment policies
Be more tourteous, lmprove attitude, community relations
Don’t discriminate

Need more traffic control

teed more of a particular type of police service (such as patrol cars or foot patrols)
in certain arcas or at certaln times

pon't know
Other 50
Specify

12-1
13-1
14-1
15 -%
16-1
17-1
l8-1
19-1

20-1

21-1
22-1

OO0 0O ooooocogooo
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I'1]l read you some things that are problems for some people In their neighborhoods.
are a blg problem, somewhat of a problem, or not « problem te you, iu your deighborhood.

76

Please tell me if - .

Big Somewhat. of Net a D¢
Crime in the neighborhood . ig that a big problem, Problem a problewm problem Kr.
somewhat of a problem, or not a problem to you?z 0O 23-1 C] ~2 0o -3 [
Abandoned houses or other empty buildings 0o 24-1 O -2 g -3 ‘ 4
Litter and trash in the streets--is that a big preblem,
somewhat of a problem, or not a problem to you in your 25-1 -2 -3 -4
neighborhood? O O . =

Within the past year or two, do you think crime in your neighborhood has increased, decreased, or remained
about the same?

Increased D 26-1
Decreased 0O -2
Renained the same ' ) o -3 .
No opinion 0o -4
Haven't lived in neighborhood long enough 0O -s

How safe do you feel or would you feel about being out alone in your neighborhood at night? Would you feel
very safe, reasonably safe, somewhat unsafe, or very unsafe? o

Very safe 0 27-1 :
Reasonably safe O -2
Somewhat unsafe O -3
Very unsafe ' -4
Don't know O -5

How about during the day--how safe do you feel or would you feel about being out alene in your nelghborhood?
would you feel very safe, reasonably safe, somewhat unsafe, or very unsafe?

Very safe * 0O 28-1
Reasonably safe O -2
Somewhat unsafe O -3
Very unsafe 0O -
Don't know a -5

. I'd like you to rate ycur feelings about the police, judges and other such officisls. Please look at your
phone dial and imagine that the numbers 1 to 9 represent a range of feelings from "much too lenient" --
that's number "onz" tp "much to¢ harsh" «- that's number “"nine."

A.

How lenient or harsh are the local police with someone suspected of a crime? 1If one is "much
too lenient” and nine is "much too harsh,'" what number would best represent your Feelings about

the po%lce? (29) (0 = DON'T KNOW OR NO ORINION)

How about the local judges? How lenient or harsh are they towards offenders? Remember, one is "much
too lenient" and nine is "much too harsh."

(30) (0 = DON'T KNOW OR NO OPINION)

How about the Corrections System? This system includes things like prisons and parole boards.
How harsh or lenient are they?

(31) (O = DON'T KNOW OR NO OPINION)

Wwhat number represents your feelings about the treatment people receive from the entire criminal justice
system -- that is, everything we just mentioned, taken together? {(One means "much too lenient;" nine
means "much too harsh.")

(32) {0 = DON'T KNOW OR NO OPINION)

.

b3 Now I'm going tc ask ¢ few other questions.
(BEGIN RCGULAR INTERVIEW.)

Sl 33-

o g —_—
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gt Associates Inc.
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$ Wheeleor Street
ﬁmbridqc , Massachusotts 02138

ONE NUMBER

|1-3| (2-8)
.PE OF CRIME: ROBBERY D—;—l——-—a—

77

BEGIN WITH Q.).

