
National Criminal Justice Reference Service 
--------------~~--------------------------------------------------nCJrs 

~-~ ...... ,-_._>". -_. - -.-
~ --. ' 

This microfiche was produced from documents received for 
inclusion in the NCJRS data base. Since NCJRS cannot exercise 
control over the physical condition of the documents submitted, 
the individual frame quality will vary. The resolution chart on 
this frame may be used to ~valuate the document quality .. 

1.1 

11/1/2.5 

I 

111111.25 111111.4 111111.6 

MICRO~OPY RESOLUTION TEST CHART 
NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS-J963-A 

/'" - . ,.... .-~ ~." -;. ..1r- .... 

Microfilming procedures used to create this fiche comply witn 
the standards set forth in 41CFR 101-11.504. 

Points of view or opinions stated in this document are 
those of the author(s) and do not represent the official 
position or policies of the U. S .. Department of Justice. 

, .l 

National Institute of Justice ~ -~J_, 
United States Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 20531 

•• d_ •••• ___ ~_~+._~~ .. _< __ ··~ ___ ._. _ ____ ~_, _ _ __ " • __ • _ ...... .. -- "--~. '." . , .. - .. 

I 

'\ 
, ... ~ 

I 

.~ 
\1 
, ~l 

DATE FI LMED ij 
Ii 

8/20/81 

I 
i 

, 

I 
, , , 
i' 
f , 
I. 

! 
I 
I 
i 

I 

i , 
I , 
I 

f 
I 
i 
I 
" I ! 
! 
i 
I , 
l 

I 

rei 

} '. 

~\ 
I» 

~( 

I \ 
" 

I'j • 

',: I 
'] rf 

il 
i. t; ,. 

l~ \ E 
{' 

r 
11 
1 
I 
I 

" 

! ! 
II 
\ 1 

il 
'1 

1\ 1 
~ 
II 
it 
fl 
11 . , 

u.s. Department of Justice 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 

• 

~/ 

7 a 

Criminal VictiDlization 
of California Residents 

1----Percent distribution ------­
of crimes, 1977 

• Not reported to the police 

• Reported to the police 

If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.



Bureau of Justice Statistics Reports 

Single cop Ips are available at no charge from the 
Natlonol Criminal Justice Reference Service, Box 
6000. RocltviIJe, Md. 20850. Multiple copies ar" for 
Gale by the Superintendent 01 Documents, U.S. 
Govcr'1mcnt Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 
20402. 

National Crime Survey: 
Criminol Viclimizatlon In the United States 
I .. m,ual) 

';urwllary t ,"'lings of 1978-79 Changes m 
('."'11(' and of Trends Smce 1973. NCJ­
tl29l13 

IX f)p,cnptlOn of Trends from 1973 to 1978. 
NCJ-66716 

1!J78(fmal reportl, NCJ-fi6480 
Hill. NCJ·58125 
1976. NCJ-49543 
19i5, NCJ-44593 
HJ74. NCJ-39467 
1973. NCJ-34732 

The Coot 01 Negligence: Losses from 
Preventable Household Burglaries, 
NCJ-53527 

The Hispanic Victim: Advance Report. 
NCJ-{)7706 

Intimate Victims: A Study of Violence Among 
F""n(ls and Relahves, NCJ-62319 

Crime and Seasonality, NCJ-64818 
Criminal V!ctimizatlon 01 New York State 

Residents, 1974-77, NCJ-66481 
Criminal Victimization 01 CaJilornla Residents, 

1974-77, NCJ-70944 
Indicators 01 Crime and Criminal Justice: 

(Juantit,Hlve StudIes. NC,I-62349 
Criminal Vicllmlzatlon Surveys in 13 

American cltles (summary report. 1 vol ,j, 
NCJ-18471 
Boston, NC,J-34818 
Buffalo. NCJ-34820 
Cincinnati, NCJ-34819 
Houston. NCJ-34821 
Miami, NCJ-34822 
Milwaukee. NCJ-34823 
Minneapolis, NCJ-34824 
New Orleans. NCJ-34825 
Oakland, NCJ-34826 
Pittsburgh, NCJ-34827 
San DI~go, NCJ-34828 
San Francisco, NCJ-34829 
Waohlngton. D.C •• NC.I-34830 

Public Altitudes About Crime (13vols) 
Boston. NC J-46225 
Buffalo. NCJ-46236 
Cincinnati, NCJ-462Y 
Houston, NCJ-46238 \ 
Miami, NCJ-46239 • 
Milwaukee. NCJ-46240 
Minneapolis. NCJ-46241 
New Orleans. NCJ-46242 
Oakland, NCJ-46243 
Pittsburgh, NCJ-46244 
San Diego, NCJ-46245 
San Francisco. NCJ-46246 
Washington, D.C .. NCJ-46247 

Criminal Victimization Surveys in Chicago, 
Detroit, Los Angeles. New York. and 
Philadelphia: A Comparison of 1972 and 
1974 FlOdinqs. NCJ-36360 

Criminal Victimization Surveys In Eight 
American Cities: A Comparison of 1971 i72 
and 1974'75 Flndlngs--Nallonal Crime 
Surveys III Atlanta. Baltimore. Cleveland. 
Dallas. Denver, Newark. Portland, and SI 
LoUIs. NCJ-36361 

Applications of the National Crime 
Survey Victimization and Attitude Data: 

Public Opinion Aboul Crime: The Attitudes 
of Vict';ns and NonvlctlmslO Selected 
Cities. NCJ-41336 

The Police and Public Opinion: An AnalysIs 
of Victimization and AttItude Data from 
13 American Cities, NCJ-42018 

Compensalinfj VlcUms of Violent Crime: 
Po~entlal Costs and Coverage of a Naticnal 
Program. NCJ-43387 

Local Victim Surveys: A Review of the 
Issues. NCJ-39973 

An Introduction to the National Crime 
Survey. NCJ-43732 

Crime Against Persons In Urban, Suburban, 
and Rural Areas: A Comparative AnalysIs of 
VictImization Rates. NCJ, 53551 

Rape Vlclimlzal/on In 26 American CIties, 
NCJ-55878 

Criminal Vicllmlzatlon In luban Schools, 
NCJ-5639S 

Restitution to VlcUms 01 Personal and 
Household Crimes, NCJ-72770 

National Prisoner Statistics: 
Capital Punishment (annual) 

1979. NCJ-70945 
Prisoners In State and Federal Institutions on 

December 31: 
1979. NCJ-13719 

Census 01 Stale Correcllonal Facilities, 1974 
advance report. NCJ-25642 

Prolile 01 State Prison Inmates: 
SOClodemographlc FIndings from the 1974 
Survey of Inmates of State Correctional 
Faclhtles. NCJ-58257 

Census 01 Prisoners In State Correctional 
Facilities, 1973, NCJ-34129 

Census of Jails and Survey 01 Jail Inmates, 
1978. prehmlnary report. NCJ-55172 

Prolfle of Inmates of Local Jails: Socio­
demographic Findings from the 1978 Survey 
of Inmates of Local Jails. NCJ-65412 

The Nation's Jails: A report on the census 
of Jails from the 1972 Survey of In mates of 
Local JaIls. NCJ-19067 

Uniform Parole Reports: 
Parole In the United States (annual) 

1979. NCJ-69562 
1978. NCJ-58722 
1976and 1977. NCJ-49702 

A National Survey 01 Parole-Related 
Legislation Enacted DUring the 1979 
LegIslatIve SeSSion, NCJ-64218 

Characteristics 01 the Pdrole Population, 19713. 
NCJ-66479 

Children In Custody: Juvenile Detention and 
Correcltonal FaCility Census 
1977 advance report 

Cen3US of Public JuvenIle Facllrtres. 
NCJ-60967 

Census of Private Juvenile Faci"tles, 
NCJ-60968 

1975 (final report) NCJ-58139 
1974. NCJ-57946 
1973. NCJ-44777 
1971. NCJ-13403 

Myths and Realities About Crime: A 
Nontechnical Presentation of Selected 
Informallon from the NatIOnal Prisoner 
StatIStICS Program and the Natronal Crime 
Survey. NCJ-46249 

State and Local Probation and Parole Systems. 
NCJ-41335 

State and Local Prosecution and Civil Attorney 
Systems, NCJ-41334 

National Survey 01 Court Organization: 
1977 Supplement to Slate JudICIal Systems. 

NCJ-40022 
1975 Supplement to State JudiCial Systems, 

NCJ-29433 
1971 (full report). NCJ-11427 

State Court Model Statistical Dictionary, 
NCJ-62320 

State Court Caseload Statlstlcs: 
The State of the Art. NCJ-46934 
Annual Report. 1975. NCJ-51885 
Annual Report, 1976, NCJ-56599 

A Cross-City Comparison 01 Felony Case 
Processing, NCJ-55171 

----..--~----~------.----

Trends in Expenditure and Employment Data 
for the Criminal Justice System,1971-77 
(annual), NCJ-57463 

Expenditure and Employment Data lor the 
Criminal Justice System (annual) 
1978 Summary Report. NCJ-66483 
1978 final report, NCJ-61::482 
1977 final report. NCJ-53,'06 

Dictionary of Criminal Justice Data Terminology: 
Terms and Definitions Propo~ed for Interstate 
and National Data Collection and Exchange. 
NCJ-36747 

Justice Agencies In the U.S.: 
Summary Report of the National 
Justice Agency List. NCJ-65560 

Criminal Justice Agencies In Re910n 
1: Conn, Maine. Mass .. N.H.. RI. V\., 
NCJ-17930 

2: NJ. NY. NCJ-17931 
3: DeL, DC. Md .. Pa .. Va,. WVa .. NCJ-17932 
4: Ala, Ga. Fla. Ky .. MISS. N.C. SC. Tenn. 
NCJ-17933 

5: III, Ind. MIch. Minn. Ohio. WIS. NCJ-
17934 

6: Ark. La, NMex. Okla, Tex. NCJ-17935 
7: Iowa, Kans. Mo. Nebr. NCJ-17936 
8: Colo, Man!, N.Dak .. S.Dak .. Utah. Wyo,. 
NCJ-17937 

9: Ariz. Calif. HawaiI, Nev. NCJ-15151 
10: AI"ska. Idaho. Oreg .. Wash. NCJ-17938 

Utilization of Criminal Justice Statistics 
Project: 

Sourcebook 01 Criminal Justice Statistics 1980 
(annual). NCJ-71 096 

Public Opinion Regarding Crime, Criminal 
Jusllce, and Related TOPICS, NCJ-17419 

New Directions In Processln~~ nf Juvenile 
Ollenders: The Denver Moo, I, NCJ-17420 

Who Gets Detained? An EmpiriC,'1 AnalYSIS 
of the Pre-AdjudIcatory Detenllc,,' of 
Juveniles m Denver, NCJ-17417 

Juvenile Dispositions: SOCial and Legal 
Factors Related to the Processtng of Denver 
Delmquency Cases, NCJ-17418 

Ollender-Based Transaction Statistics: New 
DirectIons Ir1 Data Collection and Reporting, 
\lCJ-2il645 

Sentencing of California Felony Offenders. 
NCJ-29646 

The Judicial Processing of Assault and 
Burglary Ollenders in Selected California 
Counties. NCJ-29644 

Pre-Adjudicatory Detention in Three Juvenile 
Courts, r~CJ-34730 

Oellnquency Dispositions: An Empirical 
Analysis of ProcessIng DeCISions In Three 
Juvenile Courts. NCJ-34734 

The Patterns and Distribution 01 Assault 
Incident Characteristics Among SOCial 
Areas. NCJ-40025 

Patterns 01 Robbery Characteristics and Thel( 
Occurrence Among SOCial Areas. NCJ-40026 

Crime-Specific Analysis: 
The Characteristics of Burglary InCidents. 

NCJ-42093 
An Empirical Examtnatlon of Burglary 

Offender Characteristics. NCJ-43131 
An Emprrical Examination of Burglary 

Offenders and Offense Characteristics. 
NCJ-42476 

Sources 01 National Criminal Justice 
Statistics: An Annotated BiblIOgraphy, 
NCJ-45006 

Federal Criminal Sentencing; Perspectives 
of ~nalysis and a Design for Resedrch. 
NCJ-33683 

Variations In Federal Criminal Sentences; 
A Statishcal Assessment at the National 
Level. NCJ-33684 

Federal Sentencing Patterns: A Study of 
Geographical Variations. NCJ-33685 

Predicting Ssntences In Federal Courts: The 
Feasibility of a National SentenCing Polley. 
NCJ-33686 

1\-' 

. ,,/ 

'. 

/II' 

U.S. Department of Justic'~. 

Bureau of Justice Statistics 

Criminal Victimization 
of California Residents 
A National Crime Survey Report 
NCS-S-2, NCJ-70944 
March 1981 

U.S. Department of Justice 
National Institute of Justice 

This document has been reproduced exactly as received from the 
person or organization originating it. Points of view or opinions stated 
in this document are those of the authors and do not necessarily 
represent the official position or policies of the National Institute of 
Justice. 

Permission to reproduce this c~~material has been 
granted by 

Public Domain/DOJ 

to the National Criminal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS). 

Further reproduction outside of the NCJRS system requires permis­
sion of the ~owner. 

-, 
t 



U.S. DEPARTMENt·OF JUSTICE 
Bureau of JUltice Statistics 

Benjamin H. Renshaw, III 
Acting Directol' 

Charles R. Kindermann, Ph. D. 
Acting Director 
Statistics Division 

Ackn0w.ledKments. The report was written by 
J. Frederick Shenk, Crime Statistics Analysis 
S!a.fT, Bureau of the Census, under the super­
VIsIon of Adolfo L. Paez. Statistical assistance 
WIiS provided by Siretta L. Kelly. 

National Crime Survey data collection and 
processing are conducted in the Bureau of the 
Census. At present, these activities are under 
the general supervision of Evan H. Davey, 
Demographic Surveys Division, assisted by 
Robert N. Tinari and Robert L. Goodson. 

The report was reviewed for technical 
matters by Charles H. Alexander and 
Lawrence W. Altmayer, assisted by Janet 
Vax, Statistical Methods Division (Census 
Bureau), under the supervision of Margaret 
Schooley Hill. 

In the Bureau of Justice Statistics, Patsy A. 
Klaus monitored the preparation of this 
report. 

Library of Congress cataloging in Publication Data 

United States. Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Criminal victimization of California residents. 

(A national crime survey report: SO·NCS·S·2) I. 
Victims of crime-California. 2. Crime and 
criminals-California. I. Title. II. Series. 

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents 
U.S. Government Printing Office Washin-ton 
D.C. 20402 • D' 

ii 

P,'eface 

The crime statistics and selected analyti­
cal findings presented in this report 
derive from a household survey con­
ducted under the National Crime Sur­
vey (NCS) program. Based on a con­
tinuing survey of a representative na­
tional sample of households, the pro­
gram was created to assess the character 
and extent of selected forms of' criminal 
victimization. The survey was designed 
and .conducted for the National Criminal 
Justice Information and Statistics Serv­
ice of the Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration (succeeded by the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics) by the U.S. 
Bureau of the Census. This publication 
contains data about selected crimes of 
violence and theft sustained by residents 
of California during 1974-77. It is one of 
a series of reports to be issued about vic­
timizations experienced by persons liv­
ing in some of the Nation's large States. 

The NCS focuses on certain criminal of­
fenses, whether completed or attempt­
ed, that are of major concern to the gen­
eral public and law enforcement authori­
ties. For individuals, these offenses are 
rape, robbery, assaUlt, and personallar­
ceny; and for households, burglary, 
household larceny, and motor vehicle 
theft. In addition to measuring the ex­
tent to which such crimes occur, the 
survey permits examination of the 
characteristics of victims and the cir­
cumstances surrounding the criminal 
acts, exploring, as appropriate, such 
matters as the relationship between vic­
tim and offender, characteristics of of­
fenders, victim self-protection, extent of 
victim injuries, economic consequences 
to the victims, time and place of oc­
currence, use of weapons, whether the 
police were notified, and, if not, reasons 
advanced for 110t informing them. 

Although the program has a general ob­
jective of developing insights into the 
impact of selected crimes upon victims, 
it is anticipated that the scope ofthe sur­
vey will be modified periodically so as to 
address other topics in the field of crimi­
nal justice. In addition, continuing 
methodological studies are expected to 
yield refinements in survey question­
naires and procedures. 

The statistical information in this report 
is based on the California portion of the 
NCS sample. From 1974 through 1977, 
that segment of the sample yielded 
interviews with the occupants of about 
15,500 housing units per year. Approxi­
mately half of all units where interviews 
took place were within the Los 
Angeles-Long Beach and San 
Francisco-Oakland SMSAs. 

• 

Although appropriate for producing 
State-level estimates of crime, the sam­
ple was not suitable, because of its size 
and design, for generating comparable 
information for smaller jurisdictions 
within California, such as counties or 
cities. However, victimization. survey 
data for four central cities within the 
State (Los Angeles, Oakland, San 
Diego, and San Francisco) became 
available in the mid-1970's, based on 
surveys conducted independently of the 
continuous national survey and with 
substantially different methodologies. 
Reports based on those and other city 
surveys are listed inside the front cover 
of this publication. 

NCS results in this report reflect the vic­
timization experience of California 
residents age 12 and over, irrespective of 
where the crimes occurred. Eliminated 
from consideration were crimes experi­
enced by State residents outside the U­
nited States. Because the information 
was gathered through personal inter­
views with persons living in the State, 
crimes against nonresidents (such as 
tourists, interstate commuters, and 
foreign visitors) were outside the scope 
of this report. 

For crimes against persons, NCS results 
are based on either of two units of 
measure-victimizations or incidents. A 
victimization is a specific criminal act as 
it affects a single victim. An incident is a 
specific criminal act involving one or 
more victims. For reasons discussed in 
the Technical Notes (Appendix IV), the 
number of personal victimizations is 
somewhat greater than that of the per­
sonal incidents. As applied to crimes 
against households, however, the terms 
"victimization" and "incident" are 
synonymous. 

All statistical data in this report are esti­
mates subject to both sampling and non­
sampling error. Information obtained 
from sample surveys rather than com­
plete censuses usually is affected by 
sampling error. Nonsampling error con­
sists of any other kinds of mistakes, 
such as those resulting from faulty col­
lection or processing; these errors can 
be expected to occur in the course of 
any large·scale data collection effort. As 
part of a discussion of the reliability of 
estimates, these sources of error are dis­
cussed more fully in Appendix III. It 
should be noted at the outset, however, 
that with respect to the effect of sam­
pling error, estimate variations can be 
determined rather precisely. In the 
Selected Findings section of this report, 
categorical statements involving com­
parisons have met statistical tests that 
the differences are equivalent to or 
greater than two standard errors, or, in 
other words, that differences of this size 

would be produced by sampling variabil­
ity 5 percent of the time, at most; quali­
fied statements of comparison have met 
significance tests that the differences are 
within the range of 1.6 to 2 standard 
errors, or that differences of this size 
would be produced by sampling variabil­
ity 10 percent of the time, at most. 
These conditional statements are 
characterized by use of the term "some 
indication" or other equivalent phrase. 

The 71 data tables in Appendix I of this 
report display statistics that formed the 
basis for the selected findin·gs. The three 
appendixes that follow contain materials 
to facilitate further analyses and other 
uses of the data. Appendix II contains a 
facsimile of the survey questionnaire. 
Appendix III has standard error tables 
and guidelines for their use. The latter 
appendix also includes technical infor­
mation concerning sample design, esti­
mation procedures, and sources of non­
sampling error. Appendix IV consists of 
a series of technical notes, covering top­
ics discussed in the selected findings and 
designed as guides to the interpretation 
of survey results. 

Attempts to compare NCS results with 
data collected from police agencies by 
the Federal Bureau ofInvestigation and 
published annually in its report, Crime in 
the United States, Uniform Crime Reports, 
are inappropriate because of substantial 
differences in coverage between the sur­
vey and police statistics. A major differ­
ence arises from the fact that police 
statistics on the incidence of crime are 
derived principally from reports that 
persons make to the police, whereas 
NCS data include crimes not reported to 
the police, as well as those that are 
reported. As indicated, survey results 
reflect the experiences of California 
residents, even though some of the 
crimes took place outside the State, and 
the data exclude criminal acts commit­
ted within the State against non­
residents. On the other hand, State-level 
police statistics on crime include 
offenses reported by victims, irrespec­
tive of their State or country of 
residence, to law enforcement units 
operating within the various California 
jurisdictions and exclude crimes experi­
enced by Californians outside their 
State. Personal crimes covered by the 
NCS relate only to persons age 12 and 
over, whereas police statistics count 
crimes against persons of any age. 
Furthermore, the survey does not meas­
ure some offenses, e.g., homicide, kid­
naping, arson, commercial burglary or 
robbery, white-collar crimes, and com­
mercial larceny (shoplifting and em­
ployee theft), that are included in police 
statistics, and the counting and classify­
ing rules for the two programs are not 
fully compatible. 
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The National 
Crime Survey 

The National Crime Survey (NCS) was 
designed to develop information not 
otherwise available on the nature of 
crime and its impact on society by 
means' of victimization surveys of the 
general population. Based on a repre­
sentative sampling of households, the 
survey elicits information about experi­
ences, if any, with selected crimes of 
violence and theft, including events that 
were reported to the police as well as 
those that wer~ not. By focusing on the 
victim, the person likely to be most 
aware of details concerning criminal 
events, the survey generates a variety of 
data, including information on the etTect 
of such acts-and on the circumstances 
under which they occurred. 

As one of the most ambitious etTorts yet 
undertaken for filling some of the gaps 
in crime data, the NCS is providing the 
criminal justice community new insights 
into crime and its victims, complement­
ing other data resources used for plan­
ning, -evaluation, and analysis. The sur­
vey covers many crimes that, for a 
variety of reasons, are never brought to 
police attention. It furnishes a means for 
developing victim profiles and, for iden­
tifiable sectors of society, yields infor­
mation for assessing the relative in­
cidence of victimization. The NCS dis­
tinguishes between stranger-to-stranger 
and domestic violence and between 
armed and strong-arm assaults and rob­
beries. It tallies some of the costs of 
crime in terms of injury or economic 
loss sustained and provides greater 
understanding as to why certain criminal 
acts are not reported to police authori­
ties. The survey also furnishes the data 
necessary for developing indicators sen­
sitive to fluctuations in the level of 
crime and for comparing the crime sit­
uation between two or more types of lo­
calities. 

The NCS program is not without limita­
tions, however. Although furnishing in­
formation on crimes that are of major 
interest to the general public, it cannot 
measure all criminal activity, as a 
number of crimes are not amenable to 
examination through survey techniques. 
The survey has proved successful in es­
timating crimes with specific victims 
who understand what happened to them 
and how it happened and who are wil­
ling to report what they know. More 
specifically, the survey has demonstrat­
ed an adequacy for measuring rape, rob­
bery, assault, burglary, personal and 
household larceny, and motor vehicle 

-- -- - ----------.----

theft. Murder and kidnaping are 'not 
covered. The so-called victimless 
crimes, such as drunkenness, drug 
abuse, and prostitution, also are exclud­
ed, as are crimes for which it is difficult 
to identify knowledgeable respondents. 
Crimes of which the victim may not be 
aware also cannot be measured etTec­
tively. Buying stolen property may fall 
into this category, as may some in­
stances offraud and embezzlement. At­
tempted crimes of many types probably 
are underrecorded for this reason. 
Events in which the victim has shown a 
willingness to participate in illegal activi­
ty, such as certain forms of gambling, 
also are excluded. Finally, businesses 
and other institutions are precluded 
from coverage. 

The success of any victimization survey 
is highly contingent on the degree of 
cooperation that the interviewers re­
ceive from respondents. During the 
years 1976-77, the California portion of 
the NCS yielded completed interviews 
for 97 percent of the occupants of hous­
ing units contacted by Census Bureau 
in terviewers. 

Data from the NCS and other victimiza­
tion surveys are subject to limitations 
imposed by victim recall, i.e., the ability 
of respondents to remember incidents 
befalling them or their households, and 
by the phenomenon of telescoping, that 
is, the tendency of some respondents to 
recount incidents occurring outside 
(usually before) the referenced time 
frame. Under the NCS, this tendency is 
minimized by using a bounding tech­
nique, whereby the first interview 
serves as a benchmark, and summary 
records of each successive interview aid 
in avoiding duplicative reporting of 
criminal victimization experiences; in­
formation from the initial interview is 
not incorporated into the survey results. 

Another of the issues related in part to 
victim recall ability involves the so­
called series victimizations. Each series 
consists of three or more criminal 
events similar, if not identical, in nature 
and incurred by persons unable to iden­
tify separately the details of each act, or, 
in some cases, to recount accurately the 
total number of such acts. Because of 
this, no attempt is made to collect infor­
mation on the specific month, or 
months, of OCCurrence of series victimi­
zations; instead, such data are attributed 
to the season, or seasons, of occurrence. 
Had it been feasible to make a precise 
tally of crimes that occurred in series, 
certain rates of victimization would have 

been somewhat higher. Because of the 
inability of victims to furnish details 
concerning individual incidents, howev­
er, it would not have been possible to 
analyze the characteristics and etTects of 
these crimes; thus, the data on series 
crimes are excluded from the report. 
Approximately 700,000 series victimiza­
tions against California residents or 
households, each encompassing at least 
three separate but unditTerentiated 
events, were estimated to have occurred 
during a 4-year period commencing with 
the spring of 1974. 

Crimes against persons 

Crimes against persons have been divid­
ed into two general types: crimes of 
violence and crimes of theft. I Personal 
crimes of violence (rape, personal rob­
bery, and assault) all bring the victim 
into direct contact with the otTender. 
Personal crimes of theft mayor may not 
involve contact between the victim and 
otTender. 

Rape, the most serious and least com­
mon of NCS-measured crimes, is carnal 
knowledge through the use of force or 
the threat of force, excluding statutory 
rape (without force). Both completed 
and attempted acts are included, and 
cases of either homosexual or 
heterosexual rape are counted. 

Personal robbery is a crime in which the 
object is to take property from a person 
by force or the threat of force. The force 
employed may be a weapon (armed rob­
bery) or physical power (strong-arm 
robbery). In either instance, the victim 
is placed in physical danger, and physical 
injury can result. The distinction 
between robbery with injury and rob­
bery without injury turns solely on 
whether the victim sustained any injury, 
ltO matter how minor. The distinction 
between a completed robbery and an at­
tempted robbery centers on whether the 
victim sustained any loss of cash or 
property. For example, an incident 
might be classified as an attempted rob­
bery simply because the victim was not 
carrying anything of value when held up 
at gunpoint. Attempted robberies, how­
ever, can be quite serious and can result 
in severe physical injury to the victim. 

