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ABSTRACT 

This guide reviews the available surveys of crime 'lctims in Ulinois. 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. TI"t'J~- '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 both crimes reported to eolice and unreporte? crimes. These 

surveys can benefit decisions concerning impiementing and modifying programs 

such as victim assistance, citizen participation and crime prevention programs, 

funding I.)f these programs, and even planning of staff and equipment. 

Numerous differ0.nces exist between police and sur vey data, however, that 

affect the uses and interpretations of survey data, and the types of manipulatio'l 

and analysis they will bear. Hence, the HUnois 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 01 

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) Illinois data .from the National Crime Surveys for 1974, 1975 
and 1976. 

c) 

d) 

e) 

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

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

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

The Evanston Victim Survey, conducted by the Victim/Witness 
Advocacy Unit of the Evanston Police Department, 1977. 
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At this writing the Joliet and Peoria surveys are being repeated, and a new 

survey of the elderly is behg 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 no! 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 Urb~n Affairs has received a 

grant from the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration to prepare a series of 

monographs on conducting pJanning and evaluation surveys. Anyone interested in 

organizing such a survey should contact the Center for Urban Affairs. (See the list 

of data :;ources in Appendix C for further information.) 
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U:';ZS AND GOALS OF VICTIMIZATION SURVEYS 

The term victimization 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 a communt~y, but there have also been 

surveys to dete; mine crime-related costs to victirns, the effects of crime 

prevention programs, and many other useful pieces of information. 

To a large extent, the purposes of the survey determine what question::; 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 victimization rates In a community need not contain questions regarding 

injuries sustained by the victim. A survey to determine why ~ome 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 'I.'1an those over sixty. 

Thus it is essential that users of victimization survey data are aware of the 

purposes and methods of the data collect0r~. 

Even the decision to do a survey rather than to use official statistics or to 

collect data by other means is based on the judgment 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 :;ources, as well as to provide an accurate indication of victimization 
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rates. The victimization surveys in Illinois were conducted under the assumption 

that victims are the on(~s most likely to be aware of specific details concerning the 

crimes that befell them. Thus victimization survey data furnish information on 

"hidden crime" (Doleschal, J 970: 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 polic~ reports. 

Different surveys, of I..Uurse, provide different details regarding c'times and 

victims. Details frequently provided by surveys and seldom provided by police 

statistics include: 1) detailed demographic profiles of victims, 2) the likelihood of 

victllnization for various groups in the population, 3) victim-offender relationship 

4) vic·tim's attitudes toward crime, police, and the courts, 5) which crimes are 

likely to be reported to tlte police and by whom, and 6) the costs 0 crime for the 

victim. A.ll 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 reportine" 

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 r.:overed must also be comparable. For instance, 

comparing data for Chicago to 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. 

I 
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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 diHerences are discllssed in Appendix 

A to this report. Again, the use of victimization survey data, or any other data, 

demands a knowledge of the purposes and methods of the data's collection. 
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GENERAL UMITA TIONS TO THE USE 

OF VICTIMIZATION SURVEY DATA 

Several methodological details common to all victimization surveys llmit 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, wherea:; police 

data are collected regularly 1n almost every location, very few cities have been 

surveyed, and even fewer have been surveyed more than once. Dat& from a city 

survey can seldom b~ used to analyze crime in an area within the city (since 

aUowing fOl' that flexibility in the ddta would require a larger sample than most 

survey organizer; can afford) and lack of comparability often excludes the Use of 

data from one area of a city for the anaiysi:; of crime in other arem 

Victimization surveys rely on the honesty and accuracy of memory of the 

respondent'). Thus survey data may contain errors and fabrications. Victims aru 

not likely to report crimes in which a friend or family member was the offender, so 

all victir!1ization 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 avoitj this problem, telephone 

and in-person surveys call, 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 fHtered 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 Nith crime. 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 sur.h incidents, may 

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

Another problem common to victimization surveys 1s 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 recidivism rates, often necessary components of 
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evaluation research, are also not measured by victimization surveys. Thus, it is 

sornetirnes necessary to supplement victimization survey data with data from other 

sources. 
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LIMITATIONS RESULTING FROM 

THE NEEDS OF SUR VEY ORGANIZERS 

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. One survey may include many 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 

sOlne 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 

limit.::ttions to the use of each survey's data. 

Crimes Included 

The crimes about which respondents are asked, and the amount of crime­

related detail 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 cri"mes 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 Jarge sample is 

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



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

9 

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

appropriate. (See Jnt(~rview 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 fa.llibility 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 telesr.oping and attempts have been made to control its 

aff(~ct on the data. The national surveys conducted by the Census Bureau for LEAA 

utilized a methor1 called bounding in which all respondents are interviewed and 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 datct has not 

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

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 

victims of crimes recorded by police are interviewed and the results checked 
. l' d 3 against po lce recor s. 

It should be noted here that crime 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 

chlld. 

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 
related 0:- well known to the victim (Panel for the Evaluation of Crime Surv~ys, 
1976). 
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Sampling 

Sampllng 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 programs or some other group. 

The sampling frame is the List of ;Jnits 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 smaller area. For a pI 'Ie 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 prograrn 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 (or 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 tdrget 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 sause of serious error (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1974 : 

501; Powell and KleckLl, L 97 6). However, in some rural areas the number of no 

phone homes is still high. Since ho;-nes 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 

availabl.e from the telephone directory. Excluding this large a portion of the 

population from the sampling frame, with no knowledge of the relatiorlv.1ip between 

being il 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 i:l !nore 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 llse in the target area are 

combined with randomly generated four digit numbers to produce the random 

sample. In some areas, some prefixes control rnore phone numbers than do other 

prefixes. When this is the case it is better" to randomly 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 whlch 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)f 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 wi1J 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).4 

4Please 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 thb confidence interval, data analysts can judge the precision of the sample 

estimates (e.g., estimated victimization rates), and know with a specified amount 

of confidence the range in which actual population values (e.g., actual 

victilnization 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 problern, but surveys to determine the arnount 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 cdt ne was discovered for every seven 

interviews, but most (5&%) of those crimes were larcenies with no contact between 

the victim and the offender. Half of those larcenies were eithl 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 victim surveys as they 

do other surveys. Samples must initiaUy be sufficiently large so that enough data 

cat\ be gathered despite the attrition due to non-response. Non-response is an 

especially grave problem for phone surveys, since the sampling frame usuaUy 

contains many phone numbers that belong to businesses or are not in service. For 

the Joliet rlnd 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 rnail 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 possibillty 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 si;unpling error is thus very smal1. 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 varifltion, the ratio of the stc. lard error of 

the esti mat(~ to the estimate, would be smal1er, signaling a more precise estimate. 

In summary, to reduce sampling error and to increase the number of crimes 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. 

Mos t importantly, anyone analyzing data collected in victimization surveys 

,[or Illinois must bf' aware of the relationships between sample estimates, sample 

'iize, standard ... , ror 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. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

16 

Interview Types: In-Perso~! 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 t)(pe 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 representati veness o~ 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 dis·~over 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 frolll phone inter'views h,lVl' bl'l'l) .1ddr"l'Ssed in tilt' 

"Sampling Frame" section of this gUide. To Cl large extent, except in areas with a 

large percentage of no phone homes, these questions can be settled with careful 

co"nstruction of the sampling frame, and the use of random digit dialing. 

While phone surveys do introduce the possibUity of interviewer bias, they also 

aBow for monitoring of interviews which can control or at least measure the 

effects of this type of bias. 

TraditionaBy 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 

cond ucted recently using, in C:1 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 r"esponses (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 gather"ed. 

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 weB 

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 weB 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 

hOlne 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 th~y are 

left out of the sample, data gathered from the sample will be biased. 
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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 crea.tes 

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 typ'e~ in 

victimization studies to go unnoticed. Crime coding in the Illinois surveys is not 

consistent, and thus data are not exactly comparable across these surveys. For 

example1 the Joliet and Peoria surveys report Haggravated" and "other" assaults, 

but they do not report attempts separately from completions. "Aggravated" 

assaults here are attacks involving either a weapon or an injury requiring medical 

attention, or both, and "other" assaults include aJl assaults which do not fit the 

"aggravated" category. Assault in this survey includes the legal concept of battery. 

In the Region 20 sur vey, on the other hand, "assaults" and "batterie .... 11 are separate 

categories. "Assaults" are threats of harm or attacks with a \\'eapon, 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. 

5The Crime Rates Workbook, a December, 1977 publication of the Illinois 
Statis1lcarAnalysis Center lists the exact definitions for aU offenses used by each 
of the Illinois surveys. 
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(with intent to inflict great bodily harm), and 5) Simple Assault. AU assaults of 

public officials are considered aggravated assaults in IHinois 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 dssault is often 

confused with battery, and is a crime classification that i<; differentially applied in 

local police agencies. 

Because crirne definitions diff~r, and for the reasons discussed in Appendix A 

to this guide, police and survey data are not directly comparable. ,R ather 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 :0 compare data acros~ 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 surveyor's, 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 !)urveys and in the Region 20 survE') 13, recoding would be 

necessary. One would have to combine the categories "aggravated" and "other" 

assaults in the former surveys, and combine "assault" and "battery" in the latter 

survey in order to obtain ruughly consistent data on assaults. A demonstration of 

the recoding of National Crime Surveys crime types to approximate l111nois 

Uniform Crime Reports Index crimes appears in Appendix B. 

------

-------- -------
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Terminology 

Terminology can be a problem for users of some victimization survey 

documents. Some terms are unique to victirnization surveys, ancl 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 m~y 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. 

Victimization 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 ar~ 

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 L 5 means that there have been 1.5 

homicides for every on€: hundred thousand people in the population at risk. A 

victimization rate, on the other hand, repre5~nts the number of victims in relation 

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

This base figu. e will differ, in both crime and victimization rates, according 

to whether the crime is against a person, household, or commercial establishment. 

A t times caJculations 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 caJculated for the number of households, but a more 

appropriate base would be the number of registered motor vehicles, since some 

cornmunities have fewer motor vehicles per household than others. Thus, 

caJculating victimization rates for motor vehicle thefts per registered rnotor 

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 caJculate 

crime and victimization rates so tha.t 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 offenr' 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 also be noted that whereas tllP DuaLabs reports on tr.e 

National Crime Surveys use the terms "known by sight", "well known", etc., the 

U.S. Department of Justice reports on t)-!C same surveys use the term non-stranger 

to represent the combined responses to questions regarding the extent to which the 

victim knew the offender.6 

Multiple Victimization and Series Victimization 

A multiple victimization refers to more than one victimization of the same 

victim at different times within the survey's reference period. The offenses 

making up the multiple victimization need not be of the same type. A series 

victimization or series incident is a group of three or Inore 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 rccqrd their interpretations of events as related by 

victims. These recorded interpretations are the survey data. In order to bring 

sOlne consistency to the interpretations, that is,so that the same or llke 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 fmlo survey to survey. 

Some surveys differentiate between an individual victim and a household as a 

victimized unit. Victims of personal crlmes such as rare 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 . 
diHerentiation, adding persons and households together to get a total victimization 

figure. 

Since victimization surveys are especiaUy 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. Some 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 [('bbery, will be recorded in the data. Since the 

counting scheme dEfects 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 tirne span covered by the survey which the victim 

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

--<-. .. _ .... _--

7 The order of seriousness Llsed is the order established by the FBI for Index Crimes. 
(These are the crtl nes most frequently included in surveys.) The FBI's order of 
seriousness ts, 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 

seri('!'>. root' the example above these surveys would record four assaults. Other 

surveys differentiate series crimes from 01/).::!r crimes and tally them separately. 

These surveys would count the assaults in tlw. above ex 1..11 nple as one series assault 

incident. This one series assault would be added to other series assaults to get a 

total number of series dssaults; 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. 

Nev(-:'r theless, it is noteworthy that the decision to code events as a seri~s rather 

than as single incident" 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 'night actually be 

called series incidents. This type of interviewer error in classifying incidents will 

cause error in the data.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 aHt~cted. In summary, when series 

incidents are counted as one rather than as several single incidents, the numbers of 

crimes and of victims will be underestimated, whether or not series data are 

combined with single incident data. 

8The Panel fol." the Evaluation of Crime Surveys (Eidson Penick, 1976 : 174) noted 
that a thil-ty 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 ~ation~l data,. but the error was controlled in the later survey. Explicit 
mtervlewer mstructlOns for boto these surveys discourage the use of the series 
device for the interviewer's convenience. 
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W elghting 9 

\Veighting allows accurate estimates of a population's crime and victimization 

ra tt!S 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 probabillty for each case, also called the basic weight. 

Thus, if one out of eighty units in the populatioil is included in the sample, then the 

basic weight for units in that sample is eighty. 

Weighting Cdl) 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 Oriented, data gathered from the 4-3 Orientals can be multiplied by a 
, ht f 1 L6' .05 x 1000 . welg 0 • ,l.e., li3 . Data gathered from Orientals would then represent 

5 percent of the sample datCl.. 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 1 ° and to bring the 

sample demographic distribution closer to the distribution of the population (as 

described above.) 

9T!1is. d~scu~sion is Intend:d only as a brief overview of weighting procedures in 
vlctlfnlzatlOn surveys. For a more comprehensive description of the procedures 
used to produce final tabulation weights, consult: NCS Handbook and Guide to the 
Taee Files, the Census Bureau's NCS Survey Documentation, or the other 
individual survey reports. 

ION . t . . I on-1I1 ervlew IS t 1e 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 (l) 

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 

victimizations 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. 1 I 

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 mal? 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 victims, strictly due to weighting. 

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

1\ vailable 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 1 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 from 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 

LJ::AA. 

Major goals of the research included taking a measurement of crime 

independent of police reports, 0Ut 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 program. Data are presently available only for the National 

Crime Surveys (NCS) household samples. Thus the commercial victimization 

studies wi1l not be discussed in detail here. 

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

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

OVERVIEW OF THE NATIONAL CRIME PANEL PROGRAM 

LEAA NATION.<\L CRII\~!:' PANEL PRCG~M',1 

CITIES S/\MPLE 
{OM ""'" lurvey of 
12,UOO houlcholds 
In CJc1, 01 the CIlIOS 
bl!lnwl 

1972 IMPACT CI TIES' 

AtlJnta 
Baltimore 
Cleveland 

Dullas 
Denver 

Newilrl< 
Portlnncf,Ore. 
St. Louis 

NATIONAL S,\,\iPLE 

(conllruing s:lmple 01 
15,000 business c:ta· 
blishmentsl 

1973 LAflGEST CITIES· 1974 CITIES 
-----.--~---

Chicugo 
Detroit 
Los Angeles 
Ncw York 
Philadelphia 

Boston 
Burr<Jlo 
Cincinnnti 
~ouston 

Miami 
Milw<Julke1l 
Minneapolis 
New Orleans 
Oakland 
Pittsburg 
1::ln Diego 
S.1n Francisco 
Washinyton, D.C. 

'Ci:illsruinterv1owCtI in 1 !l75. 

Files Me currently available for the National Crime Surveys only. Files 
from the Commercial Victimization Surveys will be prepared during the 
cornirlg months and should be avail()ble <;or)n. 
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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 speciJicdtions (and within the limits of 

privacy laws), but the cost of this service can be high. DuaLabs, 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 crlme. A number of demographic facts were dlso obtained 

frorn 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 

vi.ctirn 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. 

From the household sample d 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 poHce, and life-style 

adjustments made to avoid crime. 

Reference Period 

Each of the Chicago surveys had a twelve month reference perioQ! Qijestions 

asked in 1973 refer to the calenr..f~r year 19n and questjons a$keQ in 1975 reter to 

1974. No attempt at bounding was made, SO some crimes which occijrred before or 

after the reference perioQ may be inc'lIded in the data! On the other hanQ, dlle to 

the Jen~th of the reference period, it is probable that $Ome crimes occlIrring early 

in J97~ anq 1971f were forgotten by the responden"ts and thus are not incillded in the 

Qata~ As mentioned before, reverse recorq checks were ijseQ in conj",nction with 

the pre-tests in part to meaSlIre the effects of memory loss on the data. The 

etfect~ ot telescoping are still being explored, 
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Respondents 

All respondents wet'e residents ot the city of Chicago at Least twelw years of 

age. Residents of institutions were, however, excluded from the sample. One 

responsible adult from each 

regarding household crimes. 

regarding personal crimes. 

household was chusen to respond to all questions 

Every member of the household was questioned 

The ill or very elderly, non-English speaking 

respondents, and un occasion twei ve and thirteen year olds were interviewed by 

proxy. 

Sampling 

The Census Bureau ('mployed its 1970 Census of Housing as the primary 

sampling frame for both Chicago surveys.12 Separate samples were drawn for 1973 

ancl L 975 interviewing. A supplementary sample was drawn in each sampling year 

from lists of houses construded since 197 O. Group quarters and vacant houses 

appear in both sampling frames. 

One objection to this sampling frame fn:!quently 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 data 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 

wi th samplin'g based on the housing census, but as yet only rough estimates are 

available of the error this problem causes in the datd. 

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 rentdl or property value, 

and group quarters formed a separate stratum. From this stratified 11st a random 

sample of: households was drawn. 

12Samplesfor 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 Sl!n t to list all visible businesses (except government 
offices and institutions) within these areas. The sample to be interviewed was 
then chosen from this 11st. 
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Twelve thous.J.nd. 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 rnembers 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 

burgJ::>.rized. For the NCS surveys, therefore, screening questions were constructed 

using the attributes ()f the crimes rather than the legal names. For example, one of 

the questions used to identify victims of robberies ls, "Old 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 circ~mstances 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, ~'i'1d 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 victims 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 seric'1 plus single incidents. If that 40,800 is multiplied by the conservative 

estimate oi 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 wel\ as single incident data. 

To prevent overestimating tile 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 cal1ed one-half an incident per 
victim. 

For mUltiple o:ffenses (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 aU surveys. 

Weighting 

A complex system of weights was used by the Census Bureau to generalize 

rates from the sample data to tile popUlation of Chicago. These weights included 

non-response weights and basic weights for personal incidents, personal 

victimizations, and household incidents and victimizations. All tables i("1 ~ .\A and 

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

OF "D\..lU~m·\I:N'l' (x3) IN NlJMBrm or VICTIMI7..A'rrONS -- ... - ~ .... - - -- -- -- - ._- - - -- - - - .. -- ocr - - . - - - - -'-
(Chicago, 1972 and 1974) 

Percent of Victimizations ~'lhich '<'Jere Series b 

(unadj us ted) 

Sinqlr. 93.2'1; 
N=(,OU, fiOO 

Seri(!s (J .8'1; 
14=/1 t1 , ()OO 

'rotal IJ=GS 3,500 

Single 94.7\ 
N=G36,300 
'fotal N=G77, 100 

Percent of Victimizations Ilhich Were Seriesb 

( ad i us to d x 3 ) 

1972 

Sinqlc 72.9'& 
N=GOB,GOO 
'foti'll N=7t13,300 

1974 

Single B4.9't.. 
N"636,300 
Total N=758,700 

16.1% 

asourcc: Criminal Victimization Surveys in Chicaqo Detroit Los AnfJele3 
Ne~ .. '" Y'o'rk' a;";(\' 'Ph'(l-a'd~'ir'h'i:"t- t" fl' C'o'm-n:;ri~"a-n"-;E' iii2--~-;di97~---'­
r:}~~/n.:is_, . pr',' 'i3- '<1"n~1 'J -;·~-l .' •. - --, - - - - .. '- •.• --- •• - --

b 
/).'\t,l ',··~i'.';lfl:d (or: flCl."S'lr) and hell 
ViCU: .. 1Z<Jt.i.OIl.r,) • 
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The National Crime Surveys' Na,tional 

Survey - IllinQis2amp~ 

National Crime Surveys were conducted for 1973, 191'+, 1975 and 1976 by the 

Census Burcml fnr LEAA as part of the National Crime Panel Program. (See again 

Table 1.) The ten most populous states recei ved'lumrnaries of the information 

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

states. 

The natiolldl survey sample was randomly selected from the U.S. popUlation 

as a whole, and thus it reflects U.S. population demographic:!). All state summary 

data from the national surveys were re-weighted to reflect the demographic 

composition of the states. Luckily, the distribution of Illinois 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 Illinois 

data are not greatly distorted by this re-weighting process. 

ltl,inois drlta from these national surveys are particularly valuable in that 

LEA A is not funding any statewide surveys of crime. Such surveys are expensive 

and in all likelihood wlll not be attempted without LEAA funding. Hence, data 

from past and future national surveys will continue to be the only available 

statewide Illinois victimization data. 