October, 1976
VICTIMIZATION REPORT

7

ASSAULY D~—:—2——~——->- BEGIN WITH Q.1 :
I BURGLARY 0~ wg——>— SKIP T0 Q. 4 ,*,?
LARCENY O— > SKIP TO Q. 5 "

(IF THERE WAS MORE THAN ONE INCIDENT OF THE SAME TYPE OF CRIME WITHIN THE PAST SIX MONTHS: ENTER A "1" IN THE
'LLCMIM‘ BOX TO INDICATE THE MOST RECDNT INCIDENT: A "2" FOR THE NEXT MOST RECENT INCIDENT: AND SO ON.) .‘.;,
INCIDENT NUMBER (10) N}
GIN BY ID_NTIFYING THE INCIDENT YOU ARE ASKING ABOUT~--i.e., SAY:

i “I'D LIKE TO ASK A FEW QUESTIONS ABOUT (THIS INCIDENT/THE '}{ST REGENT OF THESE INCIDENTS/THE OTHER .'l‘

INCIDENT YOU MENTIONED). o

Was the crime comnitted by only one or wmore than one person?

oniy one H] 11~1 pon't know d -2 More than one «3 J?
{ASK A) (SKIP TO Q.2) (ASK B) [f ]

li. Was the person someone you knew, or a stranger? i%. Were any of the persons known or related l
Stranger (J 12-1 to you or were they all strangers? i E
Well-kncwn (friend or velative) O -2 All strangers O 12-6 »j

Casual acquaintance a -3 ALl known g - '
Known by sight only (] ~4 Some known g -s ’"3
Don't know 0 -s bon't know 0 - ldL
Were you the only person there besides the offender(s)? .
Yes [J ii-1 Respondent was not present [] N (O -3 ‘"1

(SKIP TO Q.4) ———] sk R

wo (3 16-1 bon't Know (] =2

!

wrench?

~

Nt

SKIP TO Q.

4

Broken lock or window
Forced windows or door
Slashed screen

othez {(SPECIFY)

' THAT APPLY.

2Aa.

How many of these persons, not counting

yourself, were robbed, harmed, or threat-
ened? Do not include persons under -
12 years of age.

—

o

number of persons

Did the person(s) have a wgapon such as a gun or knife, or use somethxng as

- LAl )
a weapon, such as a bottle or
Yes [ -3 1
{ASK A) \3
3A. What was the weapon? Anything else?
Gun 0 17-1 'I
Knife g -2 -
Gun(s) & Knife(s) g -3 -
Oth.x, o -4 N]
% Gun(s) & Other O -5
{ Knife(s) & Other C -e 4]
7;]q,___j Gun(s), Knife(s)‘& Other(s) [ -7
i Other{s) (SPECIFY) ;I

oooan

., What evidence was there that there was (a break-in/an attempted break-in)?

19-1
19-1
20-1
21-1

SKIP TO Q. 5A

52

Anything else? CHECK ALL
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.

was anything that belonged to you or other mexzbers of the household damaged but not taken in this incident?
For example. was clothing damaged or damage done to a car, etc ?

In what city or town did this incident occur?

Where did this incident take place?

What was taken?

Customer

Joliet []30~1 Peoria []J-2

At or in own dwelling unit, or at or in structure
with roof attached to dwelling unit. Include
garages only if they are attached to dwelling unit.
At or in structure on property not attached to
dwelling unit.

At or in vacation home, hotel/motel.

Inside commercial building, such as store, Fes—
taurant, bank, gas station, on a bus or train;

or in a station.

Inside office, factory, or wiacehouse.

Near own home; yard, sidewalk, driveway, carport,
apartment hall (do not include break~ins or
attempted break-ins).

On the sti» , in a park, field, playground,
school grounds, or parking lot.

Inside school.

other {(Specify)

Were you a customer, employee, or owner?

0 32-1

Employee

0 -2

Yes [0 33-1 No

O -2

elsewhere in Illineis [J -3

In or near what kind of

Ovner

No [J 23-1 Ye;'_-[j--S‘ T 5%, How much Twould it st to repair or replace the damaged 1
(Ask A) items? !
1 ROUND TO NEAREST |
) (24-27) DOLLAR ]
i |
{
| Don't know J 28-1
o e e e e - — S |
In what month did this incident occur?
April {0 290-1 July ] -4 October 0 -7
May O -2 August 0O -5 November 0
June o -3 Septemper 0 -6 pon't know [J -9

.

elsewhere in U.S. []:-4 nutside U.s. [J -5

place did this happen?