I Definitions of the measured crimes do not. 
necessarily conform to any Federal or Slate statutes, 
which vary considerably. They are, however, com­
patible with conventional usage and with the delini­
tions used by the Federal Bureau ofinvestigatian in 
its annual publication Crime in the United States. 
Uniform Crime Reports. Succinct and precise defini­
tions of the crimes and other terms used in the 
National Crime Survey reports appear in the glos· 
sary, at the end of this report. 
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The classic image of a robber is that of a 
masked offender armed with a handgun 
and operating against lone pedestrians 
on a city street at night. Robbery can, of 
course, occur anywhere, on the street or 
in the home, and at any time. It may be 
an encounter as dramatic as the one 
described, or it may involve being 
pinned briefly to a schoolyard fence by 
one classmate while another classmate 
takes the victim's lunch money. 

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

Attempted assaults differ from complet­
ed assaults in that in the latter the victim 
is actually physically attacked and may 
incur bodily injury. An attempted as­
sault could be the result of bad aim with 
a gun or it could be a verbal threat to 
harm the victim. It is difficult to categor­
ize attempted assault as either aggravat­
ed or simple because it is conjectural 
how much injury, if any, the victim 
would have sustained- had the assault 
been carried out. In somemstances, 
there may have been no intent to carry 
out the crime. Not all threats of harm 
are issued in earnest; a verbal threat -Dr a 
menacing gesture may have been all the 
offender intended. The intent of the of­
fender obviously cannot be measured by 
a victimization survey. For the NCS, at­
tempted assault with a weapon has been 
classified as aggravated assault; attempt­
ed assault without a weapon has been 
considered simple assault. 

Although the most fearsome form of as­
sault is the brutal, senseless attack by an 
unknown assailant, it is also the least 
common. Much more common is an in­
cident in which the victim is involved in 
a minor scuffle or a domestic argument. 
There is reason to believe that incidents 
of assault stemming from domestic 
quarrels are underreported in victimiza­
tion surveys, as well as other crime re­
porting systems, because some victims 
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do not consider such events crimes or 
are reluctant to implicate family 
members or relatives, who in some in­
stances may be present during the inter­
view. 

Personal crimes of theft (i.e., personal 
larceny) involve the theft of cash or 
property by stealth. Such crimes mayor 
may not bring the victim into direct con­
tact with the offender. Personal larceny 
with contact encompasses purse snatch­
ing, attempted purse snatching, and 
pocket picking. Personal larceny without 
contact entails the theft by stealth of 
numerous kinds of items, which need 
not be strictly personal in nature. It is 
distinguished from household larceny 
solely by place of occurrence. Whereas 
the latter transpires only in the home or 
its immediate environs, the former can 
take place at any other location. Exam­
ples of personal larceny without contact 
include the theft of a briefcase or um­
brella from a restaurant, a portable radio 
from the beach, clothing from an auto­
mobile parked in a shopping center, a 
bicycle from a schoolground, food from 
a shopping cart in front of a supermar­
ket, etc. Lack of force is a major identi­
fying element in personal larceny. 
Should, for example, a woman become 
aware of an attempt to snatch her purse 
and resist, and should the offender then 
use force, the crime would be classified 
as robbery. 

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

Crimes against households 

All three of the measured crimes against 
households- burglary, household lar­
ceny, and motor vehicle theft-are 
crimes that do not involve personal con­
frontation. If there were such confronta­
tion, the crime would be a personal 
crime, not a household crime, and the 

victim no longer would be the house­
hold itself, but the member of the 
household involved in the confronta­
tion. For example, if members of the 
household surprised a burglar in their 
home and then were threatened or 
harmed by the intruder, the act would 
be classified as assault. If the intruder 
were to demand or take cash and/or 
property from the household members, 
the event would classify as robbery. 

The most serious crime against house­
holds is burglary, the illegal or attempt­
ed entry of a structure. The assumption 
is that the purpose of the entry was ta 
commit a crime, usually theft, but no 
additional offense need take place for 
the act to be classified as burglary. The 
entry may be by force, such as picking a 
lock, breaking a window, or slashing a 
screen, or it may be through an un­
locked door or an open window. As long 
as the person entering had no legal right 
to be present in the stnicture, a burgJary 
has occurred. Furthermore, the struc­
ture need not be the house itself for a 
household burglary to take place. Illegal 
entry of a garage, shed, or any other 
structure on the premises also consti­
tutes household burglary. In fact, bur­
glary does not necessarily have to occur 
on the premises. If the breaking and 
entering occurred in a hotel or in a vaca­
tion residence, it would still be classified 
as a burglary for the household whose 
member or members were involved. 

As mentioned earlier, household lar­
ceny occurs when cash or property is re­
moved from the home or its immediate 
vicinity by stealth. For a household lar­
ceny to occur within the home itself, the 
thief must be someone with a right to be 
there, such as a maid, a delivery person, 
or a guest. If the person has no right to 
be there, the crime is a burglary. House­
hold larceny can consist of the theft of 
jewelry, clothes, lawn furniture, garden 
hoses, silverware, etc. 

The theft or unauthorized use of motor 
vehicles, commonly regarded as a spe­
cialized form of household larceny, is' 
treated sepa"rately in the NCS. ComPiet­
ed as well as attempted acts involving 
automobiles, trucks, motorcycles, and 
other vehicles legally entitled to use 
public streets, are included. 
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Selected findings 

The National Crime Survey (NCS) 
determined that an estimated 6.4 million 
victimizations, including both complet­
ed and attempted offenses, were in­
curred by residents of California in 
1977. Rape, personal robbery, and 
assault-the most serious of the meas­
ured offenses because they involved 
confrontation between victim and of­
iender and the threat or act of 
violence-made up 16 percent of the 
crimes, as shown in Table 1 (Appendix 
J). Personal and household larceny the 
least serious crimes measured by' the 
NCS, accounted for most of the total 
(64 percent). The remaining 20 percent 
of the crimes included motor vehicle 
thefts and household burglaries. The 
relative occurrence of these crimes is 
gauged by means of a statistic known as 
the victimization rate, which is derived 
from estimates of the number of victim­
izations divided by the number of 
potential victims. The rates for personal 
crimes are expressed on the basis of the 
nu~ber of victimizations per 1,000 pop­
ulatIOn age 12 and over, and those for 
household crimes are based on victimi­
zations per 1,000 households. For the 
population at large, Table 2 displays the 
victimization rate for each category of 
crime, as well as for detailed sub­
categories. 

Unlike the frequency counts and percent 
distributions in Table 1, the victimiza­
tion rates and percents in all succeeding 
tables are averaged for the 1974-77 
period. In addition, Table 2 presents vic- ' 
timization rates for personal and house­
hold crimes for each of the 4 years 
covered by the survey, and Table 62 
depicts yearly police reporting rates. All 
of the selected findings, however are 
derived from estimated averages fo~ the 
4 years. 

The first section of these selected find­
ings highlights information on the 
characteristics of victims of personal and 
household crimes, developed from data 
Tables 3-18. In the interest of brevity, 
the data tables were not fully exploited 
in preparing these findings, and much of 
the discussion is confined to general, or 
summary, crime categories. Individuals 
wishing to perform more detailed 
analysis on the topics covered in this 
section are referred to the Technical 
Notes (Appendix IV) for guidance in 
the interpretation of survey results. 

Percent distribution 
of Victimizations, 
by sector and type of crime, 
1977 

6.4 million victimizations 
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Victim characteristics 

During 1974-77, the average relative in­
cidence of personal crimes of violence 
(rape, robbery, and assault) against Cal­
ifornia residents was substantially higher 
among males, persons age 12-24, 
members of families earning less than 
$3,000 per year, and the unemployed. 
Younger persons also were relatively 
more likely to be victims of personal 
crimes of theft, along with males, per­
sons never married, individuals with at 
least some college training, the unem­
ployed, and non-Hispanics. 

In regard to NCS household offenses, 
burglary was experienced at high rates 

Crimes of violence: 
victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, 
by selected characteristics 
of victims, 
1974-77 average 

t---- Average violent 
Sex I victimization rate, 
Men ! ~974-77 (52.7) ---Women 
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Note: The differences between rates within categories 
are statistically significant. Rate differences between 
categories mayor may not be significant. 
'Umlted to persons age 16 and over. 

Figure 3 

4 

by households headed by persons age 
12-19, blacks compared with whites or 
members of other races, the lowest in­
come households, renters, and house­
holds with six or more members. Lar­
ceny rates were highest in households 
headed by young persons (although the 
rate difference between the youngest 
and next older age group was marginally 
significant), renters, and households 
with a membership of six or more, Also, 
households headed by blacks were rela­
tively more likely than those headed by 
whites or members of other racial 
groups to have larceny losses of $50 or 
more. Motor vehicle theft rates peaked 
for only two demographic groups­
renters compared with homeowners and 
Hispanics contrasted with non­
Hispanics. 

Sex, race, age, and ethnicity 
(Tables 3-7 and 12-14) 

The 1974-77 data for California re­
vealed that males had a higher rate of 
victimization than females for crimes of 
violence as a whole (69 VG. 38 per 
1,000), as well as for robbery or assault 
considered separately. Over the 4-year 
period, males also were subject to rela­
tively more personal larcenies without 
contact, the largest component of per­
sonal crimes of theft, but for personal 
larceny with contact there was no differ­
ence. Rape was the least frequent of the 
measured violent cri.mes, incurred by an 
average of approxintately 1 per 1,000 
persons. 

Between the three younger age groups, 
victimization rates did not differ signifi­
cantly for personal crimes of violence or 
theft. However, when considered as a 
single group, rates among persons age 
12-24 were found to be higher than 
those for each of the four older age 
groups for crimes of violence (98), rob­
bery (18), assault (77), and personal 
crimes of theft (212). In addition, the 
rape rate for persons age 12-24 (2.4 per 
1,000) exceeded that for all older per­
sons considered as a group (0.7 per 
1,000). After age 24, crime rates succes­
sively decreased as age increased­
through age 64 for crimes of violence 
and age 65 and over for crimes of theft. 
However, victimization rates for per­
sonal larceny with contact, that is, purse 
snatching and pocket picking, revealed 
no significant difference ill victim prone­
ness between any of the seven age 
groups. 

The relatively low violent and theft 
crime rates for elderly residents parallel 
NCS findings for the Nation as a whole. 
A number of factors may be responsible 
for lower victimization rates for senior 

citizens. Among the possibilities are 
reduced availability and vulnerability to 
criminal victimization through changes 
or limitations in everyday activities.2 

Attitudinal studies based on data col­
lected during the mid-1970's revealed 
that elderly residents of central cities 
across the United States (including Los 
Angeles, Oakland, San Diego, and San 
Francisco) had limited or changed their 
activities because of a fear of crime 
more so than younger persons. For 
instance, the 1974 attitude survey in San 
Francisco indicated that 58 percent of 
persons age 65 and over, compared with 
42 percent of younger persons, had 
altered their lifestyles because of a fear 
of crime. Identical surveys taken in Los 
Angeles, Oakland, and San Diego 
yielded similar relationships.3 

Compared with whites or blacks, 
members of other races (mainly persons 
of Asian ancestry) averaged the lowest 
rate for crimes of violence as a whole, as 
well as for robbery or assault considered 
separately, except that the difference 
between the assault rates for blacks and 
others was marginal. Blacks sustained 
robbery at a rate higher than that for 
whites or members of other races, but 
there was no significant difference 
between the respective overall violent 
crime or assault rates for whites and 
blacks. While rates for personal larceny 
with contact did not differ significantly 
between the three races, members of 
other races had an appreciably lower rate 
for the noncontact form of this crime. 

Joint examination of the race and sex 
variables indicated that, while there 
were no consistent differences between 
violent crime rates overall, black males 
were robbed at a rate exceeding those 
for white males and black or white fe­
males. Whereas white males and black 
males sustained personal larcenies 
without contact at rates that were not 
significantly different, both were more 
likely than males of other races or than 
females of any of the three races to have 
been victims of such larcenies, although 
the rate differences between black males 
and white or black women were margi­
nal. 

2As indicated in the technical note on J'ictim 
characteristics (Appendix IV), the victimization rate 
is n highly generalized measure or the occurrence or 
crime. Because or the method of calculntion, the 
rates arc not relined to the extent that they should 
lJe cnnstrued to represent precise measures or risk 
for specilic individuals. 

3See Mytlls alld Realities aholll CrimI! (Washing­
ton, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Orlice, 1978), 
pp. 20-21: Oak/alld; Puhlic Allitudl's abolll Crime 
(Wushington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing 
Onice, 1978): Sail DieJio: Public Allill/des about 
Crime (WushinglOn. D.C.: U.S. Government Print­
ing Onice, 1980): nnd Sail Frallcisco; Public Allitut/es 
abolll Crime (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government 
Printing Orlice, 19781. 
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Calculated from the perspective of eth- Marital status 
nicity, the rates indicated no meaningful (Table 8) 
differences between Hispanics and non-
Hispanics in proneness to violent vic- Violent crime rates were substantially 
timization, although the latter were higher for persons never married and 
more likely to have been victims of for those divorced or separated, as com­
crimes of theft, principally of the rwn- pared with married or widowed indivi­
contact variety. duals, although rate differences between 

the two former as well as the two latter 
Rates associated with the race of the groups were inconsequential for this 
household head indicated that house- overall crime category. Principally based 
holds headed by blacks were most likely on personal larcenies without contact, 
to be burglarized, whereas white house- personal theft crime rates were highest 
holds had the second highest rate, and for individuals never married, lower for 
those headed by members of other . divorced or separated persons, lower 
minority groups, the lowest rate. Minor- still for marrieds, and lowest of all for 
ity households other than black also widows and widowers. Married persons 
were relatively less likely victims of were least prone of the marital status 
household larceny than were white or groups to personal larceny with contact, 
black households, but there was no although some rate differences were 
difference between rates for these two marginally significant, whereas rates for 
larger racial categories. However, black the remaining three conjugal status 
households> were relatively more likely categories did not differ from one anoth­
than either white or other households to er, 
sustain larcenies in which the loss was 
valued at $50 or more. The difference Educational attainment 
between the incidence of motor vehicle (Table 10) 
theft for black and white households was 
not significant, but there was some indi­
cation that members of other races had a 
rate lower than either of these two racial 
groups. Households headed by Hispan­
ics clearly sustained motor vehicle theft 
at a higher rate than non-Hispanics; 
however, burglary and larceny rates for 
the two groups were not significantly 
different. 

Not only were young persons the more 
likely victims of personal crime of 
violence or theft, but so were house­
holds headed by young persons more in­
clined to have been victimized by two of 
the three measured household offenses. 
Of the five age groups, burglary victimi­
zation rates were highest among house­
holds headed by persons age 12-:-19, and 
the rates declined as age of head rose. 
Except for the presence of a marginally 
significant rate difference between 
households headed by persons age 
12-19 and 20-24, household larceny 
rates were characterized py a similar 
trend in that persons age 12-19 had the 
highest rate, and the rates fell as age of 
head of household rose. In regard to 
motor vehicle theft, although there was 
insufficient data to conclude that house­
holds headed by the youngest age group 
had motor vehicle theft rates that dif­
fered from those for persons age 20-34 
or 35-49, their rate was significantly 
above those recorded for the two eldest 
age groups; leaving aside the youngest 
category, motor vehicle theft rates also 
declined as age of household head in­
creased. 

Grouping of persons age 25 and over on 
the basis of the number of years of 
schooling completed indicated that the 
two categories with post-secondary edu­
cation, in comparison to those without, 
had the greater likelihood of being vic­
timized by personal crimes of theft. On 
the other hand, violent crime rates as a 
whole were not consistently different 
from one another based on levels of 
educational attainment. It should be 
noted that the educational variable was· 
confined to a population group whose 
members had for the most part complet­
ed their formal education. This pro­
cedure excluded persons age 12-24, 
who, as indicated previously, experi­
enced a disproportionate share of per­
sonal victimization. 

Annual family income 
(Tables 9 and 15) 

Members of families in the lowest in­
come category (Jess than $3,000 per 
year) were victims of violent crime at 
the highest annual average rate, a find­
ing' that held for robbery or assault con­
sidered individually as well. While it 
could not be determined statistically 
which single income group had the 
lowest robbery or assault rate, members 
of families earning $10,000 or more per 
year were less likely to have been raped 
(0.6 per 1,000), robbed (7 per 1,000), 
or assaulted (37 per 1,000) than those 
earning less than $10,000 annually (2, 
15, and 50 per 1,000, respectively).' 

In regard to personal crimes of theft, 
members of families earning less than 
$3,000 annually also were most prone to 

personal larceny with contact, although 
the rate differences between this and the 
two next higher income groups were not 
conclusive. At the other income 
extreme, members of the wealthiest 
families ($25,000 or more) had the 
highest rate for personal larceny without 
contact, although the difference vis-a­
vis those earning $15,000-$24,999 was 
not decisive. 

Household crime rates calculated on the 
basis of average annual family income 
demonstrated that residences of the· 
poorest group (less than $3,000) were 
more likely to have been burglarized 
than those of persons in each of the 
income brackets starting at $7,500. 
However, the least affluent group 
experienced household larcenies rela­
tively less frequently than each of the 
other income groups, except possibly 
the highest, for which the difference was 
marginal. For motor vehicle thefts, 
meaningful differences were not 
uncovered between rates associated with 
income categories. 

Occupational status 
(Table 11) 

Among persons age 16 and over who 
were participating in the civilian labor 
force, the unemployed were more likely 
than the employed to have been victim­
ized by crimes of violence as a whole, 
robbery or assault considered individu­
ally, and personal crimes of theft as a 
whole. Among the labor force nonpar­
ticipant categories, retired persons were 
least prone to crimes of violence. 
Although there was insufficient data to 
determine which nonparticipant group 
was most susceptible to violent crime, 
school students were victimized by per­
sonal crimes of theft at a higher rate 
than other nonparticipants. 

Household size and tenure 
(Tables 16-18) 

Victimization rates for the three house­
hold crimes revealed substantial rela­
tionships to the number of persons liv­
ing in the household. Larceny rates in­
creased directly with the number of per­
sons in the household. Burglary rates 
were lowest for one-member house­
holds and highest for households with 
six or more persons, While the rate for 
those with two-to-five residents ranked 
in the middle. The smallest-sized 
residences also incurred motor vehicle 
thefts at the lowest rate, although the 
rate difference between one and two­
to-three-member households was mar­
ginal. 

Whether the crime was burglary, house­
hold larceny, or motor vehicle theft, 
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renters fared far worse than homeown­
ers as measured by rate of victimization. 
These findings also applied uniformly to 
white or black households, although 
only marginally to black households vic­
timized by larceny. Homeowners of oth­
er races also had lower burglary rates 
than their renter counterparts, but lar­
ceny rates did not differ, and too few 
motor vehicle thefts were recorded to 
provide reliable data. 

Victimization rates calculated on the 
basis of the number of units within 
residential structures, as well as for 
special dwelling places (such as boarding 
houses), revealed no consistent rela­
tionships for any of the three household 
crimes. As a whole, however, residents 
of multiple-unit buildings had higher 
rates of victimization than those of 
single-unit dwellings for each of the ma­
jor household crimes. 

Offender characteristics 
in personal crimes 
of violence 

A larger proportion of crimes against 
California residents were committed by 
persons not related or known to victims 
(strangers) than by persons acquainted 
with or related to victims 
(nonstrangers). Victimization by 
strangers was relatively more frequent 
for white victims than black victims, and 
for male victims than female victims. 
Besides being strangers, mOM offenders 
in single- or multiple-offender crimes 
were identified as males. Whites, as 
compared with blacks or members of 
other races, were held accountable for a 
relatively larger number of single- or 
multiple-offender violent crimes. Most 
single-offender violent crime was 
committed by persons over age 20, but 
the largest proportion of multiple­
offender crime was inflicted by 
offenders age 12-20. In single- or 
multiple-offender crimes, victims were 
most likely to be victimized by persons 
of similar age. 

Strangers or nonstrangers 
(Tables 19-23) 

Crime incidents committed by strangers 
to the victim accounted for about two­
thirds of all personal crimes of violence, 
and their distribution among types of 
crime ranged from 63 percent of assaults 
to 81 percent of personal robberies. For 
violent crimes as a whole-; this produced 
a rate of 36.0 stranger-to-stranger 
victimizations per 1,000 persons age 12 
and over, compared with a rate of 16.7 
per 1,000 for those by persons known to 
the victims, such as acquaintances, 
friends, or relatives. 

victim age categories or annual family 
income groups demonstrated no 
consistent relationships. 

Sex, race, and age 
(Tables 24-3]) 

Whether considering single- or 
multiple-offender crimes, males were 
the assailants in by far the largest 
proportion of violent crimes. Males were 
responsible for some 88 percent of 
single-offender crimes and 77 percent of 
the multiple-offender variety, while the 
sexes shared blame in carrying dut 
about 12 percent of the latter offenses. 

In regard to the racial identity of 
offenders as perceived by victims, the 
data disclosed that about 66 percent of 
the single-offender crimes were 
committed by whites, 24 percent by 
blacks, 8 percent by members of other 
races, and the remainder by persons for 
whom the offender's race was not 
available from victims. A larger 
proportion of rapes was attributed to 
whites than blacks, and whites were said 
to have committed relatively more 
assaults than either blacks or members 
of other races; proportionally more 
assaults were ascribed to blacks than to 
persons of the other minority races. In 
contrast, there was no meaningful 
difference between the proportions of 
robberies carried out by whites 
compared with blacks, although 
members of each of these groups 
committed comparatively more such 
crimes than did persons of other racial 
backgrounds. 

Perpetrators of multiple-offender 
violent crimes were thought to have 
been exclrJ1ively white in 51 percent of 
the crime illcidents; exclusively black in 
30 percent; and exclusively members of 
other races in 9 percent. The bulk of the 
remaining crimes were ascribed to two 
or more offenders of differing race. The 
same general pattern of participation 
was evident for multiple-offender 
assaults. There was no significant 
difference between the proportions of 
robberies attributed to gangs exclusively 
white or black, although the smallest 
proportions again were ascribed to 
groups comprised exclusively of 
members of other races and to those 
whose members were of differing racial 
heritage. 

Examination of the distributions of 
stranger and nonstranger violent crime 
by victim characteristics revealed that a 
higher proportion of victimizations 
experienced by white victims as 
compared with black victims were by 
strangers, and there was some indication 
that victims who were members of other 
minority races also recorded relatively 
more stranger victimizations than black 
victims. Also disclosed was a relatively 
larger rate of stranger crime for male 
victims than female victims. Separated 
or divorced persons were relatively least 
likely of the marital status groups to 
have been the victims of stranger crime. 
However, the proportions of stranger­
to-stranger violent crime associated with 

Review of data concerning perceived age 
of offenders disclosed that in 68 percent 
of all single-offend~r violent vic­
timizations the offender was sus­
pected of being over age 20 and in most 
of the remainder, age 12-20. The larger 
share of viol!:;'1t crimes committed by 
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Figure 4 

persons age 12-20 was attributed to 
individuals age 15-20 rather than those 
age 12-14. Adults also composed the 
larger share of lone offenders implicated 
in robbery or assault considered 
separately, as well as 85 percent of all 
single-offender rapes. 

In contrast to single-offender crimes, 
those involving two or more law­
breakers were characterized by a much 
higher proportion of offenders under 
age 21 than either of persons 21 or over 
or of mixed-age groups. The pattern of 
relatively high frequency of youth 
involvement (as compared with older 
offenders) in multiple-offender crimes 
of violence also held for assault, but was 
not significant for robbery. 

Consideration of the age of victims in 
conjunction with the age of offenders 
revealed that the largest proportions of 
single- and multiple-offender Grimes 
against victims age 12-19 were com­
mitted by young offenders age 12-20. 
For multiple-offender crimes only, the 
next largest proportion was perpetrated 
by offenders of mixed ages, followed by 
offenders all over age 20. By contrast, 
the larger proportions of single- or 
multiple-offender violent crime against 
persons age 20 and over were attributed 
to older offenders as compared with per­
sons age 12-20; however, there was not 
a meaningful difference between the 
proportions of crimes committed against 
this older group by multiple offenders all 
in the 12-20 bracket compared with 
those of mixed ages. 

a 

Crime characteristics 

The succeeding sections highlight key 
characteristics of the offenses measured 
by the National Crime Survey. These 
characteristics may be grouped into two 
overall categories, namely the cir­
cumstances under which the violations 
occurred (such as time and place of oc­
currence, number of offenders, victim 
self-protective measures, and offender 
weapon use) and the impact of the crime 
on the victim, including physical injury, 
economic loss, and work time loss. As 
will be seen, the circumstances under 
which crimes occurred and their impact 
varied appreciably with the type of of­
fense and the population group exam­
ined. For reasons discussed fully in the 
Technical Notes (Appendix IV), some 
of the characteristics examined with 
respect to crimes against persons are 
based on incident data and others on 
victimization data. Among the violent 
personal crimes, victimizations outnum­
bered incidents by about 18 percent, 
mainly b~cause some 11 percent of the 
cases were committed against two or 
more victims (Tables 32 and 33). 

Time of occurrence 
(Tables 35-37) 

Of offenses measured by the survey, 
household larceny and motor vehicle 
theft were the two that occurred 
predominantly at night, between the 
hours of6 p.m. and 6 a.m. There was no 
significant difference between the pro­
portions of rapes, personal robberies, 
assaults, and personal larcenies with 
contact that took place during day or 
night. Because the time of occurrence 
was unknown in too many crimes, it 
could not be accurately determined 
whether the main portion of personal 
larcenies without contact and household 
burglaries took place during the daytime 
or nighttime. For instance, the time of 
occurrence was unknown for a fifth of 
household burglaries. For those victimi­
zations for which the general time was 
known, however, personal larcenies 
without contact occurred more frequent­
ly during the daytime, but the propor­
tions of burglaries that took place during 
the day and night did not differ. 

Even though statistical significance was 
Jacking between the proportions of rob­
beries or assaults occurring during the 
day compared with the night, there was 
indication that the more serious forms 
of these crimes took place at night, or 
after 6 p.m. Thus, a greater proportion 
of aggravated assaults than simple as­
saults were concentrated at night, 
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although there was no significant differ­
ence for robbery with injury compared 
with the noninjurious form. Relatively 
more robbery incidents by armed of­
fenders took place at night than did rob­
beries by unarmed offenders, and there 
was marginal indication this was as well 
true for assaults by armed offenders 
contrasted with unarmed ones. 
Stranger-to-stranger crimes of violence 
occurred at night at a rate marginally 
higher than that for nonstranger crimes. 

In addition to data about general time of 
occurrence, information was available 
on the more specific hours of nighttime 
crimes-from 6 p.m. to midnight and 
from midnight to 6 a.m. For personal 
crimes of violence, a larger proportion 
occurred during the earlier period. For 
personal crimes of theft and each of the 
three household offenses; the percent­
ages of crime for which the period of 
night was not known were relativelY 
large; therefore, the actual distributions 
for the two halves of night were not 
ascertainable. 

Place of occurrence 
(Tables 38-41) 

Classification of three of the NCS­
measured property offenses~personal 
larceny without contact, household lar­
ceny, (tnd household burglary-is main­
ly determined by the location at which 
they occur, for reasons detailed in the 
technical notes. In fact, the two types of 
larceny are differentiated from each oth­
er exclusively on that basis, the classifi­
cation being determined by whether the 
larceny occurred either away from a 
residence (personal larceny without con­
tact) or within or near the home (house­
hold larceny). 