The NCS national surveys are identical in purpose to the NCS Chicago 

surveys. Theil' methods aloe 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 avaiJable from the Census 

Bureau and LEAA. (See Data Sources in Appendix C.) 

13Unfortunately, all geographic identifiers were removed from these summary files 
by the C~nsus 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 individual 
level data. 

-----
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lllinois data '1.re available for review at the Illinois Statlstical Alldlysis 

Center. However, onl y computer printouts of these data in summary .form tlre 

available. UnfortunutP.ly, public use computer' tapes of the Illinois data arc nnt 

available. The Census BurCdll cUITcnt1y feels that making these tapes available 

would compromise the regulations regarding avoidance of disc1o!:.ure of individual 

level data. 

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

attitude questionnaires, are available in Appendlx D to this report. 

Reference Period 

Each respondent was asked to recall crimes that l"lad occurred within a six 

month reference period. The Census Bureau employed basically the same sample of 

respondents 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 m',mths for various reasons, ind uding their reitlsai 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 Illinois 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 thi.s 

procedure. 

Respondents 

All respondents in the Illinois portion of the survey were Illinois residents at 

least twelve years olcl. As in the city surveys, institution residents were not 

incluged in the sample, and some residents (notably young respondents, the ill 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 tnterviewt;;rs were made available and interviews were conducted directly 

with respondents in Spanish when necessary. Non-English and Jwn-Spanish speaking 

residents were still interview,ed by proxy. 

Weighting 

All weights were recalculated for the Illinois data to represent Illinois 

demographics and non-response rates. As mentioned before, this reweighting of the 

d.:.:ta did not calise much distortion, even though the original sample was randomly 

drawn from a sampling frame which encompassed the fldtion 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 rellable basis for conclusions about Illinois crime. This is 

particularly true when one specific c:-ime 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 urder st\ldy il1 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, lnc., 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 v(~nture. 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 basC'llne 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 tQ 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 .:rimes 

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 cOfOlnercial 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 d welling unit or at tdched structure. 

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

Approximately one-sixth of the sample was polled for their attitudes toward 

crime and law enforcem~nt. Victim 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 CIor 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 ti1e survey. 

Reference Period 

Interviewees were asked to recall crimes occurring between May 1 and 

October 31 of 1976. Since crime and victim: 'tion rates may be subject to 

seasonal variations, 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 attel npt 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 01 11,,000 numbers was randomly generated 

by computer for each city. These samples included out-oi-operation numbers, 
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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 victimi7ations 

of Joliet and Peoria residents that occurred outside these cities. These out-of-city 

victimizations~ which m'ake 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 tha:t allowed 

supervisors to monitor interviews without the interviewers' knowledge. Around 250 

interviews were monit0red, but since this monitoring was done only to aid 

interviewers in improving their perfoLnance, 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 t.old 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 crimes under study differ from those used in other studies. 

The Joliet :\i1d Peoria surveys report shows frequency distributions of the answers 

to all questions, but 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 ser: '~s 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 Oil 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 phow: numbers. 

Of course, some homes have more than one phone line; but lme requirement of 

random 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 da.ta base ,. includes a total of 4,413 

households in Joliet and 4,434 households 1n 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 Illlnois 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 important to 

these surveyors as information on the incidence of crime. All members of the 

sample were asked about their attitudes toward the area 1n 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 quec;tions were used to identify victims of the following specific 

crimes: homicide, rape, robbery, assault, battery, burglary, burglary :{rom 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(ltal 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 

[nterviewing began on June 7, 1976 and continued through August 14. 

Respondents were asked to recall aU 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 

possi bi Ii t Y 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. 

/\11 remaining data would then have a common refetence 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 aU victimizations of all household 

members. 
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Data from this survey show heads of households to be the victims 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 thdt hou!'vhnlcl h<"3ds are 

unaware of or have forgotten personal crimes against other household members. 

Had all household members been interviewed, household heads would not be so well 

represented among the victims. 

Sixty-five percent of the respondents were female, 98 percent were white dnd 

73 percent were married. According to the survey report, those respondents 

represent households that are demographicaJly 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 regliiri is not densely popUlated, dose 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.lJ. 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 crimes 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 call1!d 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 Regior. 

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 repl-esentative of the popUlation at risk, 

they did not weight the dat", 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 negligible. 

The Champaign ~.urveys 

Three surveys with identical methodological designs were conducted in 

Champaign in conjunction with the evaluation of the Urban High Crime Reduction 

program there. The local Urban High Crime Commission contracted with Peter 

NarduUi 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 EndH 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 
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benchmark dgainst which the later surveys (conducted after the program had begun) 

could be compared. Because dc.rLl were collected before and after the program had 

begun, and because data were collectt>rJ for the program's target area and the area 

surrounding it, this is one of the few surveys that can me<.',S;lt"e crime displacement 

following a crime 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. Fepruary 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. 
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Respondents 

All respondents were residents of the city of Champaign, at least eighteen 
~ 

years old. University 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 IINor th End" target area. One respondent was interviewed 1n 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 popula.tion surveyed, victimization data from this study are not strictly 

comparable with pollce 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 LIse this analytic technique. (See Data Sources, 

Appendix C.) 

Counting Scheme 

Victimization ratc.>s 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 demographic differences 

between the population at risk and the sample, or to correct for the increased 
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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 Evanstc,n Victirn Survey 

The Victim/Witness Advocacy Unit of the Evanston Pollce Department 

conducted its own survey of Evanston crime victims. This survey is markedlY 

different fron') the other surveys covered in this guide in that the sample was 

chosenf.rolD Evanston police records. All members of the sample are victims of 

crimes reported to the police. The goal of the survey waJ 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 crlmes. While the National Crime Surveys data show no 

significant demographic differences between victims of report~d crimes and 

victims of unreported crimes, reported crimes do differ from unreported crimes in 

some dspects (e.g., t~le presence of a gun, an injury, or property loss).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 reaction3 to crime 

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

included in this study.1 5 

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 t25 respondents, and, while it is adequate for 

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

14Th' 'f' , 1S Ln ormatlOn was gamed from an unpubJished working paper by Jean Curtis 
Roge for the Statistical Analysis Center. 

15p h " h ' er pone conversatlon Wit Denl1ls Rosenbaum, principal investigator for the 
Evanston study, January, 1979. 

/ 
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Dntr\ Available 

Because all respondents to this survey were victims, no estimates of 

victimization rates i:lre 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 eldl;"!rly 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 (including 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 

d()~s not re:f1ect the distribution of thf,!se crimes in police reports. For example, 

while rape v~ctlms represent 2.8 percent of the sample, rapes account for a much 

smaller percent of the reported crimes in Evan!'lton. 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 re:f1ect the actual distribution of crime 

types in Evanston. 

Re(~rence Period 

I'd I 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 within the referencl.! period. From these 

cases a sample was randomly chosen. Around half of the vicl'ims of these randomly 

chosen cases were eUgible 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 tlH' ~~ligible respondents, 

approxirnc~tely ninety percent cooper~l ted with the intervicwl'l', ,\l1d l S l ill tl\rvi~ws 
were completed. 

The final report of this survey gi ves m9re information on the sampllng 

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 I1linois Uniform 
CI ime 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 
a t lea~t (i fteen y1ears old. 

Counting Scheme 

Since no estimates of crime or victimization rates were desired, counting the 

number of r.rimes 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 victims of one crime to victims 

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 11ecessary to the interpretation of any survey data. 
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TABLE 3 

n;LINOI~_VrCTJM!ZATION SlJR~ 

Survey by loea tien nnd 
year of issue: 

Prepared for: 

Survcy done by: 

Survey done us: 

Crimes included in survey: 

Coding duplicates UCR index: 

Weighting: 

Universe or population:e 

Total interviewed households: 

Victim samplef: 

Type of interview: 

Reference period: 

Series duta uvailable: 

Data forms avallable: 

Sectors c\~vel'ed: 

NCS Chicago Cit ies 
Sample 

1972/11974 

LEAA ~ NCS 

u.s. Uurcuu of the 

Ccnsusb 

Vlctimlz.ation 
nlcasUrl.'locnt 

lndex type crimesc 

(except homicide) 

Person, household 
inddent 

Chicugo residents, J 2 • 
Y cars and alder 

Approximutely 12,000/yr. 

.5,'183/1 6,.592 

In person 

12 months 

Yes 

Tapes, periodic printed 
rep ~rts 

Personal, h~usehold, 
commercial 

a An.~ under a contract ft)r the citll of Joliet. 

NCS reweigh ted for 
national punel 
(!llinois) 

1974/1 197.5/1 1976 

LEAA - NCS panel 

U.S. Bl.lreclu 01 the 

Censusc 

Victimization 
measurement 

Index type crirnesc 

(except homicide) 
as crimes against 
persons, hou~eholds, 
and business 

Nod 

(Reweigh ted for Ill.) 
person, hOll~l.'h()ld 

JlI. (esidents 12 
yctlr~ und older 

8,69.5 /I 8,8.53 

1,512/1 1,'127 

In person 

6 months 

Yes 

Tapc~, jlrintOltt, 
periodic printed 
reports 

Pcrsonal, hOllsehold, 
c():-<lmcrciai 

b ; 
1 ..... ..'s, etc. prepar~d by DuaLabs of Arlington, Va., under LEAA contract. 

Joliet 1/ Peoria 

1976 

ILEC - UHCR
a 

ABT ASSOCiates, 

Inc. 

Baseline liurvey 

Non-conlmerclal 
robbery, assault, 
residential burglary I 
hous::hold lilrccny 

No 

Person, household 

Joliet or Peoria 
residents 16 years 
and older 

4,.599/1 4,616 

7.57 II 7011 

Telephone 

6 months 

No 

Document 

Personal, household 

Cfx !tst of NCr reports crime classifications, set. p. t03 Dictionary of Criminal Justice Data 
d~l~ 1st cd:, LEAA, NCJISS, 1976. Commercial surveys d,lta available separately. 

NCS survey data cnme coding generally corresponds to UCR index crimes Part I, but they are ntlt 
e identical. Uscrs arc advised to check above listed source, p. 103. ' 

Univers~ is limited in all cases to non~instllUtion residents. 

'Number of households with crime Incidents. 

I 
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TABLE 3 (continued) 

Survey by loea t ion 
and year of issue: 

Prepared for: 

Survey done by: 

Survey done as: 

Crimes included in survey: 

Coding duplicates UCR: 

Weighting: 

U . I . b n1versc or popu at Ion: 

Total interviewed househ0lds: 

Victim sample:c 

Type of interview: 

Reference period: 

Series data available: 

Data forms available: 

Sectors coveff.:d.: 

Region 20 (Greater 
Egypt) 

1976 

Greater Egypt Planning 

Commissiona 

Sociology Dept., 
Southern lilil"ois 
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 9 months 

Yes 

Document 

Household, commercial 
undifferentiated 

Champaign 

1977 /11977 /I 1978 

ILEC - UHCR 

Institute Government 
+ Public Affairs, 
U. of I. 

Benchmark citizen 
survey 

Burglary, robbery, 
assault, vandalism 

No 

None 

Champaign residents, 
18 years and older 

Telephone 

6 months 

Q,ocument 

Personal, household 

Ii 
bA~ unde~ a. gr.ant ~rom the Illinois Law Enforcement Commission. 
c Una verse IS limited In all cases to non-institution residents. 

Number of households with crime incidents. 

I I 
L...-.. ______________ ~~~~~ __ 

Evanston 

1977 

Victim/Witness 
Advocacy Unit 
E.'anston Police 
Dept. 

Same 

Meeds assessment 

Assault, battery, 
burglary, robbery, 
theft, 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 aU data gathered by police (e.g., the 

Uniform Crime Reports) are counts of reported crimes while data from 

victimization surveys are estimations of '..:rime levels based on sample data. 

Crimes 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 crimf!s 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 pulice 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. In surveys there are no sanctions for false 

reporting and the victim's hon('>sty and accurctle recall of the crime is relied upon. 

Some exaggerations and fabrications may 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 fm' 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 

refer:ence 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 crir'{les committed within the law enforcement 

agency's jurisdiction, be it a city, county or state. Most survey data include all 
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ages covered 
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TABLE 4-

SUMMAR Y OF THE DIFFERENCES 

BETWEEN POLICE COUNTS AND 

SURVEY EST[MATES OF. CRIMEa 

Police Measures Survey Measures 

count estimation 

offense victimization or 
offense 

Index, Part I and personal, household 
Part II and com mercial 

victim's report or respondent's report 
officer on scene 

law enforcement interviewer 
officer 

prosecution none 

determined by period determined by survey 
included in police design and then 
report by victim's recall 

cri . \e reported to both reported and 
agencies unreported crimes 

all crimes all crimes committed 
committed in area upon area residents 

all ages may be limited 
by survey design 

all types not institutions 

one crime incident same as police, 
recorded for each: or one crime incident 
single offense, multiple recorded for each: 
crime offense, dnd each single offense, multiple 
offense within a series crime offense or 
of similar offenses series offense 

aThis tabJe first appeared in The Crime Rates Workbook, a December, 1977 
publication of the IllinoIs Statistical Analysis Center. 
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crilnes committed anywhere against the residents of the area included In the 

survey. Thus, police data record no crimes befalling jurisdiction residents when 

they are outside the agency's jUrisdiction, and survey data record no crimes 

beLllling non-residents when they are inside the surveyed area. 

Victims of all ages are covered in police data, whlle many surveys limit 

eligible respOI1(\(;l1ts to those individuals within a specified age range, such as 

twel ve and over, or eighteen and over. Police data cover victims and offenders 

from all types of all types or homes, but surveys, for methodological reasons, often 
exclude people li ving 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 crimes. Some 

surveys use this counting method but others do no t. 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 

detalls.) In addition categories used to. report classes of crimes differ among 

surveys and between surveys and police data. Police data gener<llly cover the FBI's 

standard categories: Crime Index, Part I and Part II offenses. l These data can 

sometimes be divided into personal (sometimes called violent) and property crimes. 

Surveys generally 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 dnc! survey sources, Tables 5 and 6 have been included here displaying 

1 Index Crimes include the violent crimes of murder and non-negligent 
manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, and aggrd vated assault" and the property 
crimes of burglary theft and motor vehicle theft. Part I Crimes include all of the 
above, plus manslaughter by negligence. Part II Crimes include all other offenses. 
See Crime in Illinois, an Illinois Department of Law Enf.orcement publication, for 
a discussion of national versus state Index Crime definitions. 
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poJice and survey data for Chicago Index Crimes by type of offens"" for 1972 and 

1974.2 Certainly, due to the methods used in data collection, the survey data 

include llIallY wore crimes. Neither of the data sources is /flore correct; they are 

simply different fTI~asure/flents of di{[erent phellomena related to crime. Without 

controlling for these differences these data sources cannot be compared. 

2Please note that the survey data have been recoded according to the recoding 
scheme in Appendix B. 
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TABLE 5 

1972 AND 1974 CHICAGO NAT10NAL CRIME SURVEYS - -
CRIME lNCIDENTS BY TYPE-VICTIMIZATION DATA CODED TO 

APPROXIMATE INDEX CRIMESa 

Rape 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Burglary 
Theft 
Motor Vehicle Theft 

Rape 
R0bbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Burglary 
Theft 
Motor Vehicle Theft 

Reported to Policeb 

1972 

3,343 
29,759 
12,696 
84,195 
67,743 
30,149 

1974 

4,009 
32,208 
15,592 
95,815 
74,051 
30,016 

Unreported Plus ReportedC 

1972 

6,284 
58,854 
25,358 

126,810 
289,334 

38,716 

1974 

5,678 
62,272 
29,157 

129,238 
304,987 

40,252 

% Change, 

+19.9 
+8.2 

+22.8 
+13.8 

+9.3 
-.4 

% Change 

- 9.6 
+ 5.8 

+ 15.0 
+ 1.9 
+ 5.4 
+ 4.0 

a Source: DuaLabs tapes of Cities II.cident Extract Files for Chicago, 1972 and 
1974, prepared for the National Crime Surveys. 

b All incidents in this table represent incident weighted, single (not series) offenses 
which victims recall as having been reported to police. 

c AJI incidents in this table represent incident weighted, single (not series) offenses, 
both reported and not reported to police. 
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Aggra vated Assault 
Burglary 
Theft 
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TABLE 6 

1972 AND 1 '774 CHICAGO INDEX CH.IMES 

BY TY PE OF OFFENSE 

FBI- UCR Statistics For Chicagoa 

1972 1974-.,....-..- %Change 

1,529 1,920 
23,531 26,172 
11 , 154 13,218 
36,630 50,722 
89,463 114,792 

Motor Vehicle Theft 32,299 25,442 

+ 25.6 
+ 11. 2 
+ 18.5 
+ 38.5 
+ 28.3 
- 21. 2 

a 
Source: 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. Por 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 C(;i cespondence only between the last categories 

of the two surveys: attempted forcible entry. In order to compare data [rom 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. 

Extensl v(' n!coding 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 117, p. 23. 
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TABLE 7 

RECODING OF NCS AND IUCR CATEGORIES 

FOR CATEGORY CORR.E'SIJONDENCE 

General Crime 
Categorl:, 

Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 
and Aggravated Battery 

111ll"glary 

Germane IUCR 
Categories 

Forcible rape with ... 
firearm, 
knife or cutting ill~tl-ument 
other dangerous weapon 

Attempts: forcible rape 
Deviant Sexual Assault 

Robbery .•. 
armed, firearm 
armed, knlfe 
or cutting instrument 
armed, other 
dangerous Wea()()ll 
strong ann 
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 
unlawful entry, no force 
attempts, forcible entry 

Germane NCS 
C~tegories 

Rape ... 
with theft 
without theft 

Attempted Rape ... 
with theft 
without theft 

Serious assault with wedpon 
and with theft 

Serious assault with no weapon 
and with theft 

Minor a.ssault 
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 
nothing stolen, no property 
damage, property stolell 

Unlawful entry, no force 
Attempted forcible entry 

.. , 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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General Crime 
Category 

Theft 

Motor Vehicle 
Theft 
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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 

A ttempted purse 
snatch, no force 

Larceny (all dollar 
amounts) 

Attempted larceny 
Pocket picking 

,'v\otor Vehicle 
Theft •.• 

Car 
Other vehicle 

2Thefts are further divided in the NC.5 data into person~l and ho~sehold thefts. 
Personal thefts can be subdivided into personal thefts w1th a/ld w1thout contact 
between the victim and the offender. 
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APPENDIX C 

Chicago Victimization 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 SNvice, Washington, D.C. 204-02, available from the National 
Criminal Justice Reference Service, P.O. Box 24-036, S. W. Post Office, 
Washington, D.C. 2002 /+, (202) 655-4-000: 

Criminal Victimization Surveys in the Nation's Five Largest Cities, A 
National Crime Panel Surveys Repor-t, No. SD-NCP-C-3. 

Available from DUALabs, Inc., 160l North Kent Street, Arlington, 
Virginia 22209, (703) 525-14-80: 

Cities 
erms, 

Available (rom the Criminal Justice Archive and Informational 
Network, P.O. Box 124-8, Ann Arbor, Michigan 4-8106, (3l3) 763-34-85: 

NCS Cities Compl~te Samhle i File, and information on computer 
software and customized tabu atlOns. 

National Crime Panel na.tional survey data, and the IUinois 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 1974, No. SD-NCS-N-6, 
and 1975, No. SD-NCS-N-8. 

A vailable from DU ALabs, Inc. (address above): 

I 
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A vaHable 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 aval1able from the Illinois Statistical Analysis 
Center, Illinois Law Enforcement Commission, 120 So. Riverside Plaza, 
Chicago, Illinois 60606, (312) 4-54--1560 

Joliet and Peoria. Victimization Surveys: 

Victimization in Joliet and Peoria: A Baseline Survey, Abt Associates, 
Inc., 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 01 Illinois, and A 
Profile of Crime in the Greater E y t criminal Justice Piannin­
~ef1.ion, Greater· Egypt ReglOna annmg an Deve opment 

o n1iTIiSsion , 608 East College, P.O. Box 3160, Carbondale, Illinois 
62901, (618) 54-9-3306. 

Champaign Citizen Surveys with Victim Sample: 

Preliminary Findings from Initial Citizen Survey and subsp.quent reports, 
Nell Weisman, Project Director of OHCR for Champaign, (217) 351-
'+4-62, or Peter Nardu11i, Institute of Government dnd Public Affairs, 
University of Illinois, Champaign, Illinois (217) 333-3340. 