SKIP TC Q. 11

SKIP TO Q. 9

ao
]

SKIP TO Q. 11

oogo u
i 3 t
v O
k‘—\f—d

0 -3

Other (SPECIFY)

0 -4

Did the person(s) steal or try to steal anything belonging to the (store/restaurant/office/factory/etc.)?

pon't know [J -3

Was something stolen that belonged to you oz others in the household?

Yes

O 3422 {

No -2 __,seip w 0.15 J

Anything else? CHECK ALL THAT APPLY.

dHow much? 5

J ROUND TO NEAREST DOLLAR .

or (44-47)

Don't know

[ 48-1

Cash {d 3s-1 12a,
{ASK A)

purse or wallet O 361

Part of car (hubcap,

. e deck) 0 37-1
Television set O 381
Stereo egquipm.rt T 39-1
Photographic’ equipment ] 4do-1
Jewelry 0 41-1
Household appliances O 42-1
Other M. 43-1

53
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Altogether, what was the value of the property taken? Do not include stolen cash, checks or credit cards-

we are interested only in the value of the property taken.
SEDI:] ROUND TO NEAREST DOLLAR
(49-52)

or

[Don‘t: Know D) 53-1——» SKIP TO Q. 15 |

How did you decide the value of the property that was stolen? Any other way? CHECK ALL THAT APPLY.

Original cost 0 54-1
Replacement cost 0 s5-1
Personal estimate of

current value 0O s6-1
Insurance report estimate 0 s7-1
Police estimate 0 s8-1
bon't know [ 59-1
Other O e0-1

SPECIFY

Were you injured in this incident to the extent that you needed medical attention?

ves [J 6l-1
No ) -2
pid you or any household member lose any time from work because of this incident?
No O 62-1 Yes O -2 15.A How much time was lost altogether?
(ASk a) Less than 1 day [J &3-1 Over 10 days [J -4
1-5 days 0O -2 pon't know 0 -s
6-10 days 0o -3
Were the police informed of this incident in any way?
Yo 03 64-1 | Don't know (1 -2 Yes [] -3
(ASK &) (SKIP TO Q. 18) (ASK B)
7M. What was the reason this incident was not .17'8 gow.did they find out about this
reported to the police? CHECK ALL THAT APPLY. incident?
: N Respondent informed police 0 73-1
Nothing could be done; lack of proof C 65-1 other household member
pDid not think it important enough 0 e6-1 informed police a -2
Police wouldn't want to be bothered O e7-1 Someone else told police 0 -3
pidn't want to %ake time; inconvenient O e8-1 Police on scene o -4
Private or persoral matter; didn't want
to report it O e9-1
Did not want to get involved 0 70-1
Afraid of reprisal O n-1
Cther 0 72-1 ’
SPECIFY .
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Have the police arrested anyone in connection with this incident?

~

No 0O 714-1 Don't know [J -2
(ASK A)
18A. Why not?

Identity of offender(s) unknown; don't
know who did it

Can't locate offender({s)
No one will press charges
Don't know
Other

SPECIFY

0751
0o -2
0O -3
a -4
a -s

Yes g -3

(ASK B)

188. What is the status of the case?
Charges dropped 76-1
Awaiting trial a -2
Tried . -3
bon't know Ol -4

ASK Cj

RETURN TO NEXT QUESTION ON
REGULAR QUESTIONNAYRE OR FILL
OUT NEXT VICTIMIZATION REPORT
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What were the results of the trial?

Guilty [J 77-1
(ASK D)

0-2
0 -3

What sentence, if anv, 4id the
offender receive?

Not quilty

Don't know

Suspended sentence Q7s-1

Fine 0o -2

Imprisoned 0O -3

Fined and Imprisoned o -4

Don't know g -s

Other g -se
SPECIFY
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