During the 1974-77 period, an average 
of 55 percent of personal larcenies 
without contact took place at outdoor lo­
cations away from the victims' homes. 
By far the larger proportion of the other 
form of noncontact larceny, household 
larceny, occurred near victims' 
residences, such as in yards or on 
porches, and the remainder happened 
inside the housing unit.' 

As is true of the two above crimes, 
household burglary and motor vehicle 
theft do not involve victim-offender 
contact. Also by definition, household 
burglaries take place inside permane~t 
or temporary living quarters. For CalI­
fornia residents, 98 percent of house­
hold burglaries occurred at permanent 
residences, as opposed to vacation 
homes, hotels, or motels. In contrast, 
motor vehicle theft ... can take place at 
many different IOl..ations. They were 
most likely to have occurred at outside 
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locations not near victims' homes, such 
as streets or public parking lots, and 
second most likely, at parking spaces 
near victims' homes. 

The direct contact crimes-rape, rob­
bery, assault, and personal larceny with 
contact (purse snatching and pocket 
picking) -are not limited to prescribed 
places of occurrence either. The largest 
proportion of robberies or assaults oc­
curred in the streets, parks, or similar 
outdoor sites, as compared with five 
other types of location. For the remain­
ing crime, personal larceny with contact, 
there was some indication that relatively 
more occurred inside nonresidential 
buildings or in the streets as compared 
with all other locations combined, 
although the proportions that transpired 
at these two chief locations did not differ 
from one another. Too few cases of rape 
were available for statistically meaning­
ful analysis. 

For either robberies or assaults, there 
were no significant differences between 
the locations used by armed or unarmed 
offenders. For instance, approximately 
three-fifths oLarmed or unarmed rob­
beries took place in the streets. 

Number of offenders 
(Table 42) 

As previously indicated, about nine­
tenths of measured incidents of violent 
personal crime were committed against 
lone victims. A majority of violent in­
cidents (66 percent) were carried out by 
lone offenders as well, but differences 
concerning single- versus multiple­
offender counts for robbery and assault 
incidents were evident. Whereas as­
saults were more likely to have been 
committed by offenders acting single­
handedly, ther,;:! was no significant 
difference between the proportions of 
robberies committed by single- versus 
multiple-offender groups. On the whole, 
single-offender violent crimes were 
more likely to have involved non­
strangers than strangers. 

Use of weapons 
(Tables 43-44) 

As indicated earlier, an important issue 
addressed by the survey was whether or 
not offenders bore arms. Overall, 
weapons were used by offenders in 34 
percent of the violent incidents, and the 
frequency of weapons use did not vary 
meaningfully for rapes, robberies, or as­
saults. However, for violent crimes as a 
whole, stranger-to-stranger incidents 
were more likely than nonstranger ones 
to involve weapons. 

Percent of violent incidents 
in which offenders used weapons 
and percent distribution 
of type of weapons, 
"1974-77 average 

All violent crimes 

No weapons used 

One or more weapons used 
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Type unknown 
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Figure 5 

In addition to information about wheth­
er wellpons were used by offenders dur­
ing violent incidents, victims also identi­
fied the type or types present, which 
were categorized into three major 
kinds-firearms, knives, and "other" 
weapons, such as clubs, bottles, or ice 
picks. For robbery incidents as a whole, 
there were no significant differences in 
the distribution of the three weapon 
types. Aggravated assaults were more 
likely to have been committed with 
firearms or knives, although the statisti­
cal difference between the proportions 
for knives and other weapons was only 

. marginally significant. Too few types of 
weapons were recorded for rapes to pro­
vide reliable data. 

Victim self-protection 
(Tables 45-48) 

Victims used self-protective measures in 
a majority of all personal crimes of 
violence. Of the three major violent 
crimes, self-protection was utilized by 
victims relatively least often during per­
sonal robberies. Overall for crimes of 
violence, there was no indication that 
victims were more likely to defend 
themselves when the offender was a 
nonstranger than a stranger. 

Examination of race, sex, and age 
groups for differences in the rates of use 
of self-protective measures in the course 
of crimes of violence disclosed none for 
men compared with women or whites 
compared with blacks, and no statistical­
ly meaningful pattern was associated 

--- . -~~-----..~~-

with the five age groups. There was mar­
ginal indication that whites were more 
likely than blacks to defend themselves 
when victimized by robbery. 

Used at frequency rates that did not 
differ significantly from one another, 
nonviolent resistance (including eva­
sion) and physical force (including use 
of weapon~ other than knives or 
firearms) were the most frequent forms 
of self-protective measures taken by vic­
tims; as means of self-protection, 
firearms and knives were used least 
often by victims. While the type of self­
protective measure applied did not vary 
significantly With victim race, men in­
voked physical force proportionally 
more often than women, who were 
more likely than men to try to get help 
or frighten away the offender. 

Physical injury to victims 
(Tables 49-53) 

Victims sustained physical injury in 3 
out of 10 personal robbery and assault 
victimizations. (Whether the crime was 
completed or not, all rape victims were 
classified by the NCS as injured.) 
Although there were no significant 
differences between the proportions of 
injury-producing robberies or assaults 
incurred by men compared with women 
or by blacks contrasted with whites and 
few variations by age of victim, there 
were meaningful dissimilarities based on 
victim-offender relationship and annual 
family income. A higher proportion of 
nonstranger than stranger-to-stranger 
assaults were attended by victim injury, 
and there was marginal indication this 
was true for robbery as well. Also, 
members of families with annual in­
comes of less than $3,000 were more 
likely than those in any other income 
group to sustain physical injury. Appear­
ances to the contrary, however, this 
finding did not hold statistically for rob­
bery as it affected the two highest in­
come groups. 

In some 5 percent of violent crimes, vic­
tims had medical expenses. Whether 
the offenses were sustained by whites or 
blacks, or involved strangers or non­
strangers, this proportion did not vary 
significantly. Of the victimizations that 
led to medical costs, there was some 
suggestion that more fell into the 
$50-$249 range as compared with the 
less-than-$50 category, but the count in 
the highest dollar category ($250 or 
more) did not differ significantly from 
the counts for these two lower ones. 

Roughly 7 out of every 10 victims who 
were injured had some type of health in­
surance coverage or were eligible for 
public medical services. There was not a 

statistical difference between the pro­
portions of white or black injured vic­
tims who were insured and only a few 
marginal differences between the 
number of people within the five annual 
family income groups who carried medi­
cal insurance. 

As an outcome of about 7 percent of all 
violent offenses, the victims received 
hospital attention in the form of either 
emergency room treatment or overnight 
care. There were no differences accord­
ing to sex or victim-offender relation­
ship between the proportions of victims 
hospitalized. Whereas nondiffering pro­
portions of victimized whites and blacks 
received hospital care, there was margi­
nal indication that victims of other races 
were hospitalized relatively less fre­
quently than whites, and they clearly re­
quired hospital care proportionally less 
often than did blacks. 

Economic losses 
(Tables 54-59) 

As measured by theft and/or property 
damage, many of the NCS offenses sus­
tained by individuals or' households 
from 1974 through 1977 resulted in 
economic losses. As examples, 76 out of 
100 personal crimes and 90 out of 100 
households offenses involved such 
losses. The only two personal or house­
hold crimes for which economic losses 
did not exceed half of the cases and 
were in fact substantially under that pro­
portion were rape and assault. On the 
other hand, damage and theft losses 
were sustained in 65 percent of personal 
robberies and 96 percent of personallar­
cenies. In the larger share of five of the 
measured crimes, economic losses 
originated from theft rather than proper­
ty damage; this was the case for robbery, 
personal larceny, burglary, residential 
larceny, and motor vehicle theft. There 
was no difference between the propor­
tions of rapes involving theft as opposed 
to damage losses, and by definition 
there are no theft losses associated with 
assault. 

Economic losses of more than $50 
resulted from about 32 percent of all 
personal crimes and 40 percent of all 
household crimes. A large proportion of 
motor vehicle theft losses, of course, 
were in the high~st range-some 64 per­
cent resulting in losses of $250 or more. 
In addition, about 43 percent of 
forcible-entry burglaries, compared with 
only 21 percent pf unlawful entries 
without force, produced theft and/or 
damage losses of $250 or more. Blacks 
sustained relatively higher economic 
losses than whites from personal as well 
as household crimes (i.e., relatively 
more losses valued at $50 or more). 

In addition to being a costly crime, mo­
tor vehicle theft was the one most likely 
to be followed by a complete recovery of 
theft loss, full recovery having been at­
tained in some 6 out of 10 cases. In con­
trast, for the majority of personal or 
household crimes there was no loss 
recovery. A comparison of personal or 
household crimes for which there was 
no recovery of theft losses revealed no 
significant differences between such 
values for whites, blacks, or members of 
other races. 

Losses were replaced by insurance in 
about 3 out of 10 of the personal crimes 
involving theft and in a proportion of 
household crimes that was not signifi­
cantly different. Economic losses sus­
tained as a result of burglary were most 
likely of the household crimes to have 
been recovered solely through in­
surance, and motor vehicle theft losses 
were least likely of the three household 
crimes to have compensation originate 
only through insurance, presumably be­
cause many stolen vehicles. were re­
turned to their owners. Together with 
motor vehicle theft losses, those from 
household larceny were more likely to 
have been recovered by methods not in­
volving insurance compensation than 
through insurance compensation only. 

Worktime lost 
(Tables 60-61) 

Worktime lost by the victim or another 
household member occurred as a result 
of relatively few personal or household 
victimizations-only about 1 in 20. As 
one consequence of the three personal 
crimes of violence considered as a 
group, work time was lost in about lout 
of 10 crimes. For specific crimes, how­
ever, the proportions ranged from 20 
percent of robberies with injury to about 
6 percent of simple assaults. With 
respect to worktime losses because of 
household crimes, the proportions 
ranged upward to 28 percent of complet­
ed motor vehicle thefts. In fact, of the 
major how':ehold crimes, motor vehicle 
theft was most apt to result in absence 
from work, and such an outcome was 
least likely in cases of household lar­
ceny. 

For those personal or household crimes 
that resulted in work absence for victims 
or other household members, approxi­
mately half were of 1 day or more dura­
tion. For violent crimes as a whole, 
however, 72 percent resulted in a day or 
more loss, whereas for personal crimes 
of theft the larger share realized losses 
of less than a day; 
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Reporting crimes 
to the police 

The police reporting rate for violent per­
sonal crime (44 percent) was higher 
than that for household crime (35 per­
cent), and both rates exceeded that for 
personal crimes of theft (23 percent). 
Although there were a limited number 
of significantly different reporting rates 
for the various demographic groups 
under study, perhaps most notably for 
young persons age 12-19 (who were 
least likely of the five age groups to 
report crimes of violence or theft), rates 
of reporting appeared to be more firmly 
associated with the seriousness of the 
crime. Th'us, robbery with injury was 
reported relatively more often than rob­
bery without injury, as was aggravated 
assault as compared with the simple 
form. Similar patterns were .npparent for 
the most serious types of each of the 
three household crimes as compared 
with the less serious forms. Finally, for 
household crimes, the proportion that 
came to police attention rose with the 
value of the property taken. 

Persons who were victimized by per­
sonal crimes during the period under 
study but f?:Jed to report the offenses 
most often cited as a reason that nothing 
could be done, and, in a marginally 
smaller number, that the crime was not 
important enough to warrant police 
attention. For household crimes, vic­
tims also most frequen.tly justified non­
reporting to the police by stating that 
nothing couid be done and that the 
crime was not important enough. 

Rates of reporting 
(Tables 62-70) 

On average during the 1974-77 period, 
about 3 out of 10 personal cr;mes occur­
ring to California residents were made 
known to the police. This relatively low 
ratio mainly originated from a low 
reporting rate for personal larcenies (23 
percent), as compared with that for 
crimes of violence (44 percent). There 
was· no difference between proportions 
of the two kinds of personal theft crimes 
reported to the police or among the per­
cents reported for the three major 
violent crimes. However, the more seri­
ous forms of personal robbery and as­
sault, robbery with injury and aggravat­
ed assault, were reported at rates that 
exceeded those for the less serious 
forms, robbery without injury and sim­
ple assault. 
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The overall proportion of household 
crimes reported to the police also was di­
minished by the reporting rate for lar­
ceny, only 22 percent of which were re­
ported to the ·police, the lowest percent­
age of the three household crimes. Oth­
erwise, about half of all household bur­
glaries came to police attention, as did 
some two-thirds of motor vehicle thefts, 
which were understandably the most 
likely of the '1ousehold offenses to have 
been communicated to law enforcement 
authorities. As wa~ true for robbery and 
assault, the more serious forms of each 
of the three household crimes were re­
ported relatively more often than the 
less serious ones. Thq,t is, forcible-entry 
burglaries were reported at a higher rate 
than either attempted forcible entries or 
entries without force, larcenies valued at 
$50 or more were reported proportional­
ly more than those of lesser amounts or 
attempts, and police were notified of 
completed motor vehicle thefts at a 
higher rate than attempts at that crime. 

Also clear-cut was a relationship 
between the value of the stolen proper­
ty, including cash, and the proportion of 
crimes reported. For household crimes 
considered as a whole, the proportion 
that came to police attention rose with 
the value of the property taken, from a 
low of 9 percent for losses of less than 
$10 to a high of 82 percent of household 
victimizations for which property andlor 
cash losses were valued at $250 or more. 

Examination of police reporting rates for 
personal crimes based on victim sex or 
age revealed women were more likely 
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1974-77 average 
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than men to report robberies, but re­
porting rates for the sexes associated 
with assault were not substantially dif­
ferent. In regard to victim age, it was 
clear that young persons age 12-19 were 
least likely of the five age groups to re­
port crimes of violence or of theft. 
Violent or theft crime reporting rates for 
the elderly (age 65 and over) did not 
differ significantly from those for other 
adult age categories. 

The comparative proportions of crimes 
made known to the police by white~, 
blacks, and members of other races, as 
well as by Hispank~ contrasted with 
non-Hispanics, did not differ statistical­
ly. For crimes of violence or of theft as a 
whole, as well as for robbery or assault 
considered separately, there were no 
meaningful reporting rate differences for 
either of the three racial or two ethnic 
groups. In regard to the reporting rates 
for the three crimes within the house­
hold sector, the same lack of findings in 
relation to the racial groups generally 
prevailed .. 

Reporting rates for persons who owned 
or were purchasing their dwellings com­
pared with those who rented revealed 
few dissimilarities. Thus, while rates at 
which police were notified of the three 
major household crimes by these two 
groups did not differ statistically, 
homeowners did report a significantly 
larger proportion of forcible entries than 
renters. 

On the other hand, analysis of the 
household crime reporting rates for the 
various income groups revealed no sig­
nificant differences in the percentages of 
burglaries, larcenies, or motor vehicle 
thefts that were reported. 

Reasons for not reporting 
(Table 71) 

Crime victims who did not notify the 
police of their victimizations were asked 
why they did not report them. The most 
commonly cited reason for not reporting 
personal crimes was the victim's belief 
that nothing could be done, and the 
second most recurrent (although only a 
marginally smaller count than the first) 
was the victim's conclusion that the 
crime was not important enough to war­
rant police attention. The least frequent· 
Iy cited reason for not reporting was fear 
of reprisal, and the second-least men­
tioned was reporting inconvenience. 

For the household sector, victims most 
often cited the beliefs that nothing could 
be done and that the crime was not im­
portant enough, but not in proportions 
that differed significantly; least often 
mentioned was fear of reprisal. 
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Appendix I 

Survey data tables 

The 71 statistical data tables in this ap­
pendix contain results of the National 
Crime Survey for calendar years 
1974-77 for residents of California. The 
tables are grouped along topical lines, 
generally paralleling the sequence of dis­
cussion in the "Selected Findings." All 
statistical data generated by the survey 
are estimates that vary in their degree of 
reliability and are subject to variance or 
sampling error, stemming from the fact 
that they were derived from surveys 
rather than complete enumerations. 
Constraints on interpretation and other 
uses of the data, as well as guidelines for 
determining their reliability, are set 
forth in Appendix III. As a general rule, 
however, estimates based on zero or 
about 10 or fewer sample cases have 
been considered unreliable. Such esti­
mates, qualified by footnotes to the data 
tables, were not used for analytical pur­
poses in this report. A minimum esti­
mate of 13,000, as well as rates or per­
centages based on such a figure, was 
considered reliable. 

Victimization rate tables 2 through 18 
parenthetically display the average size 
of each group for which a rate was com­
puted. As with the rates, these control 
figures are estimates, reflecting estima­
tion adjustments based on independent 
population estimates. All population 
victimization, and incident estimate~ 
provided on the data tables are 4-year 
averages except those on Table 1, which 
are for 1977 only, and those on Tables 2 
and 62, which are for each of the 4 years 
individually. 

SUbject matters covered by the data 
tables are described in the paragraphs 
below. The list that follows each main 
subheading shows the number and title 
of each data table and the page on which 
it appears. 

General (1977 and 1974-77 
average and by year) : 
(Tables 1 and 2) 

Table I displays the number and percent 
distribution of victimizations, whereas 
Table 2 shows rates of victimization for 
1974 through 1977 as well as the 4-year 
average. Each table covers all measured 
crimes, broken out to the maximum ex­
tent possible insofar as the forms, or 
subcategories, of each offense are con­
cerned. 

Personal and household crimes 

Numher and percent distribution 
of Victimizations, 1977-

• 

I. By seclOr and type 0/crime.13 
Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
1974-77 average and by year-

2. By type o/crime. 14 

Victim characteristics 
(1974-77 average) 
(Tables 3-18) 

These contain victimization rate figures 
for crimes against persons (3-1 I) and 
households (12-18). 
Personal crimes 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over-
3. By type o/crime and sex qll'ictims. 15 
4. By type o/crime and alie qll'ictims. 15 
5. By type qlcrime and race qll'iclims.16 
6. By lype o/crime and sex and race 

q{I'iclims.16 
7. By type q{crime and etllllieity 

q{I'ietims.17 
8. By type qlcrime and marilal stallIs 

q{ victims. 17 
9. By lype q{crime and annlla!family income 

q{i'iclims.18 

Victimization rates for persons age 25 and over-
10. By lel'e! q{edllcarional auainment 

and I)'pe q{crime, 18 

Victimization rates for persons 
age 16 and over-
II. By partieipalion in the eMlianlabor 

,/orce. employmelll SlaIllS, and type 0/ 
crime. 19 

Household crimes 

Victimization rates, by type of crime-
12. Andraceq{headq{hollsehold.19 
13. And erllllicil)' q{head q{hollsellOld. 20 
14. And alie q{head qt!lOlIsehold. 20 
15. And anl1lra/.fomily income. 21 -
16. .A nd nllmber q{persons in hOllsehold. 21 
17. Form qllel1ltre. and race q{head 0/hollsehold,22 
18. And nllmber q{ /IIlits in stl'llClllre 

occllpied by hOllsehold. 22 

Offender characteristics 
in personal crimes of violence 
(1974-77 average) 
(Tables 19--31) 

Five tables (19-23) relate to victim­
offender relationships; the first of these 
is a rate table, whereas the others are 
percentage distribution tables reflecting 
victim characteristics for stranger-to­
stranger violent crimes. Of the remain­
ing tables (24-31), six present demo­
graphic information on offenders; a 
basic distinction is made in these eight 
tables between single- and muItinle-
offender victimizations. • 

Personal crimes of violence 

Number of victimizations and victimization 
rates for persons age 12 and over-

19. By I)'pe of crime and l'ielim-qI,Tender 
relationship. 23 

Percent of victimizations involving strangers-
20. Byalie qll'ictimsand lype o/crime. 23 
21. By sex al/{I race ofl'ictims and type 

qlcrimf!. 24 
22. By marital statlls o/I'ictil1ls and I)'pe 

qlcrime.24 
23. By annllal/amily income o/victims 

and type qlcrime. 2S 

Percent distribution of single-offender 
victimizations-
24. By type ql crime and perceil'ed sex 

ql ql,lender. 25 
25. By type q{ crime and perceil'ed alie 

ql ql,lender. 26 
26. By type qlcrime and perce/l'ed race 

qlq[jender.26 
27. By alie qll'iclims and perceil'ed alie 

ql ql,Tender. 27 

Percent distribution of multiple-offender 
victimizations- , 
28. By type q{crim(. and perceilwl sex 

ofq[j'enders.27 
29. By type qlcrime and perceil'ed alie 

ql ql,l'enders. 28 
30. By type ql crime and perceil'ed race 

ql q[/enders. 28 
31. By alie qlvictims and perceil'ed alie 

o.l'o.[jenders, 29 

Crime characteristics 
(1974-77 average) 
(Tables 32-61) 

The first of these tables illustrates the 
distinction between victimizations and 
incidents, as the terms relate to crimes 
against persons. Tab!e 33 displays data 
on the number of victims per incident, 
whereas 34 gives incident levels for per­
sonal crimes of violence broken out by 
victim-offender relationship. Topical 
areas covered by the remaining tables 
include time of occurrence (35-37); 
place of occurrence (38-41); number of 
offenders (42); use of weapons (43-44); 
victim self-protection (45-48); physical 
injury to victims (49-53); economic 
losses (54-59); and time lost from work 
(60-61). As applicable, the tables cover 
crimes against persons or households. 
When the data were compatible in terms 
of subject matter and variable categor­
ies, both sectors were included on a 
table. 

Personal crimes 

Number ofincidenls and rutio of incidents 
to victimizations-
32. By lype o/crime, 29 

Personal crimes of violence 

Percent distribution of incidents-
33. By viclim-q(lender relationship. I)'pe q{crime. 

and I1Ilmber qll'ictims. 30 

Number and percent distribution 
of incidents-
34. By f)'pe o/crime 

,m.i victim-offender relationship, 30 

Personal and household crimes 

Percent distribution of incidents-
35. By type a/crime and lime 

0/ occurrence. 31 
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Personal robbery and assault by armed or 
unarmed offenders 

Percenl distribution of incidents-
36. By type q/'crime a/1(/ q{/ender 

al/(/time %ccllrrence. 31 

Personal crimes of violence 

Percent distribution of incidents-
37. By viet/m·o/Jender r,,/ationship. type a/crime. 

and time %ccllrrence. 32 

Selected personal and household crimes 

Percent distribution of incidents-
38. By type 0/ crime and place qf occllrrence. 32 

Personal robbery and assault by armed or 
unarmed offenders. 

Percent distribution of incidents-
39. By type of crime and ollender and place 

qf ocmrrence. 33 

Larcenies not involving victim-offender 
contact 

Percent distribution of incidenls-
40. By type q/,crime and place%ccllrrence. 33 

. 41. By type q/'crime. place q/'occllrrence. 
a/1(/I'allle qf theft loss. 34 

Personal crime!' of violence 

Percent distribution of incidents-
42. By I·ictim·o/Jender relalionship. type qf crime. 

and nllmber o./,of/enders. 34 

Percent of incidents in which offenders used 
weapons-

43. By type 0/ crime and victim·q{fender 
relationship. 35 

Percent distribution of types of weapons used in in· 
cidents by armed offenders-
44. By type a/crime and type a/weapon. 35 

Percent of victimizations in which victims took 
self·protective measures-
45. By type qfcrime and victim·o//ender 

relationship. 36 
46. By characteristics' of I'ictims 

and type a/crime. 36 

Percent distribution of self· protective measures em· 
ployed by victims-
47. By type qf meaSllre and type 0/ crime. 37 
48. By selected characteristics qfl·ictims. 37 

Personal robbery and assault 

Percent of victimizations in which victims sustained 
physical injury-
49. By selected characteristics qfl'ictims 

ana type q/'crime. 38 

Personal crimes of violence 

Percent of victimizations in which victims incurred 
medical expenses-
50. By selected characteristics o/I'ictims 

and type a/crime. 38 

Percent distribution of victimizations in which vic· 
tims incurred medical expenses-
51. By type qfcrime and amollnt qfexpellses. 39 

Percenl of victimizations in which injured victims 
had health insurance coverage or were eligible for 
public medical services-
52. By selected characteristics o/I·iclims. 39 

Percent of victimizations in which victims received 
hospital care-
53. By selected characteristics a/victims. 40 

Personal and household crimes 

Percent of victimizations resulting in economic 
loss- . 
54. By type a/crime and type a/loss. 40 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in 
economic loss-
55. By race q/' I·ictims. type a/crime. 

and vallie a/loss. 41 
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Selected personal crimes 

Percent distribution ofvictimization~ resulling in 
theft 105s-
56. By race o/I·ictims. type a/crime. 

and I'aille a/loss. 42 

Personal and household crimes 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in 
theft loss-
57. By race q/'I·ictims. type q/'crime. 

and proportion q/,Ioss recOl'ered. 42 

Percenl distribution ofviclimizations in which theft 
losses were recovered-
58. By type a/crime (Illd method 

o/recol'ery o.f/oss. 43 

Household crimes 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in 
theft loss-
59. By vallie a/loss alld type q/,crime. 43 

Personal and household crimes 

Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
from work-
60. By type q/'crime. 44 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in 
loss of time from work-
61. By type qf crime and nllmber 

q/' days lost. 44 

Reporting crimes to the police 
(1974-77 average) 
(Tables 62-71) 

Information is displayed on the extent 
of reporting and on reasons for failure to 
report. The first table in this series pro­
vides police reporting rates for 1974 
through 1977 and the averaged 4-year 
rate. All other tables depict averaged 
data only. Certain tables display data on 
both the household and personal sec­
tors. 
Personal and household crimes 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police-
62. By type a/crime. 45 

Personal crimes 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police-
63. By type a/crime and sex a/Victim. 45 
64. By type a/crime and race qfl·ictims. 46 
65~ By type a/crime and etllllicity qfl'iclims. ~6 
66. By type qf crime and aKe qfl·ictims. 47 

Household crimes 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police-
67. By type a/crime and race 

a/head q/, hOllsehold. 47 
68. By type a/crime and/orm qftenllre. 48 
69. By type a/crime and annllal 

/amily income. 48 
70. By vallie a/loss and type 

a/crime. 49 
PersQllal and household crimes 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting vic· 
timizations 10 the police·-
71. By type a/crime. 49 
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Table 1. Personal and household crimes, 1977: 

Number and percent distribution of victimizations, 
by sector and type of crime 

Percent of 
crimes Percent of 

Sector and type of crime Number within sector all crimes 

All crimes 6,359,800 100.0 

Personal sector 3,437,900 100.0 54.1 
Cri.mes of violence 992,800 28.9 15.6 

Rape 22,400 0.7 0.4 
Completed rape '11,500 0.3 0.2 
Attempted rape '10,900 0 • .3 0.2 