E vans ton 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. 

Lor.al planners and evaluators interested in conducting their own 
victimization surveys should contact Wesley G. Skogan, Center for Urban 
Affairs, Northwestern University, 204-0 Sheridan Road, Evanston, Illinois 
(312) 492-3395. 
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APPENDIX D 

SAMPLE QUESTIONNAW.ES 
o H 0. Nu .1.1\2661 "~pro¥.1 S.ptl., June 10, :977 

r:=;1'CS.1 .AU" NCS.2 ---·-------------r-tl-:-O::-Tl-C:-E~·-Y:-,'-u-, -,c-'p-o-,,-,o""':""-.-=C-"·-"-"-'--=-Ou-,I!'''U ,t c:ol\fuJcnll"l by I:'IW 
,1·1,.",. tU S, tDlh:l: "'1 5echt'lf\ 31(1) AU ~rl('n\,h,\bl~ \f\IQ,,,,,,uon will be u\cd 

U $ ~,~~~~l~":.rl'~:~~/ C~~~~~RtE only by p~tSo"S enl.1t:tJ 111 "nd 10f the- pU'PO$c!o or Ihr S,-,,\lC)'. nnd ITli1Y 
"C.'Ht4.q (JlI.,£,"TIfH' A\iUII rf)n fill' not be dlHluHd 01 rllh:·Hed to others feu .lny PUrPO\Q 

f..AW tN"O~~ll~: ~:I1At";I.":TA~~t 1;,~;-';t~SHIA liON ~~c 4l : Control numbN (c~ 5) N 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY I PSlI : 5r~II'rnl : n : 50/1"1 

NAtiONAL SAMf'I.E JO:: :: C 
NC5.1 - IIASIC SCREEN QUEStiONNAIRE ~;'~hold "U~,~~';(~ 2) ....... JL~nd us~-(~.; 9-li)" .•••... - •• 

HCS.2 - CRlm ItlCIDEtlT REPORT 

~·rwcn~~i~-o-''d~~C~o-n~I,-071-n-un-'~be~.~~-.~o~n"d---------t~~01~·--I~'.-m-I~I-Y~i-nC-o-m-.~(C-C-2~7~)--~------------------------~ ~ 
rlemS I, 7, ·1. OIlU 9 al Irme o/'nlerYrew. I C J Under sl.OOO 

(oiq) 

1. Inh.vlrW., Id.nl,J,colion 2 [-] ~I ,000 to 1,999 
Code : Nome 3 ["] 2,000 to 2,999 

I • [.1 3,001l to ),999 

2. Rtcord 01 ,nl.rv,"w 
l.lne numbe, 01 h~~schold 
tespondent (ee 12) 

3. TYPE 7. NOIHflTEIlVIEW 
1111~"I<lW not outMned [or 7 
l.,no number 

, 
: Oalc ~ompleted , 
I 
I , ... 

~ [1 ~,OOO to ·\,999 

6 [1 5,000 to 5,999 

7 (.1 (',000 to 7,499 

Q Cl 7,500 to 9,999 

9 [] 10,000 to 11,999 

10 [) 12.000 to 14,91)9 

II C] 15.000 to 19.999 

12 CJ 20,000 to 24.999 

1 

a 
n 
d NOTE' F,II NCS·' 

Nunrntervr elY Record. 
lor Types A, B, and C 
nOrHnlCrVICwS. 

\ 3 ['125,000 to 49.999 2 
14 [J 50.000 and over 

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

(oi~ 
~. BouHhold ,lulu, 

1 [ 1 Same hou",chold 00; last cnUmcr,1t10n 

2 { .\ f\eplotc"'~nt hou~chold srnce last enumerat,on 
3 [ I PrevIOuS nOlllntetvl("w or nOlm sample bl'ror~ 

5. Special ploco I)'pe code ICC ot) 

110. Bou.ehold rnernbor~ 12 yoo" 
al og. alld OVER "'1 
_______ Total number 

•• __ •. _____ Total number 

~lD .-..,,-._-­
r-=-6:T.~~a)-"---- --

° (:1 None 

~. Crill'. Ineldonl Reporl, II11od
7 (Oil) I { I Owned or ~.'"r. ),o',r,ht 

. 7 [- I Rented (Of c<lsh Total numbe, - Fill ilern 31 
"---,,--- on Conlrol Cord 

J r I No ea~h ,enl 0 rl None 

t---7.T;;;~~ ·::qU::o::.;I:.::":-' '(;cc~11 ';:5;-) ------------t----13-0-,-U::. • ..:.-o~I.:.:.:IC:I • .::.p-h-o-n-.-(-C-C-2-5-) ---------------1 
Ho",log "nl' 

(Ojy I r I fious, npartnrcnt, [Jat [J Phone In ullit (Yes in cc 'l5al 
1 [-)I-lU ,'I ~otrallSlent hotel, motel, ~tc. Phone mtervlew ~cccPtable? (cc 25c or 2Sd) 
J [ ] HU - mll"nont ,n \lansrent h. ,el, mOlel. etc. (OJ~ I r'] Yes. , .••..••••• }SK[P to next 
• ( 1 IIU In rOOlllln& ho"~e ~ 2 [.1 No _ Relused nunl~er applicable Item 
~ r _) ~lob"c homr or troller 
6\ .J HU not ,peclheJ nbove - DeScribe '1 [1 Phone elsewh«c (Yes "I cG 15b) 

OTlIER Unil 
1 ( I Quarrers not flU III rOomIng or honrdlng house 
I) {'1 Unit r'wt flCr"llIlwnt 11'1 trnnSlclH hotul. motel, ctc. 
~ (-I Vne"nt tell' Slle! (II tr~lIer Sit!;! 

10 [ I Not sp"c,f,ed .lbove - Descr,be '"1 

8. ~l.;;.~;;;-;;;g;;;i, 'n ,I,uclu,o lce 26) 

I [ 11 $l'.\ 5-9 
~L12 6[-)IOor",ore 

3 [ . J 3 1 ["I J-IobrJe hOn1e or tr~"er 

• [:1 ~ u: I Only OTI\[;R un'ts 

A~K IN EACH HuUSf.110LO 

9. (Olh., Ihon II. •.• , bv,jne") do .. onyonr in Ihls 
loou .. loold operoh 0 ~u"nel\ hom ,hi> oddl.,,? 

I [-J No 

2 r I Yes - ... ·hol kind 01 bu,in ... J; Ihol? 7 

ItlTCRVIEWfR rnl~r unrecngOiluMe busrllO,~es only 

CUHUS USE OULY 

Phone Intervi~w ncceptnble' (ec 2Sc or 25d) 

3 [) Ves , .•••.•• , • , '}SKIP to next 
4 C1 No - R.fu"~d number applICable tlem 

5 Ll No phone (No ~ <1: 25a and 25b) -------i 
13b, Proxy Inlormorion - Frll Ivr all proxy ,nler~iews -... - -- _. -- . ~'-------".------"-"(ifp;~;;:ymtcrv'.w 

obtacned [0' lin'~ number _____ _-:--

--Proxy7csp~r;d~;,; na~;;-"-----.. --re number 

- -R;aso;;-To7Pr'O"x):~~i~~; ~~-.--.--- ----

-------- _._---_. __ ._-
-·~~------~------------------------1 (2) Proxy rnlc,¥lew 

obntncd iOI Itne I1U",oc, .~==~== 
- -P7c;;y;;;pon·d~;;t-,;·.;-,;;---- ·-T.-,n-e-';-u-;;;b7r 

-'~Soii'fOt pTe;;- Int~t.I.W 

-----._-- .. _--------
1/n1ore Iltan t;.~~; ·;;;te;;,-;~s, COllllllOe in "oIU. 

j@ [-~W-J -----~ 
~ _______________ 0 _________________ J-___________ ~ __________ ~~ ___________ ~ 

(I)D-) 

I 
I 
I 
.1 
I 
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,.....---_.- --------- --------------.--------------------------, 1~"RSOHAl CHARACTfRI~ TICS 
fr.:--HA..-r-- rr:----------""Iit;';',-, -- [C---- ".- '1.;-- 1',- .-- n;:--'l-c .. -ii~il' 13. :"{:--

(0' hou"hold TV rr or l.INE ~r.l.A'rIOIH liP AOt lIAAllAI. 'A(.E : ORICIN lEX MIoIEO Edut>Uo.- Edu.,Uon-
__ ..!!.~d.nll~~ INHRVltW NO, TO HOUSEHOLP LAir STATUS I fOllCeS hljh"l .. ",pl.l. 

.- HellU BIRTI/' I foItMoER ,"d. Ih.1 YUI/ 
K[ y(R - nCGIN DAY 1 

~~[II R.:C~D_. ~Jj)---.-----' ~~1l @_bl _____ @!L~~ __ ~~~L1I'c 1?31 @ff' I~~~L. ~~~ ~!L. 
l!"lp<r. StH.,npot\dtnl q'/flt"d 'riM, I'~''H, 1 1\"1101 Ii ~YH Irl"'" 
II·lTtl.-s.llr<loM~enl 1["jW,'eolh<.,d 'nWd,I.:;/loRJ I;]f':"j/lo z{'!No 

~---- 'I JPtr,-I'IO'Y},," rJb"" "CiiiC 11:lOwnch,ld "'AiO '1:1 0, .;_,01.1 'Or"iilii o~ 
'1 0 1 Tt I, - !'r0Jl Y cuve, P,l? No. • i: i OIh<rr,latlYo <(' , Sep. 1 
'I I NI - rill 16-21 I; J NO: ... __ lol_II_Ye_.l,---.,"""!-.~I,..:-' N_M_"-:_--:..!l-:-._-;-'_...,.o'-:-__ ~--"'7"..L"7"'~~--1 
Look M \\e'" ~ on ,o,e' par.~' Is tillS lh~ ~6·,e 26d. HoY, you b .. " leoklng lor wor~ durln~ Ih. po,l 4 w •• h? 

CHECK ~ household o~ last enume'otlon) r80< I markedl @ I 0 yes No _ Whtn did you 10,1 work? 
ITEM A'" 0 Yes - SKIP t~ Chcc~ Iten! a 0 NQ to Leu ~lnn 5 yeDls ago-SKIP 10280 

25 •• Old you liv. In Ihl' hou,. on Ap,i1 I, 19707 ) 0 5 or rnorc yeMs nt~} SKIPto 29 

!tow ~_~ -.!..~'!'~~.~~~~,~.. 20 No • 0 Ne'er wo" 'd--:_.o:-;"7~::-;-=::':7"' I~ 27 "Ih." ony "DlQn why you could nol 10k. 0 lob LAST WeeKI 

!§ 
~ 

~ 'IIh.r. did you live on April I. 19701 (S'''Io. 1" .. 19n country. ,.;:;-;-,' 
U,S. po ..... lon, .I~.l ~ I 0 No Yes - 20 Already had a lob 

30 Temporary rllness 
St.te. etc, ____ ":=:;:===-C;:ou::n~l:.y====.;.====:;=-1 .. 0 GOIng to school 

c, ~1i::\n'ld-;-il~;llmlh 01" dly. 10wII, vlll.go, 01c,1 • 0 OthN - Speclly 7 
10 No 2 rJ YeS - NOme 01 crly, lown, vII luge, CIC,? l-"""'~-::---:--~:---'::"'.-.--..:;::=;;::==:======:::: CLIJ.:O'_ .. _, ____ . ___ . ______ -t 280, FM "hom did you (1n,1l wo,k' INome 01 company, ---
tAsk ma'e. ,8, only) bu~lness. orgOnlzatlon or Olher employer) 

1-:::-- d, '11.'0 you In I". Armed rore .. on April 1.19707 

rO::;:~~I __ 17[J:.:· '-Y_e_s"'7""~':'2~[""':'JN-O ....... ;--_:_:_~:7"_:__:_:__._---_--t@ xU Never worked - SKIP 1029 
CHECK 

• 

Is th,s re.son 16 ycars old 01 older) 'Wh k d I b --------d .-.. -- hi 7 E TV I 
D, 01 In 0 u.lne .. or In u'lry I. I • I .g.: an, 

IT EJo,I, 1\ 0 No " SKI P t~ 29 0 Yes ("dlo ml~., ,etall shoe stO(~. Stat. Lauor Oepar(ment, (arm) 
~~~~--~~------------~~----~----26 •• Whol w ... you doing 010'1.1 LAST WEEK - (wo.klng. @ ~ 

h.plng hou.e, going I', ><hoot) or lom"hln~ .1,.7 , c. W ••• you _ -- - ,-
'oW 10 Wo.k,ng - SKIP 10 280 G 0 U!1~ble to Yoo;)lk-SKIPt026d @ lOAn .mplore. 010 PRIVATE eompony. bu.ln ... 01 
p 20 Wrlh. IOU bul not at work 10 Reureu lndlvlduo I.r .... g01. ,alory ot comml,,\0n\1 

J 0 Look.ng lor "ork 0 0 Olher _ Speclly 20 A GOVERNMEHT employ .. (F.der.l. Sioio. county, 
.0 KeeplO& hou se 7 or locoll1 

~'?l~ .to.~~~~QQI •• ____ . ..t'!...A:.meE..£2~!!!J!IP 10 2801 3 0 !!~~~~~;~~~~D In OWN bu,ln., •• p,olo"lonol 

b, Old you d. any .... o,k ot "II LAST WEEK. nol counllng ,"ork .0 Working WITHOI.T PAY In (omily bu,in ... or lorm? 
alo""d \~. h.y,.? (Note Illarm or bustlles5 operotor to Hil. ______ ._._._._"":'-:-_.,... __ ~ 
ask oboul unpa.d "ork.) ,I Whot kind 01 work Wer. you doing' (E.g.: clecl"co/ )@ 0 O..t:!? _. Yc~ ,:,~~~_~~!..hou.'~:-:-::=~~_~ 2aa ___ .ngll1eer, stock c/erk, typrst. larmer, Arllled Forces) 

c. Did you ho ••• job or bU'in .. , I,om which you Wfl. @ I. ... ITL __________________ _ 

Notes 

f.mporo,Jly .bunf ., on loyoH LAST WEEK1 C' 'Vh.\ ... ". you. rno'II",~.rlonl o<llvlli .. Dr dull .. ? fE,g,: 
10 No 20 Yts - Absent - SKIP to 28a typlnt, kccprnK a"aunt books, sc/llnt curs, Armed Forcts' 

3 r:l YtS - Laydl - sKIP 1021 

(1)8-4 
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I 
,J 

I 

____ . __ • ___ . __ ._ . .,. _______ .L~.?~~~~~~~::.R~~ Q.~_~~I.?N~ 1 ____ ... _. ___ --, 
"J9. Now l'd Ilk. t~ O\K lome quC'\lio"" oboUI :1 1Vn-Mo'Wminy 32. Did uny"n. tokl!' \omel11lng bclonqing 

" 
I Yes - H!)w mJI1V 

ctlme. They ref., onlr to th. los' 6 month, _ !.. llmfll to you 0' to on~ member of Ifill huus.ehold, , tlm,,1 
~ from 0 place W lert you or they werr 

, , 
b 1 197 d 197 ,I INa lempo,atily ,laying, ,uch a, a IIi.nd', or , , , No 

rlweef.' ____ , .~ ,on - __ , _0' r,lolivr.'s home, 0 hotel or mottl, or , 
Outing the 101,6 ",onll", did anyont' brt'o'k 0 'locatio" home? 

, 
Inlo or somehow Illegally ',et inta your 

, ---
toporlmconl, homlli!), garcge', \lr cl'lolht'l bUihhng 

, --- 33. Whal wa' the Iota I number 01 molar :C§ , 
on your property? , vehicle; (cars, truck I, etc.) owned by , 

30. (011.., Ihan Ihe Incidenl(') jU<l menlion.d) 
you or any other member of this household :o_'jNone-

" 
;Ves - Haw m;ny during Ih. 10.16 month,? , SKIP to 36 

Otd yau (iud a dOQr t1mrl'lied, a lock forced, tlm'l1 1'0 1 
or any olh.r ;ign, 01 on ATTE~ -- ~D , 

:202 break In? : f" J No , :3[J 3 ----, I"L] 4 or more I 

I 
I 

, 
34. Did anyone ,toal, TRY 10 ,\col, or U>O 

, 
131. Wo. onylhlng ot nil ,tolcn thai I. kepI ,r JYcs - Haw mIn), 

(It/any of them) withoul permission? : i..~ 1 Yes - How m'n), 
'C'No tlm .. l 

oUhlde rur h~me, 01 happened 'a be left ! tlmul , J 

Qut. sue: (II Q bicycle, a gUlden has!:', or 
, , ---

lawn rurnitur('? (other than any inCidents :UNO 35. Did anyone ,teal or TRY to steol parh 
I ~:I Yes - How many 

olrtodv mer-lioned) attached to (it/any of Ihem), such a, a : [jNo tim .. I , --- batt.ry~ h\Jbcops, lope-deck, otc,? , , , 
j 

, 
;-' 

, , 
I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS I 

I, 
36. The lollowlng question, rei" only '0 Inln9' that lYes - How many 46, Old you find any evidence thot someone 

I C~!Ycs-HQW m,n), 
happene~ to YOU durinq Ihe 10'1 6 monlh, - , '1m,,] AlTEMPTED hI ,teal ,omelhing Ihat tlmlll 

belw .. n ___ 1. 197 __ and ___ , 197 
, belonged 10 you? (other than any incidents 

- .' already mentioned) 
Did you have your (pock.1 picked 'pu". III INa C]NO 
.nolched)? ~ ----

I 
37. Old onyonL take 'omelhing (.h.) directly \ JYr-s - "~w m,,,y 47, Old you call Ihe police durin~ the la<t 6 : trorn you by us.;ng forcl:", sueh 01 by a • - IImesf monlhs to reporl ,omething that happened , , 

'1ti-ckup, mU99in9 Q1' thr~at? , to YOU which you Ihought was a crim.? , , (Do not counl any call. made 10 Ihe I 
:I:.]NO pol;ce (oncerning the incidents you 

, , , have iu,t laid m. about.) , , --- I 

I 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
:1 
I 

36. Old anyone TRY to rob you by u,ing lorce :L]Yes - How many o No ,- SKIP to 48 
, , 

or 1111t!otening to harn~ you? {other thon I times] 
, , 

ony incidents u1retldy mentioned} , DYes - What happened? , , , 
:['jNo , 
, , 
, --- , 

39. D,d onyQne 'beat you up, ottadt you Of hit 'r I 'fe'S - How mAr.~ I(§) [I] 
" rou with !iomc-thtng, 5u(h as 0 ruck Qr "Jollie? , tim." , 

[I] , 
ot\nr 'non ony inddcr.h otr(ody I'ne .o\1tld} 

, , , 
I[]NO - , , 

IT] , , --- , 
, -

40. W ••• ~ou kniled, ,hot at, Ur attac"ed ~'Ith Ir- \Ycr. - How m~n.,. Look at 47. Was HH member : .. ~) Yes -How mlny 
",o(,lr other ..... topon by onyonr at all? (other : .• , tlmtsl 12 t attacked or threatened, or 1"- llm.,l 
thon any Incidenh alreody m~ntiontd) , 

~ 
was something stolen or an 

, , 
lC]NO 

CHECK attempt made to sleal somelh,n& 
: CjNo , ITEM C that belonged to 111m' , , 

--- , , 
>--- , 
41. Did allY one THREAT::N to beal you up or .1 Yf:S - HoW m,n), 

, , 
TIIREATEN you wllh 0 knife, gun. or 'Ome 

I 
tlmul ---

nlhc:t wC'opon, HOT inc Itlding '~I("phont 48. [lid anything happen to YOU during the last 
, 

duroh? (cllh,r thon any incidents olrt"ody :~JNO 
, 

. 6 month.s which you thouqht was 0 I;time, I 
mentioned) but did NOT report 10 the police? (other 

, , , , --- thon any ;ncidenh clrc:ady mentioned) , 
42. Did onyono TRY to cuack you in somr " 

, 
]y., - How m,ny DNa - SKIP to Check Item E 

, 
other w,y? (other than (lny incidrnh already , Ilmu1 

, 
\ 

mef'lioned) , 
1.1 Yes - Whol happened? 

, , 
:LlNo 

, , , , 
, !@[TI 

43. Duling the la't 6 nlonlh" did anyon. ,t.ol :1 jYes • How m,ny , 
tl,in9' that h.longed 10 you f,om in'i~. At-\'{ 11m .. ' 

, IT] 
co, or truck, luch at PQckogel or c1othinv? ; , , 

:UNO 
, 

CD , 
--- , 

I 
44. WO\ Qnythintj) ,Iolt" flonl ~'O'J while yo~ 'r'l Yes - How m.,"y Look at 48. Was HH member ! ['1 Ye, - How many 

Wf'r~ OWDY f,om hom", lor ie, Hance at work, in ; times] 12\ altocked Or throntened, or - tim .. ' 
a t'hllller or r."ovront, or whitt 1I0 .... 1ing? I CHECK t was something stolen or an 

:rJNo 
ITEM 0 . 

.ttempt made to ste.1 someth,ng 
[.lNO 

, --- that belonged to h,m' , ---

I 
45. (Ofhf'f thon any incidf"lIt\ you've (.dt",ad~ , IV., , Haw mill)' Do any of the !;f,'recn Questtons Contain any entftel 

"'t'ntioned} WQ' anylhlng (t'lf") 01 all , t!m .. ' (or "How many tlmcs?" 
,tol,o {'om you during ,hv lou 6 rnonth,? , 

CHECK t f'. : No - Interv,ew " .. t HH member. , -

I :Ll No ITEM E End Interv,ew 'f lost respondo"', , and (1/,' item 12 on cover Dug •• , --- [ I Yes - F.II Ctlme InCIdent Reports. , 

I 
'OH~ tit-hi ,.'11,11, 

(r)B-5 

,. 1 I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I, 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I' 
I 
I 

---.- -_ ..• ----·----'----PER-S-ON-A--L-r-_1-1A-R-A-CT--E-R-IS-T--IC'S----------.--~------, 

r['"'~·-·--"·· 1\' •••.•. ---.... -._.---,.. 

"~ .. £ 1'/ rr. Of 
INTERVIEW 

KEYCR - BEGIN 
N£W R(CORD 

~f~; ~~·LA 1I0NIHIP I ~ft~E 1 ~~H';:L ~~~~. '~~bl'~;: '~~;. r::::-1~:::rr~~:=~ 
IlEAD BIRTH· I, MEMBCR '''de th.1 Y'''l 

0"''1' , 
ICC 12, ICC Ilb' 'CC 17, ,cc IBI ICC 19", lice 19b1 ICC lIll ICC 21, ,cc 221 Icc 211 

NO. '(0 HOU!CHOLD [LAn ITAlul \ rORer.1 ht,~ .. t compl.t. 

~;~- -.---- - -- - - 0.i§·-~ ----(~- @---- ~1§""1--S 0.:tf- @ @ 
'[-\f'e'-SeU.,.,pondcnl ,'lHe,d ":M, ":IW.: q-IM'CIYe, 1[IYe. 
, ·'T,I.-ScU·'<,pomlenl " 'W,leolhe,d ",Wd, ':INeK{ '::;1' '(';No '[lNo 

~;;-I----~- l~_: F'\:(.- p{o~Y}r,tI IJbOt\ -Line " Qwnchlld ~ )'-10. 3 ...... · Ot. 1--
.. : ITcl.- P1o~y (;01l0"),I'}(, NO. 6 'Qtherrt'liHlvc " ~··:SCPo .' ~ On&," 

!> .~ I N\ - FlU Iti_i't 50 . Non·rel.1l!vc S·~ NM ~ 

Look at IIeOl·j vn cover p""e. Is th,S the samc 26d. Hov. you be.n looking for work during tho po,t 4 week,? 
CHECK. hcuschold oS la" e"umcra',an' lBo' , marked) @ '0 Yes No - When did you 10,1 work? 
IT EM A , 0 Yes - SKIP t1 CherI Item BONo 20 Less than 5 ye~rs ogo-SKIP (0280 

25::: ~id you I ive ill Ihi> house on Ap·i! 1, 1970' J OS or more yeofS ago} SKIP to J6 
S ' 0 Yes - SKIP I', Check Itcm B z_ ~O-,N"o-. 1f---::c:--c--:-______ ....,.4_0::::_N_c_v_c..,r ",w,..o_rk_e_d-'_::"''''''''''''===-:::-l 

----- - .- -- ---.~ .. -.- -. 27. Is there any roo,on why you could nol lake a job LAST WEEK? 
b. Wh«e did you live On April 1, 19701 (SIOle, loreign counlry, ~ 

U.S. po"."ion, etc,) ® ' D No Yes - 2 D Alre,dy had a lob 
3 D Temporary dlness 

::::e:_::t.:::~- =:::.:::=-_-_-_~-. co~~t.~y _ _:::::::::::::::=:::::::_~~: • 0 GOlO& to SChool 
c. ~id you live In,id. Ihe (imits 010 city, lawn. village, el:.? 5 0 Other - Specl(y -~ 

>O~V ' D No 20 Yes - NOnie o( Cdy. tOIVn, village. etc. 7 1---------,---",..-....,..--==.::==========--1 
il~ 0 .. LL L_L-________________ 1 280. For whom did you Ilo,t) work? (Naele a( company. 

(Ask moles 18, only) bUSiness, orgonlzot.on or at"cr employer) 
d. We,e you in 'he Armcd Fo'cc. on April 1, 1970? 