Robbery 163,900 4.8 2.6 
Robbery wlth injury 64,700 1.9 1.0 

From serious assault 37,000 1.1 0.6 
From minor assault 27,700 0.8 0.4 

Robbery without injury 99,200 2.9 1.6 
Assault 806,500 23.5 12.7 

Aggravated assault 281,300 8.2 4.4 
With injury 63,500 1.8 1.0 
Atte.mpted assault wlth weapon 217,800 6.3 3.4 

Simple assault !!25,300 15.3 8.3 
With injury 141,800 4.1 2.2 
Attempted assault without weapon 383,500 11.2 6.0 

Crimes of theft 2,445,100 71.1 38.5 
Personal larceny with contact 69,500 2.0 1.1 

Purse snatching 21,'100 0.6 0.3 
Completed purse snatchi"ll '8,100 0.2 0.1 
Attempted purse snatching 13,300 0.4 0.2 

Pocket picking 48,000 1.4 0.8 
Personal larceny without contact 2,375,600 69.1 37.4 

Total population ag'e 12 and over 17,902,500 

Household sector 2,921,900 100.0 45.9 
Burglary. 1,062,000 36.4 16.7 

Forcible entry 377,100 12.9 5.9 
Unlawful entry without force 426,300 101.6 6.7 
Attempted forcible entry 258,700 8.9 4.1 

Household larceny 1,645,300 56.3 25.9 
Les s than $50 984.700 33.7 15.5 
$50 or more 472,300 16.2 7.4 
Amount not available 6.9,100 2.4 1.1 
Attempted larceny 119,200 4.1 1.9 

Motor vehicle theft 214,600 7.3 3.4 
Completed theft 126,300 4.3 2.0 
Attempted theft 88,300 3.0 1.4 

Total number of households 8,227,800 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Percent distribution based on unrounded figures. 
• •• Represents not applic3ble. 
'Estimate, baseo on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 2. P~Jrsonal and household crimes, 
1974-77 average and by 'year: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime 

1974-77 
Type of crime average 1974 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence 52,7 49.1 

Rape 1.2 1.6 
Robbery 10.2 11.1 

Robbery with injury 3.8 4.0 
From serious assault 1.9 1.8 
From minor assault 1.9 2.2 

Robbery without injury 6.4 7.2 
Assault 41.2 36.3 

Aggravated assault 15.7 15.2 
With injury 4.9 4.7 
Attempted assault with weapon 10.8 10.6 

Simple assault 25.5 21.0 
With injury 6.8 6.0 
Attempted assault without weapon 18.7 15.0 

Crimes of theft 134.6 133.3 
Personal larceny with contact 4.1 4.2 

Purse snatching 1.2 1.4 
Pocket picking 2.9 2.8 

Personal larceny without contact 130.5 129.1 

Total population age 12 and over 17,226,400 16,639,700 

Household sector 
Burglary 125.8 127.2 

Forcible entrj' 42.3 41.1 
Unlawful entry without force 53.3 59.3 
Att,.mpted forcible entry 30.2 26.8 

Household larceny 203.0 230.1 
Less than $50 128.4 134.5 
$50 or more 54.8 50.2 
Amount not available 5.9 4.5 
Attempted larceny 13.9 14.0 

Motor vehicle theft 25.4 24.2 
Completed theft 15.6 16.1 
Attempted thelt 9.8 8.1 

Total number of households 7,886,000 7,589,500 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
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1975 1976 

50.5 55.5 
1.3 0.7 
9.8 11.0 
3.5 4.1 
2.0 1.9 
1.6 2.2 
6.3 6.9 

39.4 43.8 
14.6 17.3 
5.3 6.2 
9.3 11.1 

24.8 26.5 
7.0 6.3 

17.7 20.2 
134.0 134.2 

4.0 4.2 
1.2 1.0 
2.8 3.2 

130.0 130.0 

16,991,200 17,372,100 

123.3 123.6 
43.7 38.3 
49.2 53.3 
30.4 32.0 

J93.8 215.0 
122.8 137.0 
53.7 57.6 
6.4 4.3 

10.9 16.2 
24.9 26.2 
15.0 15.8 
9.9 10.4 

7,807,800 7,919,100 

1977 

55.5 
1.3 
9.2 
3.6 
2.1 
1.6 
5.5 

45.1 
15.7 

3.6 
12.2 
29.3 
7.9 

21.4 
136.6 

3.9 
1.2 
2.7 

132.7 

17,902,500 

129.1 
45.8 
51.8 
31.4 

200.0 
119.7 
57.4 
8.4 

14.5 
26.1 
15.3 
10.7 

8,227,800 
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Table 3. Personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and sex of victJms 

(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and 'Over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 

,Attempted assault witho'lt weapon 
Crimes of theft 

Personal larceny with contact 
Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Male 
(8,234,800) 

68.7 
( 'Z) 

'0.0 
( 'Z) 

14.2 
5.0 
2.8 
2.1 
9.2 

54.5 
23.7 
7.5 

16.3 
30.8 
7.9 

,22.9 
150.1 

3.7 
( 'Z) 
3.7 

146.3 

• 

Female 
(8,991,600) 

38.0 
2.3 
0.9 
1.5 
6.7 
2.7 
1.1 
1.6 
3.9 

29.0 
8.4 
2.6 
5.8 

20.6 
5.8 

14.8 
120.3 

4.4 
2.2 
2.1 

116.0 

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

Z Represents I~ss than 0.05. 
'Estimate, bllSed on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 4. Personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates for persons age 1 2 and over, 
by type of crime and age of victims 

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

12-15 16-19 20-24 25-34 35-49 
Type of crime 0,'565,700) (1,586,000) (1 ,993,800) (3,490,400) (3,501,600) 

Crimes of violence 95.4 104.2 95.3 60.1 30.5 
Rape '1.6 2.3 3.1 1.5 '0.6 
Robbery 20.0 18.7 17.1 8.6 6.3 

Robbery with injury 4.4 7.6 7.0 2.9 2.7 
From serious assault '1.8 3.5 4.1 1.3 1.4 
From minor assault 2.6 4.1 2.9 1.6 1.3 

Robbery without injury 15.6 11.1 10.1 5.7 3.7 
Assault 73.8 83.1 75.2 49.9 23.6 

Aggravated assault 23.0 33.2 31.9 19.4 9.1 
With injury 9.6 9.7 10.1 5.6 3.0 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 13.4 23.5 21.8 13.8 6.0 
Simple assault 50.8. 50.0 43.3 30.S 14.6 

With injury 18.1 14.8 12.5 6.3 3.4 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 32.7 35.2 30.8 24.1 11.2 
Crimes of theft 214.5 212.5 209.5 156.9 108.3 

Personal larceny with contact 3.6 4.8 5.8 3.1 3.7 
Purse snatching '0.4 '1.4 '1.1 '0.9 1.2 
Pocket picking 3.3 3.4 4.8 2.2 2.5 

Personal larceny without contact 210.9 207.7 203.7 153.8 104.6 

50-64 
(3,082,800) 

19.4 
'0.3 
7.0 
2.6 
1.6 

'0.9 
4.4 

12.2 
4.7 

'0.9 

3.8 
7.5 
1.7 

5.8 
73.2 
3.3 

'1.1 
2.2 

69.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown beclluse of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to popUlation in the group. 
'Estimate. based on "bout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 

65 and over 
(2,006,100) 

13.1 
' 0.3 
3.8 
2.4 

'1.1 
'1.3 
'1.3 
9.0 
2.4' 

'0.7 

1.7 
6.6 

'0.9 

5.7 
37.2 
5.6 
2.6 
3.0 

31.7 

, 
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Table 5. Personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and race of victims 

(Ra,e per 1. 000 population age 12 and over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

White 
(15. 004.300) 

53.0 
1.2 
9.9 
3.7 
1.9 
1.8 
6.2 

1.1.9 
15.6 
4.9 

10.7 
26.3 
6.9 

19.4 
136.9 

3.7 
1.2 
2.6 

133 .• 1 

Black 
(! .443 .600) 

61.0 
'1.7 
16.6 
6.4 
3.3 
3.1 

10.2 
42.6 
20.6 
6.4 

14.2 
22.1 
7.6 

14.5 
132.9 

7.6 
'I. 7 
5.9 

125.3 

Other 
(778.500) 

31.0 
'0.0 
5.0 
'1.4 
'0.5 
'0.9 
'3.6 
25.9 
9.6 

'2.4 
7.2 

16.3 
4.3 

12.1 
92.8 
'3.6 
'0.4 
'3.2 
89.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. "~umbers In parentheses refer to population in 
the group. 

lEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample case~, is statistically unreliabl~. 

Table 6. Personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and sex and race of victims 

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

Male 
White Black 

Type of crime (7,178, 000) (666,300) 

Crimes of violence 70.4 68.5 
Rape ('Z) '0.0 
Robbery 13.7 23.8 

Robbery with injury 4.8 9.1 
Robbe.'Y without injury 8.9 14.8 

Assault 56.6 44.7 
Aggravated assault 24.2 23.5 
Simple assault 32.5 21.1 

Crimes of theft 152.5 153.1 
Personal larceny with contact 3.2 9.1 
Personal larceny without contact 149.3 143.9 

Female 
Other White Black Other 

(390,500) (7,826.300) (777,400) (387.,90U) 

39.0 37.1 54.5 23.0 
'0.0 2.3 '3.2 '0.0 
'5.6 6.4 10.4 '4.5 
'La 2.6 '4.1 '1.8 
'4.6 3.8 6.3 '2.6 
33.4 28.3 40.9 18.5 
16.5 7.7 18.1 '2.7 
16.9 20.6 22.9 15.8 

1(l0.5 122.6 115.6 85.1 
'3.9 4.2 ~.3 '3.3 
96.6 118.3 109.3 81.8 

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

Z Represents less than 0.05. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 7. Personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and ethnlclty of victims 

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From' serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Hispanic . 
(2,409, 000) 

47.8 
'0.8 
9.6 
4.5 
2.2 
2.3 
5.1 

37.4 
15.0 
5.6 
9.3 

22.4 
7.4 

15.0 
111.4 

4.8 
1.6 
3.2 

106.5 

Non-Hispanic 
(14,817.300) 

53.5 
1.3 

10.3 
3.7 
1.9 
1.8 
6.7 

41.8 
15.9 
4.8 

11.0 
26.0 

6.7 
19.2 

138.3 
3.9 
1.1 
2.8 

134.4 

NOTE: !Jetall may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in par.entheses refer to population 
In the group. 

'Estimate. based on ~bout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 8. Personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type or crime and marital status of victims 

(Rate per 1.000 population age 12 and over) 

Never 
married Married Type of crime (5.068.500) (9.590.200) 

Crimes of violence 92.9 30.5 Rape 1.8 0.5 RObbery 19.1 4.7 Robbery with injury 6.1 1.8 
From serious assault 2.7 0.8 
From minor assault 3.4 1.0 

Robbery without injury 13.0 2.9 Assault 
Aggravated assault 

72.0 25.3 
26.0 10.5 

With injury 8.8 2.3 
Attempted assault with weapon 17.2 8.1 

Simple assault 46.1 14.8 
With injury 14.5 2.3 
Attempted assault without weapon 31.5 12.5 Crimes of theft 207.6 100.4 

Personal larceny ·with contact 6.1 2.2 
Purse snatching 1.2 0.7 
Pocket picking 4.9 1.6 

Personal larceny without contact 201.5 98.2 

Divorced and 
Widowed separated 

(! • 064.400) (! .460. 000) 

22.8 81.4 
'0.9 4.2 
7.6 18.1 
3.9 8.8 

'2.1 6.3 
'1.8 2.4 
3.7 9.4 

14.3 59.1 
6.0 21.8 
3.3 9.9 

'2.7 11.9 
8.3 37.3 

'2.7 12.8 
5.6 24.5 

50.9 166.5 
7.4 6.6 
4.1 2.6 
3.4 4.0 

43.4 160.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in 
1 • (he group; excludes data on persons whose marital status was not ascertained. 
Estimate. based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 9. Personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and annual family Income 
of victims 

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

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

'I 
i 

{ f 

,! 
Less than $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14.,999 $15.000-$24.999 $25.000 or more 

\ 
! 

Type of crime (949.600) (3.446.800) (I • 685.300) (3.790.500) (4.200.400) (1.862.600) 

Crimes of violence 102.5 60.3 59.5 44.8 47.1 41.0 
Rape 4.7 2.0 '1.5 '0.5 '0.7 '0.7 
Ro.bbery 26.1 12.7 12.0 7.2 8.4 5.5 

Robbery with injury 14.0 4.4 3.5 2.9 3.2 '1.0 
From serious assault 7.7 3.0 '1.5 1.4 1.4 '0.2 
From minor assault 6.3 1.5 2.0 1.4 1.8 '0.8 

Robbery without inury 12.1 8.3 8.5 4.3 5.2 4.5 
Assault 71.7 45.5 45.9 37.1 38.0 34.9 

Aggravated assault 32.6 17.5 17.7 14.7 12.4 1:1.8 
With injury 16.1 5.1 5.3 4.3 :?B 3.9 
Attempted assault with weapon 16.5 12.4 12.4 10.4 9.6 9.9 

Simple assault 39.1 28.0 28.2 22.4 25.7 21.1 
With injury 15.5 7.-t) 7.1 6.1 6.1 4.7 
Attempted assault without weapon 23.6 20 .. k 21.0 16.3 19.6 16.4 

Crimes of theft 138.3 120.5 136.2 131.5 142.2 160.5 
Personal larceny with coniact 12.7 4.9 5.0 2.4 2.7 2.4 

Purse snatching 4.3 1.7 2.3 '0.7 '0.4 '0.3 
Pocket picking 8.5 3.2 2.8 1.7 2.3 2.1 

Personal larceny without contact 125.6 115.6 131.2 129.1 139.5 158.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population In the group; excludes data on persons 
whose income level was not ascertained. 

'Estimate. based on about 10 or fewer sample cases. is statistically unreliable. 

Table 10. Personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates for persons agl!! 25 and over, 
by level of educational attainment and type of crime 

(Rat2 per 1.000 popUlation age 25 and over) 

P.ersonal Larceny 
Robber:! Assault Crimes 

Crimes of With Without of With Without 
Educational attainment violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple theft contact contact 

Elementary school 
0-4 years (572.000) 21.0 '0.0 11.0 6.0 '5.0 10.0 '4.2 5.8 48.9 '4.8 44.1 
5-7 years (60s .300) 30.8 '0.5 9.0 '5.2 '3 • .8 21.4 10.0 11.3 52.4 7.4 45.0 
8 years (688.000) 18.8 '0.5 6.5 '2.2 '4.3 11.9 '4.6 7.3 63.2 5.8 57.5 

High school 
'1.1 28.7 13.4 87.4 4.6 82.8 1-3 years (I .467.700) 36.9 7.1 3.0 4.1 15.3 

4 years (4.019.200) 26.9 '0.7 5.3 2.3 3.0 20.9 8.4 12.5 95.0 3.5 91.5 
College 

1-3 years (2.533.600) 45.5 1.4 8.6 2.4 6.2 35.5 13.4 22.1 123.2 3.2 120.0 
4 years (2.181.100) 37.0 '0.1 5.3 2.0 3.3 31.6 9.2 22.5 138.1 2.3 135.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add t~ total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons 
age 25 and over whose level of education was not ascertained. 

'Estimate. based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases. is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 11. Personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Vletimlzation rates for persons age 16 and over, 
by participation In the civilian labor force, 
employment status, and type of crime 

(Rate per 1.000 popUlation uge 16 and over) 

Labor force participation and Crimes of 
employment status violence Rape Total 

Labor force participants 
50.5 0.8 9.1 Employed (9.063.500) 

110.2 '5.1 27.8 Unemployed (614.800) 

Labor force nonparticipants 
20.6 1.4 4.6 Keeping house (3.294.000) 

I n school (687.700) 72.6 '1.8 12.4 
Unable to work (322.200) 55.0 '0.0 18.7 
Retired (!, 009.800) 11.2 '0.0 4.0 
Other (505.800) 57.8 '2.4 13.3 

Robber:! 
With 
Injury 

3.0 
13.3 

2.3 
5.2 

'7.9 
'2.8 
'6.3 

Assault 
Without Crimes 
injury Total Aggravated Simple of theft 

6.0 40.7 15.8 25.0 144.9 
14.5 77.3 33.6 43.7 203.2 

2.3 14.7 6.3 8.4 77.6 
7.2 58.4 24.3 34.1 198.7 

10.9 36.2 20.0 16.2 62.0 
'1.2 7.2 '3.0 4.3 42.2 
7.0 42.1 11.5 30.6 120.9 

NOTE' Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
IE~timate. based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistica.lly unreliable. 

Table 12. Household crimes. 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and race of head of household 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forci ble entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Hdusehold larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

All races 
(7 .886.0.00) 

125.8 
42.3 
53.3 
30.2 

203.0 
128.4 
54.8 
5.9 

13.9 
25.4 
15.6 
9.8 

White Black 
(6.921.000) (677 .800) 

122.1 182.9 
38.6 82.8 
54.2 56.5 
29.3 43.6 

205.1 215.0 
132.5 107.8 
53.3 79.7 
5.8 7.9 

13.5 19.6 
25.5 28.9 
15.4 21.9 
10.1 7.0 

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

Personal larcen:! 
With Without 
contact contact 

3.6 141.3 
5.7 197.6 

4.1 73.5 
'3.6 195.0 
'8.2 53.7 
4.8 37.4 
8.7 112.3 

Other 
(287,300) 

'81.1 
34.6 
25.3 
21.2 

123.4 
76.9 
31.5 
4.8 

10.2 
14.4 
5.0 
9.4 
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Table 13. Household crlmos, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and ethnlclty of head of household 

(Rate per I,O()O household) 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Ford ble entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Hispanic 
(932,900) 

123.7 
47.6 
46.4 
29.7 

206.4 
130.3 
53.5 
10.7 
11.9 
39.5 
22.6 
16.9 

Non-Hispanic 
(6,953,100) 

126.1 
41.5 
54.3 
30.3 

202.5 
128.1 
55.0 
5.3 

14.2 
23.5 
14.6 
8.8 

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

Table 14. Household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and age of head of household 

(Rate per 1,000 household) 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forci ble entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

'Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attem pted theft 

12-19 
(98,900) 

271.8 
88.8 

107.3 
75.7 

382.8 
249.5 
104.9 
'12.4 
'15.9 
60.2 
39.0 

121.1 

20-34 35-49 
(2,551,800) (2,030,700) 

167.8 138.5 
59.8 42.4 
65.0 67.9 
43.0 28.2 

279.6 222.1 
177.1 133.2 
75.5 67.6 
7.3 5.5 

19.7 15.8 
37.8 28.7 
22.6 18.7 
15.2 10.0 

50-64 
(1,853,100) 

90.6 
29.0 
38.0 
23.5 

149.9 
96.9 
38.3 
4.5 

10.2 
15.2 
9.1 
6.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 15 statistically unreliable. 
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65 and over 
(1,351,500) 

65.0 
23.8 
26.3 
14.9 
89.3 
63.4 
15.5 
5.5 
4.9 
8.4 
4.8 
3.7 
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Table 15. Household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and annual family Income 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Less than $3,000 
Type of crime (647 ,000) 

Burglary 164.7 
Forcible entry 62.1 
Unlawful entry without force 63.6 
Attempted forcible entry 39.0 

Household larceny 155.2 
Less than $50 101.2 
$50 or more 37.1 
Amount not available 8.3 
Attempted larceny 8.6 

Motor vehicle theft 22.1 
Completed theft 14.0 
Attempted theft 8.1 

$3,000-$7,499 
(J ,85S, 700) 

141.0 
50.3 
57.0 
33.7 

191.5 
126.0 
49.1 
4.8 

11.7 
27.5 
17.5 
9.9 

$7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 $25 , 000 or more 
(]89,600) (1,642,200) (1 ,627 , 000) (684,500) 

128 5 109.1 123.3 125.8 
46.4 37.3 33.8 41.7 
47.3 46.7 60.2 57.9 
34.7 25.1 29.2 26.3 

238.6 223.8 223.7 193.6 
143.0 145.1 140.3 117.9 
64.1 58.8 60.4 60.8 
11.4 5.5 4.8 '4.0 
20.1 14.4 18.2 10.8 
27.9 28.1 22.7 24.5 
20.5 16.0 11.3 16.5 
7.3 11.8 11.4 8.1 

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

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 

Table 16. Household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates, by t!!pe of crime 
and number of perl~ons in household 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forci ble entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Altern pted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

One 
(1,890,200) 

108.8 
45.4 
40·4 
23.0 

118.5 
75.2 
29.3 
5.1 
8.9 

19.2 
13.3 
5.9 

. Two-three 
(3,868,300) 

126.7 
43.1 
45.0 
34.7 

198.7 
128.6 
50.5 
5.8 

13.8 
25.6 
15.6 
10.0 

Four-five 
(1,681,800) 

13,2.7 
35.2 
71.4 
26.1 

273.4 
172.5 
76.9 
6.3 

17.7 
28.2 
15.0 
13.3 

Six or more 
(444,200) 

164.0 
48.4 
78.6 
37.0 

333.2 
185.2 
117.5 

9.3 
21.1 
39.3 
27.6 
11.7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group; excludes data on 
households whose number of persons could not be ascertained. 
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Table 17. Household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime, form of tenure, 
and race of head of household 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Owned or beins bouil!!t Rented 
All races White Black Other All races White Black 

Type of crime (4,362,200) (3,916,100) (300,000) 046,200) (3,523,800) (3,004,900) (377,900) 

Burglary 105.0 104.6 139.1 45.3 151.5 144.8 217.7 
Forcible entry 32.6 31.0 60.9 '17.3 54.3 48.6 100.1 
Unlawful entry without force 48.4 49.9 46.1 '14.7 59.4 59.8 64.8 

• Attempted forcible entry 24.0 23.8 . 32.1 '13.3 37.9 36.4 52.8 
Household larceny 179.6 182.6 178.8 103.3 231.8 234.5 243.7 

Less than $50 114.8 119.9 80.4 49.2 145.1 148.9 129.5 
$50 or more 47.7 46.2 72.4 35.9 63.6 62.6 85.5 
Amount not available 4.7 4.6 ' 5.5 '4.4 7.4 7.2 9·7 
Attempted larceny 12.4 11.8 20.4 '13.9 15.7 15.7 18.9 

Motor vehicle theft 18.6 18.9 15.6 '15.8 33.8 34.1 39.4 
Completed theft 11.4 11.5 13.3 '7.0 20.7 20.5 28.7 
Attempted theft 7.1 7.4 '2.3 '8.8 13.1 13.5 10.7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample case •• , Is statistically unreliable. 

Table 18. Household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of units in structure 
occupied by household 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One' Two Three Four Five-nine Ten or more 
Type of crime (5,091 ,300) (51'5,600) (126,800)- (479,400) (532,000) (1,076,700) 

Burglary 1l9.2 138.0 102.4 154.5 142.9 130.8 
Forcible entry 39.3 56.7 46.7 53.2 53.0 39.6 
Unlawful entry without force 52.5 49.8 35.9 55.4 54.5 55.4 
Attempted forcible entry 27.4 31.6 '19.9 46.0 35.5 35.7 

Household larceny 194.1 223.1 253.9 257.7 224.9 197.9 
. Less than $50 120.8 146.0 175.5 165.6 142.5 128.7 
$50 or more 54.1 57.3 57.2 62.5 62.2 50.2 
Amount not available 5.9 '6.0 '2.5 8.4 6.4 5.3 
Attem pted larceny 13.2 13.8 '18.7 21.2 i3.7 13.8 

Motor vehicle theft 20.7 29.2 38.7 39.4 31.7 34.0 
Completed theft 12.7 18.3 36.3 24.7 13.7 21.3 
Attempted theft 7.9 10.9 '2.3 14.7 18.1 12.7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group; excludes data on 
households whose number of units in structure could not be ascertained. 

'Includes data on mobil homes, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Other 
(141,100) 

118.2 
52.6 
36.4 
29.2 

144.3 
105.7 
27.0 
'5.2 
'6:5 

'12.8 
.. '2.9 
'10.0 

I 

I 
! 

I 
Other than' 

J! 

housing units 
(52,900) 

149.9 
'28.8 
109.8 
'11.3 
149.1 
91.3 

'52.1 
'0.0 

'11. 7 
'47.0 
'35.2 
'1l.8 

Table 19. Personall:'rimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Number of victimizations and victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime 
and victim-offender relationship 

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

Type of crime 
Involving strangers 

Number 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

619,400 
15,600 

143,900 
49,600 
24,400 
25,200 
94,300 

459,900 
191,700 
56,600 

135,200 
268,200 
57,100 

211,100 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rou.lding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 20. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations involving strangers 
by age of victims and type of crime ' 

Robber~ 
Crimes of With 

Age violence l Total injury 

All ages 68.3 81.5 75.9 
12-15 62.0 74.9 65.6 
1~-19 69.6 72.5 75.6 
,,0-24 66.0 78.3 63.4 
25-34 68.8 84.3 63.4 
35-49 68.7 85.8 86.5 
50-64 78.2 95.5 100.0 
65 and over 81.4 95.6 93.2 

'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Rate 

36.0 
0.9 
8.4 
2.9 
1.4 
1.5 
5.5 

26.7 
11.1 
3.3 
7.8 

15.6 
3.3 

12.3 

Without 
injury 

84.9 
77.6 
70.4 
88.6 
95.2 
85.3 
92.9 

'100.0 

--l 
-.- -..... -. ~. _"'="o=='="'=:'::::":::'::::::-::-':: .. __ ._:::::::::::':::::_=".::':'::::'::::.~ I 

Total 

64.8 
57.9 
69.3 
62.7 
66.1 
i>3.8 
69.0 
76.7 

Involving non strangers 
Number Rate 

288,100 
5,500 

32,600 
15,800 
8,700 
7,000 

16,900 
250,000 
79,200 
28,400 
50,800 

170,800 
60,600 

110,200 

Assault 

Aggravated 

70.8 
62.8 
76.9 
68.9 
73.5 
67.3 
67.5 
81.8 

16.7 
'0.3 
1.9 
0.9 

'0.5 
'0.4 
1.0 

14.5 
4.6 
1.6 
3.0 
9.9 
3 • .5 
6.4 

Simple 

61.1 
55.8 
64.2 
58.1 
61.3 
61.6 
70.0 
74.8 
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Table 21. Personal crimes ofvlolence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations involving strangers, 
, by sex and race of victims and type of crime 

Race and seX 

Race 
White 
Black 
Other 

Sex 
Male 

White 
Black 
Other 

Female 
White 
Black 
Other 

Crimes of 
violence I 

69.7 
53.9 
73.2 

75.0 
75.6 
66.4 
8,2.4 
57.1 
59.5 
40.5 
57.2 

Total 

83.6 
67.6 
89.8 

87.4 
89.7 
71.2 

'100.0 
70.1 
71.4 
60.1 

'77.3 

Robbery 
With 
iJ;jury 

78.7 
60.2 

'63.6 

84.3 
87.0 
67.6 

'100.0 
61.8 
64.8 

'46.0 
'44.1 

'Includes data on rape not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 22. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations Involving strangers, 
by marital status of victims end type of crime 

Robber~ 
Crimes or With 

Marital status violence Rape Total injury 

Never married 68.5 79.2 80.3 77.0 
Married 74.2 87.8 93.3 86.5 
Widowed 79.3 '34.9 8B.I 84.4 
Separated and divorced 50.8 61.1 64.2 56.1 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Without 
injury 

86.4 
71.9 

'100.0 

89.1 
91.2 
73.5 

'100.0 
75.8 
76.1 
69.1 

'100.0 

Without 
injury 

81.8 
97.5 
92.0 
71.8 

Total 

66.i. 
48.6 
69.7 

71.8 
72.1 
63.8 
79.4 
52.7 
55.4 
34.3 
52.3 

Total 

65.1 
70.3 
77.5 
46.0 

Assault 

Aggravated 

72.9 
51.5 
79.6 

75.5 
;6.5 
61.3 
81.1 
58.5 
62.6 
40.4 . 