~~~~:~~ __ '~C=)~Y_c_"-,-___ 2~D=-N_O~ ____ ~~~~~ ________ -i@ 
CHtOCK II\. Is thIS person 16 yeOtS old or older' 
ITEM (l ., [] No - SKIP tn 36 n Yes 

x U Never worked - SKI P to 36 -,-_-.--::--:::-_-=:-:----:_-j 
h. What kind 01 hu,;ne., or Indu,I;; I. this? IE.g.: TV and 

rod.o m{g .. retoll sltoe store. Slote Lobar Deponment, form) 
.....:--------i 

260. What were you dO'ng most 01 LAST WEEK - (working, § I I I I 
ku·ping house, !}oin9 to \chool) Cf o:.omelhinq el\c? c, Were you -
, 0 \\'or~,ng - SKIP 10 280 60 Unable to '!><lrk-SKIPt026d @ , 0 An employee of a PRIVA TE eompony, bu,iness or 
? [J With n Job but not il\ work 70 Ht:'\ltCd individual for wages, salary or commissions? 
lO Laok,nr. for "ork B 0 O,hcr _ SpeCl(y -" 2 0 A GOVERNMENT ('mployee (Federal, Slate, counly, 

• Or local)? 
• 0 Keep,ng house -..... .• J D SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN hu,ine", prcl."ionol 
~O.Go:r:LI~ "_ho_ol __ . __ ._ •. 1'1.. A~m:d Forces, SK~o ZSa}_ practice or farm? 

b. Did you do any work 01 all LAST WEEK, nol cOunling work 4 D Working W!THOU'f PAY in lamlly bu,ln." or lorm? 
.,ound the house' INolo' I((orm or bus",css opera to' ,n HH, - -------
os~ ooout unpa,d work. 1 ~, Whal kind 01 wad, wore yo.) doing? (E.g.: electncol 

Co;:' I' SKIP -8 engineer, stock clerk, tYPIst. (armer, Armed ForceS) 
~~I a [l No Yes - How many 'au". __ - .... to l a 

c. [iijy-;'u hov~ ~ 'j~b--,;-;bu;i,;e-;-;:'I;~;;; ";hl-ch you we;-.-----@)I 1 I 
'<",po.arily cb •• nt or on loyall LAH WEEK' e What wore your ma,t imporlont octivIH., or dulies? (E.g.: 

@ '0 No z 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2B., Iyping, kcep"'8 account books, s.Ii"'K cars. Armed Forces) 
t----.---.....::.)...A[:: Yes - L3ya(( - SKIP I,) 27 ______________________ -( 

36. 

37. 

38. 

I~DIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS 

The folla ..... ing questions refer only to thin9~ 
thaI happened to YOU during the last 6 month, -: 
b.tween •... _,1, 197 __ ar.d __ ,191- __ • I 
Did you hav. your!pod.t picked purse ,nalched)' 

Yes _ How many 46, Old 'fcu find Qny eYidcnc...e that SomeOne I' -, Yes - How m3ny 
IIm'''~ ATTEMPTED 10 ,teal ,omelhing that' ,'m.,? 

belonged to you? (olher than any :~:J No 
incidents already mentioned) , 

D,d anyone ,ake ,omclhin9 (el,e) duectly ," Ye, _ How m'ny 47. Did ·you coil ,h. polio. dulin9 the la,t 6 month. to report 

'
"m.,! ,omething Ihol happened to YOU which you Ihoughl wa' a 

Itom 'fGU by using fon::c t suc.h as by a _ cdme? (Do nof count ony colis mode 10 ihe police 
Hickup, mugqing or thrcot 7 I . i No ---:;;-, I d Id b ) .,...,---;------'------l~SB) concerning t ,e Inci enl, you hov. lu,t to me a out, 

Or threotening to harm you? (other thon any I tlmul h h d 
Did onyon,' TRY to rob you by u.ing lorce Ye, - How m"ny -"~ D Ho _ SKIP to 48 

intiden'. ol,eody mentioned) , '1 No ___ - 0 Yes - W at oppen. 1-------- -------
f--:"39:-.-D-id-or-,y--;'nC' bcol you up, attock you or hit you ~ Yes - Ho'llrl' many =---, -----------------------

with ;unH.·,hlng, '!I\lCh Q'!Io a cock Qr bOllle?' tlmu? __ ---1 

(other thon any incident, _0_1 r_e_o_d:.y.,.m_e-;n_t_i 0_n7c_d_1.,-_I_'O __ --------iCuECK ~ 
W~r~ you 'knifc~, shot at, or o"oc\;.~d ..... Ith , Yes - H.aw m;an), p 

'orne otht't we-opon by anyone ot all? (other: No tim .. 1 ITEM C 
tnon ony lnddt"oh already mentioned) I ---

Look Jt 47 - Wns HH member 12. ,: -I Yes - HoW m'ny 
ntt~c\..l!d or threillen~d, or waS !.Onle- I IImts~· 
thing stolen or an attempt m,)d~ t.) ~: "~N\). 
steill something thl1t belonged to him?! __ _ 

41. 

"1. 

Did onyo;;'THREATEN 'a beat you up or , 
THREATEN you with 0 'kndc.9un,Qf !.omC! : 
other weapon, HOT inciudir1lJ telephont threah?, 
(other thon any incident\. otfil!ody ",('"honed) I 

: Yes - How mOln1 
tlmtsl 

No 

Old anyone: 1 RY to attack you in )ome :., Yes _ How ","n), 
olhr, wo),' {other thon ony incid~nh \ tim,,' 
olrrod), nlC:ntioned} COl NCJ _ 

f--:-"':"3-. """O-u-ri-n-I] t~~' 6 month~, did onyont ,tt'CJl , 1 Yes - H~w m"n), 
thing. that belon~ed 10 you Irom in,id. ANY: 11m .. I 
Co, 01 tfUC~, ~u,h 0, POCkQg~, or clothing? \ :"0 __ 

1----:-•• :-."'"':'f/7.-,-0-;y\I,\"'\) uolrn from you while you ,iYes ... Ho.- mIn), 
Wtr~ oway from homf', rOf in,tonc(' 01 work, I tln,tsl 

t--:_~In,-"o "I('oler or '(,,,tourant, or while tfovelinl)?: o. No __ _ 

"5. (Oth-;;~ltn.n uny incidenh you'vt! 1J1'~Dd)' :.~ Yes - He .... mln1 
mC'nhoncdl WO\ an'r'thinq ("be) at nil ,tolen I Ilmtl? 
f,om you dUrtn9 th, 10\' 6 month,? ;: J No ___ _ 

48. 
@ r-"'r-
-r­
r-r­
i-'--

Oid anylhing hoppcn 10 YOU during the lo.t 6 month, which 
you thought wo. a crime. but did NOT report to the police? 
(other than any incident> already monlion.d) 

D No - SKIP tll Chec~ item E 
DYes - What hopponcd? ___________ _ 

CHECK'" 
ITEM of( 

Lock at 48 - VI,s HH member 12. 'I-I Yes - Ho .. m'ny 
3ttilCkcd or threatened, or was some 1 IImnt 
thlnp, stolen or an attrmpt mudt lo I 
ste"l someth,ng thot belOllged to h,m?:,"' No 

CHECK'\' 
"EM E IIf 

00 i)I\Y of the. screen Que.stlons contain any entries 
for 'IHow many times?" 
o No - Interv,ew n •• t HH nlr"lber. End intervIew if 

(cst respondelll, ~nd f,lI '.em /1 on Cover page. 

DYes - Fill Crime InCIdent Repons, 

(r)B-6 

) 

) 

, 
I 

t 
t 
I 

t 
I 

r 



I 
I 
.1 
I 
I 
I 
,I. 

I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
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r I 
trr;---.---- ir:--------···-·---' i6,"""""" ~E~,~O~~~~,A!l~0_ER,!~,!!.c~=' ___ 1 6-- li.- 'l1.~U.-·-'l •. --

NAME TYPE Of LINE 
11. 11. 19. 10.. 11 b. 
R[ I.ATIOI/SHIP AGE MARl' AL RACE IORIGIN SEX ARM(D EducJlion - Educallon-

.--___ . _ INTERVIEW NO. fORCf.S hl,h .. 1 compl.l. 
MEMDER ,,,d. Ihll YII,I 

TO IIOUSEHOLD LAST lTATUS I 
HEAD DIRTH· I 

KtHR - OEGIN DAY I 
NlW ~[COHO ______ , __ __ ~!'} IC,c.,I~b:.J ____ I:.;;lcc .!.?l,. (~C ~._ (~~~9~ I~:,~ ~C_31!'" I~_':;:'"-l __ !-,I=cc=,,n'-'}'_-l 

~'-'---'. c[lj) . @ (i~1) @ @) @) I @ @ C§ @) 
I [] rtf.- S.(I·,,,pondcnl t[: I t(cod 10M. ,[,.;'11. I t[] M , r:J V.S I [J Yes 
'[1 T,(' - Sell.re,pondenl ,[']W,(e 01 head '[J Wd. 'Ll Nei1 '0 F '0 No '0 No 

I,f=-I-"""I-----I , []fio'.-P10'Y}fllll.1bon "'['i'iie '[:1Ownchlld ~- 'Do. 'OOt'IOritiiO 
cC]Tel.-Pro.l.Y covel page No. "LIOthetrclc1tilJc "OSep. I 

'C]1lI - Fill 16-2' ,[ '1 Non·,,'allve s [I NM I 

Look at "em ·1 0" Cover page. Is th,~ the SOme 26d. Hov. you hen looking for work during Ih. po,l 4 w.eks? 
CHECK I'> household a~ last enumer.t,on' (Box I marked)@1 0 Yes No - Wh.n did you los} wo,k? 
ITEM A 0 Yes - SKIP to Check IlCm BONo 20 Less than 5 years ago-SKIP 10280 

250. Old you Ilv.ln Ihi. hou,e on ApIIII.1970? 305 or morc years ago} SKlPt036 

O • 0 Never worked VoW 10 Yes - SKIP 10 Occk Item B _--:~Z-=::N:O_--t27:T.~;;;-;;;;~;;;;;;--;0~~~;;JcJ;;-;;t;~~~;-C:iJi~EEiK?l I~ - --- 27. "Ih ... ony ,.a.on why you could nol 10k. 0 lob LAST WEEK? 
b. Who .. did you IIv;;;-;-;';;iIi. i970? (Slale. for.lgn counlry. r.;';':;\ I 0 No Yes _ 2 0 Already had a lob 

U.S. po, .... lon •• Ic.) ® 30 TcmpornlY illness 

State. etc. _ _. County • 0 Going to school 

c. iili;;ilv. in,ldo Ih;iimll, of 0 cily. lown. villoge. elc.? 5 0 Other - Specify 7 

~H 10 No 20 Yes - Nome o( city. town, village, elc.? '~--;;:~-=---;---;-:-;--;;-~--:;:~;:;:;::::::=:=;::==:======-1 
046 L.LLU-L_____________ 280. Fo, whom did you (10,1) wo.k? (Nome of company, 

(Ask moles 18, onlyl business. organization or other employer) 
1.....--. d. Wore you In Ih. A,med Fo,eo, on April I. 1970? 

!~ I 0 Yes 2 0 No =----:-7'--:-:-:---------t@ 
CHECK I\. Is Ihis person 16 yenrs old or older? 

x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

b. Whol kind 01 bu,iness 0, indu,lry I. Ihl,? (E.g.: TV and 
radio m(g .. relod shoe store, State Labor Deportment. (arm) ITEM B ., 0 No - SKIP 10 36 0 Yes 

~Wh~1 Welt you doing mo,1 of LAST WEEK - (wo,king. @ 
k~epln9 hOUH~, going 10 school) or ~omcthing ch,c? 

I I I 
c. W~re you -

~ I 0 Worhng - SKIP to> 280 GO Unable 10 work-SKIPt026d @ 
p 20 W,d, a lob bUI not at work 7 [J Retired 

J 0 Looking for wo,k 00 Other - SPec,(y 7 
.0 Keep,ng house 

;. 0 c.,:,~,~~~,~I __ ,. , ___ .!-'L!.:..~ed Forces. SKIP 10 2801 

lOAn .mployee of 0 PRIVATE compony. bu.lne" or 
individual for wages, salary or commi~sjons? 

20 A GOVERNMENT employ.e (Fed.,ol. 5101 •• counly. 
0' loco\)? 

30 SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN bu,lness. prof."lonol 
practice Or (arm? 

4 0 Wo,klng WITHOUT PAY in fonlily bu,ine" 0' form? b. Oid you do any wo,k 01 011 LAST WEEK. nol counting wo,k 
o,ound Ih. hou,.? (Na,e; If (orlll or bUSiness operator 'n /-Iii, 
ask oboul unpaid wark.1 

~ 00 No Yes· How many houl$? ___ - SKIP 10 280 

d. Whol kind 01 wo,k we'e you doing? (E.g.: eleclncal 
~"gineer. srock clerk, typist. former. Armed Forces) 

c. oii )·~;h~ ... ;~~Tob~-;·b·usi-n·c~~ '(;o~7hi;h;ou were @ 1 I I 
I.mpo,olily ob .. nt 0' on loyoll LAST WEEK? 

fo5Qt 10 No 20 Yes - Absent· SKIP to 28a 
~ J n Yes - l~yol1 - SKIP 10 27 

'. Whol wor. your mo,1 Impodonl octiviti .. 0' dull .. ? (E.g.: 
typing. ke~p'ng account books. selling cars, Armed Forces) 

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QL ,STIONS 

J~. The fuilo'linq quc$!ions ,efer only 10 things, -\ Yes _ How m.1ny 46. Did you find ony evidence that SOmeo",! 
thai happened to YOU during lloe 10,16 monlh, -: tim .. ! ATTEMPTED 10 ,leal .omelhing Ihal 

b.long.d 10 you? (olh .. Ihon any 

d "I Yes - HoW many 
I lIm.,1 

b.lween. ___ I. 197_.ond __ • 197 __ • " INo Incld.nts ol,eody menlioned) 
Did you hove your (pockel pic~ed "purse ,nolched)? 

:r"JNo 
I 

37. 47. Did onyon. 10k. ,omelhillg (else) direclly : 1'1 Yes _ How m.ny 
hom you by using (orce, ~uch as by 0 I tlmes1 

~--~.~ti~c~k:up~.~m~u~gg~i~n~g~o~,~lh?,~e:o.I~?~--~-T"--~'r~'~1~N~0--~-~-~--~---~~ 
38. Did anyone TRY 10 ,ob you by u,iny lorce :': Ye, - Ilow m,'"y FR-

or thrC'otenlng to harm you? (other than any I tim,,? 
Incld.nts ul,.ody menlion.dl :"INO ---

Did anyone beat you up, alt.Jck you or hit you ~, . ~ Yes - How m3n), r-I1 
.. dth \olnt'thing ,uch a~ a rock or bottle?' tim,,' J--L-I 
(otht'f than an/Incidents already mentioned) ': - t No ---

39 • 

Did you coli Ihe pollee duling Ih. 10,1 6 monlh. 10 report 
,ome.hlng Ihol hopponed 10 YOU which you Ihoughl wo, 0 
clime? (Do nol counl ony coli, mode 10 Ih. police 
concerning Ih. incld.nl, you have jusl lold m. about.) 