'69.0 

Assault 

Aggravated 

73.0 
72.7 
79.7 
54.0 

Simple 

62.2 
45.9 
64.0 

68.9 
68.8 
66.5 
77.7 
50.4 
52.7 
29.6 

'49.4 

Simple 

60.6 
68.6 
76.0 
41.3 
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Table 23. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations Involving strangers, 
by annual family Income of victims and type of crime 

Crimes or' Robber~ 
Annual ramily income violence Total With injury 

Less than $3,000 62.2 78.3 67.1 
$3,000-$7,499 65.0 80.3 70.7 
$7,50Q-$9,999 62.6 79.3 78.0 
$10,000-$14,999 69.1 81.2 78.3 
$15,000-$24,999 73.7 84.8 82.5 
$25,000 and over 71.0 77 .6 '82.9 

'Includes data on "rape" not shown separately. 
'Estimate, b~sed on about 10 or rewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 24. Personal crimes ofvlolence, '1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of single~offender victimizations, 
by! type of crime and perceived sex of offender 

Without injury 

91.2 
85.4 
79.9 
83.0 
86.1 
76.4 

Perceived sex of offender 

Total 

54.9 
60.7 
57.8 
67.0 
70.5 
69.9 

Not known and 
Type or crime 

Crimes or violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
Robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Total 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

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

Male 

88.1 
100.0 
93.0 
90.6 
94.2 
86.9 
87.9 
86.4 

Female not available 

11.6 
'0.0 
7.0 ' 
'9.4 
'5.8 
12.B 
11.0 
13.6 

'0.3 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.3 
'1.1 
'0.0 

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

". 

Assault 
Aggravated 

57.3 
66.4 
65.9 
77.0 
78.6 
70.7 

-~.- -" .~--'-"<'/>" .. -~-.. -
~-. ---.. -.-----'''- .. -.--~---. 

Simple 

52.9 
57.1 
52.8 
60.5 
67.7 
69.3 
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Table 25. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime and perceived age of offender 

Type of crime Total Under 12 

Crimes of violence 100.0 '0.3 
Rape 100.0 '0.0 
Robbery 100.0 '1.1 

Robbery with injury 100.0 '2.0 
Robbery without injury 100.0 '0.5 

Assault 100.0 '0.2 
Aggravated assault 100.0 '0.2 
Simple assault 100.0 '0.2 

Total 

29.7 
'13.8 
35.7 
33.7 
36.8 
29.2 
28.2 
29.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on zp.ro or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 26. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of single-offender' victimizations, 
by type of crime and perceived race of offender 

Perceived age of offender 
12-20 
12-14 15-20 21 and over 

6.3 
'1.8 
'3.7 
'La 
'5.3 
6.9 
6.6 
7.0 

23.4 
'12.0 
31.9 
32.7 
31.5 
22.3 
21.6 
22.7 

67.6 
84.5 
60.1 
61.9 
59.0 
68.2 
68.0 
68.3 

Perceived race of offender 
Not known and Type 01 crime Total White Black Other not available 

Crimes of violence 100.0 65.7 24.4 7.9 1.9 Rape 100.0 70.3 22.8 '5.2 '1.7 Robbery 100.0 47.7 42.8 ·5.8 '3.6 Robbery with injury 100.0 54.3 41.4 '4.4 '0.0 Robbery without injury 100.0 44.0 43.7 6.6 '5.7 Assault 100.0 68.6 ,21.4 8.4 1.6 Aggra vated assault 100.0 66.2 22.7 8.6 2.5 Simple assault \00.0 69.8 20.7 8.3 1.2 

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

26 

~----------------- ------ --------~-- • 

Not known and 
not available 

2.4 
'1.7 
'3.2 
'2 ~ 
'3:6 
2.3 
3.6 
1.7 

Table 27. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations, 
by age of victims and perceived age of offender 

Perceived age of offender 

Age of victims Total Under 12 12-20 21 and over 

12-19 100.0 '0.7 62.4 34.6 
20-34 100.0 '0.2 15.2 82.2 
35-49 100.0 '0.0 10.2 88.4 
50-64 100.0 '0.0 22.4 12.4 
65 and over 100.0 '0.0 26.3 71.5 

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

Table 28. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime and perceived sex of offenders 

Perceived sex of offenders 
Male 

Type of crime Total All male All female and female 

Crimes of violence 100.0 76.6 9.9 12.4 
Rape 100.0 '97.6 '0.0 '2.4 
Robbery 100.0 83.1 6.0 10.2 

Robbery with injury 100.0 82.7 '4.1 11.2 
Robbery without injury 100.0 83.3 7.2 9.5 

Assault 100.0 73.2 11.9 13.7 
Aggravated assault 100.0 78.0 5.7 14.4 
Simple assault 100.0 70.0 16.1 13.2 

NOTE: pelail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
lEstimate, based on zero or on about ],0 or fewer sample cases I is statistically unreliable. 

Not known and 
not available 

2.3 
2.4 

'1.5 
'5.3 
'2.2 

Not known and 
not available 

'1.1 
'0.0 
'0.8 
'2.0 
'0.0 
'1.2 
'1.9 
'O.S 
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Table 29. Personal crimes of vlolence,1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of fnultiple-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime and perceived age of offenders 

Type of crime Total All under 12 

Crimes of violence 100.0 '0.6 
Rape 100.0 '0.0 
Robbery 100.0 '0.0 

Robbery with injury 100.0 '0.0 
Robbery without injury 100.0 '0.0 

Assault 100.0 '0.9 
Aggravated assault 100.0 '0.3 
Simple assault ' 100.0 '1.3 

All 12-20 

46.5 
'8.6 
41.4 
29.2 
49.0 
49.4 
39.1 
57.4 

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

Table 30. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime and perceived race of offenders 

Type of crime Total AU white 

Crimes of violence 100.0 51.4 
Rape 100.0 '36.8 
Robbery 100.0 37.3 

Robbery with injury 100.0 39.8 
Robbery without injury 100.0 35.8 

Assault 100.0 57.8 
Aggravated assault 100.0 57.6 
Simple assault 100.0 58.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of roonding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticaJly unreliable. 
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All black 

29.6 
'26.0 
46.1 
38.8 
50.6 
22.5 
24.2 
21.1 

Perceived aBe of offender 

All 21 and over 
Not known and 

Mixed ages not available 

28.8 21.4 2.7 
'65.0 '26.5 '0.0 
31.7 24.6 '2.4 
30.2 36.2 '4.4 
32.6 17.3 '1.2 
26.9 19.9 2.9 
33.6 24.5 '2.5 
21.7 16.4 3.3 

Perceived race of offender 
Not known and 

All other Mixed races not available 

8.5 7.5 3.0 
'9.2 '19.5 '8.7 
6.2 8.2 '2.3 

'6.3 10.8 '4.3 
6.1 6.6 '1.0 
9.6 7.0 3.2 
9.7 4.4 4.1 
9.5 9.0 '2.5 
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Table 31. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of multlple-ol'fender victimizations, 
by age of victims and perceived age of offenders 

Age of victims Total All under 12 

12-19 100.0 '0.7 
20-34 100.0 '0.3 
35-;-49 100.0 '1.8 
50-64 100.0 '0.0 
65 and over 100.0 '0.0 

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

Perceived age of' offenders 

All 12-20 All 21 and over 

71.0 8.2 
26.4 44.0 
23.4 48.8 
28.2 55.9 
56.1 'll.5 

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

Table 32. Personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Number of Incidents and victimizations 
and ratio of incidents to Victimizations, 
by type of crime 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggrava.ted assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching , 
Completed purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 

Pocket picking 
Personal larceny without contact 

Incidents 

766.100 
19.900 
7.200 

12.600 
146.600 
53.600 
25.300 
28.300 
92.900 

599.700 
2ll.900 
71.700 

140.200 
387.700 
104.100 
283.600 

2.227.300 
67.500 
20.000 
11,300 

8.600 
47.500 

2.160,000 

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

Victimizations 

907.400 
21.100 
7.700 

13.500 
176.400 
65.300 
33.100 
32.200 

111.100 
709.900 
2;0.900 

84.900 
186.000 
439.000 
117.700 
321.300 

2.317.900 
70.000 
20.600 
11.700 
6.900 

49.400 
2.247.900 

RaHo 

1:1.18 
1:1.06 
1 :1.06 
1:1.07 
1:1.20 
1:1.22 
1:1.31 
1:1.14 
1:1.20 
1:1.18 
1:1.28 
1:1.18 
1:1.33 
1:1.13 
1:1.13 
1:1.13 
1:1.04 
1:1.04 
1:1.03 
1:1.03 
1:1.03 
1:1.04 
1:1.04 

Not known and 
Mixed ages not available 

17.9 '2.2 
26.0 3.3 
25.1 '0.9 

'12.9 '2.9 
'23.2 '9.2 

, 
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Table 33. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, 
type of crime, and number of victims 

Relationship and type of crime Total 

All incidents 
crimes of violence 100.0 

Rape 100.0 
Robbery 100.0 

Robbery with 1nJury 100.0 
Robbery without injury 100.0 . 

Assault 100.0 
Aggravated assault 100.0 
Simple assault 100.0 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 

Rape 100.0 
Robbery 100.0 

Robbery wi th injury 100.0 
Robbery without injury 100.0 

Assault 100.0 
Aggravated assault 100.0 
Simple assault 100.0 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 

Rape 100.0 
Robbery 100.0 

Robbery with injury 100.0 
Robbery without injury 100.0 

Assault 100.0 
Aggravated assault 100.0 
Simple assault 100.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate. based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, Is statisticaJly unreliable. 

Tab!e 34. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Number and percent distribution of incidents, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship 

All incidents 
Type of crime Number Percent 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
, Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

766,100 
19.900 

146.600 
53.600 
25.300 
28.300 
92.900 

599.700 
211 ,900 
71.700 

140,200 
387,700 
104.100 
283.600 

NOTE: D~aih"a:t 'i,ot add to total shown because of rounding. 
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100.0 ' 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

One 

89.0 
97.0 
91.5 
93.3 
90.6 
88.1 
83.2 
90.8 

87.6 
96.2 
92.0 
93.2 
91.4 
85.8 
80.9 
88.9 

91.8 
99.1 
89.5 
93.6 
85.4 
92.0 
88.2 
93.5 

Involving strangers 
Number Percent 

511.100 
14.600 

119.300 
40.000 
18.300 
21.700 
79.200 

377 .200 
145.800 
47.000 
98.800 

231.400 
48.200 

183.200 

66.7 
73.7 
81.4 
74.7 
72.2 
76.9 
85.2 
62.9 
68.8 
65.6 
70.4 
59.7 
46.3 
64.6 

Two or more 

11.0 
'3.0 
8.5 
6.7 
9.4 

11.9 
16.8 
9.2 

12.4 
'3.8 
8.0 

'6.8 
8.6 

14.2 
19.1 
11.1 

8.2 
'0.8 

'10.5 
'6.'4 

'14.6 
8.1 

11.8 
6.5 

Involving nonstrangers 
Number Percent 

255.000 
5.200 

27,300 
13.600 

7.000 
6.500 

13.700 
222.500 
66.200 
24.700 
41.500 

156.300 
55.900 

100,400 

33.3 
26.3 
18.6 
25.3 
27.8 
23.1 
14.8 
37.1 
31.2 
34.4 
29.6 
40.3 
53.7 
35.4 

Table 35. Personal and household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

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

Daytime Nighttime . 
Type of crime Total 6 n.m .-6 p.m. Total Ii p.m .-midnight Mldnight-b a.m. 

All personal crimes 100.0 50.0 42.0 25.5 10.1 

Crimes of violence 100.0 50.1 49.2 38.6 10.4 
Rape 100.0 38.6 60.7 34.8 25.9 
Robbery 100.0 47.9 51.2 37.9 12.8 

Robbery with injury 100.0 43.3 55.4 39.0 15.8 
From serious assault lUO.O 33.1 64.1 41.6 21.2 
From minor assault 100.0 52.4 47.6 36.7 '10.9 

Robbery without injury 100.0 50.6 48.8 37.3 ILl 
Assault 100.0 51.0 48.4 38.8 9.3 

Aggravated assault 100.0 44.7 54.8 44.1 10.6 
With injury 100.0 36.2 63.3 50.7 12.7 
Attempted assault with weapon 100.0 49.0 50.5 40.7 9.5 

Simple assault 100.0 54.4 44.9 36.0 8.6 
, With injury 100.0 44.8 54.9 43.8 10.1 

Altern pted assault without weapon 100.0 57.9 41.2 33.1 8.0 
Crimes of theft 100.0 50.0 39.5 21.0 10.0 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 59.0 40.2 36.8 '3.4 
Purse snatching 100.0 69.0 31.0 25.6 '5.4 
Pocket picking 100.0 54.9 44.1 41.5 '2.6 

Personal larceny without contact 100.0 49.7 39.4 20.5 10.3 

All household crimes 100.0 29.4 51.7 20.3 17.3 

Burglary 100.0 39.2 39.3 20.5 10.6 
Forcible entry 100.0 43.7 40.9 23.0 11.0 
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 39.9 34.5 17.0 8.9 
At tempted forcible entry 100.0 ;11.6 45.5 23.0 13.0 

Household larceny 100.0 23.9 57.2 19.1 20.2 
Less than $50 100.0 24.1 54.6 18.3 17.1 
$50 or more 100.0 25.3 59.1 20.4 24.0 
Amount not available 100.0 30.8 45.4 14.9 11.3 
Altern pted larceny 100.0 13.4 79.0 23.4 37.5 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 24.3 68.7 28.5 27.3 
Completed theft 100.0 27.9 65.3 29.7 24.9 
Attempted theft 100.0 18.7 74.2 26.5 31.1 

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

Table 36. Personal robbery and assault 
by armed or unarmed offenders, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of InCidents, by type of crime 
and offender and time of occurrence 

Daytime 
Type of crime and offender Total 6 a.m.-6 p.m. 

Robbery 
By armed offenders 100.0 32.1 
By unarmed offenders 100.0 58.0 

Assault 
By armed offenders 100.0 45.4 
By unarmed offenders 100.0 53.8 

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

Total 

65.8 
41.9 

54.1 
45.5 

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

Nighttime 
6 p.m.-midnight Midnight-6 a.m. 

44.8 
33.5 

43.4 
36.5 

20.3 
8.1 

10.5 
8.7 

Not known and 
Not known not available 

6.4 8.0 

'0.3 0.7 
'0.0 '0.8 
'0.4 '0.9 
'0.6 '1.3 
'1.2 '2.7 
'0.0 '0.0 
'0.4 '0.7 
'0.3 0.6 
'0.2 '0.5 
'0.0 '0.4 
'0.2 '0.5 
'0.3 '0.7 
'1.0 '0.3 
'0.1 '0.9 
8.4 10.6 

'0.0 '0.7 
'0.0 '0.0 
'0.0 '1.1 
8.7 10.9 

14.1 19.0 

8.3 21.5 
6.9 15.4 
8.7 25.6 
9.5 22.9 

17.8 18.9 
19.1 21.3 
14.6 15.6 
19.1 23.8 
18.2 7.5 
13.0 6.9 
10.7 6.8 
16.6 7.1 

.. 
Not known'and 

Not known not available 

'0.6 11.1 
'0.4 '0.4 

'0.2 '0.5 
'0.3 '0.7 
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Table 37. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of Incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, 
type of crime, and time of occurrence 

Daytime 
Relationship and type of crime Total 6a.m.-6p.m. 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 47.7 

Rape 100.0 41.5 
Robbery 100.0 46.2 
Assault 100.0 48.4 

1 nvolving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 54.8 

Rape 100.0 '30.2 
Robbery 100.0 55.3 
Assault 100.0 55.3 

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

Total 
Nighttime 

6 p.IJI.-:-midnight Midnight-6 a.m. 

5't,6 40.7 10.7 
57.5 33.1 24.4 
53.3 40.5 12.6 
50.9 41.0 9.6 

44.5 34.3 9.8 
69.8 '39.7 '30.0 
42.2 26.8 14.1 
44.2 35.1 8.8 

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

Table 38. Selected personal and household crimes, 
1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution ~f incidents, by type of crime 
and place of occurrence 

Type of crime Total I nside own home Near own /lome 

Crimes of violence 100.0 12.6 10.4 
Rape 100.0 31.0 '4.1 
Robbery 100.0 12.0 7.1 

Robbery with injury 100.0 14.4 6.5 
Robbery without in jury 100.0 10.6 7.4 

Assault 100.0 12.2 11.4 
Aggravated assault 100.0 12.0 12.4 
Simple assault 100.0 12.3 10.9 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '2.0 '3.6 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 '1.2 32.2 

NOTE: Detail may riot add to total shown because of rounding. 

Inside 
nonresidential 
building 

12.8 
'1.6 
9.1 

'5.5 
11.1 
14.1 
11.9 
15.4 
38.8 

2.4 

'EsUmate, bases on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 
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I nside school 

4.7 
'1.5 
4.4 

'2.1 
5.7 
4.9 
3.7 
5.5 
'4.1 

'0.0 

Not known 

'0.3 
'0.0 
'0.3 
'0.3 

'0.4 
'0.0 
'1.2 
'0.3 

On street or in park, 
playground, schoo1-
ground and parking lot 

47.9 
44.1 
58.2 
59.6 
57.4 
45.5 
47.4 
44.4 
39.4 

61.8 

Not known and 
not available 

0.7 
'1.0 
'0.5 
'0.7 

'0.7 
'0.0 
'2.5 
'0.5 

Elsewhere 

11.6 
17.7 
9.3 

11.9 
7.7 

11.9 
12.6 
11.6 
12.1 

2.4 
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Table 39. Personal robbery and assault 
by armed or unarmed offenders, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime 
and offender and place of occurrence 

Type of crime and offender Total I nside own home Near own home 

Robbery 
By armed offenders 100.0 15.3 7.9 
By unarmed offenders 100.0 9.9 6.6 

Assault 
By armed offenders 100.0 11.7 12.7 
By unarmed offenders 100.0 12.4 10.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, bas~d on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 40. Larcenies not Involving victim-offender contact, 
1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of inCidents, by type of crime 
and place of occurrence 

Type of crime and place of occurrence Percent within type 

Total 

Household larceny 
I nslde own home 
Near own home 

Personal larceny without contact 
I nside nonresidential building 
Inside school 
On street !,r in park, etc 
Elsewhere 

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

100.0 
10.6 
89.4 

100.0 
15.6 
18.0 
55.4 
11.0 

Insi~e 
nonresidential 
building 

8.5 
9.4 

11.8 
15.3 

I nslde school 

'1.9 
5.9 

3.4 
5.6 

Percent of total 

10G.0 

42.2 
4.5 

37.7 

57.8 
9.0 

10.4 
32.0 
6.4 

On street or In park, 
playground, school-
ground and parking lot Elsewhere 

57.0 9.4 
59.0 9.2 

48.1 12.2 
44.1 11.S 

, 
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'fable 41. Larcenies not Involving victim-offender con~ct, 
1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime, 
place of occurrence, and value of theft loss 

Type of crime and 
place of occurrence Less than $50 

Total 10a.0 
Household larceny 42.7 

I nside own home 3.2 
Near own home 39.5 

Personal larceny without contact 57.3 
Inside nonresidential building 9.2 
1 nslde school 14.7 
On street or in park, playground, 

and parking lot 28.1 
Elsewhere 5.4 

NOTE: Detail may not add 10 total shown because of rounding. 

Table 42. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, 
and number of offenders 

Relationship and type of crime Total One 

All incidents 
Crime of violence 100.0 65.6 

Rape 100.0 86.8 
Robbery 100.0 46.6 

Robbery with injury 100.0 43.0 
Robbery without injury 100.0 48.7 

Assault 100.0 69.6 
Aggravated assault 100.0 62.6 
Simple assault 100.0 73.4 

1 nvolving strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 58.0 

Rape 100.0 82.1 
Robbery 100.0 41.9 

Robbery with injury 100.0 33.1 
Robbery without injury 100.0 46.3 

Assault 100.0 62.2 
Aggravated assault 100.0 53.6 
Simple assault 100.0 67.6 

Involving non strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 80.9 

Rape 100.0 100.0 
Robbery 100.0 67.6 

Robbery with injury 100.0 72.2 
Robbery without Injury 100.0 63.0 

Assault 100.0 82.1 
Aggravated assault 100.0 82.2 
Simple assault 100.0 82.1 

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

---~~-~--- -. ~ 

Amount not Attempted 
$50 or more available larceny 

100.0 100.0 100.0 
40.3 51.9 42.3 
7.0 9.1 4.5 

33.4 42.8 37.8 
59.7 48.1 57.7 
10.1 6.2 3.8 
2.7 8.1 3.8 

37.4 29.4 46.9 
9.5 4.4 3.2 

Not known and 
Two Three or more Ilot available 

13.9 18.2 2.3 
'3.4 '9.9 '0.0 
25.6 26.5 '1.3 
24.4 31.4 '1.1 
26.4 23.6 '1.3 
11.4 16.4 2.6 
13.0 19.0 5.1. 
10.5 15.0 1.1 

16.4 22.2 3.4 
'4.6 '13.4 '0.0 
28.4 28.2 'loS 
29.9 35.5 '1.5 
27.6 24.6 '1.6 
13.1 20.6 4.1 
15.3 23.1 7.9 
11.6 19.0 1.8 

8.9 10.2 '0.0 
'0.0 '0.0 '0.0 
13.7 18.7 '0.0 
'8.4 '19.4 '0.0 

'19.0 '17.5 '0.0 
8.5 9.4 '0.0 
8.0 9.8 '0.0 
8.7 9.2 '0.0 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sam pie cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 43. Par.onal crIme. of Violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of Incidents In which offenders used weaporls, 
by type of crime and vlctlm-offend(u relationship 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
, Robbery without Injury 

Assault ' 
Aggravated assault 

All inch:~nts 

34.3 
31.4 
38.7 
39.1 
38.6 
33.3 
94.2 

1 nvolvlng strangers 

37.6 
38.2 
40.7 
39.0 
41.6 
36.6 
94.6 

~lnc!udes data on simple assault, which by definition does not Involve the use of a weapon. 
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 

Table 44. Personal crIme. of Violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of types ~f weaponfl used 
in Incidents lJy armed offenders, 
by type of crime and type of weapon 

Involving nonstrangers 

27.7 
'12.5 
30.0 
39.1 

'21.0 
27.8 
93.4 

~-----------------------------------------' 
Type of crime Total Firearm Knife 

Type 
Other unknown 

All incidents 
Crimes of violence 100.0 .27.8 30.3 36.7 5.2 Rape 100:0 '22.6 '45.0 '23.1 '9.3 Robbery 100.0 29.5 36.3 28.4 5·9 Robbery with injury 100.0 15.7 33.4 41.1 '9.8 Robbery without injury 100.0 37.6 37.9 20.8 '3.6 Aggravated assault 100.0 27.5 28.1 39.6 4.9 With injury 100.0 10.0 26.5 58.6 '4.9 Attempted assault with weapon 100.0 35.0 28.7 31.5 4.8 

N~TE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Estimate, based on zero or on about 10' or fewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 45. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations In which victims took self-protective 
measures, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship 

All Involving 
Type of crime victimizations' strangers 

Crimes of viobnce 69.3 68.5 
Rape 82.2 84.4 
Robbery 60.4 58.6 

Robbery with Injury 66.3 62.6 
From serious assault 61.6 57.8 
From minor assault 71.2 67.2 

Robbery without injury 57.0 56.4 
Assault 71.1 71.1 

Aggravated assault 74.3 72.8 
Vlith injury 69.4 66.1 
Attempted assault with weapon 76.5 75.5 

Simple assault 69.2 69.8 
With injury 71.7 70.3 
Attempted assault withqlJt weapon 68.2 69.7 

Table 46. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations in which victims took self-protective 
measures, bl' c:t,?;i'acterlstlcs of vlctlms and type of crime 

Robberr 
Crimes of With 

Characteristics violence Rape Total injury 

Sex 
Mo :) 69.3 '100.0 59.8 66.1 
Female 69.2 82.0 61.6 66.7 

Race 
White 69.7 83.4 63.0 69.9 
Black 66.4 '73.4 48.9 49.7 
Other 65.2 '0.0 '34.0 '26.6 

Age 
12-19 67.8 79.7 64.5 77.6 
20-34 73.0 83.4 62.7 68.2 
35-49 69.8 '84.7 61.4 58.9 
50-64 58.7 '100.0 47.5 55.9 
65 and over 52.8 '51.2 ' '42.4 '44.0 

'Estimate, based ~n zero or or.. about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

36 

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

Involving 
nonstrangers 

71.0 
76.2 
68.8 
78.0 
72.2 
85.3 
60.1 
71.2 
77.9 
76.0 
79.0 
68.1 
73.1 
65.3 

Assault 
Without 
injury Total Aggravated Simpl~ 

56.5 71.8 74.7 69.5 
58.1 70.0 73.1 68.7 

58.9 70.9 74.0 69.1 
48.5 72.9 76.1 70.0 

'36.3 71.3 75.7 68.7 

58.6 68.3 70.5 67.1 
59.4 74.7 77.7 72.6 
63.2 71.7 75.3 69.5 
42.6 64.1 69.6 60.6 

'39.6 57.2 '56.1 57.6 

Table 47. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed 
by victims, by type of measure and type of crime 

Crimes of 
Self-protective measure violence Rape Total 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Used or'brandished firearm 

or knife 1.7 '0.9 i1.4 
Used physical force or other 

weapon 27.9 23.1 30.5 
Tried to get help or frighten 

offender 12.3 29.1 14.1 
Threatened or rea soned with 

offender 20.8 18.2 18.3 
Nonviolent resistance, including 

evasion 28.0 19.5 25.4 
Other 9.2 '9.1 10.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistiu:lly unreliable. 