DNa - SKIP to 48 
DYes - Whol hoppened? ____________ _ 

40. W~,,: 7'0u knifed, ,hot ot, or atlach·d wit,h ,,' ~ Yes - How ma"y 
lome other weopon by anyone at all? (ot.,el I tlnl'" 
than any incidents already mentioned) :1 1 No ---

CHECK~ 
ITEM C~, 

Look at 47 - Was HH member 12. ,r: Ve, - How m'ny 
nttncked or threatened, or was some- I lImlll 
th,n& stolen or an .uempt made to :[" No 
steol something that belonged to h,m?: 

~Dironyonr. THREATEN 10 bcol you up or "'jV.'''Ho"m.ny 
THREATEN ~'nu with ct Kni£e, gun, or some: tlmu? 
other weapon, 'o: • ..JT including telephone threnhfl, 
(other than any incidenh already mentioned) :;: No __ _ 

----r2:-·Did anyone TRY to aHack rou in \ame I, -, Yes _ Ho't~ m.ln), 
oth~, way? (oth~r than ony Incidenh :1, Umur 
ah.ody n,.nllon.d) I! '1 No 

4B. 
@) 
-=-
-,-

Old onylhing hopp.n 10 YOU during Ihe 10,1 6 monlh, which 
you Ihought wo, a crime. bUI did HOT repoll 10 Ih. polic.? 
(olh., than ony incidents ol .. ody ... nlion.d) 
o No - SKIP 10 Check Ilem E o Yrs - Whal hopp.ned? ___________ _ 

43. During the lost 6 month" did anyone 't~al , : Yes - HoW m3n), 

Ihiny. Ihol b.longed to you hom in.ide ANY: lim .. ! 
(,or Of truck, such 0\ pockagc\ or clothing? I; ~ I No __ _ 

CHECK~ 
ITEM Di( 

Look at 48 - Was HH membel 12+ I[-;Vu _ Ho" mlny 
;ttt.1.ckt!d or thre;ttcned. or was some .. : 1111111 
thing stolen or an attempt mad\:! to 11~1 
steal som.tlllng thol belonged to h,m?: ,No 

~ .. ""0\ onythir.g .. talc" ~rom you while you : 
"'t'fet oway from home 10f ,",tanc .. , 01 .... ofk, , 

·1 Yes - How mlny 
IIm"l 

In a theottor Of rc~lauronl,or whd~ trave-ling?: !NO ___ ~ 
~--.:.::..:..~::.;.:;:.:.;c.:.:...:..:..:~;.;;.:.:.:.:.-_:__-;___:_-"-r---==o=..: Ctl ECK 

(Otlit'r tlinn any incid"'I1\ you'vl': olrl"ody :, i Yes - HoW mlny ITEM E ~5. 
m.ntlon.d) Woo onylhing (.I .. lol .11 .tol.n , 11m .. I 
hom you during thf' la,t 6 months? :' "I NO __ _ 

// 
(I)B-7 

, 

Do any oC the screen questions conn,," .my entries 
lor "HoW' m~ny times?" 

o No - Interview "exl /-IH member. End inlervlew I( 
1051 respondenl. arid ('" Ilem }] on cnvrr page. 

DYes - Fill Cnme !nc,dent Reports. 

,_ 1 I 
'I 
I 
I 
I 

'. I ., 
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I 
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__ -l.. PER ~HAL CHAR ~c:.! E ~.~ '--.. ::---;:;-;--r;-:;----;;---.:::---~ m:-.-----rrr,---------- is: '17. II. U, 10.. 'lOb. 11. 11. 23. 14. 
NAIoI[ TYrE Of LINE RelATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL RACE :ORIGIN lEX ~R~ED [ducJlion- EduCitlon-

------ INTERVIEW HO. ~~:DOUSEHDLD ~IWH' STATUS : mm :~:~:'I ~;:;P;:;~, 
nyU - BEGIN DAY I I 

r,;':~~CORD -)-:;,0----- _______ 1'::.13!... (~~_I~!!!.. _____ , (O::il!. ~..!!L._ !c~ ~~~c..!2~L I~C:.~~5l.!L+~c:;" ~2::.:,I--f.:I:;:C;c;.2::.JI~_l 
LOll ®!) (oj~ @~ @ @) @) I cE~ @) it§) @) 

I [ I POI.- Scll·,.,pond.nl II I He.d ,[ 1M. 'I IW. I 'I,~.M '["I Yes 
,nT.I.-SeU"e,pond,nl 'l IWlf.ofhe,d '[]Wd. '[JNei1 'I.~J '[jNa 

~- 'Cl 1'<'. - pro,Y} Fill 13b fI<f Line I ','1 Own child ~ J [-] o. '['] 01. I __ 

'I.-I Yes 

'DNo 

.C!TeI.- Pfo,y cuverpago rio. • 100lIeuel.tlve ,[lsep. - 101lE'" 
• r1 NI - Fill lO-?' " 1 Non·,el.I,ve 'r] NM I 

I-------..LL-oo-k-a-t-"-em 4 on COVOI poP.u. Is th,s the Some 2-67"d:l-."'H""0-v-.-y-ol..u-'b-e-e-n"'I";e~0"'k-in-g-:-lal..,-w-o-,'"kl..d':'u-'-ln-g...J.lh-.-po-,-t-4"-w.1..-.":'k-,-?---1 
CHECK a\. household os lost enume,ot,on' (Box I n,orkedl @' 0 Yes No _ When did you lo,t work? 
ITEM A rr [] Yes - SKIP tu Chctk Item BONo 20 Less th.n 5 year. "go-SKIP 10280 

75 •• Did--y-o-u-I":I= •• "'-I-n-I-h-"-ho-u-,-e-o-n-A-p-'-I:-I ":'1-. 7179=-70::-?:--==-----1 J 0 5 0' more years ago} SKIP 1036 

k' KfP C .1 B ON '0 Never "o'ked I..!!~ , 0 Yes - S to IIec lem ~-=::-:c:_..,....;2~:'..:.:.:0-7"---t:I7:I,;tj:;_;;;;-;,:;;_;;;;_;;;;;-;~~~;;_;;!:a;;;._:Iok~~;_ciJi:viiEEiK?1 
b. Wh ... 'did-Y;;;, ij-;';-;';- A p,iTT:-i97O? 15101 •• fo,eign counlly. 27. I. Ihere any 'eo,on why you could nollok. a job LAST WEEK? 

U.S. po ..... ion •• Ic.) @ , 0 No Yes - 2 0 Already had a lob 

St"le, etc. ________ County _______ _ 

c. ~h.-;-in,idt" th;1
4

imih of a city, town, village, etc.? 

J 0 TeOlporary ,lIness 
4 0 Goin. to school 
50 Other - Spec,(y 7 

~
45 , 0 No 20 Yes - Nome of C,ly, town. v"'oge. elc.? 

046 Lll TI<=L- 1-""2:":8""0-. -F-o-, -w':'h-om"""d""ld-:-yo-u-(~I~'I) wo,l.? (Name of Compony. 
(Ask moles 18, olllyl business. orgonlzol;on or Olher employer) 

k d. W ... you In the A'med I'·o,cos on Apdl I. 1970? 

~0~.~~7~ __ '~D~~Y_e_s-:-..,..._2~[J=_N_o-.~ ____ ~ __ ~~;-__________ ;~ 
CHECK rt\ 15 thIS pe,san 16 years old or older? 

x 0 Neve·, worked - SKIP 1036 

b. Whol ki;;d-;(bu,in." or Indu,,,y i, Ihi,1 (E.g.: TV and 
rod,o m(g •• retail shoe store. Siole Lol>cr Departmenl. (arm) ITEM B If' 0 No - SKIP 10 36 0 Yes 

I I I I 260. Who I w ... you doing mo,1 of LAST WEEK - Iwo,klng. 
kteplng house, going to $ochool) or something else? 

Vow ' 0 Working - SKfF 10 280 60 Unable to work-SKfPto26d @ 
p 2 0 Wid, • lob but nOI at wo,k 70 Retired 

c. Were you -
, 0 An emplor ee of a PRIVATE company, bu,lno" or 

Indlvidua for wages, s.alory Of commlulons? 

30 Laok,ng for work B 0 Od,er - Specify 7 
• 0 K~~plng house 
50 Going to "hoo~ ______ (II -::':',,::1 rorr- • SKIP /.) 280) 

b. Did you do any wo,k 01 011 LAS'I "EEK. nol counling wo,k 
around tho hou .. ? fNole; Ii larm or bUSiness "perator in /-Iii. 
ask about unpaId work. I 

20 A GOVERNMENT employe. (F.d .. ol. Sial •• counly. 
0' locol)? 

30 SELF·EMPLOYED in OWN bu'in .... p,of."ionol 
proctice or form? 

• 0 Working WITHOUT PAY In lomily bu.in ... or form? 

d. Whol kind 01 wo,k Were you doing' fE.E.: eleclncol 
engineer. Slack clerk, Iyplsl. (armer. Armed Forcesl i@ a 0 No Yes - How mony hau .. ? ___ - SKIP 10 280 

c. Did you ho-;;-;;';r~ ~i~-;;-;(~~m which you were 
lempo,orlly ab,enl or on Icyoff LAST WEEK? 

--@ I I I I 
e. What were- your most Importont activities or dutiel? (E.g.: I 

Iyping, keeping oCCounl books. sell,ng corso Armed Forces) @ '0 No 20 Yes - At,<cnt - SKIP 10 28. 
3 q Yes Loyoll - SKIt> 10 27 

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIOHS 

::" ~ Yes - How min), 
I tim. It 

36. Tht: follOWing quC'stlons refN only to thingl I r· res _ How m.1n), 46. Old you rind any evidence fhat ~omeonllt 
thol hopp.n.d to YOU duling Ihe lo.t 6 monlh, - I tlm .. 1 A TT EMPT ED to 'leal ,omelhing Ihol 

(2. 

I 197 d 197 I b.long.d to you1 (olhcr ,hon any betw •• n __ • ._on --. --.,.... dId d) 
li-, No 

Did you hove youdpockel plcked'pu"e .nolched)?' ,,,0 Inci .nls 0 'eO y men Ii one ( 

Did anyune TRY 10 attack you in 1.Oft\e 

oth., way? (other than any incidenll 
.I..ady m<ntioned) 

:r~; Yes - How mlny 
I IIm .. 1 
Ir'] No 

47. Old you colilh. police duling Ih. 10.16 month, 10 lepo,l 
,omelhing Ihol happened 10 YOU which you Ihoughl wo, a 
crlm.? (Do nol counl ony call, mode 10 .he polree 
conclltrning the Intidcnts you have iust told me about.) 
o No - SKIP 10 48 
DYes - Whol hopp.n.d? ___________ _ 

CHECK"\' 
ITEM cif' 

Lool at 47 - Was HH memb., 12. 1['] V., - How mlny 
attnc.ked or threatened, or was some .. I t1m111 
thing stolen or "n atlelnPt mad. to 1[1 No 
steal son,etillng thot belonged :0 h,n,?! __ _ 

Did onything happen 10 YOU duling Ih. 10.1 6 mon.h. which 
yo. Ihoughl wo, a clime. bu. did HOT "pori 10 tho polic.? 
(olh.r Ihon ony incidenl. o!.,ody m'ntlan.J) 
o No - SKIP 10 Check lIe", E 
DYes - whol hopp.n.d? ___ . _________ _ 

43. [luring the lolt 6 months, did anyon" Itlltol I~ 1 Yu _ How min)' 

Ihin9' Ihat bclong.d 10 you from In .. d. ANY l' 11m .. ! CltECKt\. 
ITEM DIY 

Look at 48 - Was HH member 12. IrJ Ves - How m.n, 
attacked or thrc~tened. or was Some .. : time.' 

co, or t'UC~, Juch 01 packa9~S or clothing,! 1\ 1 No __ _ 

~4. Wo, anything ,'olen f,om you while you I! :Vf!S - How min), 
we,. GWOY fronl hom., for in\tance at work, I tlm ... r 
'" a thrater or u·\tauront, or while traveling?:. lNo __ _ 

"5. (Otht:r thon any incidt!nh you' .... already Ii"" Yes _ Mo. min), 

m.ntionfd) Wa .. onythin9 (.~u) at nil \tol.n I tlm .. r 
f,om you dudnv tho 10.16 monlh,? If iNa __ _ 

CHECK~ 
ITEM E:If 

(I)B-8 

thing stolen or an aUel"'lpt made to I 
ste.1 ,0methlnR th.t belonged to h,m? I:: J No 

Do any of the screen questions conti1in ~ny entries 
ror "How mi1ny tlmes?I' 

o No - Intcn ,ew n •• : flH member, End Inrorview jf 
fast respondent. and (ill ':.01 12 on caller po,e. 

o Y .. - Fill Crimf. InCident ReNrt •• 

.. ! 

) 

) 

) 
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~--------------------------------~~~----------------------, 

J.,J"'~-. --NA-II-E·----,.~Y·-· P-E-O-F------- ~~~; ftL::~:::r~I~A~f~:':.E·~{:~T~~ ~~~E 1 ~~b;GIN ~IEX ~rMEO ~lducllion - ~~~Clllon-
,-. _____ -IINTtRVIEW NO. TO HOUSEHOLO LAST STATUS . I FOHCES hl,hlll clho:IPJI:;~1 
I .• IIEAO OIR1 U' I MUlDER ,lIdl 

HYER - BEr-IN OilY I 

1.1~[-·W--RE_C-O_R~'~j9 _________ ~:f~3hl-- ___ ~71 ~QL-@f~~~~l \~L~21 ~~3' 
11Ir.r.- Srll·",,,,,ndenl tI IH"d IUM. 'I IW. : I!")M I [:lVes q'JVOI 
2 [I Tel. - Sell., .. ""ndonl 2[ ~ I WII. 01 he"d Z [) Wd. 2 L I NCR) Z 0 F '0 No 2 Ll Ho 

'·F='I,-""'I-----l'[J.f'c,.- rrOIY}FIIIIJbOO Li'ii< '[JOwnchlid -- '(-)0. ,not.: ~ 
4 ("I Tel. _ i'To'Y COVOI ".~. NO. • 0 Olher rela"ve AGe • 0 S'P. . : Ii In 

,[ I NI - rill IG-21 'Cl Non·"lallve 'Cj NM : 

Lock at Item 4 on cover page. I, thIS the same 26d. Have you be.n looking fOI work during tho post 4 we.ks? 
CHECK'" household as last enume,atlon' (Box I marked) @ I 0 Yes No - When did you lost work? 
ITEM A ., 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Hent 0 0 No 20 Less u,an 5 years ago-SKIP 1028., 

25u. Old you livo in this house on April I. 1970? 30 5 or mOl'e years ago} SKIP to 36 , fB 40 Never worked . 044 .1_0 Ye,s - SKfP 10 C/reck Ilem B 2 D. No 
27. Is the" any reo.on why you could nol take a job LAST WEEK? 

b. Wh.,. did you live on April I. 1970? (Sial •• foreIgn country. tQ52'I I 0 No Yes _ z 0 Already had a lob 
U.S. po ..... lon •• tc.) ~ 30 Temporary Illness 

State. etc. , _ County 4 0 Going to school 

c. Old you Ii··. "ido :he limit' of a dty. town. village. etc.? sOOther - Specily 7 

~4~ to No z 0 Yes - NLme 01 cIty. town. village. etc.? I---:::-:---::--;_-;::-;-_-;:;--._..:;::=:;::;==:;::==::::::====~ 
046 LD I I I _ ---.-----------1 280. For whom did you (Io,t) work? (Nome 01 compony. 

(Ask moles 18. only) bUSiness. orgaOlza1l0n or other employer) 
~ d. W.re you in Ih. Armed Force. on Apr,' I. 1970? 

~~~427~~,~[J~~Y~e~s~77z~o=-N-O~~--~-~~-----__1~ 
CflECK", Is this "~rson 16 years old or older? 

x 0 Never worked - SKIP to 36 

ITEM Il rr 0 No _. S.'\IP 10 36 0 Yes 
b. What kind of bu,ine .. or indu,try Is Ihls? (E.g., TV and 

radro mIg ... etorl shoe store. State Labor Deporlment. larro, 

I I I I 260. Whot Wero you doing mosl of LAST WEEK - (working. 
keeping house, going to school) or something else? 

~ 10 WorkIng - SKIP to 280 GO Unable to work-SKIPt026d § 
p 20 Wid, a Job but not at work 70 Reured 

c. Were you -
lOAn emplore. or a PRIVATE company. bu.lness or 

Individuo for woges, solary Dr commissions? 

lO Looking for work a 0 Other - Specily "? 
40 Keeping house 
:..O~~r to sCho_o_I ____ (_I''-A_rm __ -,ed Fo'ces. SKIP to 280) 

b. Old you do any work 01 all LAST WEEK. not counting work 
around the hou,e? (Note: II larm or bus',less operator in HH. 
ask obout unpaid work.1 

@ a 0 No Yes - How many houl$? ___ - SKIP to 280 

c. Did you h~ve 0 lob 01 bus-lness f,om which yO:J wer. 
tempororily ob"nl or on layoff LAST WEEK? 
to No 20 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 28a 

20,\ GOVERNMENT employ.e (F.deral. State. county. 
a'loco1)? 

l 0 SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN business. profe .. ionol 
~'Dctice or fQ~m? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY In fomily bu.lne .. or lorm? 

d. What kind of w.-rk we" you doing? (E.g.: e/ectncol 
engineer. stock clerk. typist. larmer, Arnted Forcesl 

COl 
e. What were your most important activities or duti~l? (E,~.: 

typing. keepIng account books, selling cars, Arnted Forc·s. 
l ~ Layoff - SKIP to 27 

~"""'.------' INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS -- -
36. The follo ..... ing quC'~tions refer only to things : f~ J Yes _ How matly 46, Did you find any evidence thot someone 

that happened to YOU dUling the lo,t 6 monlh, -: 11m"; ATTEMPTED to ,tool ,omethlng that 
,[ 'I Ve, - How ,,,,ny 
I tlmu? 

9 b.longod to you? (olher than any 
b.tw •• n __ l. 197_._ond __ • I 7 __ . : rJ No incident' olroady mentioned) 

:1.] No 
I Old you hov. your(pockol picked/purse snatched)? 

37. 47. Did anyona lake ,omelhlng (.1 .. ) diroctly : 0 Yes _ HoW m,ny 
from you by u~ln9 force, su(h os by a 1 tlmlS1 

~~~~.~tI~c2k~up~.~m~u~gg~i~n7g~0~r-t~h~r.e~0~1~?_.--"7--._--~l~r7l~~No~~~~~~_i~ 
38. Did onyon. TRY to rob you by u.lnglorce :t:JVes-Howm,"y FR 

Old you call the police during tho last 6 month. to report 
som.thing that hoppon.d to YOU which you thought was a 
crlm.? (Do not count any call. mod. to tho police 
concerning the incidents you hove just told me about.) 
o No - SKIP to 48 
DYes - What happ.ned, __________ _ or thf~atenlng to harm you? (other thon any 1 timlS1 

Incld.nts already montioned) 1['] No --- p:J 
Did anyone beat you up. 01 lack you \lr hit you : r -J Y~s - How m;lny 
wIth lom~thing, such 0\ 0 rock or boltl~? I ~ tlmul 

39. 

(01 her than any incldonts already mentioned) ::] No ---_ 

~O. W.re you knifed, ihot 01, 01 attocked ..... ith d~1Yes-Howmllny 
lome I)ther we-apon by anyone at all? (otlltr I Um'II1 
than any Incldenl, already mentioned) :LJ No ---

Did onyon. THREATEN to beot you up or II J Yes - How mlny 
THREATEN you "'ith a knife. gun,or ,orne: tim .. ! 
oth~, weopon, NOT including telephant- threats? I 
(other than any incidents already m.ntioned) :r) No __ _ 

~1. 

CHECK'" 
ITEM cif 

Look at 47 - Was HH 'Mo,ber 12+ 1('] V., - How mlnY 
attacked or threatened, Or' was Some- 1 timlS1 
thing stolen or an a',tempt made to In No 
steal someth,ng th.t belonged to himq __ _ 

48. 
@) 
j-"'-

--

Did anything hoppen to YOU during the la.t 6 month. which 
you thought was a crime, but did NOT report to tho p~lice? 
(other than any incidentl Qlr~Qdy mentioned) 
o No - SKIP to Check I«m E 

~2. Did anyone TRY to attack you in ,om" 
other way? (olher than any inelde"" 
olroody m.nllonedl 

:e) Ves - How mlny t--
I tlmll! 