Table 48. Personal crimes ofvlolence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed 
by victims, by selected characteristics of victims 

Sex 
Self-protective measure Both sexes Male Female 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Used or brandished firearm or knife 1.7 2.4 '0.6 
Used physical force or other weapon 27.9 32.8 20.5 
Tried to get help or frighten offender 12.3 6.9 20.5 
Threatened or reasoned with offender 20.8 22.6 18.2 
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 28.0 26.2 30.7 
Other 9.2 9.0 9.6 

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

• 

Robberz: Assault 
With Without 
injury injury Total Aggravated Simple 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

'0.5 '2.0 1.8 3.1 1.0 

39.0 24.1 27.5 25.5 28.8 

19.0 10.5 ILl 9.4 123 

13.4 22.0 21.5 20.~' 22.1 

19.1 30.2 29.0 32.3 26.8 
9.1 11.1 9.0 9.1 9.0 

Race 
White Black Other 

100.0 100.0 100.0 
1.4 4.4 '3.6 

27.8 28.8 27.8 
12.0 14.4 16.8 
20.9 19.4 22.8 
28.5 23.9 24.9 
9.4 9.1 '4.1 
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Table 48. Personal robbery and assault, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations In which victims sustained physical 
injury, b)' selected characteristics of victims and type of crime 

Characteristics Robbery and assault 

Sex 
Both sexes 30.2 
Male 29.6 
Female 31.3 

Age 
12-15 34.2 
16-19 31.4' 
20-24 32.0 
25-34 25.5 
35-49 30.2 
50-64 26.8 
65 and over 32.1 

Race 
White 29.9 
Black 34.3 
Other 26.3 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 27.0 
Involving nonstrangers 37.1 

Annual family income 
Less than $3,000 50.7 
$3,000-$7,499 29.9 
$7,500-$9,999 27.5 
$10,000-$14,999 30.0 
$15,000-$24,999 
$25,000 or more 23.8 
Not available 33.2 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 

Table 50. Personal crimes of vlolerice, 1974-77 average: 

Perc"nt of victimizations in which victims Incurred medical 
expenses, by selected characteristics of vlcthlls 
and type of crime 

Characteristic Crimes of violence' 

Race 
All races 5.4 

White 5.3 
Black 7.6 
Other '0.0 

Vlctim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 5.0 
Involving nonstrangers 6.0 

Robbery 

37.0 
35.1 
40.8 

22.1 
40.6 
41.0 
34.3 
42.0 
36.7 
64.8 

37.0 
38.5 

'23.0 

34.4 
48.4 

53.7 
34.8 
29.0 
39.9 

18.2 
32.8 

Robbery 

6.8 
6.3 

'10.9 
'0.0 

6.2 
'9.5 

Assault 

28.5 
28.2 
29.1 

37.5 
29.4 
30.0 
24.0 
27.1 
21.2 
18.4 

28.2 
32.6 
26.0 

24.7 
35.6 

49.4 
28.5 
27.1 
28.0 

24.7 
33.3 

Assault 

4.7 
4.7 
6.6 

'0.0 

4.4 
5.4 

NOTE: Data include only those victimizations in which victims knew with certainty that medical expenses were 
Incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses. 

'Inclulles data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 51. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of victimizations In which victims Incurred 
medical expenses, by type of crime and amount of expenses 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence' 
Robbery 
Assault 

Total 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

Less than $50 

23.6 
29.1 
23.9 

$50-$249 

46.2 
33.7 
48.4 

$250 or more 

30.2 
37.2 
27.7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Data include only those victimizations in which 
victims knew with certainty that medical expenses were incurred and also knew, or were able to 
estimate, the amount of such expenses. 

'I neludes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Table 52. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations In which Injured victims 
had health insurance coverage or were eligible 
for public medical services, by selected characteristics 
of victims 

Characteristics Percent covered 

Race 
All races' 

White 
Black 

Annual family income 
Less than $3,000 
$3,000-$7,499 
$7,500-$9,999 
$10,000-$14,999 
$15,000 or more 

'Ineludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 

71.8 
71.6 
75.6 

71.4 
56.3 
59.0 
85.4 
83.3 
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Table 53. Personal crimes of violence, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations In which victims 
received hospital care, by selected 
characteristics of vlct!ms . 

Characteristic 

Sex 
Both sexes 

Male 
Female 

Age 
12-19 
20-34 
35-49 
50-64 
65 and over 

Race 
White 
Black 
Other 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 
Involving nonstrangers 

Percent 

7.2 
7.9 
6.2 

5.6 
7.5 
9.4 

10.9 
'4.9 

6.8 
12.4 
11.6 

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

Table 54. Personal and household crimes, 1974-77 aver"ge: 

Percent of victimizations resulting In economic loss, 
by type of crime and type of loss 

All economic Theft losses 
Type of crime losses All theft losses With damage 

All personal crimes 75.5 70.0 8.2 

Crimes of violence 24.2 11.5 2.4 
Rape 26.0 15.7 16.1 
Robbery 65.5 57.5 11.6 

Robbery with injury 79.1 60.1 21.6 
Robbery without injury 61.6 55.9 5.6 

Assault 13.9 
Aggravated assault 17.7 
Simple assault 11.6 

Crimes of theft 95.6 92.9 10.4 
Personal larceny with contact 88.1 87.2 10.8 
, Purse snatching 59.5 56.6 '0.0 

Pocket picking 100.0 100.0 '1.1 
Personal larceny without contact 95.8 93.1 10.7 

All household crimes 90.2 80.3 13.2 

Burglary 83.1 63.3 20.9 
Forcible entry 92.1 77.9 54.5 
Unlawful entry without force 87.7 86.1 5.1 
Attempted forcible entry 62.6 2.8 1.6 

Household larceny 95.2 93.2 7.3 
Completed larceny 100.0 100.0 7.9 
Attempted larceny 29.9 

Motor vehicle theft 85.6 61.4 21.9 
Completed theft 100.0 100.0 35.6 
Attempted theft 62.6 

••• Represents not applicable. . 
IEstimate; 'based on zero or on 'about 10 or' fewer' sample cases, is stati'stically unreliable. 
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Without damage 
Damage losses 

Ali damage losses With theft Without theft 

61.9 13.7 8.2 
(. 

5.5 
9.1 15.1 2.4 12.7 

'9.6 16.4 '6.1 '10.3 
45.9 19.6 11.6 8.0 
38.5 33.6 21.6 12.0 
50.2 11.3 5.6 5.7 

13.9 13.9 
17.7 17.7 
11.6 11.6 

82.5 13.1 10.4 2.7 
86.4 '1.7 '0.8 '0.9 
56.6 '2.9 '0.0 '2.9 
98.9 11.1 '1.1 10.0 
82.4 13.5 10.7 2.8 

67.1 23.1 13.2 9.9 

42.5 40.6 20.9 19.8 
23.4 68.6 54.5 14.2 
81.0 6.7 5.1 1.6 
'1.2 61.4 1.6 59.8 
85.8 9.4 7.3 2.0 
92.1 7.9 7.9 10.0 

29.9 29.9 
39.5 46.1 21.9 24.2 
64.4 35.6 35.6 '0.0 

62.6 62.6 
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Table 55. Personal and household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in economic loss, by race of victims, type of crime, 
and value of loss 

Not known and 
Race and type of crime Total No monetary value Less than $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more not available 

All races I 

All personal crimes 100.0 2.0 25.3 36.3 23.8 7.8 4.9 
Crimes of violence' 100.0 9.9 16.3 30.9 21.0 9.2 12.6 

Robbery 100.0 4.7 17.4 29.5 27.7 11.9 8.9 
Robbery with injury 100.0 '5.3 12.3 28.3 29.0 14.0 11.1 
Robbery without injury 100.0 '4.3 20.9 30.2 26.8 10.4 7.4 Assault 100.0 16.2 15.7 32.2 13.7 5.6 16.5 
Aggravated assault 100.0 13.8 15.1 29.4 16.8. 7.6 17.3 
Simple assault 100.0 1·8.5 16.3 34.8 10.8 '3.8 15.8 

Crimes of theft 100.0 1.2 26.2 36.8 24.0 7.6 4.1 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '0.0 15.8 43.4 29.6 7.6 '3.5 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 1.2 26.5 36.6 23.9 7.6 4.1 
All household crimes 100.0 3.6 20.1 29.6 24.0 15.6 7.1 

Burglary 100.0 8.3 8.2 20.3 27.4 25.4 10.4 
Forcible entr)' 100.0 4.0 4.7 12.3 23.4 42.7 12.9 
Unlawful entry withoul force 100.0 1.4 8.7 26.6 39.4 20.9 3.0 
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 34.3 14.2 21.2 5.9 '0.6 23.7 

Household larceny 100.0 1.1 28.6 36.8 23.9 4.8 4.9 
Completed larceny 100.0 0.7 28.9 37.0 24.0 4.9 4.5 
Attempted larceny 100.0 19.5 13.9 26.0 18.4 2.0 20.2 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 3.8 2.5 10.1 8.4 64.1 11.1 
Completed theft 100.0 '0.2 '0.0 '0.5 3.4 88.6 7.3 
Attempted theft 100.0 12.7 8.7 34.4 21.3 '2.1 6Q,!/ 

White 

All personal crimes 100.0 2.0 26.1 36.4 23.2 7.5 4.8 
Crimes of violence' 100.0 10.5 16.2 31.1 20.4 9.2 12.6 

Robbery 100.0 5.0 19.0 29.2 26.1 11.3 9.5 
Assault 100.0 16.5 13.8 32.5 14.9 6.3 16.0 

Crimes of theft 100.0 1.2 27.0 36.9 23.4 7.3 4.1 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '0.0 19.1 41.8 30.6 '4.6 '3.8 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 1.3 27.2 36.8 23.3 7.4 4.1 
All household crimes 100.0 3.5 21.0 30.5 23.3 15.0 6.8 

Burglary 100.0 B.O 8.7 21.7 26.7 24.8 10.0 
Household larceny 100.0 1.1 29.4 37.2 23.1 4.6 4.6 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 4.1 2.6 10.5 8.6 63.1 11.2 

Black 

All personal crimes 100.0 '1.3 17.4 36.9 27.4 11.5 5.6 Crimes of violence' 100.0 '6.5 13.0 30.7 25.0 '11.3 13.5 Robbery 100.0 .'1.9 '7.4 30.3 37.9 '17.1 '5.4 Assault 100.0 '16.2 '25.1 '33.0 '0.0 '0.0 '25.6 Crimes of theft 100.0 '0.6 18.0 37.8 27.8 11.5 4.4 Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '0.0 '0.0 52.7 '24.4 '19.8 '3.1 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 '0.6 19.1 36.9 28.0 11.0 4.5 
All household crimes 100.0 4.4 13.3 22.3 30.2· .20.1 9.6 

Burglary 100.0 9.7 4.4 12.2 31.6 28.6 13.6 
Household larceny ioo.o '0.8 21.5 31.8 32.0 6.9 6.9 

Completed larceny 100.0 '0.6 21.8 31.7 32.8 7.2 6.1 
Attempted larceny 100.0 110.6 '12.8 '35.9 '12.6 '0.0 '28.2 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 '1.4 '1.9 '7.8 '7.9 73.9 '7.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on "other" rac""s, not shown separately. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on about I 0 or fewer sample cases, ;. statistically unreliable. 
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Table 58. Selected personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
In theft loss, by race of vlctlm~, type of crime, 
and value of loss 

No 
monetary Less 

Race and type of crime Total value 

All races' 
Robbery 100.0 '1.6 
Crimes of theft' 100.0 0.8 

White 
Robbery 100.0 '1.5 
Crimes of theft' 100.0 0.8 

,Black 
Robbery 100.0 '2.0 
Crimes of theft' 100.0 '0.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add te total shown becau~e of rounding. 
'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 

than $10 

19.8 
27.1 

21.2 
27.9 

'11.7 
18.4 

$10-$49 

29.2 
38.2 

29.4 
38.3 

27.2 
39.7 

'Includes both personal larceny with contact and personal la.'ceny without cohtact. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 57. Persenaland houlehold crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
In theft loss, by race 'of victims, type of crime, 
and proportion of loss recovered 

None Some 
Race and type of crime Total recovered recovered 

All races 

All personal crimes' 100.0 83.3 9.8 
Robbery 100.0 67.4 22.2 
Crimes of theft 100.0 84.0 9.2 

PersonallaNeny with contact 100.0 73.1 19.6 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 84.3 8.9 

All household crimes 100.0 81.0 10.4 
Burglary 100.0 79.4 15.2 
Household larceny 100.0 86.9 7.2 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 16.8 24.3 

White 

All personal crimes I 100.0 83.0 9.8 
Robbery 100.0 67.0 22.5 
Crimes of theft 100.0 83.7 9.3 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 71.8 19.6 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 84.0 9.0 

All household crimes 100.0 80.9 10.4 
Burglary 100.0 78.6 15.7 
Household larceny 100.0 86.9 7.2 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 17.6 24.2 

Black 

Ail personal crimes I 100.0 85.9 9.2 
Robbery 100.0 72.3 '17.7 
Crimes of theft 100.0 87.2 8.4 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 83.4 '16.6 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 87.4 7·9 
A Jl household crimes 100.0 81.8 10.3 

Burglary 100.0 83.3 13.0 
Household larceny 100.0 88.6 7.2 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 '12.6 22.8 

Other 
All personal crimes 100.0 83.7 8.8 

Robbery 100.0 '51.0 '38.7 
Crimes of theft 100.0 85.1 7.5 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '56.5 '30.5 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 86.2 6.6 

All household crimes 100.0 81.8' 9.9 
Burglary 100.0 89.1 '8.5 
Household larceny 100.0 82:1 '8.8 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 '0.0 '49.1 

NOTE: Detllil may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Z Repre~l!nts less than 0.05. 

$50-$99 $100-$249 

13.6· 16.0 
12.9 11.6 

13.7 14.1 
12.6 11.2 

'15.3 24.5 
15.1 13.6 

All Not 
recovered available 

6.9 '0.1 
10.4 '0.0 
6.7 '0.1 
7.3 '0.0 
6.7 '0.1 

8.6 '0.1 
5.2 '0.2 
5.8 ( 'Z) 

58.9 '0.0 

7.1 'b.1 
10.5 '0.0 
6.9 '0.1 
8.6 '0.0 
6.9 '0.1 

8.7 '0.1 
5.6 '0.1 
5.9 ( 'Z) 

58.2 '0.0 

4.5 '0.4 
'9.9 '0.0 

4.0 '0.4 
'0.0 '0.0 
4.2 '0.4 

7.6 '0.3 
'3.0 '0.7 
4.2 '0.0 

64.6 '0.0 

7.5 '0.0 
'10.4 '0.0 

7.4 '0.0 
'12.8 '0.0 

7.2 '0.0 

8.2 '0.0 
'2.3 '0.0 
'9.1 '0.0 

'50.5 '0.0 

'Includes ctata 'on rape, not shown separately, but excludes data on assault, which by definition does not 
involve theft. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Not 
$250 or more available' 

13.5 6.3 
7.4 2.1 

13.5 6.6 
7.0 2.2 

'15.7 '3.7 
11.3 '1.2 

• 

Table 58. Personal and household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of vlctlmlzil~lons In which theft losses 
were recovered, by type of crime 
and method of recovery of loss 

Insurance Other 
Type of cri me Total only method only 

All personal crimes' 100.0 30.7 67.8 
Robbery 100.0 '3.8 93.2 
Crimes of theft 100.0 33.3 65.3 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '2.2 97.8 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 34.9 63.7 

All household crimes 100.0 26.9 67.7 
Burglary 100.0 44.1 51.7 
Household larceny 100.0 25.1 73.9 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 8.5 76.1 

Both insurance Method not 
and other method available 

1.2 '0.3 

'3.0 '0.0 
1.0 '0.4 

'0.0 '0.0 
1.1 '0.4 

5.1 '0.3 

3.2 '0.9 
'0.9 '0.1 
15.5 '0.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately, but excludes data on assauli, which by definition does not 

invol ve theft. . 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer- sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 59. Household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft loss, 
by value of loss and type of crime 

All 
Value of loss household crimes Burglary Household larceny 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

No monetary value 0.7 0.8 0.7 
Less than $10 21.7 7.2 29.6 
$10-$49 30.9 20.7 37.6 
$50-$99 12.8 14.6 13.1 
$100-$249 13.1 19.7 11.1 
$250-$999 11.5 23.5 3.9 
$1,000 or more 6.4 10.8 0.9 
Not available 3.0 2.8 3.1 

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

Motor 
vehicle theft 

100.0 

'0.2 
'0.0 
'0.5 
'0.0 
3.9 

42.0 
51.6 
'1.8 
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Table 80. Personal and household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time from work, 
by type of crime 

Type of crime Percent 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
RObbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without·force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

4.9 

8.9 
'10.8 
11.9 
20.3 
6.9 
8.1 

13.0 
5.1 
3.4 

'3.8 
3.4 

4.9 

6.0 
12.2 
3.5 
1.8 
2.5 
1.3 
5.2 
'2.0 
'2.6 
19.2 
27.5 
5.9 

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

Table 81. Personal and household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
from work, by type of crime and number of days lost 

Type of crime Total Less than 1 day 1-5 days 6 days or more 

All personal crimes 100.0 45.8 36.0 15.6 

Crimes of violence 100.0 26.5 44.2 28.2 
Rape 100.0 '27.6 '57.4 '15.0 
Robbery 100.0 19.8 42.1 38.0 
Assault 100.0 28.8 44.4 25.1 

Crimes of theft 100.0 65.9 27.6 '2.6 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '58.4 '41.6 '0.0 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 66.1 27.1 '2.7 

All household crimes 100.0 53.3 40.8 4.4 
Burglary 100.0 54.0 40.5 '3.3 
Household larceny 100.0 58.0 39.7 '0.7 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 47.4 42.5 10.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to ~otal shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Not known and 
not available 

2.5 

'1'.2 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'1.6 
"3.9 
'0.0 
'4.0 

'1.4 
'2.3 
'1.5 
'0.0 

r I 

• 

-1 
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Table 82. Personal and household crImes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime 

1974-77 
Type of crime average 1974 1975 1976 

All personal crimes 29.0 29.8 30.6 28.8 
Crimes of violence 44.5 45.8 50.2 42.3 

Rape 55.2 55.1 '55.7 ' 50.5 
Robbery 48.0 46.8 55.1 43.2 

Robbery with injury 63.6 58.7 69.9 63.0 
From serious assault 65.3 68.1 70.6 62.2 
From minor assault 61.8 51.3 69.0 63.8 

Robbery without Injury 38.8 40.1 46.9 37.5 
Assault 43.3 45.1 48.8 41.9 

Aggravated assault 54.1 60.0 56.6 55.9 
With injury 63.8 65.8 69.9 57.3 
Attempted assault with weapon 49.6 51.6 49.0 55.2 

Simple assault 36.6 37.3 44.2 32.7 
With Injury 44.6 37.3 56-.3 40.2 
Attempted assault without weapon 33.7 37.2 39.4 30.4 

Crimes of theft 22.9 24.0 23.2 23.2 
Personal larceny with contact 26.8 31.7 26.4 32.5 

Purse snatching 40.5 '52.3 '31.4 '67.0 
Pocket pickl ng 21.1 '21.2 '24.3 '21.3 

Personal larceny without contact 22.8 23.7 23.1 22.9 
All households crimes 34.6 34.0 35.3 34.1 

Burglary 48.5 46.9 49.3 46.7 
Forcible entry 73.2 74.4 71.0 70.5 . 
Unlawful entry without force 39.4 35.4 41.3 40.2 
Attempted forcible entry 30.0 30.2 31.1 29.1 

Household larceny 22.0 22.3 22.4 22.6 
Completed larceny I 22.0 22.3 22.5 22.7 

Less than $50 12.1 12.4 12.6 13.0 
$50 or more 45.5 48.6 47.5 46.1 

Attempted larceny 23.0 22.6 19.6 22.2 
Motor vehicle theft 65.8 64.5 65.9 69.3 

Completed theft 87.7 86.4 91.7 88.4 
Attempted theft 31.0 20.8 26.5 40.1 

IIncludes data, not shown separately, on larcenies lor which the value of loss was not ascertained. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 

Table 83. Personal crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime and sex of victim 

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Male 

28.5 

41.8 
'0.0 
41.7 
54.8 
61.6 
45.7 
34.6 
41.9 
53.9 
65.3 
48.6 
32.7 
40.9 
29.8 
22.3 
21.4 

'100.0 
20.5 
22.3 

All victimizations 

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

1977 

27.0 

40.5 
'57.4 

47.6 
63.2 
61.2 
65.9 
37.5 
38.6 
48.1 
63.7 
43.5 
33.5 
43.4 
29.8 
21.5 
16.5 

'14.2 
'17 .5 
21.7 

34.9 

50.9 
76.4 
41.1 
~9.7 
20.8 
21.0 
10.5 
40.7 
26.6 
63.5 
84.3 
33.8 

Femate' 

29.7 

48.8 
55.9 
60.3 
78.3 
74.1 
81.0 
47.9 
45.6 
54.5 
59.8 
52.1 
42.0 
49.3 
39.1 
23.7 
31.1 
39.5 
22.1 
23.4 
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Table 84. Per.onal crime., 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime and race of victim 

Type of crime White 

All personal crimes 28.5 

Crimes of violence 43.6 
57.0. Rape 
46.1 Robbery 
60..9 Robbery with injury 
61.3 From serious assault 
60..5 From minor assault 
37.5 Robbery without injury 
42.6 Assault 
54.0. Aggravated assault 
61.5 With injury 
50..5 Attempted assault with weapon 
35.9 Simple assault 
43.3 With injury 
33.2 Attempted a~sault without weapon 
22.6 Crimes of theft 
28.1 Personal larceny with contact 
44.8 Purse snatching 
20..4 Pocket picking 
22.5 Personal larceny without contact 

'Estimate, bas~d on about 10. or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 65. Personal crime., 1974-77 average: 

Percent of vlctlmlzatlon~ reported to the police, 
by type of crime and ethnlclty of victim 

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes 'of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery wi th injury 
From serious assault 
From minor a~sault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravaed aSGault 
With in "Jry 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attem,pted assault without weapon 

Crimes of (hert' 
Personanarceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Hispanic 

26.9 

44.2 
'66.8 
37.9 
51.3 

155.0. 
'47.9 
'26.0. 
45.3 
54.0. 
71.1 
43.8 
39.5 
50..5 
34.0. 
19.5 

'16.5 
'24.5 
'12.4 
19.6 

Black 

33.6 

48.1 
'41.3 
55.5 
78.5 
86.1 

'70..4 
41.1 
45.4 
50..7 
78.1 
38.4 
40..5 
50..5 
35.4 
27.0. 

'21.2 
'14.4 
'23.2 
27.4 

'All victimizations 

'Estl~ate, based on about 10. or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrell.able. 

Other 

30..7 

59.1 
'0..0. 

'72.0. 
'72.0. 

'10.0..0. 
'55.5 
'71.8 
56.7 
69.2 

'82.7 
64.7 
49.3 

'66.3 
43.2 
21.2 

'22.6 
'0..0. 

'25.2 
21.1 

Non-Hispanic 

29.3 

44.5 
54.1 
49.5 
66.0. 
67.2 
64.7 
40..4 
43.0. 
54.1 
62.4 
50..4 
36.2 
43.6 
33.6 
23.4 
28.9 
44.4 
22.7 
23.2 

---"~"'''r 

I 

Table 66. Personal crimes, 1074-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the pOlice, 
by ty~e of crime and age of victim 

Type of crime 12-19 20-34 

All personal crimes 17.7 32.6 

Crimes of violence 31.6 49.2 
Rape 69.7 51.0. 
Robbery 28.5 52.6 

Robbery with injury 42.0. 70..7 
Robbery without injury 22.5 41.5 

Assault 31.4 48.5 
Aggravated assault 40..0. 59.1 
Simple assault 26.5 41.3 

Crimes of theft 11.2 25.8 
Personal larceny with contact '13.0. 25.9 
Personal larceny without contact 11.2 25.8 

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

Table 67. Household crlmes,1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the pOlice, 
by type c~'crlme and race of head of household 

Type of crime All households White households 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 

Nothing taken 
Something taken 

Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Completed larceny' 

Less than $50. 
$50. or more 

Attempted larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Completed theft 
,Attempted theft 

34.7 
48.7 
73.4 
53.5 
79.2 
39.6 
30..7 
22.1 
22.0. 
12.2 
45.5 
22.9 
65.9 
87.5 
30..8 

34.1 

48.1 
72.7 
51.9 
79.1 
40..2 
30..4 
22.0. 
21.9 
12.1 
46.8 
23.1 
64.7 
87.2 
30..3 

35-49 

36.4 

55.9 
145.7 
54.8 
62.4 
49.2 
56.4 
65.4 
50..9 
30..8 
31.8 
30..8 

Black households 

39.1 

52.4 
77.1 
64.1 
79.7 
33.4 
30..1 
22.7 
22.8 
13.4 
36.7 
21.5 
76.9 
89.7 

'36.8 

'I ncludes data, not shown separately, on larcenies for which the value of loss was not ascertained. 
'Estimate, based on about 10. or fewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 

50-64 65 and over 

36.4 . 34.2 

56.1 53.3 
168.8 '0..0. 
68.7 87.5 
76.2 93.7 
64.4 '76.1 
48.6 40..8 
62.2 75.6 
40..1 28.2 
31.1 27.5 

'26.9 39.2 
31.3 25.4 

.. 
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TaiJle 68. Household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the pollee, 
by type of crime and form of tenure 

Type of crime 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 

Nothing taken 
Something taken 

Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Completed larceny' 

Less than $50 
$50 or more 

Attempted larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Owned 

35.3 

49.5 
79.3 
61.0 
85.2 
38.5 
31.1 
23.9 
23.8 
q.4 
49.3 
25.2 
65.9 
87.1 
31.7 

'Inciudes data. not shown separately, on larcenies for which the value of loss was not ascertained. 