DYes - What hopp.n.d? ____________ _ 

Il'JNo 

~l. During tho I.,t 6 month •• did onyon •• te.1 1[-) Yes - Ho" mlny 
thing. tho I belonged to )'ou from in. Ide ANY: tim .. I 
cor or Iruck J such 0\ rackoCjl" or clothing? Ie] No __ _ 

Woo onytl.ing .t.le, from you whil. you :f-) Yes - Ho" min, 
w.r. away from home, for inifonce ot work, I tlmlll 

~--..:;In::...;:o..;tc::hc::.c:.:.0tet or ,,,,,tauront, at .,..hile trQvelu\9?!1""1 No ___ _ 

45. (Oth.r th.n any Incid.nt. you've already If'] v •• - Ho" m.ny 
montlon.d) Woo anything (.1 .. ) at all .tol.n I .. Ilm .. 1 
Irom you during the lo.t 6 month.? :llNo ___ _ 

~4. 

1--

CHECK." 
ITEM Dif 

CUECK" 
ITEM Err 

(I)B-9 

Look at ~B - VI"s HH member 12. In Ves - How .... , 
3ltacked or threatened. or was some- : tim." 
thing stolen or an attempt made to I 
ste.1 something that belonged to hlm?:O No 

Do .,ny o( the screen quesUons contain any entries 
(or "How Olany times?" 

o No - Inlervrew ne.t ~/H mer"ber. End interview if 
10SI respondent. and fill item 12 on cover po,e. 

DYes - Fdl Crt me InCIdent Reports. 

t 
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I PERSONAL CUARACTERISTICS 
ii:'·-----·-------i6~- "ii:-'-- --ii.-- i9:---- i07.--li'Ob-'--rii:·-- 21. ll. H. 

HAME TYPE OF LINE REL"TIONSHIP ACE MARITAL RACE : ORICIN SlX ARMCO Educillon- EduClllo.-
INTERVIEII' NO. TO HOUSEHOLO LAST STATUS I FORCES hllh .. 1 compl.l. 1-------_. 

KEYCR - OECIN 
NEW RECORD 

HEAD 8IhTH· i MEMBER Illd. Ihll1"rl 
OAV I I 

u.t 
IC~~~.I~bl (cc III Icc 18) (cc 19.1 tl~, ",t'l ICC 20) ICt 211 l=cc,=",22",I_-If-'(",C:,:',;;2 . .;;3),--~ 

'§-=::H~----------t;::~j~ @:-::=-----h@=37~ @@:--@)' @-@)@) 
I C.1 ror.- Sell·,,'pondenl 
'C) Tel. - Sell·rupondenl 

hF"'I"'rs7t-----t 3 [,1 Por. - rro,y} rll/ rJb on 

Il'!He.d I elM. lOW.: I ['1M I elVes 1 [lY .. 
2 [I WII. 01 head 2 [) W~. 20 Ne£{ 2 [] F 20 No '0 No 

"'i:'i'ne 'rl Own child "'iiEe" 3 [] o. '0 Ot. : Oriiiii 
4 [1 Tel. - Proxy COVOI paGo No. • [) Otherr,I.llv. 4 r:) SliP. I 
,[] NI - Fill 16-21 > [J Non·rel.llve > 0 N,M : 

CHECK .. 
ITEM A tlf 

Look at Item 4 Oil cover page. Is thIS the same 
household as last enumerat,on' (Box I marked) 
DYes - SKIP 10 CheCk Item 0 0 No 

250. Did you liv. in thl. house on April I. 1970? IS t 0 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 20 No 

b. Wher. did you live on April I, 1970? (Stat •• for.lgn country, 
U.S. po ..... lon. etc.) 

26d. Have you b.en looking for work during Ih. po.t 4 we.ks? 
@ I [J Yes No - When did you loot work? 

~ 0 Less dmn 5 years ago-SKIP to 2Ba 

lOS or more years ago} SKIP to 36 
4 0 Never worked 

I. there any 'eO son why you could not toke a lob LAST WEEK? 
1 0 No Yes - 2 0 Already had a lob 

27. 

@ 
30 Temporary illness 

State. etc. County 4 0 Going to school 

c. Old yo~ live Insld. the limits of a city. town. village. etc.? sOOther - Specily 7 

~4~ to No 20 Yes - Nome 01 city. town, village. etc.? ~~::--::---;---::--;--..... -:-;-~-:;:::=:=::==::;:=======--l 
046 [II I I~_._--------------t 280. For whom did you (losl) work? (Nome 01 compony. 

(Ask ntales 18. only) business. organization or otll~r employer) rom d. 'II ... you In the Armed Forces on April 1. 1970? 

~. I DYes zoNo 
CHECK" Is this person 16 years old or older? 
ITEM 6 rr 0 No - SKIP to 36 0 Yes 

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working. 
keeping house, going to ~chooi) or som~thing else? 

x 0 Never worked - SKIP 10 36 
b. What kind of bu.i,",s or indu,try Is Ihis? (E.g.: TV and 

radio mIg., retail shoe store, State Lobar Deportment. lorm) 

[ I I I 
lOW I 0 Working - SKfP I~ 280 GO Unable to work-SKIPto26d § 
v:.::::; 2 0 With a lob but not at work 70 Retired 

c. Were you -
lOAn employee 01 a PRIVATE company, busin ... or 

Individual for wagos, salary or commissions? 

lO Looking [or work B 0 Other - Speclly "? 
40 Keeping house 
~!~~ to school (II Armed Fortes. SKIP r.o 280) 

b. Did you do any work at 011 LAST WEEK. not counting work 
around the house? (Note: I{ 'arm or bUSIness operator In HH. 
ask aboul unpaid work.1 

@ 00 No Yes - How many hours? ___ - SKIP 10 280 

c. Old yo-;;-~;;;f::, or bu-~ln .. ;Tr'~m which you were 
t.mpororily ab .. nt or on loyoff LAST WEEK? 

20 A GOVERNMENT .mploye. (Fed.ral. State. county. 
or local)? 

l 0 SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN busin .... prof."lonal 
practice or farm? 

4 0 Working WITHOUT PAY In family bu.lne" or form? 

d. Whot kind of work were you doing? (E.g.: electncal 
engineer, stock clerk. typist, larnter. Armed Forcesl 

@) L J I I 
e. What were your most Important activities or dutl •• ? (E.g.: 

typing. keepIng account books, selling cars. Armed Forces) I 0 No 211 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 2Ba _ ..:.r~ Yes - Layo[[ - SKI P to 27 

~---- INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS 

36. Th. lallowlng question, rel.r only to things ,. 'I Ve, _ How m.ny 46. Old you find any ovidenco that ,o",oone 1[-) Ves - How mlny 
thot hopponed 10 YOU during the lo,t 6 month, -II' tim"! ATT EMPT ED to ,teal som.lhlng that I IImlll 

belong.d to you? (other thon any :r:J No botw •• n __ I. 197 __ ond __ • 197 __ .) I· 'I No iUeldents already mentioned) I __ _ 
Did you have your(pockol picked/purse snotchorl ? ' 

37. : ~ -} Yes - How m,ny 
1 tlmll? 
I!-~No __ _ 

Old anyone toke .am.lhing (ol,e) directly 
from you by using force, such as by 0 

.tickvp. mugging or threat? 

1--3-8-. -D-Id onyon. TRY to rob you by u.ing forc. 
or tlneatonlng to harm you? (olher than any 
Incident. already m.ntioned) 

:' ·1 Yes - ~~~,~i1ny 
:I-INO __ _ 

39. Did onyone beot you UP. attack you or hit you ::·1 Yu - How m,ny 
with lomething, such Q~ a rock or bottle? I tlmesl 
(other thon any incid~nts olready menlioned):: -1 No __ _ 

40. Were you knifed, shot ott or attacked with II: Yes - How mJny 
,orne oth~r weapon by anyone 01 all? (other I tlmts1 
than any incidenll olreody m.nlioned) II-INa ---

41. Did anyone THREATEN to beot you up or "IVes-Howmln, 
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or .ome;' 11m .. ! 
oth., weapon. NOT Including telephone tI".ato?1 , 
(other than any Ineldenlo already mentiooed) if I No __ _ 

47. Did you call the polic. during the loot 6 month. to report 
.om.thlng thot happened 10 yOU which you thought wo. 0 

crime? (Do nol count any call. mod. to tho pollc. 
concerning the Incid.nll you have lu.t told ~,. ahout.) 
o No - SKIP to 48 
o Yes - W)'ot hopp.ned? ____________ _ 

CHECK" 
ITEM Crr 

Look at 47 - Was HH member 12. In y., - How mlny 
attacked or threatened, or was some .. I tim." 
thIng stolen or 'n attempt made to :1:1 No 
ste,1 somethint that belonged 10 hIm?: 

Did anything happen to YOU during the I.,t 6 month. which 
you thought woo a crime. but did NOT r.port to tho police? 
(other Ihon any Indde"" already mention.d) 
o No - SKIP to Check II em E 

:: -1 Yes - How mlny r-r-
I ""Iul 

DYes - What hoppened? __________ _ 

II .1 No 

~~. 

CHECKifl.. 
ITEM Dar 

Look .t 48 Was HU member 12. In VU _ Ho .. >llny 
att:lcked or threoltened, or was som~" I tim." 
thing stolen Of an attempt made 10 : _ 

steal som.thing th;.t b.lonced to hlm?:1 INa 

Do any of the sCI«n questtons (o"talr. any entries 
(or "How many times!" 

o No - Iltterv"w n"xt Hfi me",ber. End InterView If 
lost respondent, and lill Item 12 on cover po,e. 

DYes - Fill Crinte IlIcident Reports. 

(I)B-10 

i. 1. 

) 

..J 
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I 
KEYER- Hotes NOTICE - Your relli1f1 to the CC"n!alls Bureau IS confldel\t,,,1 by I"w 

(U.S. Code 4::. Section 31611. All Idt'I1tlth1blc Information will be tnell only by 
BEGIN HEW RECORD persC')ns ell' .... r.ed In an~ for the purlJosr's of the sur .... ey. "nd til,,)' not be 

Line numuet 
disclosed 01 '"Iensed to ethels fOI any purpC\sc. 

@) 
,.orl"" NCS·2 
h·U.·1el 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Scrcr,n question number 
BUnl:A.U OF TII[. ceNSUS 

A.C;l'lNO A.." CO\'\.tt1HI'G .,aCNT ,..OR THE 

(§ 
t.. ... w I:.NrOnCEtAE;tIT "'~~IST""CI: ,,"OMltIIsTRAfiON 

U.S. ofiP~RTMENT or- JUSTICE 

Incident number CRIME INCIDENT REPORT I 
@> NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY - NATIONAL SAMPLE 

la, You ,old Ihol during Ih. 10,1 6 monlh. - (Re(er ~o Sa. Were you a customer, cmployC'c1 or owner? 
(Jpprofjrlote screen Question (or d('sc"pClon of "'nte). @ I [] Customer 
In who I monlh (did Ihi' 'did the (irll) Ineld.nl hoppen? 
(Show (Iashcard ,( necessary. Encourage respondent to 

2 [J Employee 

g',e exact month.1 3 CJ Owner 
I 4 [J Other - Specify 

@) ______ Month (01-12) : Year 197 __ -
I -- b. Old the p.rson(.) SI.ol or TRY 10 .le.1 onylhing b.longlng ---' to the 5.torc, restaurant, ollice,·foctory, etc.1 Is thIS inCIdent report for a sefies of crlmesl 

@) CHECK ~ 1 r: 1 No - SKIP to 2 @) I [J Yes } 

ITEM A ' 2: 1 Yes - (Note: series mus[ have 3 or lCl No SKIP to'Check Item B 
more similar Incidents which 3 r ~ 1 Don't know 
respondent can't recoil separatelyl 60. Old the o((ender(,) liv. Ihe,e or have a righl 10 b. 

b. In whot monlhl,) did Ihe'e incident, toke ploe.? therl~, such as a guest or a workmaf1? 

I 
I 
!I 

. (Mark all that applyl @) 10 Yes - SKIP to Check Item B 

@) I :'1 Sprint (March, April, May) 20 No 
2l. J Summer (June, july. August) 30 Don't know '.:J Fall ISeptember. October, November) 
• C' j Winter (December. january. Februa,y) b. Did Ihe offender(.) oelually get in or IU$t TRY to g<t 

c. Haw many Incidents were involved in this 
.-- In !ho building? 

serle!>? @ I [J Actually gOt In 
@) I [I Three or (our 2 [J just tried to get In 

2 [.1 Five to ten 
,r: I Eleven or more 

] [J Don't know 

I 
I 

4 [l Don't know c. W(I~ there Clny eVidence, such os 0 broken lo(k or broken 

INH.RVIC'WER: If !IllS r-:!f,J()rt IS for a series, read the window, IhDt Ih. o({onder(,) {Io,ced hi, w~y In/TRiED 

(Qllow,ng statcm.nt. , 10 force hi. woy in) Ih. bcilding? 

(lh. lollewing queMion< ,.C., only 10 Ihe mo,\ <ccortt 'neldenl.) @) t C·~·j No 

2. Aboul whol tim. did (Ihi. the m05.t recent) Yes - Whol wa' Ihe evidence? Anylhlng .I<.? 
incldenl happen? (Mork all that apply) 

@ , i.] Oon't know 2 [J Broken lock or Window 

2 i I DUring the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) J 0 Forced door or w:ndow 
At n'ght (6 p.m. to 6 a,m.) • L.:J Slashed screeo l'lP 3 ~-J 6 p.m, to nlldn, ght to Check 

• ~J Midnight to 6 a.m. 
s [1 Other - SPeCify 7 (tern B 

s r:1 Don '£ know 

la. In what Siale ond county did thi> Incident occur? d. How did Ihe offend.rl.) (g.t Inll,y to g.1 in)? 

: J Outs,de U.S. - END INCIDENT REPORT @) , [J Through unlocked door or Window 

2 [] Had key 

Stote County 3 LJ Don't know 

4(":) Other - Speci fy 

I 

I 
I -"'-< ----_ .. -.---

b. Old il happ.n INSIDE Til E LIMITS of a (11y, lown, Was respondent Dr any other member of 
villag., .Ie.? 

CHECK ~ thiS household present when this 

@ tl I No ITEM B 
IncHJcnt cccurred? (If not sure, ASK) 

@ 
2 ".; Ycs - Enter n"me of CIty, town, etc. 7 @ 1 [.1 No - SKIP to 130 

r'rl I I 1 .,. -' -. -- 2 r I Yes 

4. Whert' did thi5. inCident take ploce? 70. Did the pcrson(5.) hove 0 weopon s,uch as Q gun or knife, 

@) I . j At or In own oweHmg, 1n g;'\r~g,e or 

} "IP " •• 
or something he wos using as a weapon, such Os a 

other budd,ng on pruperty """udes . bolll., or w,.nch? 
break-,n or attempteJ break·",) @) I [] No 

2 :. J At or 'n • vacation home, hotel 'motel 2 CI Ooo't know 

~I 
): : InSide commcrClnl building such a:; 

} '" S. 

Yes - Wh·,t woo the weopon? Anything 0I •• ? 
s.tOte, res.\.\\uri\l\t. b\\nk. f.ns statton. (Mark all that apply) 
publiC conveyance or SltHIOn 3. I Gun . ; Ilnsrde orr,c<. factory, 0' warehouse • [] Knl(e 

s L 1 N~~r own home, yord, s,dewalk, s CJ Other - Specify drIveway, carpott. a;l.Htmcm hall 
(Docs not 'nc/ude breok-,n or b, Did !h. pe"on(,) hit you, knock you dowlI, or acluolly 
c"empled break·,,'1 alloeK you in any way? 

6 [ .1 On Ihe strect, '" ~ pork, freid, play- SKIP @) I ~. j Yes - SKIP to 7( 
Ifound. school ¥,fou"ds. Of PMktl'\& tot to Check 

7 CJ InSIde school 
Item B 2 ~'J No 

• r 1 Othe, - Spcco(Y 7 c, Did th. po"on(,) Ihroolen you with harm In any way? 
---;--

@) I ["1 No - SKIP to 7e 

I 
I 
I 

:,,: I Yes -

I (I)B-ll 

I 

I L' 

I 
I I 
N 
C I 
s 

I 2 

'I 
I 

N I 
c 

I 
0 

E I 
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T 'I 
R 
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P 
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R 

T I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

70 

1-'-'7-"d-. -H--o'" :-.-,-.' ··y·-o',,·-I'I,·,·-.o·-I.n·.-;"-'n-y··o-II·,·.- r-wL:y.~?~l~ E . '.H C ~D EN T QU. E.~ TIOUS. ;:_~~nll~lI'~_. L - ___ -_" . .-. __ , ____ ,_ .. __ _ 
~ ~ u "" 9<, Did In,u,one, or ony health bon.til> ploglum poy lUI ,,1\ 01 po, 1 of 

• (Mark all that aflillyl tho tolol modleol .xpen,..? 
<!iD 1:; Verb~1 th,eat o( ,apo @ I. i Not yet Settled} 

2,.) Verbal Ihre,1t o( alt,1Ck olh., Ihan ropo > :.: . None .• , , , , • SKIP to COo 
] L., We. pan p,csent or th'eatened SKIP l :. All , , , , , , • , 

wnh wenpon. (0'" •. i Pact 
• r: , Attcmpled atta~k with weapon 100 -----------------.-----------------1 

(fo, ex~mple, shot at) d. How much did In,u,one. or a hoollh h.n.lIl> p,ogram poy? 

S [. J Oblcct th,own at pcrsoll I~ I(j(7l 
• :: I F a II owed, surrounded ~I ~SI~l4~_~S:=:======:...:..~L!!!.'....J='=-~(O~b~la~'~n~a~n~es~t~'n~'~a~1 e~,~'~f~n~e~c~e~s~$~ar~y~I _____ ~ 
7 ~.: qther _ Spcc,(y lao. Did you do onylhlng 10 ploloct you".11 or your prep.rly 

durln9 Ih. Incld.nl? 
---.... -_. ·---·-·-----ltjW I' I No .- SKIP 10 If 

•. What oCluolly happtn •• ' Anylhlng .I •• ? ~ 2,': Yes 
CMark 011 that opply) ~.:...!.....---------------------------_l 
':'~j Something taken without pern\lSSlon • b. Whol did you do? Anylhing .I •• ? (Mark 011 tltot apply) · 
2:., Attempted ur threatened to @ I [J Used' brandished gun or knofe 

\a~e someth,nz 2 C] Used/tiled phys,c.1 force (hit, chased, threw oblect, used 
l ~:; Haras!.cd. argument. abu~lvc language other wcnpon. etc.) 
'l: 1 Forc,ble entry or attempted 3 [1 Tried to get help, attract ottentron, scare offender away 

forcible enlly of house SKIP (screamed, yelled, called (or help, turned on lights, etc,) 
S 1:1 Forclule entry or attcmpted to • 0 Threatened, argued, reasoned, etc .. with orrender 

e"try o( ca' 100 5 Cl Res,sted w,thout force, used «"Stve action (ranldrove aWay, 
6 ~:; Damaged or destroyed proiluty hid, held property, locked door, ducked, sh,elded seIC, etc.) 

@ , 

7 [J Anon,pted 0' th,eatened to 60 Other - Specify 
dania,. or destroy property ~---...::.:-=----~-:.:...:::====================-1 

• i:J Other _ Spec,(y., I l. Was II.. crlm. <ommilled by only on. 0' mOl< Ihon one p."o,,? 

---'--:::::-:=:=======:=.:~--l@ 1 •• 1 Only one 7 2 [1 Onn't know - ] LJ Mor. than one '7 
SKfP 10 120 

I. How didih~' p."nn(.) "tloek yeu? Any 
olh.r woy? (Mark all Ihal opply) · @ Il I Raped 
>[.11r1ed to rape 
3:'1 Hit w'th ob,ect held ,n hand. shot. knifed 
.. ~: ~ Hit by thrown object 
:; : Hit. slapped, knotkcd down 
• I . G,abbed. h~ld. 1I,'pped. lumped. pushed, etc. 
, r _: Other - SPCCI (y 

80. Whot Wt>fC' the Injuries you suffered, if any? 
• AnYlhing 01 .. ' ,Mr". all 'hot opply) 

@ I L • None - SKIP to) 100 2,' j Raped 
3 [j Attempted rope 
• [J Knl fe 0' gunshot wounds 
st· I Bro~en bones or teeth knocked out 
&.:: \rH.eroal \flIUncs. ~nocked unCOnSc.1QUS 
? r- 1 Btu'ses, black eye. cuts, scr.tches. swelling 
• ( , Other - SpcClly_. __________ _ 

l,. We,~Y;;;~cd to the-;;;;~tih;tAy;~;~~ 
m~dical Dlterdion after the cHock? 