Table 69. Household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime and annual family Income 

Less than 

Rented 

33.9 

47.7 
68.7 
46.4 
74.4 
40 .. 3 
29.1 
20.2 
20.2 
10.9 
42.0 
20.8 
65.7 
86.0 
30.6 

Type of crime $3.000 $3.000-$7.499 $7.500-$9.999 $10.000-$14,999 $15.000-$24.999 

All household crimes 34.1 34.4 35.6 34.5 
Burglary 47.2 45.5 '50.9 50.9 

Forcible entry 70.8 68.4 69.4 77.2 
Unlawful entry without force 37.2 36.2 1,4.6 38.7 
Attempted forcible entry 25.7 27.2 34.5 31;..7 

Household larceny 16.2 21.5 22.4 22.9 
Completed larceny' 15.6 20.9 22.0 22.7 

Less than $50 9.7 13.3 12.1 12.5 
$50 or more 32.5 40.1 44.7 49.0 

Attempted larceny '26.9 29.9 26.4 25.9 
Motor vehicle theft 61.6 66.7 78.0 62.7 

Completed theft 87.0 88.5 86.9 87.0 
Attempted theft '17.7 28.3 '53.2 37.1 

'Include$ data. not shown separately. on larcenies for which the value of loss was not ascertained. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases. is statistically unreliable. 
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33.5 

47.9 
79.1 
40.4 
27.0 
22.8 
23.3 
11.8 
50.3 
17.0 
60.8 
88.5 
33.3 

$25.000 NQt 
or more avaUabl«; 

38.6 38.7 

54.2 46.4 
81.7 65.8 
41.1 45.0 
39.5 26.1 
24.1 27.7 
24.6 29.2 
10.7 11.6 
53.1 36.1 

'16.3 '11.3 
73.2 61.8 
88.9 85.5 

'41.2 '14.0 

Table 70. Household crimes, 1974-77 average: 

Percent of Victimizations reported to the police 
by value of loss and type of crime ' 

Value of loss' All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 
Less than $10 8.8 28.7 6.8 '0.0 $10-$49 18.0 26.4 16.0 $50-$249 45.4 51.1 41.6 

'49.6 
$250 or more 79.6 82.0 83.8 65.5 68.7 

?he proportions refer only to losses of cash and/or pl'operty and exclude the value of pro ert dam 
Estimate. based on zert' or on about 10 or f~wer sample cases. Is otatistically unreliable: y age. 

Table 71. Personal and hou!Sehold crimes. 1974-77 average: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting Victimizations 
to the pOlice, by type of crime 

Nothing could Not Police would 
Type of crime 

be done; lack imporlant not want to 
Total of proof enough be bothered 

All personal crimes 100.0 29.3 26.4 6.) 
Crimes of violence 100.0 18.5 21.2 6.2 Rape 100.0 '17.6 '5.4 '4.3 Robbery 100.0 27.3 16.9 6.7 Assault 100.0 16.5 22.6 6.1 Crimes of theft 100.0 31.7 27.3 5.9 Personal larceny with 

contact 100.0 41.5 14.7 5.7 Personal larceny without 
contact 100.0 32.1 28.3 6.0 
All household crimes 100.0 34.1 32.8 B.6 

Burglary 100.0 36.7 22.9 8.5 Household larceny 100.0 33.0 37.1 9.0 Motor vehicle theft 100.0 36.6 20.1 6.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding 
'Elstimate. hased on about 10 or fewer sample ellses, is sta'tislieally unreliable. 

Too inconven- Private or 
ient or time pl!rsonal 
consuming matter 

2.9 5.3 
2.9 14.6 

'2.4 '15.9 
4.3 6.9 
2.6 1,6.3 
2.8 2.5 

'4.2 '1.8 

2.8 2.6 

2.3 4.7 
2.4 5.9 
2.1 4.2 
4.5 7.0 

Fear of Reported to Other and 
reprisal someone else not given 

1.6 15.0 13.5 
5.5 10.6 20.4 

'9.5 '2.4 42.6 
6.2 8.4 23.3 
5.2 11.4 19.2 
0.4 15.9 11.3 

'3.8 16.5 11.8 

0.3 16.2 11.5 

0.6 3.2 13.5 
0.9 4.9 17.6 
0.4 2.1, 11.7 

'1.8 5.2 18.3 
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Appendix II 

Survey instruments 
A basic screen questionnaire (Form 
NCS-I) and a crime incident report 
(Form NCS-2) were used to elicit infor­
mation on the relevant crimes commit­
ted against the household as a whole 
and against any of its members age 12 
and over. Form NCS-1 was designed to 
screen for all instances of victimization 
before details of any specific incident 
were collected. The screening form also 
was used for obtaining information on 
the characteristics of each household 
and of its members. Household screen­
ing questions were asked only once for 
each household, whereas individual 
screening questions were asked of all 
members age 12 and over. However, a 
knowledgeable adult member of the 
household served as a proxy respondent 
for 12- and 13-year-olds. individuals 
temporarily absent, and incapacitated 
persons (optional). 

Once the screening process l"laS com­
pleted, the interviewer obtained details 
of each revealed incident, if any. Form 
NCS-2 included questions concerning 
the extent of economic loss or injury, 
characteristics of offenders, whether or 
not the police were notified, and other 
pertinen t details. 
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U.S. DI!:~A"T".NT 0, c:O .... I!:"c. 
eu .. EAU 0"'- THII ClINaul 

ACTING AI COLLIICTINO A.IINT trO" THII 
LAW aN"O"CDllltNT AII'ITANCII ACMINIIT",ATION 

U.S. DEP'AIilTMENT 0' JUITICE 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 
NATIONAL SAMPLE 

NCS·I - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE 
NCS·2 - CRIME INCIDEMT REPORT 

F..., Approvld: O.M.B. No. 430110517 

MOTICI - Your rIpon 'a !hI C.,IUI luruu II conflden,lll ..,. law 
(U.S. C .... 42. Socllon mil. All Id."lIllbll In'orMl,lan will be Uled 
=~YIMI~I':'I::'.~ :":f:',~ :~~:;:"~r~:O:r~::.~· IUrvll)', and rM)' 