@ I! : , No - SKIP 10 IDa @ 
2 :.: I Y~~ ________________ ..,-___ 1 

c. Did you (ccciVf: any tr~otment at 0 ho~pitol? 

@ '1.,No 
2 [_ ! Emer£cncy room treatment only 
J [:! Stayed overn' ght 0' longer -

@) 
flow mony daY'? ., 

d. Wh-;'-;;;-;h-el~tol dm~·t~T;~dj7;j----
"p.nle, , •• ulling f,om Ihi. incldenl, INCLUDING 
anything paid by in50Utoncr') Include hospital 
and doclor bill" medicine, therapy, broer'''', and 
any olhrr injury.related rnedi<:ol ('xpcnsf'S. 

INTERV/EII'ER - II ,,'sponde"t docs not know 
e.':act omount. cncouruge hIm (0 give an estimate. 
0::1 N" COst - SKIP 10 100 

5 ____ .~ 
. Oon't know 

90. At the 11m. of the Incldenl, wer. you covcl.:d 
by any r:udi CI.I I in\uroncc, Or were you dl-:)Ible 
fOI b.n.fits. from any Clthcl typ~ 01 he-ul,\-. 
ben.f,,, progtum, ,uch as Medicaid, Veterans' 
Admini,trotion, or Public We-UUH:'? 

@ , : No , ...•. } SKfP 10 100 
2 , • ~ Don't know 
J i.1 Ye~ 

b. Dld·y;;-~~I·;i-; .. :,ith~T~;-;;;;,;,;;;--
campanlls or proglams in olde" to 9-t pOlt or all 
of your m~Jl(al t>,wpenu., paid? 

@ , No - SKIP Iu IOu 

-

o. WOt this person male 
or I.mol.? 

, ~:j Male 

2. : J Female 

3::-: 1 Don't know 

b. flow old would you ,oy 
the person WD'? 

I [, Under 12 

2,' j 12-14 

l i. J IS-17 

4j-] 18-20 

5 " : : 21 or over 

f .. How many per~ons 7 

g:W.,. th.y mol. 01 f.mal., 
<ED I l~.·l All male 

2 [1 All female 
j.:J Hllie and female 
• [] Don't know 

h. How old would ~ou •• y Ih. 
youngt:tt was? 
1 [:j Under 12 s [] 21 or ov.r -
2 [12-14 - SKIP to i 
, [1 15-17 
4 [) 18-20 

• L.J Don't know 

i. How old would you '.y Ih. 
oldest 'III'os? 

_._:_~:_:_D_o._n_'t_k_n_o_w __________ ~~ I ~] Under 12 40 18-20 
2 [J 12-14 S C 21 or over 

c. Wo\. the pet\.on someone you 
~new Qr was he a stronger? 

I :-:: I Strant"' 

2 :-1 Don't know 

3 .. -1 Known by 
Sight only 

• .:1 Casual 
ilcquaintano" 

jSKIP 
10 e 

$:-'1 Well knPwn 

d. Wa~ tht' perlon 0 relative 
of youu? 

J No 

Yes - Whal relullon,hlp? 

2 C:J Spouse or ex·spouse 
] [J Pa,ent 

• ~:] Own child 

s [J Brolher of sister 

•• : J Other telatlve -
Speci(y.., 

•• '11'0. hoi.h. -

I _. Whit.? I 
2 ,Novro? SKIP 

l .. Olhor? - SpeCl(Y7 jjo 

• Don't kno'o\ 

(1)8-12 

J ::J 1S-17 6 [.1 Don't know 

J. W.,. ony 01 tho p.".n, known 
0' ,tlal<d 10 yeu Q, we,. Ihey 
all 'trong""? 
I -':J All strangers 
2 L:J Dan't know 
) [J All relatives 
• [J Some relatives 
50 All known 
6 [] Sante known 

~ 
SKIP 
to 01 

SKIP 
to I 

l. How w.1I were thoy known? 
• (Mark all tllat apply) 

@ I:::J By SIght only } 

• 
@) 

2 [J Casual SKIP 
aCQuaintance(s) to or 

3eJ Well known 

I, !low w.r. th.y relat.J to you? 
(Mark of( that applv) 
I :':'J Spaus.;, at 4 ~J Brothersl 

ex-spouse sisters 

2::] Parents s [J f)lher -
3 :.: I Own Spw IY., 

child,en 

m,W~.-,.-o~lI~o~l~th-em---------·---

@ '.:J White? 
2 i: I Hov,a? 
l :,] Othel? - Spedfy, 

• '. 1 C<l",blnMI<ln - SpeCifY, 

s '1 Oon'l know 

I 

) 
.J 
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I CRIIo'e INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Conllnu.d I __ 
\2a, '11.,. you 1"HI' only p .. non 'h1l"1'f b~ .. ,d~" 'he o'{.nd~r(\)? 

@ I ~. : Yes - SKIP 10 /30 
CHECK ~ 
ITEM 0 tf 

W.s • Cnr 0' olhcr motor vehICle taken) 
(BOK J Or 4 marked In 13(1 

2 [.1 No 

h. Ho:~o-;; ~i~~\-;-;~·~~~:;;'~·;;\1~h"9 '1i)IJ,\\~If, 
w.,. robbed, hCHRl('d, ~r Ilucalcncd' Do nol Include 
p~r\on .. v"du \2 yt(l(\ of Q9(!~ 

o C.: Non< - SKIP 101]0 

=--==--=-~Num~e~.o~ ,,:~so.": .. _ ~ __ . __ . ____ _ 

c. At. any or Ilu~!.C' po 4.on" mt"",bcrs or your household now? 
Do nol includ. houHhold membo" under 12 year> 01 og •• 

oj.' No 
Yes - Ho¥' mony, not counting yourn·lP' 

LJ No - SKIP 10 Check Item E 

[) Yes 

140. Hod pOlml"!on ,. U,e 'he (co'/mol.r vehlcl.) ever b •• n 
~Iv.n 10 II.. p."on who look if? 

@) I CJ No .••• '} 
SKIP 10 Check Ilem E 

1 C] Oon'l know 

l c-J Yes 

b. Old Ih. porson Itlurn Ih. (co,/molor v.hldo)? 

10 Yes 

2[JNo (ALSO""iMR"K"Y1: S .. IN CHECK ITE'~: ON PAGE 11) 

130. WtU \omclillng ltohm Of 1o~cn w\,hou' pef";'HIOn 'hat I 
bolonged 10 you or 011.." in Ih. hou .. hold CHECK r\ 

I)'EM Elf{ 

I s Box I or 2 mprked In 13fl 

[] No - SKIP 10 ISa 

• 
@ 

• 
@ 

• 
@) 

INTEflVIE\~£R -lnclu'le Onylh,ng SI()len (.~-
LJntCcogl1lluh'r huslne~~ In rcstH'''r'drnt's hc,-~. 
00 not Inelude unylll ng "olen (rQm a recog- :~ble 
buslne'ss In rcspo"dcnt's hOme or or,other b ... s 'tess, 
$uch as merchandise or cash (rom 0 regIster. 

LJ Yes 

c. Woo Ill. (purse/woll.l/ntoney) on your person. lor In.lanco. 
In Q poekel .r being hold by you when" wa. 10k on? 

I [I Yes - SKIP to IJI @ I [J Yes 
2 [. : Ho 2 ["J No 

h. Did~;;;:n{~) A rrEMPT -;;1 ok ~ ~~:;;-;;h,;;; ~--~-----------~w-a-s-on-:l:-y-e-a-s7h-t--a:-k-en-:':-:(::B-o-X-;;0:-n-1-or'7k-e-'d -:'i-n-:'":;3-;;()-i 
belonged 10 you or olho" in Ihe hou.ehold? > 
I [ 1 No - SKIP to 13. CHECK [, CJ Yes - SKIP 10 160 
~_l Y_e: __ -.. __ ._. _____________ ITEM F' CI No 

c. What did Ihoy Iry 10 lake' Anylhing e1,.? 
(Mark all Iltal apply) 

I L_ J Purse 
2 [1 Wallet or money 

3 CJ Cor 
• [J Other mOlor vehicle 
s L I Par! of car (hubcap. lape-deck. ele.) 

ISo. Altogelher, whal was Ih. value 01 Ihe PROPERTY 
Ihol was loken? 

INTERVIEWER - Exc;ude stolen cosh, and enter 50 (or 
slolcn checks and cred,1 cards, even I[ Ihey were used. 

s ____ · _.[QQJ 

G LJ Don't know • 

7 [' I Other •• Sp<clf)' -----.-- ~ .-.----------..,---. r;w 
~. How did you doclde tho valu. o( Ihe properly Ihol was 

~lol.n? Any olhor way? (Mark 01/ Ihol apply) 

-~ .. --- ->-- - Old ;h;;·-t;;;~ ~k~ ; purse .... allel, ~ 
CHECK [ or money' (Box I or 2 mark .. In 13d 
ITEM c, ~~J No - SKIP to 180 

[" J Ye5 

I [.1 Original eost 

2 [::' Replacemenl COSI 

· Cl Personal estimate 01 current value 

I~:] Insurance report eStimate 
d. WD~th·;_( .. p~u;;~-:;;Ii;,~':;~~·;;·i:-~ '1~~~;;;~ lor 

In.lon .. In 0 pockel or being 1"ld? 

I U yes) SKIP 10 180 

:ll~ ---------------,----1 
•• What did hoppen? Anylhlng .I,.? (.~\Ork ollihol apply) 

I L l·'Illacked 
ll~l ThroMened WIth h~rm 

3 LJ Allcmpted 10 bre~k lOla house or gorage 

• [J AUemptcd to bre"k ,nto cnr 
~ CI Harassed. nrgument. abUSive langunge 

G [) Damaged or destroyed property 

~ [] Attempled or Ihrenlened \0 damote at 
destroy property 

• [) Other - SpeCify ___________ _ 

SKIP 
to 
ISo 

s CJ POlICe estimate 

('0 OOn'l know 

70 Other - Specify ---------------

160. Wa. all or port 01 Ih •• Ial.n money or prop.rty r«over.d, 
not counting anylhlng recolved from In.uronco? 

ri66) 10 NOne} 
'= 20 All SKIP to (70 

30 Part 

h. What ,",0' ,"cov.r.d? Any thin!) .I .. ? 

Cash: .$ ______ .[QQJ 
and lor 

--.----------.==::::=======~---_l • 
f. ~;~ok~b.iongod ;;;-)~ou or olher> in 11.. @ 

Property: (Mark all thai apply) 

00 Cash only reeoverecj - SKIP !O 170 

10 Purse ~~u .. hold? Anything .1,.1 . [00 I 
C.sh: $ _____ _ 

and/or 
Propetly: (Mark all Ihal applyl 

o CI Only cash taken - SKIP 10 14c 

1 [) Ptlrse 
2 [J Wallet 

, [I Cor 

• [1 Other nlotor vehlel. 
~ ['I Pa't 01 Cor (hube/IP. tnpe-dtck, elc.) 

20 Wallet 

sOCar 

• 0 Olher motor vehicle 

• 0 Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck. etc.) 

6 [] Other - Speci [y 

c. Wh" woo the volu. 01 th. pr.puty r.cov ... d (o.cludin~ 
,.cov.,.d co.h)? 

L-___ ~.~~~~~0~I~h~er~-~S~p~e:cl~[~y~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::_~~~6~'~~s=-==========~.~I~O=O~I ________________________ __1_ 
1'0,.", "'c,., tp'''''II, (I)B-13 

! 
,_ L 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

72 

I CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Contlnu.d. 11-,---------------4 
200. W.,t the poll .. i'lllormed "I Ihl> Ineldent In any .. ay? 

I l':.1 No. , , , , 

a 0 Don't know 

J Cl Yes 

} SKIP 10 .IBo 

h, W-.. thl. I ... roporltd I. on In.uranee compony? 

I [J No., , •• 

20 Don'( know 

3D Yes 

} SKIP 10180 

c. Wo, any 01 thl> I.ss Itcov ... d through In •• ronte? 

1 C) Not yet settled } 
SKIP 10 180 

20 No •• , •• ", 

J. How much Wa! fecoyered? 

INTERVIEWER - II properly replaced by insuranCe 
company insleocl o[ coslt selllelllenl, ask [or esllmale 
01 value or lite properly replaced. 

@ $----,~ 
~. 

lBa. Did any household member 10 .. any 11m. Irom work 
bocau .. of Ihl. Incldenl? 

@ 00 No - SKIP 10 190 

Yes - H.w mony m.mbe,,1? 

@) I CJ No 
1 [1 Don't know - SKIP 10 Check Item Ci 

Yes - Who told Iho m? 
30 Household member} 
• C) Someone else SKIP 10 Check Ilem G 

~ [] Poll~e o.n:...::s::c.:;en:,:;e:', ~~-------:--;-:------l 
h. Whot Wa. the r.o.on thl. Incld'inl was nol rep~rt.d 10 

• Ih. police? Any olh.r rod. on? (Mark all Ihal apply) 
@ 10 NOII"ng could be done - lock of proof 

2 0 Old not think It !mportMt enough 
lO Police wouldn't wonl to be bOI~«ed 
• 0 Did not want to take time - toO Inconvenient 
5 [] Private 0' personol maller, did nOI want 10 report It 
6 [] Old not Want 10 get Involved 
7 0 Alrold of reprisal 
o (J Reported 10 someone else 
~ [J Other - Specl(y 

CHFCK ~ Is thIS person 16 years or older! 
ITEM G: [.J No - SKIP 10 Check Ilem H 

f-. 0 Yes - ASK 210 
21 •• Old you hove a lob 01 Ih. limo Ihl. Incid.nl happon.d? 

@ I [J No - SKIP 10 Check Item H 
~D Yes 

b. Whot was Ih. lob? ® I [J Same as described In NCS·I Items 28a-e - SKI P 10 
Check Item H 

20 Olf(erent tllnn described In NCS-I It~_.n_ls_28_a_-_e ______ -I 

c. 'for whom did you work? (Name 01 compon'y. busIness, 
organizol;on or olher .mployer) 

d. Who! kInd 01 bu.ln ... or Indusiry Is Ihl~? IFor example: TV 
and radIo m[g" retail sltoe store, State Labor Delli" [arm) 

-----=======----------~@V h. How much time war. 1".1 ollogolh.r? fT11 
@ I 0 Less than I day 

20 1-5 days 

] 0 6-10 days 

• 0 Over 10 days 

.0 Oon'l know 

~.,~--~--~~~~~----~--~--~ 190. Was onylhlng Ihol belonged 10 you Or olhot membors .1 
the housefrold damaged but nol lak.n In this Incld.nl? 
for oxampl •• was 0 lock or window brokon. clolhlng 
Jamoged, ot damage done 10 a cor, .tc.? 
I [] No - SKIP 10 200 

•• Wer. you -

lOAn ompioy.o 01'; PRIVATr:: eOnlpany, bu.ln ... or 
l~dlvlduol lor wag as •• alory or (omml .. lon.? 

2 0 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (Fod.rol, Slato/ cou~ty or locol)? 
3D \ELF.EMPLOY ED In OWN bu.ln .... pro/u.'onal 

practice or farm? 

• C W.rklng WITHOUT PAY In lomlly bu.lno .. or form? 

!, WI;; ~lnd 01 wotk "o,e you doing? (For c.~omple: electrical 
enl" ·cr. slock de'" IYPlsl. (armer) 

OIl 
g. Whal Were your mo.1 Imporlonl actlvltl .. or ~utl .. ? (For example: 

IYping, keeping account books, seiling cars, [,"I sllll1g concrete, etc,) 

Summarize this Incident or series of Incidents, 

h. (Woo/w.,.) Ih. domoged Ilom\ • .1 ropolr.d .r ,.placed? 

@ I [J Yes - SKIP 10 19d 

CHECK r\ 
ITEM H '¥ 

• 
@> 

~2D~-~N~0 __ ~~--------__ ~~ __ --~---------------------------.-----------
c. How much would 11 <oH to ,.poir or .. ploc. the 

IIQma~,d Itom( .)? 

Look .t 12c on Inddent Report. Is there an 

_.-------------------------------
$ • [29J} SKIP 10 200 

)( CJ Don't know 

d. How much WOl tho ropalr .r ,.pl.cemtnt co.t? 

~ 
e~try (or "How m.ny!" 

)( 0 No cost or don't know - SKIP 10 200 CHECK:. 0 No 
r=1 ITEM I 0 Yes - Be sure you have an Indd'nt Report lor eacn 

, LQQJ Hil nlember 11 years 0/ age or over who was 
S ::=====~==---------------_l robbed, nurmed. or tntenl.ned in Inl. Incident. 
_. ~----------------------~~~--~ ., Who poid or will pay lor the repol" or ,.pl ... r.,.nt? ~,IS this the I"stlncident Po.portlo be ftl1"d (or this petion! 
A~yon •• 1 .. 1 (Mark all Ihot apply) CHECK 

'. 0 No - Go 10 nexl Inc/dent Reperl, 
'0 Houunold member ITEM J 0 Yes _ Is this the lasl HH m.mber to be Inte"vlew"dl 

o No - Inlerv/.w nOKI HH member. 
2 Cl Landlor<l 0 Yes _ END INT£RVIEW, Enter total 

number of Crime Incident Reports , CJ Insurance filled for lhis household In 
• [] Cther - SpeC; Iy /lem 12 on Ihe cover o[ NCS-I. 

t. L 

" 

I' 
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I 73 
SUR VEY QUESTIONNAIRES 

FOR JOLIET AND PEORIA 

I Phone ~ [I I J -f 
OGTI ~~(~2~-8~)~~ 

Intcr-
RESULTS 

Location: Peoria 
Joliet 

No 

October 1976 
REGULAR 

o 
o 

{cer. Month Doy_ Time vie~ler Complete Refusal Busi.nC'!ss # Busy AnSWer Otl ler (SPECIFY' } 

.. 
I- ~~ 
--

I 
i' 
I 

1. 
I 
I 
I. 

.1 
I· 
I 
I 
I 

" 

(date) 
OUl'J.ng the last six months, that is, since ------------, did anyone take something directly from you by 
using force, such as by a stick-up, mugging, or threat; or did anyone try to rob you by using force or 

thr~atening to harm you? NO 0 9-1 IYES 0 -2 ~~) LAo How many times did this happen in the past r 

'r
J 

. "l 

(Aside from anything already mentioned) 

six months? 

D timos 
(10) 

FILL OUT VICTIHIZA'l'ION REPORT FOR .8ACH 
"ROBBERY" INCIDENT. ---
~--------------------------------------l 

) 

In 'the las t six mon ths, did anyone bea t you up, a t.t.ack you, or hi t. you, or did anycne t.hrea ten to bea t. you u~ 
or otherwise t.hreaten you? By t.hreat, we mean t.1'reat.s wher.e you really believed you Were going to gt:!t hurt.. ,} 

NO 011-1 

(Aside from olnything already mentionedl (date) 
OUr),ng the last SlX mont.hs, since -------------, 
garage, Ol' another building en your propI:'rty, or 
of an at:temptc>d br\?ak-in? NO 013-1 YES 0 -2 

(Asi~e from anything already mentioned) 

ASK A 
') 2: . How many times did this happen in t.he last 

six months? D times 

(12) 

I 

J 
t 1 

FILL OU'f VICTII1IZATION REPORT FOR EACH JJI 
"ASSAULT" INC:i:DEN'l'. 
L===~~~~ ______________ ~ 

did anyone break int.o or sOinehow illegally get 
did yotl find a door jii.lIni(>d, a lock forced, ot' 

into your 
any other 

home. 
sic f 

ASK i\ ) 
3A. How many times did this happen in the last 

si>: months? 

D times 

(14) 

'I) 
"' ,.I 

--.1 
FILL ou'r VICTIMIZATION REPORT FOR EACH 
"BURGLARY" INCIDErrr. 

Did anyono steal anything that belonged to you, other than a car, tt'uck, or motor vehicle ot' ATTEMPT to steal 

anrthin'J that belonged to y:~ ~l:~: las~t_s_i_x_m_o_n_t_h_!j_:_S_K_D_:_:~O:",""-,-',"c:::em:::k::::t,~:: ::,:"::::::a::h::: ',ast J 
six months? [ ,n 
FILL OUT VICTnIIOATION REPORT fOR EACH r,' 

I I " "LARCENY" INCIDENT. I· 
L. ==~==~ ________ ~~, 

D times 

(16) 

48 

] 

I 71t 
6. How old aro you? READ CATEGORIES. 

I 
I· 
I. 
I 

9. 

I 
I. ,. 
I' 
I 
I· 

I 
I. 
I 
1 

lS. 

I 
I 
I 

16-21 0 18-1 

22-25 0 -2 

26-29 0 -3 

What ra~c aro you? 

Black 0 19-1 

White 0 -2 

Are you the head of this household? 

YES 9 20-1 NO 0 -2 

4SKIP TO Q. 12 

Ho~ old is the hoad of this household? 

18-21 0 21-1 

22-7.5 0 -2 

26-29 0 -3 

30-3'3 0 -4 

40-49 (] -5 

50-59 0 -6 

Other 0 ,·3 

Refulled 0 ~4 

R&,D CATEGOIUES. 

30-39 (] -4 

40-49 0 -5 

SO-59 0 -6 

Is the head of this househo~d mala or female? 

Hale (] 22-1 Female 0 -2 

What race (is he/she)? 

Black. (] 23-1 White (] -2 Other 0-3 

60-69 0 -7 

70 or older (] -8 

refused ()-9 

60-69 (] -7 

70 or older (] -8 

refused' o -9 

Refused 0-4 

Which of the follOldng categories best describes the total annual income of everyone over 12 in your household 
who lives here? By annual income we mean things likGl ..... ages and salaries (before \:a.'(es), commissions, tips, 
bonuses, dividends, interest, pensions, and regular government or public assistance check.s. Is your house­
hold I s total yearly income (READ CATEGQlUES)? 

~O - S3000 per year 
S3001 - 6000 per year 
$6001 - 10,000 per year 

024-1 
(] -2 
o -3 

SlO,OOl - 15,000 per year 
$15,001 - 20,000 per year 
S20,001 -,30,000 per year 

o -4 
o -5 
o -6 

S30,001 - 40,000 per year 
over $40,000 per year 
refused 

How long havc you been living at your prcsent &ddress? 

L.:;.1,:.c.:.ss=-t::h.:;Ill1:::;....;:6;....::;m:;:.o.;.;n,;;th:.:;s::.-___ -::(]=-=-2::;.S-..;1::.-_____ ,.--.;1:.;3:;"'.:;.. 1'1 11'0 did you live six months ago? 

6 months - les8 than 1 year 0 -2 

1 yellr - less than 3 years 0-3 
3 years - less than 5 years []-4 

5 years - less than 10 ycars [] -5 

10 years or more [] -6 

don't kno ..... (] -7 

Do you live in a single-family house? 

Yes 0 27-1 

No 0 -2 

Joliet 

Peoria 

elsewhere in Illinois 

elsewhere in U.S. 

outside U. S. 

0 26-1 

o -2 

o -3 

o -4 

(] -5 

00 you have another phone number, at this address:. where you ean receive caJ,lsi' 

028-1 lOA. By phone nUlllber, we do not olean extension phones. 
'--00---=0=----2----------, All together, how many different phone lines a,re 

there in your home? 

Dphones I 
!...---___ (29_' ------1 

Thank you very much tor your cooperation. Goodbye. 49 
)0-

o -7 
o -8 
o -9 
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Abt Associates Inc. 
S5 Wheeler Street 
CUlbddge, NassAcl1usetts 02138 

I I ,'J-! I I I I 
(2-8) 

Phone * 
[!;1J 

Day of 
Week Month Dl'ly. 'rime In tct·v ie'llcr 

Location: 

Complete 

75 

Peoria 
Joliet 

R sult e 5 

Refusal 

o 
o 

Businoss 
II 

~ 
Bus" 

INTERV~L'WER INSTRUCTIONS: IS THE LAST DIGIT OF THE P!10NE NUMBER ODD OR EVEN? 

ODD ~ RESPONDENT SHOULD BE MAhE ADULT 

EVEN 0-- RESPONDENT SHOULD BE FEMALE ADULT 

IF PERSON MS~;ERI~ PHONE! IS NOl' OF THE APPROPRIATE! SEX AND AGE, ASK: 

"1S THERE A (MALE/FEMALE) 

NO 

ADUL'l' IN '1'HIS HOUSEHOLD?" 

0-- PROCEED WIToI INTERVIEW 

No Respondent 
I\n!;Wer Not In 

.. 

October, 1976 
ATTITUDINAL 

Other 
(s~,"cifYl 

~ SAY: "WE NEED TO GET THE OP:::NIONS ,)F EQUAL NUMBERS OF MALES AND 
FEMALES. SO, I NEED TO TALK TO A (FE~~/MALE) IN THIS HOUSEHOLD. 
CAN I SPEAK WITH (HER/HIM) NOW? 

YES 

NO 

0-- PROCEED WITH INTERVIEW, RE-READ INTRODUC'rION. 

0-- RESCHEDULE INTERVIEW. 

going to begin by asking you a fow questions abou~ your neighborho~d. 

. 00 you think pOlice protection in your neighborhoocl is good, 
~.!lir, or poor? 

Wha t do YOlI thir.~ abou t th':'! <;peed Id. th which the 
firc dcpartml:\nt ',-,mes to your neighborhn"'ld \~h€'n Cd.UPU--tl' ~hi\­
good, fair or poor? 

GOOD 

o 9-1 

FAIR 

o -2 

o -2 

POOR 
o -3 

o -3 

DON'T 
KNOW 
o -01 

o -4 

Compared to (Joliet/Peoria) as a whole, do you think police protection in your neighborhood is much better, 
better, about the Sarno, worso, or much worse than in other parts of town? 

much better thut\ itl other parts of town.) 

o¢tter than in other p~rts of town? 

about the same as in other parts of town? 

worse than in other parts of town? 

much wo,se th-ln in other par!:s of toWl'\? 

I:lC'n 't kno~1 

Tn what w~ys "ould your local pol ice impl'l,ve? 

No improvement needed 

Hire more policemen 

o 11-1 

o -2 

o 
o 
o 
o 

-3 

-4 

-? 

;lny other wl'lys? 

Concentrate On more important duties, serious crime, etc. 

80 more promi·~., responsive, alert 

'~HEC:K I\LL TH~T APPLY. 

Improve training, raise ql'.ali fica tions or pay, recrui tment policies 

Be more courteous, improve attitude, community relations 

Don't discriminato 

Neod more traffic control 

~·...,ed more of a particular type of police serv'ice (such as pat;rol cars or foot p4.trols I 
in certain areas or at certain times 

Don't know 

Other 

specify 

so 

o 12-1 

o 13-1 

o 14-1 

o 15-1, 

o 16-1 

o 17-1 

o 18-1 

o 19-1 

o 20-1 

o 21-1 

o 22-1 

] 

] 

] 

J 
J 
J 
J 

~! 
' .. ) 

'J 

I 
s. 

I 
I 
I· 
i' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
f 
I 
I, 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

76 

I'll read you Some things that are problems for some people 
are a biq ptoulcm, somewhar of a problem, or not d pl.'.:.>bl<!l1\ 

iil their n~i9hboriloods. Please tell 
t.o you, itl your t\t;ll.ghborhood. 

me if 

A. Crime in the neighborhood - is that a big problem, 
somewhat of a probleM, or not a problem to yoU? 

B. Abandoned houses or othor empty buildings 

C. Litter and trash in the streets--is th~t a big problem, 
somewhat of a problem, or not a problem to you in your 
neighborhood? 

Big Somewhat of ~ot a 
Problem II problem problem 

o 23-1 

o 24-1 

o 25-1 

0-2 
o -2 

C1 -2 

o -3 

o -3 

o -::J 

L 

o -4 

Wi thin the past year or t~10, do you think crime in your neighborhood has increased, decreased, or remained 
about the sat1\\!? 

Increased 

Qecreased 

Rer.lained the same 

No opinion 

Haven't lived in neighborhood long enough 

C' 26-1 

o -2 

o -3 

o -4 

o -5 

How safe do Y::lU feel or would you feel about being Oul s1.9..n!; in your neighbolChood 2:.t.. night? Would you feel 
very safe, reasonably safe, somewhat unsafe, or very unsafe? 

Very safe 

Reasonably s .. fe 

Somewhat unsafe 

Very unsafe 

Don't know 

o 27-1 

o 
o 
o 
o 

-2 

-3 

-4 

-5 
How about during lli day--how safe do you feel or would you feel about being out ~ in your neighborhood? 
I\'Qulc1 you feel very ~artl, reasonably safe, somewhat UnS<:IIe, or very unsafe? 

Very safe 

Reasonably safe 

Some .... hat unsafe 

Very unsafe 

Don't know 

o 28-1 

o -2 

o -3 

o 
o -5 

I'd like you to ratr~ your fCE:lings about the police, jl..ldges .and other such offici(;l,ls. Please look at:. your 
phone dial and imclqine that the numbers 1 to 9 represent d range of feelings from "much too lenient" -­
that's number "ono" to "mUch too harsh" ~- that's number "ni:\e." 

1\. How lenient or harsh arc the local police with someone suspected of a crime? Ie one is "much 
too lcni.ent" allo uine is "much too harsh," .... hat number .... ould best represent your feelings about 
the police? 

U(29) (0 .. DON' T KNO\~ OR NO OPINIO~) 

B. Ho .... about the local judges? How lenient or harsh are they toward::; offenders? Remember, one is "much 
too lenient" and nine is "much too harsh." o (30) (0 .. DON'T K., ... WW OR NO OPIN:roN) 

C. Hew about the corrections System? This sy-stem includes things like prisons and parole boards. 
How harsh or lenient. ~re they? o (31) (0 = DON'T I~NO\~ OR NO OPINION) 

D, wt.at number represents your .feelings about the treatment people receive fcom the entire criminal Justice 
system -- that is, everything we just ment.:.oned, taken together? (One means "much too lenient;" nine 
means "much too harsh.") 

(32) (0 .. DON'T 1010\</ OR NO OPINION) 

Now I'm going to ask .~ few other qu",stions. 
(BEGIN RJ:GllLi\R INTERVIEW.) 

51 )3-

'-' 



or CRr:~E: 

I 

ROBBER'! 

ASS AU L'l' 

BURGLJl.RY 

LARCENY 

77 

(2-8) 

01--
9
-_-

1
--.... >- Bt::GIN WITH Q • .1. 

o -2 • BEGIN WITH Q.l 

0- --3 ... .3KIP TO Q. 4 

0-=4--:>- SKIP TO Q. 5 

October, 197t'> "'1 
VICTIIHzr.TI0N REPoR1' 

(IF THERE 

ILWIlING 

WAS MORE THAN ONE INCIDENT or THE SAME TYPE OF CRI:1E WITHIN THE PAST SIX MONTHS: ENTER A "I" IN THE 
BOX TO INDICA'l'E THE MOST REceNT INCIDENT: A "2" FOR THE NEXT MOST RECENT INCIDENl': AND SO ON.) 

INCIDENT NUMBER D (10) 

I
GIN BY ID' ... NTlrYWG 'rHE INCICENT YOU ARE ASKING ABOUr-··i.e., S1\'{: 

"I' 0 L!KE TO ASK A F'EW QUESTIONS ABOUT (THIS INCIDENT/THE "ICST REGENT OF THESE ~NC!DENTS/THE OTHER 
INc:w~:wr :IOU 11ENTIONED)." 

.. }, 
'. 

I Was the crime comlnitted by-::;o.:.;,n:=.lYL-,;o:;,:n:.;e or more than one person? 

r-------...J OnJ! One 0, H-ll,. __ ~ ___ Don't know 
(. .. SK A) I (SKIP TO Q.2) o ~-_2 _______ M_o_r_e_t_h_a_n._o_n_e ___ -l0 ··3 (ASK B) ! 

.'" I 
J 

I 

i

l 

,v---
lAo W., tho p."on ,om.on. you know. or a 'tranger'l 

Stranger 0 12-1 

Well-knctm (friend or l'elative) 0-2 

Casual. acquuintance 

Known bi' silJht only 

o 
o 

-3 

-4 

'" lB. Were any of the persons known or 
to you or were they all strangers? 

All strangers 

All known 

o 12-6 

o -7 

I') 

t

) 

-8 /'1 o Some known 

Don't know o L D:ln' t knO'.~ 0 -5 I Wer.:, you t' he only person there besides'-t-h-e"=:::o=-f-f-e-n":d-e-r-(.../s)? 

Yes 0 1>·1 Respondent was not present o -2 

-9 rL 
'''''"': 

1 .... 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(SKIP TO Q.4) 
-,---~ 

No 0-3 
(ASK A) 

HQ\~ many of these persons, not counting 
yourself. were robbed. harmed. or threat­
ened? Do not include persons under j 
12 years of age. 

IT] number of persons 
(14-15) -

Did tho person(s) have a weapon such as a gun or knife. or use something 

I Yes 0 -3 

as a weapon, such as a bottle or 

wrench? No 0 16·1 

~ 
Don' t Know 0 

• I 
-2 

(ASK A) 

31\. What was the weapon? 

Gun 

Knife 

Gun(G) & Knife(s) 

oth. t7. 

Gun(s) & Other 

Anything else? 

o 17-1 

o 
o 
o 
o 

-2 

-3 

-4 

-5 

~\ Knife (s) & Other C 6 J 
...' -,-;::------:-1 I Gun(s), K'life(s} & Other(s) 0 -7 I 

L~IP TO . ...9.:2J~! Other(s) (SPECIFY) 

Wha t ev idenc e .... as the re tha t the re was (a bl'eak - in/an a t
ll 

::-e-m-p-t-e-d-b-r-e-a-k---i-n-)-?--p..-n-Y-t-h-l.-' n-g-e-l-s-e-=?=C=H=E=C=K=' =AL=L==:::---1
1 J 

THAT APPLY. 
Broken lock or windaw 

Forced windows or doo,; 

Slas!'\I:td Screen 

Othe;;: (SPECIFY) 

o 
o 
o 
o 

SKIP TO Q. SA 

52 

I 
5. 

~I 

I 
I. 
I 

r· 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

9. 

I 
10. 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Was anything that belonged to you or other me~~ers of the household damaged but not taken in this incident? 
For example. was clothing damaged or damage do:.!:! to a car. etc.? 

No 0 23-1 C'l(eA;SV -p)- -2 - sA: ~IOt;; ;';1~h ~o;;I,d i to -rn;t to ~p.tir -;r ~e;ia~ the da~g;d -1 
'" l e~s. $ ( - - - - -l ' L.. --11--'---'---' ROUND TO NEAREST 

, (24-27) DOLLAR 

I or 

, 
I 
I 

Don't know o 28-1 __________ J 

In what month did thls illcidlmt occur? 

April 

May 

June 

o 29-1 

o -2 

o -3 

July 

August 

Septemoer 

o -4 

0-5 
o -6 

October 

November 

Don't know 

o -7 

rJ -8 

o -9 

In what city or town did this incident occur? 

O . 0 2 1 h r l'n Illl'no}'s 0 -3 e,lsewhere in U.S. 0 -4 ()utside U.S. 0-5 Joliet 30-1 Peorla - e sew e e 

Where did this incident take place? In or ne~r what kind of place did this happen? 

At or in own dwelling unit, o'r at or 
with roof attached to uwelling unit. 
garages only if they are attached to 

in str.lcture 
Include 

dwelling unit. 

At or in structure on property ~ attached to 
d .... elling unit. 

At or in vacation home, hotel/motel. 

Inside commercial building. such as store. res­
taurant, bank, gas station. on a bus or train; 
or in a station. 

Inside office, factory, or w(),cehouse. 

Near own home; yard, sidewalk, driveway, carport, 
apartment hall (do not include break-ins or 
attempted break-ins). 

On the stl.·-' , in a park, field, playground, 
school grounds, or parking lot. 

Inside school. 

Other (Specify) 

Were }'ou a customer, employee, or owner? 

Customer o 32-1 Employee o -2 Owner 

: 3l~:} 
o -3 

o 
o 

o 
tJ 

o 

-4) 
-5) 

o -3 

SKIP TO Q. 11 

SKIP TO Q. 9 

SKIP TO Q. 11 

other (SPECIFY) 0-4 

Did the person(s) ~teal or try to steal anything belong{~g to the (store/r~staurant/office/factory/etc.)7 

YeS 0 33-1 No 0 -2 Don't know 0 -3 

W,,"s somethinq stolen that belongeci to you or ot:..'1ers in the household? 

Yes 0 34-J [ No 0 -2 ----+S~IP TQ 2.15 

Wh.at was taken~ l\.nything else? CHECK ALL THAT ;U>PLY. 

Cash 
(ASK A) 

",urse or .... allet 

o 35-1 -----..... 12A. How much? 

o 36-1 

s 

or 
(44-47) 

ROUND TO NEAREST DOLLAR. 

Pa~t of car (hubcaD, 
'e deck) 

oon't know 0 48-1 

Television set 

Stereo equipml.rt 

Photographic ~quipment 

Jewelry 

Household appliances 

Other 

o 37-1 

o 38-1 

o 39-1 

o 40-1 

o 41-1 

C 42-1 

O. 43-1 53 
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79 ] 
Altogether, whDt .... as the value of the property taken? Do not include sto'len .cash, checKs or credit 
we are interested only in the value of the property taken.= 

cards--

$ ( I! J ROUNO TO NEAREST DOLLAR 

(49-52) 

or 

I Don't know o 53-1~ SKIP TO Q. 15 

How did you decide the value of the property that was stolen? Any other way? CHECK ALL 'i'HAT APPLY. 

Original cost 

Replacement cost 

Personal estimate of 
current value 

Insurance report estimate 

Police estimate 

Don't know 

Other 

o 54-1 

o 55-1 

o 56-1 

o 57-1 

o 58;-1 

o 59-1 

o 60-1 

SPECIFY __________________ __ 

Were you injured in this incident to the extent that you needed medical attention? 

Yes 0 61-1 

No 0 -2 

Did you or any household member lose any time from wurk because of this incident? 

No o 62··1 Yes 0-2 
(ASK A) 

lS.A How much time was lost altogether? 

Less than 1 day 0 63-1 o -4 

1-5 days 

6-10 days 

o 
o 

-2 

OVer 10 days 

Don't know o -5 

Were the police informed of this incident in any way? 

No o 64-1 I 

(ASK J\l I 
Don't know 0 -;? 

(SKIP TO Q. 18) 

71'.. Wilat. was the reason this incident was not 
reported to the police? CHECK ALL THAT ~~PLY. 

Nothi.ng could be done; lack of proof 

Did not think it important enough 

Police' wouldn' 'L want to be b01:hered 

Didn't want to take time; inconvenient 

Private or personal' matter; didn't want 
to l'eport it 

Did not \~ant to get involved 

Afraid of reprisal 

Other 

C 65-1 

o 66-1 

o 67-1 

o 68-1 

o 69-1 

o 70-). 

o 71-1 

o 72-1 

SPECIfY. ______________________________ __ 

Yes 0-3 
(ASK B) 

-3 

l7.B How did they find out about this 
incident? 

54 

Respondent informed police 

Other household member 
infol.:med police 

Someone else told police 

Police on scene 

o 73-1 

o 
o 
o 

]1 
Uf 
I , 
~ . 

] 

J 
J 
] 

'J, 
, , 

J 

J 
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Have the police arrested anyone in connection with this incident? 

No 0 74-1 
(T\SK l\) 

Loon." know o -2 Yes 0-3 
(I\5K B) 

lSB. What is the status of the case? 
lSA. 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 _________________________ ___ 

075-1 

o -2 

o -3 

o · .. 4 

o -5 

lee. 

£ 
180. 

I 

I 
L_ 

RETURN TO NEXT QUESTION ON 
REGULAR QUESTIONNA ,RE OR FILL 
OV~ NEXT VICTIMIZATION REPORT 

55 

Charges dropped 

A~lai ting trial 

Tried 

Don't know 

076-1 

o -2 

-3 

o -4 

ASK 

What were the results of the trial? 

Guilty £:;1 77-1 Not guilty 0-2 
(I\5K D) 1 Don't know 0-3 

What sentence, if anY, did the 
offende£ receive? 

Suspended sentence 

Fine 

078-1 

o -2 

Imprisoned 0 
Fined and Imprisoned 0 
Doli 't know 0 
Other 0 

SPECIn 

- -- ----- ----

-3 

-4 

-5 I 
I 

-6 I 

I 
I ___ .J 
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