Serial N 
C 

~~~~~~~~~·--~~~~~~~~------~~~~~~~I~nc='~.~'~(C=C~2~7~)~~---------------------1!; 

ltalul 

NOTE: Fill NCS·7 
Nonilltervlew Record, 
for Types A, 8, and C 
nonlntervlews. 

1 0 Same household as laSI enumeretlon 
2 [J Replacenient household since I.st enumerallon 
3D Previous nonlnlervlew or not in sample before 

6. T.nur. (cc 8) 
® 1 [J Owned or beine bOUlht 

2 [] Renled for cash 
3 0 No cash rent 

7. Typ. oll/vlng quart ... (cc 15) 
Houllw, unit 

1 0 House, aparlmenl. flal 
2 Cl HU in nonnansient hOlel. motel. etc. 
3D HU - Permanent in transient hotel, mOlel, etc. 
• [J HU In roomine house 
sO Mobile home or trailer 
aD HU nol specified above - Describe.., 

OTHER Unit 
10 Quarters not HU In roomlne or boardine house 
a 0 Unit not permanent In nlnslenl hotel, motel. elC. 
g 0 Vaclnt lenl site or trailer sile 

10 0 NOI specified above - Describe.., 

10 1 
2::::J 2 
3::J 3 
404 

sO 5-9 
aD 10 or more 
7 C1 Mobile home or trailer 
0[1 Only OTHE.R unils 

ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD: 
9. (Oth .. than the ••• "ulin ... ) do. I anyone In .hh 

houI.hold op.,.I. a "ulln ... fro .. thll .dd .... ? 
10No 
2 DYes - What ~Ind 01 "ulln ... II that?.., 

1 0 Under SI ,000 
20SI,000 10 I,m 
10 2,000 10 2,999 
40 ],000 10 ],m 
aD 4,000 10 4,m 
• 0 5,000 10 5,m 
10 6,000 10 7.499 
10 7.50010 9,999 
, 0 10,000 to 11,999 

10012,000 10 14,999 
11 D 15,000 10 19.999 
12020,000 10 24,999 

1 

a 
n 
d 

11 0 25,000 10 49,999 2 
~ ______ '4_[J~_~_, __ 000_._n_d_o_ve_r ________________________ ~ 

11 •• H.uI.hold ........ 12 y .... 
of '1' .nd OVER .., 

® TOIII number 

... Houl.hold .......... UNDER 
12 y .... of .,. -, 

________ Total number 

00 None 

12. Crl ... Incld.nt R'portl fill.d-, 

________ TOIII number - Fill item 31 
on Control Card 

00 None 

13a. UI. of t.l.phon. (cc 25) 

D Phone In unit (Yes in cc 25a) 

Phone interview acceptable? (cc 25c or 25d) 

1 [1 Yes ..•••••••••• }SKIP to next 
20 No - Refused number applicable Item 

o Phone elsewhere (Yes in cc 25b) 

Phone Interview acceptable? (cc 25c or 25d) 

3:::::J Yes •••••....•• '}SKIP to next 
• [] No - Refused number applicoble item 

sO No phone (No In cc 25a and 25b) 

Proxy respondent name Line number 
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"",'2) PEIlSOMAL CHARACTERISTICS t' ;';',;~:Ii',:(;; ;'f::,:< ... :,:.",',,: :;,:~ 

· .. ·.;f·' .. -:. ",; 
,', 

" " 
).'{ 

[I.. wMi U. 
11. 17. 11. 11. 210. '2110. ZI. ZZ. 21. 2 •• 

(If ... ...-w T'I"O, UW' IIlLATIOISHI~ All' tlARITAL RACE IORIQIW SEX ARM'O E .... tl ... - E_III.n-

.. ..,...u '.TUVIlI 
WO. TO HDUIlHOLD LAST STATUS , ~r.~~~ ~I"""I 

e",'.'1 
H'AO .I~TH· 

, ., .• IUI, .. ,7 

IIlYlR - .'11" 
DAY 

, 

W'I R'CORD 
(cc 121 (CC Ilb) (CC 17) (cc 190) 

, 
(CC 21) (cC 22) 

ICc IS) IICC 19b) ICC 20) 
(ee 23) 

UII @) @) @ @ [@) @ , @ @) @) (ill) , 
, [1 Pt, - Self, rospondont ,[ I Hood 1\: 1M. q:IW. I q~M , [lYe. ' CI V •• 

• [) TIl, - SeIf,'lIpon .... ,t 
'[Ilife oI .. ad '[JWd. 'CI.'\ 1'0' 

.[)NO '\:) No 

FI'lt '[:1 Pt'.- "'GaY}FIII13bon 1J'iiO • (:1 Own child A .. 
• J:J D. '[IOt'1 Drilin ~ 

• [ I T.I. - "'GaY co.., pogo No. • C1 Othe, relaUve 
.[ISep. , 

• [J NI - Fill 16-21 
• 1:1 NOMelaUve 'CINM 

, , 

CHECK ~ 
Look at item ~ on cove' pale. Is this the same 

26d. Hav .• y.u b •• n lookln, f., wo,k du,ln, tho po.t 4 w •• ki? 

household as last enumeration? (80' I marked) @) I DYes 
No _ WII.n did you lo.t wo,k? 

ITEM A DYes - SKIP 10 Check Ilem 8 DNa 
2 D Less than 5 years ago-SKIP 10 280 

, ~Sa. Old y.u liv. I. thl. h.u" •• Ap,1I 1. 1970? 

• D 5 0' more years ago} SKIP 10 29 

OU ,DYes - SKIP 10 Check Item 8 
,DNa 

• D Never worked 

b. W!;.,. did y.u IIv ••• Ap,1I 1. 1970? (SIal •• f.,ai,n c.u.t,y. 
27. 

I. Iher. o.y .... on why you could nol lake a job LAST WEEK? 

U.S. "" ..... 1 •••• tc.) 
@) loNo 

yes _ 2 D Already had a job 

State, etc. 
County 

• 0 Temporary illness 
• 0 Going to school 

~ , •• " _ " ••• , ...... h. n_", J. "". _ •• ,,, •••• m.' 
sOOther - Specify '? 

045 1 0 No ,0 yes - Nome of city. lawn. vil/o,e. etc. J 
046 II 11 'r 'I 

280. For whom did you (10.1) work? (Nome o( company. 

(Ask moles 18+ only) 

business. organization or other employer) 

~ d, Wor. y.u In Ih. A, ... d Forc .. on Ap,1I 1. 1970? 

047 10 Yes '0 No 
i@ x 0 Never worked - SKIP 10 29 

CHECK ~ 
Is ~hiS person 16 years old or older? 

ITEM B 
o No- SKIP 10 29 DYes 

b. Whal kind of bu.inll. or indu.lry i. Ihl.? (E.g.: TV and 
radio m(g •• reloil shoe slore, SIOle Labor Deportmenl. (arm) 

26a. Whol wor. y.u d.ln, .... 1 of LAST WEEK - (w.,kl.,. 
@) fTTl 

h.pl., houlI.,.ln, to .cho.1I or .0 ... Ihl., al •• ? 
~ 1 0 Workin, - SKIP 10 280 60 Unable to work-SKIP1026d 

c. w.,. you -@ lOAn .mploy •• of a PRIVATE company. bu.in ... or 

, 0 With a job but net at work 7 D Retired 

individual for wages, lalary or commissions? 

• 0 Looking for work • D Other - Specify -"1 
,0 A GOVERNMENT .mploy .. (F.d.rol. Sial •• counly • 

• 0 Keepln, house 

0' locol)? 

sO Gain, to school 
(I( Armed Forces. SKIP 10 280) 

.0 SELF.EMPLOYED in OWN bu.ln .... prof ... ionol 

b. Old you d. a.y work 01 all LAST WEEK. nol counting w.,k 

practice or farm? 

a,ound Ih. hou •• ? (Note' I( (arm or business opera lor in HH. 

• 0 Workln, WITHOUT PAY in famiiy bu.in ... or form? 

k@ 
ask oboul unpaid work.) 

d. WIIal ~ind 01 work w ... you doing? (E.g.: electrical 

ooNo 
Yes _ How many houn?_- SKIP 10 280 

engineer, stocle clerk. typist. farmer. Armed Forces) 

c. Old you have 0 jo~ 0' bu.l.o .. fr.m which you w ... 
@ L III 

t ... "",o,lIy ob •• nl 0' on layoff LAST WEEK? 
e. What were yeur most important Dctivitie. or duti •• ? (E.g.: 

@ ,DNa '0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 28_ 
Iyping. keeping occounl books. selling cars. Armed Forces) 

.0 Yes - Layoff - SKIP 10 27 

NoteS 

o M He. I (4 11 771 . " 
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29. N.w I'd lik. I. a.~ '.01' qUIIII.nl about 
crlm •• Th.y r.f .. only 10 tho 10.16 ... nth. -

:oV.s-How 32 Old 

" 

11,,"7 • a.yo •• lake .o .. othl., ~.I ••• I., 
:. Y.U .'1 I. o.y ..... ~.r a this hou •• h.ld 

b.tw ••• ___ l.197 __ 
o
nd 197 :ONO rom a pac. whe,. yev orthoy wer. • 

Durin, tho last 6 monlhl. did onyonp b .. ~k ~: ::i.::~~a:lft .tayl., •• uch a. a frl •• ~·. or 
Into 0' .om.how 1II .. ,olly ,.1 Inlo you,' a vaca~:. :::;?a h.t.1 or ... 1.1 •• r 

(opo,tm.nlll1om.). ,a,og ••• , another bUlldln, : 

r~:c;on;;;;y:o~ur;.p~r~o~p~er:I~Y':' :;:;=;:;-;:::--:--:-:--:: __ -+' ______ J 33. Whal wal Ih. 1.101 .u .. bor .f ... I.r 30 (0 h h v.hlcl •• (cars. truch •• IC.) ow •• d b 

• D'dl er I fondlh • Incld.nl(l) lu.1 m.nllon.d) y.u ., o.y oth b f y , you In a door jlmml.d. 0 lock Iorc.d du,ln, Ih. 10It"6 ':.:t::t thl. h.usoh.ld 

0' any olher .Ign. of an ATTEMPTED • 
brook in? 

r331~.~W;0;.~0:ny~I~h~ln:'~0:I~0:1;;1-:.:lo-;I:::.-.~I:-ho-t ... 1 ....... k .... -P-t----
L-----J34

• Old any.n •• 1.01. TRY I •• 1.01. or UI' 
outsld. your hom •• or hopp.n.d to b.I.1t ,oves - Ho ..... , (lt/any.f th.m) wlth.ul p .... llllon? 

out •• uch 01 a blcycl •• a ,ord.n ho •• or i II .... ' 
10lwn d'urnltu,.? (olh .. than a.y Incld.~ts ' 
a rea y m.nllon.d) :ONO , , , 

36. ~h. Iolldwl., , ••• tI ••• refor •• Iy to thl.,. ihot , 
app.... to YOU durl., Ih. 10,1 6 .. onth. _ :OV.s -

b.lw •• n ___ 1. 197_and ___ • 197 .: 

~!~I:;:~d~?'. yo.r (pock.I picked/pu... - ION. 

37. ~Id anyone 10k. I.m.lhing (.111) dl,.clly 
rom you by using forc., luch 01 by a 

'Ilckup, muggln, or th .. ol? 

38. Old onyo ••• TRY 10 ,ob y~u b u.ln f 
0' Ih ... o.'.nlng to harm you? (:Ih .. I~a:rc. 
any ."cld.nh alr.ady m.ntion.d) 

, 

, 
Yes - How many 

11 ... 17 

:ONo 

y.u I .. du,I., 
.. o.th. to re,ort .o ... thln, that 
t. YOU which y •• th.u,hl wo. a 
(Do not counl any call ... ad. 1o Ih. 
toile. conc'fning the incid.nts you 

a •• iust lold m. aboul.) 

o No - SKIP 10 ~8 

f::! Yes - Whol happ.n.d? 

iO V .. - H .... ., 
, 11 ... 7 , 
:oNO , 

, , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , 
39. Did a~Yh'n. b.at you uP. attack you or hit 

~DU w t lom.thing, luch 01 a rock or baH 1 7 

olher Ihon any Incld.nts already m.nllon.dj· 

, , 
Yes - H,w Iftlft1 

II .... ' 

_________________________ \~c=r=J 
c=r=J 
CD 

40. w ... you knlf.d, shot 01. a' attacked w'Ih 
:h'm. olh~' ~d •• pon by onyon. 01 all? (o'th.r 

an any Inc, .nts alr.ady m.ntion.d) 

41. Old anyone THREATEN b THREATEN . to .01 you up 0' h you With a knifl, gun, or 10m. 
:~ or w:iPon. NOT includln, t.l.phon. 
.. ;~:;':~od)thor Ihon any Incid.nts al .. ady 

42. Did onyan. TRY to ottoc~ you In 10m' 
~I!:~o"id) (alh .. than any Incld.nts ol,.ady 

43. Durl., tho Iut 6 .. o.th •• did any •••• t .. 1 
thln,l thot bolan,.d to yo. fro .. In.ld. ANY 
car or truck •• uch a. packa, .. or cl.thln,? 

44. Was a.ylhln, .tol.n from you whll. yo. 
w.r. awoy from hom., for fnltanel at w Ie 
a thlot.r or rl.taurant, or whll. trav,Ii:;?' in 

45. (Other Ihon a.y Incld.nts you·v. alr.ad 
~I''jtl.f.d) WOI anylhln, (.1 •• ) Gt all y 

o.n rom y.u durl., Ih. 10.16 monlh.? 

, , , 
pN. , 

- HI. IIln, 
11 .... 7 

Yes - HI. Mlftl 
11 .. 17 

, 
I 

:oNo 

- HI. "'., 
11"".7 

CHECK .. 
ITEM C., 

Look at 47. Was HH me";ber 
12. attacked or Ihreatened or 
was somethina; stolen or an' 
attempt made to steal somelhine 
Ihat belon,ed 10 him? 

to YOU 

, , , , , 

DVes-H •• , ... y 
: 11,,"7 , , 
ION. , , , , 

y •• th.u,hl ..... 0 crl ... 
th NOT ... po,t to tho p.llc.? (othor' 

a. any Inc,d •• I. 01 ready .... II.n.d) 

I , , , , , , , , , , 
o No - SKIP 10 Check /tem E 

rJ Yes - Whal hopp.ned? 
, _________________________ !~c=r=J 

----------------------------- ! ~ , QJ 

CHECK .. 
ITEM 0., 
CHECK .. 
ITEM E., 

Look al ~8. Was HH member 
12. attacked or threatened. or 
was, somethln& stolen or an 
attempt made to steal somethin, 
that belon,ed to him? 

Do any of the screen ques . . -----­
for "How many rimes'" tlons contaIn any entries 

o No - Inlerview ne~1 HH member 
End 1."le,rview if losl resp~ndent. 
and (," lIem 12 on cover po,e • 

DYes - Fill Crime Incid~nl Reports. 

,,-----~--
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::.\"";i. Ci4~:J PI!RSOHAL CHARACTI!RISTICs . '~;,~~>:;;~)~. ~,.l;',j;: ;.;,N,.<,:<,~ 
If. 17. II. I.. 211. •• n. IL 21. 14. 
WI! ULATIOIIHII' AlE IllAIITAL IIAC' lOllMll1 lEX AIIIIID '_.111 .. - ' ..... 1 •• -

II. 
TVI'! Of 

4. -1-____ ~IITElVIE. 10. TO HOUIEHOLD LAST ITATUI I fOllCEI ~I"".I ._1111 
HIAO IIITH· I III_EI .... ... .. ,"'7 

IEYEI - IEII'I 
I'.IECOIO 

U.I @) 
, 0 Plr - SeIf.lllpDndonl 

z I] Tel. - SeIf·lllpDndonl 

"F;;;I"'II"'I----~'[I Plr.- "'OXY} Fill ,.bon 
- L: I Tel. - "'oxy <ollftr __ 

SONI-FIII '6-2' 

(cc 12) 

i:iiiI 
No. 

(CC 13b) 

@ 
'[IHtld 
I [IWI'. cI .... d 
'C1OWnchlld 
- Cl OIho. relilive 
S [1 Non~el'lIve 

CHECK .. 
ITEM A'" 

Look at item ~ on cover pale. Is this the same 
household as last enumeration? (aOK I marked) 
DYes - SKIP 10 Check Item a 0 No 

OAY l 
(cc!7) (cc II) (CC 19.) IICC 19b) 

@) I@ . (ill) l 
'[1M.· tI':I •. l 
I CJ Wd. 11:1 Nol1 

Ail ,[] D. , LJ 01. l Ofiiiii 
-CISOp. I 

S[]IIM l 

(cc 20) (cc 21) (CC 221 

§ @) @) 
'11M relv" 
I[]F .[JNo 

(CC 23) 

@ 
, CIVe. 
"C] No 

26t1. H.v. you be.n looking lor work du.'ng tho palt 4 w •• kl? 
® ' 0 Yes No - Wh.n did you lalt wo.k? 

_ 0 Less than 5 years aco-S/CIP 10 280 

~5a. Old ,ou II .. In thll houl. on April 1. 1970? 
~ , 0 Yes. - SKIP 10 Check II em a _ 0 No 

30 5 or mOfe years II&o}' S/CIP 10 36 
_ 0 Never wo.ked 

b. Wh.r. did you IIv. on Ap.1I 1. 1970? (Stat •• fa •• ltn country. 
U.S. ,. ..... 10 .... tc.) 

27. 

@ 
I. th.r. any r ... on why you could not 10k. a iab LAST WEEK? 
, 0 No Yes - 2 0 Already had a job 

State, etc. County 
3D Temporary illness 
_ 0 Gain, to school 

c. Old you liv. inlld. tho IImlll 01 a city. town. vlllag ••• Ic.? sOOther - Speci(y 7 
~ , d No 20 Yes - Nome o( cilY. lawn. vll/o,e. etc.? ~-::::--=-_.,-~~_-::_.,--=;::;:===========~ 
~ L I I I I L 280. For whorn did you (lut) work? (Nome o( compony. 

(Ask moles 18+ only) business. or,onizolion or olher employer) 
b d. W ••• you In the Arrn.d Fo.c .. on Ap.1I 1. 1970? 

~~=4::;7 __ ' 'i'o=-Y_e_s-:-~ __ ..;:O:::...N_o-;~_~_:-:-_::'7-.-_____ -tlii@ x 0 Never wo.ked - SKIP 10 36 

CHECK" Is Ihls person 16 yea.s old or oider? b. What kind 01 bu.ino .. "r Indult.y II Ihll? (E.g.: TV and 
ITEM II .,. 0 No - SKIP to 36 0 Yes r~dio m(, .. reloil shoe slore. Slole Labor Deporlmenl, (arm) 

26.. Who I w.r. 'ou doln, rno.t 01 LAST WEEK - (wo.klng. @ I I I I 
k •• pln, houl •• ,oln, to Ichaal) or lorn.thlng .II.? c. W.r. you _ 

Vow , 0 Working - SKIP 10 280 .0 Unable to work-S/CIPI026d @ , 0 An • ..,plor" 01 0 PRIVATE company. bUlln ... o. 
I~ _ 0 With a job but not at work 70 Retired Indlvldua lor wag. ". 1010', o. comml .. ions? 

30 Lookin, for work eO Other - Speci(y "'i 2 0 A GOVERNMENT .mplay •• (F.d •• al. Slat •• count,. 
_ 0 Keepin, house or local)? 
s EJ Goint to school i ' Armed Forces. SKIP 10 280) 30 SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN bu. In .... p.ol ... lonal 

b. Old you do an, wa.k at 011 LAST WEEK. nat cauntln, wo.k 
a.ound Ih. hau .. ? (Nol": I( (arm or business operolor in HH. 
ask oboul unpold work.) 

practlc. or larm? 
_ 0 Wo.klng WITHOUT PAY In la.,lIy bUlln ... o. la.m? 

d. What kind 01 work w ••• 'au doing? (E.,.: electrical 
en,ineer. Slack clerk. typlsl, (ormer. Armed Forces) 00 No Yes - H.w many h.u .. ? ___ - SKIP 10 280 

c. Old you have 0 lab or bUlln ... fro .. which you w ••• 
t.",porarliy obunt or on loyoll LAST WEEK? 

@ 
•• Whot w ••• you. rnolt Impartanl activitl .. or dutl .. ? (E.,.: 

, 0 No _ 0 Yes - Absent - SKIP to 28a Iypin,. keepin, occounl books. sel/in, cars. Armed Forces) 
• DYes - Layoff - SKIP 10 27 

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS -
36. Th. lollowlng qUOItlonl •• 1., only t. thing. '1-) Ve. _ How .... , 46. Did you lind .ny .",d.nc. thai lom.an. ,1-' Ve. - Ho" 01'.' 

that hopporrod to YOU during th. lo.t 6 mantlr. -l 11 .... 1 ATTEMPTED to .t.al lo ... thlng that I 1101 .. 1 
b.tw •• n __ l. 197 __ and __ • 191 __ • I r] b.l.ng.d to you? (.Ih •• Ihan any Irl No 
Old you "avo you.(pocketplckod/pur •• lno!chod)? ' No Incld.nll al •• ad, montla •• d) ,----

37. Old .nyon. t.k. la ... lhlng (ell.) dlr.clly ll-I Ves _ How .... ' 47. - Old you coli the pollc. du.'ng the lalt 6 month. t ••• pa.1 
fro .. you by ullng lo.c •• luch 01 by a , 1101111 .om.thlng thai hopp.n.d to YOU which y.u Ih.ughl wal • 
Itlckup. lIIuggln, o. th •• at? 'r:J No ___ r.;;;-, crl ... ? (D. not count ony calli .. ad. to tho pall .. 

1--:;:--::~;':;':;':";;;';':;~;;':';';"7~~--;-"7--+:=7:.::-~-:":"~~ conc.rnlng tho Incid •••• you have iUlt t.ld m. about.) 
38. Old anyone TRY to .ab you Ly u.lng f~rc. : r: I Ves - Ha" .... , :t1 0 No - SKIP 10 48 

o. thr.al.nlng to har .. you? (~th •• than any I II .... ' 
Incld.nll ol •• ody ... ntlon.d) '1'1 No ___ 0 Yes - Who I happ.n.d?----------_ -------

1--:;3ft9.~D~/~d~a~n~'~0~n~.~b~.~a~t~y~ou~u~p~.~a~H~a~ck;-you--o-rh~l~t-you~~:r~,~I-ve-.---H-aw-.. -•• -,-l--r-1-l~ 
with .om.thlng. luch 01 a rock or bolll.?, II .... I--L-J 
(oth •• thon any Incld.nll al •• ady rn.ntl.n.d) I I.l No --- 1------:L-o-o.,.k-a-t-~::7,...--:Y!".a-s-.,.,H.,.H,...m-em-:-be-r-:-:12::-.--., ... I.l--V-U-_-H-O-,,-.. -.. -,-t 
W ••• you knll.d. Ih.1 01. o. aHock.d with ,r:1 Ves - How .... y CHECK" attacked O. thrutened, or was some' , 11 .... 1 
10m. oth •• w.apon by anyone at all? (oth •• , 11",.1 ITEM C.,. thin' stolen or an attempt made to II.l No 
thon ony Incld.nll alr.ady ... nti.n.d) Ir] No ____ steal something that belonced to him?1 __ _ 

40. 

Did an,on. THREATEN to b.ol you up or 'I.l Ves - How .... , 048. Old anylhlng hoppen to YOU du.lng the lalt 6 mon!hs which 
THREATEN you with a knlf •• gun. or I.m. l' 11 .... 1 @ you th.uglit wal 0 crl .... but did NOT •• pa.t t. tho p.llc.? 

41. 

alh •• w.opon. HOT Including t.l.phona,I"o"'"?,. r=f-t (.Ih •• than ony Incld.nll alr.ad, rn.ntlon.d) 

1---r; •• (o;;-tha:;-:r~tha=n ... a-:;ny;;;;inc.-:'do:-:nt:::" ... o:;lr:-" ... dy:-::-rnon~t:-:lon=od_)_ ..... l_l.l_N_O_=====-~r~'T"" 0 No - SKIP 10 Check Hem E 
42. Old anyone TRY to attack yeu In 10... 'rlV ~ 0 Yes - Whot happ.n.d? _____________ _ 

43. 

«. 

45. 

01 .... way? (oth •• thon ony Incld.nll l' es - n::;··' 
alr.ady ... ntl ••• d) ,[] No 

Durin, the 10lt 6 1II0nthl. did on,on. It.al, 'r.1 Ves - How ••• , 
1hl.gl that b.long.d t. y.u f •• m inlld. ANY l . 11 .... 1 
co. d. truck. luch a. pockog .. or clothing? 'n No __ _ 

Wal anything Itol.n Iro .. 'au whll. you ,n Vet - Ho'" ••• , 
•• r. away fro", hom., for Inltance at wor~, I' tlMd 

'. 
CHECK" 
ITEM 0.,. 

in. th.ater or '.Itaurant, or while tr.avillng?'n No 
CHECK" 'r.l Ves - How ••• , ITEM E'" (Oth.r Ihan ony Incld.nte you·v. olr.ady 

r .. ntlon.d) Wal an,thlng (.11.) ot 011 Itol.n 
IroOl you during t],. lut 6 ... nlhl? 

: II",.' 
,[]No __ _ 

... 0 ...... HC. I '4 11771 

Look at ~8 - Was HH member 12+ 'n VIS - H." .... , 
attacked or threatened, or was some I tlrn.al 
thin, stolen or an attempt made to l 
stell sOl1'ethin, that belon,ed to him?J1.l No 

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 
for "How many times?" 
o No - Inlerview ne.1 HH m-.mber. End inlerview I( 

los I respondent. and (ill ilem 12 on cover po,e. 

DYes - Fill Crime Incidenl Reports. 

" 

I 

I 

~ 
! 
I 
~~ 

-~------ -------------------.-------

fOfm AIIProVld' 0 M II No 43·R05l7 . .. 
KEVER - Notes NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau f. confld.,tI.1 by law 

(U.S. Code 42. Secllon 3771). All Id.nllll.ble In'onn.llon will be usad only by 
BEGIN NEW RECORD perlons .,.I.ed In and for Ihft purposes of the lurvey. and may not b. 

Line number 
disclosed or released to others for Iny purpose. 

FO." NCS,2 
@) '4.10·171 U.S. DEPARTMEHT OF COMMERCE 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

Screen question number ACTING AS COLLECTING AGENT FOR THE. 
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSisTANCE ADMINISTRATION 

@) U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Incident number CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

@) NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY - NATIONAL SAMPLE 

10. You lold that du.ing the lalt 6 monthl - (Re(er 10 50. W.r. you a cUltom.r, employ •• , or own.r? 
appropriate screen queslion (or description o( crime). @ '0 Customer 
In what month (did Ihlt/dld Ih. II .. t) Incident happ.n? 
(Show (lash cord i( necessary. Encouro,e respondenl 10 -0 Employee 

rive eKOct monlh.) 3D Own.r , 4 0 Other - Speci (y 
@) Month (01-12) l Year 191 __ '_ 

b. Old Ih. p ... on(s) .t.al o. TRY to It.al on,thlng belonging , ,-
to the store, restaurant, office, factory, etc.? Is this incident report for a series of crimes~ 

@ CHECK t ' 0 No - SKIP 10 2 @) 'DYes } 

ITEM A 
_ 0 Yes - (Nole: series must have 3 or 2 ~ No SKIP 10 Check Ilem a 

more similar incidents which 3::J Dcn't know 
respondent con'l recall seporolely) 60. Old Iho offendo.(s) IIvo th •• o .r have a right to be 

b. In what m.nlh(s) did Ih.l. incid.nll 10k. ploc.? th.r., such 01 a guest or a workman? 

• (Mork 0/1 Ihol apply) @ , =:J Yes - SKIP 10 Check Ilem a 
@ , 0 Spring (March. April, May) 2:::J No 

_ 0 Summer (June. July. August) 3 =:J Don't know 
3 :=J 'Fall (Seplember. October. November) 
40 Winter (December, Janua.y, Februa.y) b. Old Ih. off.nd •• (I) oClually' g.t In o. just TRY 10 get 

c. How many incidents were involved In thi I lerles? 
in the building? 

@) , l:::J Actually gOt in 
@) , CI Three or four 2:=.i Just tried to get in 

20 Five to ten 
3;::] Don't know .~.~. 

30 Eleven or more 
- 0 Don't know c. Was there any evidence, such as a broken lock or broken 

INTERVIEWER: I( Ihis reporl is (or a series. read Ihe wlnd.w, that Iho offend.r(s) (I •• c.d hi. way in/TRIED 

(o/lowin, Slolemenl. • 10 lo.co his wa, in) Ihe building? 

(n.. foll.wing qUOItionl .ef.r only t. tIr. molt recont Incldenl.) @ 1 r:J No 

2. Ab"ul whollime did (this/th. most •• c.nt; Yes - What wal the evidence? Anylhing ol.o? 
incident happen? (Mark 0/1 thaI apply) 

@) , [J Don't know 2 W Broken lock. or window 

20 During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.) 3 ~:J Forced door or window 
At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.) 40 Slashed screen }~IP 
3 [J 6 p.m. to midnight 10 Check 

40 Midnight to 6 a.m. 
s Cl Other - Speci (y -, Ilem a 

sO Don't know 

30. In what Slat. and county did thil incld.nt occur? d. How did the offonder(s) (got in/t.y 10 get In)? 

CJ Outside U.S. - END INCIDENT REPORT @) , CJ Through unlocked door or window 

2;::] Had key 

State County 30 Don't know 

40 Other Speci(y 

b. Old il happ.n INSIDE THE LIMITS .1 a city. town, Was respondent or any other member of 
villag., .tc.? 

CHECK t this household present when this 

@ 'DNa ITEM a incident occurred? (I( nOI sure, ASK) 

20 Yes - Enler nome o( cily. town. etc. -, @) rONa - SKIP 10 130 

@) I I I I I I _ CJ Yes 

4. Wh.ro did Ihil Incld.nt take plac.? 70. Old Ihe p .... n(l) have a w.apon such .s • gun o. knlf •• 

@ , 0 At or In own dwelling. in garage or } ",IP " .. 
or lomething h. WOI using 01 a w.apon. such as 0 

other building on property (Includes • b.ttl •• a. ~ •• nch? 
break-in or attempted break-In) @) ,DNa 

20 At or in a vacation home, hotel/motel 20 Don't know 

3D Inside commercial building such as },,,~ 
Yes - What wal the w.apon? An,thlng .h.? 

store, restaurant. bank, gas station, (Mark 01/ thaI apply) 
public conveyance or station 3D Gun 

40 Inside office, factory, or warehouse 40 Knife 
sO Near own home: yard. sidewalk, sOOther - Speci(y 

driveway. carport, apartment hall 
b. Old Ih. p ... on(.) hit y.u. knock y.u d.wn, o. actually (Does not include break-in or 

OIlempled breok-i n) .flock y.u In any wo,? 

.0 On the street, in a pa.k. field. play- SKIP @) , 0 Yes - SKIP 10 7( 
ground, school grounds or parkinc lot 10 Check 

70 Inside school 
Ilem a _DNa 

• 0 Other - Speci(y -, c. Old tho p .... n(l) th •• at.n you with ha.m In any way? 

@) , 0 No - SKIP 10 7e 

_DYes 

Pace 9 
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CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - C.ntlnuM 

7d. H.w w ••• y.u th ••• t .... d? Any .th •• w.y? 
• (Mark 01/ that apply) 

@ , . :; Verbal threat of •• p. 

9c. Old In.u.onc •••• ny he.lth b .... flll p •• ,.om p.y for .11 •• port .f 
tho t.tol modicol •• p.n ••• ? 

• :::j None. . • • • . • SKIP to 100 • .: I Verbal threat of attack oth •• Ihon ropo 
3 : ·1 Weapon present or threatened 

- with weapon 

@ , ... j Not yet settled} 

SKIP 3 =~ All •••••••• 
'::i Part to 

100 • _. Attempted attack with weapon 
.• (for example. shot at) d. How much did In.u.onc. or a h.alth bonofll. program pay? 

S .• (Obtain on estimate. if necessary) 5 :.1 Object thrown at person 
6 :: I Followed. surrounded 
7 .. ; Other - Specify _________ J lOa. Old you do any thin, 10 proloct you ... 11 or you, prop.rty 

durin, tho '"eldont? 
----::------:----::-----11@\ 1 "J No - SKIP to II 

•. Whal actually hopp.n.d? Anylhlng ol .. ? ~ ~.:.,:-.:.,.!.:~Y~e:s _________ _:_-_:_7._:_--_:_:-------_i 
• (Mark all that apply) b. Whal did you do? Anything ol •• ? (Mark all that apply) 

@ , ~:J Somethin, taken without permission ~, 0 Used/brandished ,un or knife 
• .] Attempted or threatened to ~ .0 Used/tried physical force (hit. chased. threw object. used 

lak. somelh In, other weapon. etc.) 
1 .~; Harassed, arlument. abusive lanculle 3D Tried to eet help, attract attention. scare offender away 
• ., 1 Forcible entry or attempted (screamed. yelled. called for help. turned on li,hts. etc.) 
,,' forcible entry of house SKIP. 0 Threatened. ar,ued. reasoned. etc .. with offender 

5' '1 Forcible entry or attempted 10 .0 Resisted without force. used evasive action (ran/dro.e away. 
._, entry of car lOa hid. held property. locked door. ducked. shielded self. etc.) 

6 =:~ Dama,ed or destroyed property GO Other Specify 

7 ;- j Attempted or threatened to ~--':=~::~:"::=:~:::=:=:==:======:;===:==:===:;:====1 
- dama,e or destroy property 11. Wa. Ih. crlm. commltt.d by only one or mo •• Ihan on. p ... on? 

• :j Other': Speci fY:1 'il7' " I Only one 7 • ~: j Don't know - 3 . : i More than one, 
~ • S~P~/~ 

f. How did tho po .. on(.) attock you? Any 
othor way? (Mark all that apply) 

@ ',i Raped 
.: I T"ed to rape 
' •• 1 H,t w'lh object held in hand. shot. knifed 
" I Hit by thrown object 
5 .• 1 Hit. slapped. knocked down 
6 i .1 Grabbed. held. tripped. jumped. pushed. etc. 
7 L: J Other - Speci fy 

80. WI •• I wore tho In!url •• you .ufforod, If any? 
.¥ Anything ol •• ? (Mar. all that apply) • 

@ ,[) None - SKIP to lOa 
• '- I Raped 
3 LJ Attempted rape 
4,:, I Knife or gunshot wounds 
s ; - I Broken bones or teeth knocked OUI 
6· ; Internal injuries, knocked unconscious 
7 I : I Bruises. black eye. cuts. saalehes. swel;'ng 
e L,I Other Specify 

b. W.ro you Inlurod 10 III. oxt.nl Ihal you nood.d 
medical attention after the attac~? 

@ , r:J No - SKIP to lOa 
2:: I Yes 

c. Did you receive any treatment at a hospital? 

@) q:INo 
• [: I Emergency rOom Ireatment only 
, i.:1 Stayed overnight or ionger­

@) 
How many daY'?:1 

d. Whal wal Ih. talal amount of you. modic.1 
.xponl ..... ultin9 from Ihls incid.nl, IHCLUDIHG 
anylhing paid by inau.anc.? Includ. hOlpilal 
and doctor bills, medicine, therapy, bracel, and 
any oth.r inlury'r.lal.d modlcal .. pon •••• 
INTERVIEWER - If respondenl does not know 
exact amount. encourage him to give an estimate. 

@ a ~-:J No cost - SKIP 10 lOa 
s ___ .~ 
x:.J Don't know 

90. At the time of the incident, were you covered 
by any medical insurance, or were you eligible 
for bonofit. from any olh.r typo 01 hoalth 
benefits program, lueh as Medicaid, Veterans' 
Adminillration, or Public W.lfa •• ? 

@) '[.1 No •••••• } SKIP 10 100 2.: j Don't know 
3 ~j Yes 

b. Did you fllo a claim wilh any 01 Ih ... inluranco 
companies or progrAms in order to get part or all 
of your medical expenses paid? 
, ::i No - SKIP to lOa 
2::J Yes 

a, Wal this person mal. 
or femal.? 

@ ,':JMaie 

• : I Female 

'. : I Don't know 

b. How old would you lay 
the penon wa,? 

@ '. Under 12 
.12-14 

i 15-17 

; 18-20 

21 or o .... er 

Don't know 

f. How many penons? 

g. Wor. Ihoy mal. or fomal.? 
§ '.: ; All male 

•. - . All female 
, ":; Male and female 
4 = J Donlt know 

h. Howald would you .ay Ih. 
youngest was? 

tJ.5' '. 'J Under 12 s ." i 21 or over-
\!SI • ;': 12-14 .. SKIP to i 

, :: 15-17 
4 • i 18-20 

6 :: Don't know 

i. How old would you .ay Ih. 
oldest was? 

Q ' .. :1 Under 12 4 [J 18-20 _...:..-_________ ....,\!5' .:~112-14 5 '~21 or over 

c. Was the person someone you 3'", i ' S-I . __ :.6,:,.:-",:J",: _D_o_n_'t_k_n_o_w_-i 
knew or was he a stranger? 

} 

j. Were .;~" 11 the persons known 
1 : j Stranger 

2 • j Don't know 

. Known by 
s,ght only 

or rei ated to IOU or were they 
all strangen. 

SKIP @ ': I All strange" ) SKIP 
10 e 2 •• Don~' know to m 

, . : . AII.elatives ~ SKIP 
4 .. J Casuai 4 ~ j Some relatives J to I 

acquaintance . : j All known 

s '.1 Well known 

d. Was the person a relativ~ 
of yours? 

@1',lNO 

Yes - Whal ..... lIan.hip? 

2 ~:J Spouse or ex-spouse 

, ,:J Parent 

4:-::J Own child 

:; ~.~ J Brother or sister 

6' • J Olher relative -
, SpeCify, 

:: i Some known 

k. How well were they known? 

• (Mor.k all that apply) } @ '.:; By sight only, .. 
•. - . Casual .KIP 

. ~ , acquaintance(s) to m 
, ~~ I Well known 

* 
I. How w.ro Ihoy r.lalod 10 you? 

(Mark 0/1 Ihat appl y) 
':: Spouse or 4 ::J Brolhers! 

ex-spouse sisters 
@ 

.':. Parents s" j Other-
, .. : Own • Specify, 

. children 

m. Wore all olthom -

} 

@, :IWhlto? 
, : .. Whil.? : I Hogro? 

; H.gro? SK/p:j Oth~r? - Specify, 

. i Olhor? - SpeCIfY, \020 4.:; Combination - SpeclfY7 

------
5 . :] Oon'c know 

o. Wal ho/lho -

• ~:j Don't know 

Pale 10 .. 

~\ 

-----------

_ ",>,,_~,", <~X~k., "4* ___ ~~,~C~R~I=M~E~I~N~C~ID~E~N~T~QU~ErS~T~I=O~N~S_-_C=.~n~tI~n~u~~_ ,\ _ 

12a. W ••• you tho only p •••• n Ih.r. bOild .. tho offond.r(.)? 

@ 'DYes-SKIP to 130 

• 

zONa 

li: How many of Iho •• ponon., not counting youn.II, 
w.ro robbed, harmod, or th.oatonod? Do not Includ. 
ponon. undo. 12 yoan of ago • 

a 0 None - SKIP to 130 ' 

CHECK .. 
ITEM 0., Was • car 0. other motor vehicle takln? 

(SOK 3 or 4 marked In 13n 

o No - SKIP 10 Check /rem E 

DYes 

140. Had p •• mlilion 10 u.o tho (ca./mQtor ~ohlcl.) ••• r boon 
gl •• n to tho p.non who look It? 

@) '0 No ..... ::\ 
====~N~u~m~b~e~r~o:!..f~p~er~s~o~ns~ ______ -., ___ -I z 0 Don't know) SKIP 10 Check Item E 

c. A .. any of th ... po .. on. mombo •• ·of your hou •• hald now? 
Do not Includ. hou •• hold m.mben und~r 12 yoa •• of 0,0 • 

a [J No 
Yes - How many, not countln. your .. lI? 

(ALso MARK "YES" IN CHECK ITEM r ON PAGE 12) 

• 130. Woo .omothln, lIol.n or takan wilhoul po.inlilion thaI 
bolon,.d 10 you or otho •• In tho houuhold? 
INTERVIEWER -Include any thin, stolen from 
unreco,nizable business in respondent's home. 
00 not include anylhln, stolen from o.reco,nlzob/e 
business in respondent's home or another business, 
such as merchandise or cosh from a register. 

1 CJ Yes - SKIP to 13f 
2eNo 

b. Did tho po .. an(.) ATTEMPT 10 10k. lamol;,ing Ihal 
bolongod 10 you a. othon In tho houuhold? 
, [J No - SKIP to 13e 

c. Whal did Ih,y try 10 tako? Anything .) .. ? 
(Mark 0/1 that apply) 

30 Yes 

b. Old Iho ponon r.turn tho (car/motor .ohlclo)? 

@ IOYe. 

'ONo 

CHECK .. 
ITEM E., 

Is Box I or 2 marked In 131? 

DNa - SKIP to 150 

DYes 

c. Wa. Ih. (pun./wall.t/mon.,) on yaur ponon, for Inllonc., 
In a pockot 0. b.lng hold by you whon II wa. lakgn? 
, L:J Yes 

'ONo 

CHECK IlL 
ITEM F., 

Was only cash taken? (SOK 0 marked in 13n 

DYes - SKIP 10 16a 

::J No 

@) '[J Purse 
ISo. Altogolhor, what wa. tho .alu. of Ih. PROPERTY 

that wa. lak.n? 

• 
@ 

';::1 Wallet or money 
, ;::.1 Car 

• [.1 Other motor vehicle 
s:::j Part of car (hubcap. lape·deck. elc.) 

6 LJ Don't know 

77~-='lJ~O~lh~e~r~-:2S~p~e~CI~f~y=============================:.~ * - tiW 
Did they try to take a purse. wallet. ~ 

CHECK ... 

ITEM C" 
or money? (SOK I Or 2 marked in 13c' 
.:! No - SKIP to 180 
.. :; Yes 

d. Wa. Ih. (puno/wall.l/monlY) an your person, lor 
instances }.n. a pocket or b.ing h.ld? 

, ::.1 Yes SKIP to 180 
2 ::.J No 

INTERVIEWER - EKclude stolen cosh. and enter SO for 
stolen checks and credit cords, even If Ihey were used. 

s 

b. How did yau d.ddo tho .aluo of tho p.op.rty that wa. 
Itol.n? Any oth.r way? ("lark 01/ that apply) 

1 ~ Original cost 

2 :: 1 Replacement cost 

3::; Personal estimate of current value 

4 ~~.i Insurance report estimat~ 

S. .:~ Police estimate 

6 :~~ Don't know 

7 :::'i Other - Specify --_----______ _ 

•. What did happon? Anything oh.? (Mark 01/ thot apply) 
, :::J Attacked 

'::J Threatened with harm 
160. Wa. all or part of tho .tol .. monoy or praporty .ocava.od, 

nol counllng anything •• col.od fram In.u.anc.? 

, ::: j Attempted to break into house or garage 

4 ::~ Attempted to break Into car 
SKIP 
to 
180 

@ ,"-J NOne} =.' II SKIP to 170 
21-1 A 

s~: j Harassed, argument, abusi .... e language 

6 ~ I Damaged or destroyed property 

7 :J Attempted or threatened to damage or 
destroy property 

• t.:j Olher - Specify __________ _ 

f. ~W~h-a-t=w=a=I=I=a=k=on==th=a=I=b=.=1=9n=g=.=d=I=0=y=0=u==ar==ot=h=o=r'==ln==Ih~.~----~~ 
hau •• hold? Anything .) •• ? r;;;;-, 
Cash: . S . W!!LJ 
and/or 
Property: (Mar~ 01/ that apply) 
00 Only cosh taken - SKIP to 14c 
, ;::] Purse 

.L.J Wallet 

"0 Car 
4 0 Other motor vehicle 

• 0 Part of car (hubcap. tap'e-deck. etc.) 

3 .:i Part 

b. Who I wa. r.co •• r.d? Anything ol •• ? 

Cash:S __________ _ Ill! 
and/or 
Property: (Mark all that apply) 

a :::J Cash only recovered - SKIP 10 170 

, :J Purse 

.L]Waliet 

, LJ Car 

40 Other motpr vehicle 

5::::::J Part of car (hubcap. tape-deck. etc.) 

6 :::'2 Other - Specify _____________ _ 

c. What WOl tho .aluo of Ih. p.op.rty r.ca.er~ (oxcludln. 
r.co.o •• d ca.h)? 

• ::::::J Other - Speci fy @) $ .r~ljl 
Po,. r r 
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'ONo ••••• } 
SKIP to 180 

z 0 Don't know 

• [] Yes 

b. WOI this 10 .. report.d to on Inlurone. company? 

'0 No..... } SKIP to ISo 

z 0 Don't know 

'OYes 

e. WOI ony of thh 10 .... eo •• r.d throu,h Inlu.one.? 

, 0 Not yet.settled } 
SKIP to' ISo 

zONo •••••••• 

·OYes 

d. How .. ueh WOI r.eoy.r.d? 

INTERVIEWER - If property ,.ploced by insurance 
company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate 
of value of the property replaced. 

s 
180. Did .ny houl.hold ",",bo. 10 .. any 11 .. 0 f.o .. wo.k 

boeoulo of thll Ineldont? 

a 0 No - SKIP to 190 

Yes -How .. any .. omb .. I?, 

b. How .. ueh tl .. o WOI 10lt oltopoth .. ? 

, 0 Less than I day 

z 01-5 days 

306-10 days 

• 0 Over 10 days 

Woro tho poll .. Infannod of Ihll Ineldonl In any way? 
'DNa . 
2 [J Don't know - SKIP to Check /tem G 

Yes - Who told tho .. ? 
3 [ I Household member 
• I Someone else SKIP to Check Item G 
5 Police on scene 

b. WhOl WGi tho rOOlon thl. Ineldonl WGi nol .. porlod 10 
Iho poll co? Anr oth ... oo.on? (Mark 01/ that apply) 
10 Nothln, could be done - lack of proof 
20 Did not think It Important enou,h 
3D Police wouldn't want to be bothered 
40 Did not want to take time - toO inconvenient 
5 [J Private or personal matte,. did not want to report it 
6 0 Did not want to ,et inyolved 
7 [J Afraid of reprisal 
• f.J Reported to someone eise 
9 ~ Other - .' . 

is this person i6 years or aider? 
[J No - SKIP to Check Item H 

Yes - ASK 210 

Did you have a lab al Iho Ii ... Ihll ineld.nl happ.n.d? 
1 0 No - SKIP to Check Ite,m H 
20 Yes 

b. Whol wal Ih. lob? 
10 Same as described in NCS·I items 2Ba-e - SKIP to 

Check Item H 
2 Different than described in items 2Ba-e 

e. For wham did you work? (Name of company, business, 
organizatIon or other employer) 

d. Whal kind of bUlln ... or IndulI.y I. Ihls? example: TV 
and radio mfg., ,.toi.l shoe store, State Lobar Dept .. form) 

e. w.,. you -

f. 

g. 

lOAn .mplar'o of a PRIVATE company, bUlin ... 0' 
indivldua for wage" lalary or commissions? 

2 0 A GOVERNMENT omplay •• (Fodoral, SI ... , county or local)? 
3D SELF·EMPLOYED in OWN bu.in ... , p.of ... ional 

practice or farm? 

40 Working WITHOUT PAY in family bu.in ... or form? 

Summarize this incident or series of incidents. 
_2.=0::..".Y_e_s-:---:-_--:-_-:-:_-:--:-_-:----:::--I CHECK 

b. (Wal/w".) tho damag.d II.m(.) .. pal rod a ... plac.d? ITEM H 

1 0 Yes - .r./P to 19d 

20No 

c. How much woyld it Cal' to r.pair or r.place the 
damagod II ... (I)? 

__ .R 
SKIP to 200 

x 0 Don't know 

d. How much wal the r.palr or r.placement COlt? 

x 0 No cost a. don't know - SKIP to 200 

s •• •• Wh. paid or will pay '0. tho .. pain or r.pl.c .... nl? 
Anyon •• I •• ? (Mark all that apply) 

1 0 Household member 

20 Landlo.d 

, 0 Insu.ance 

.0 Other - Specify 

CHECK 
ITEM I 

CHECK .. 
ITEMJ ., 

Pa,. t2 

Look at 12c on Incident Report, is there an 
entry for "'How many? It 
DNa 
DYes - ae sure you have on Incident Report for each 

HH member 12 years of age or over who was 
robbed, harmed, or threatened in this incident. 

Is this the last Incident Report to be filled for this 

DNa - Go to next Incident Report. , 
DYes - Is this the last HH member to be interviewed? 

o No - Inter. lew next HH member. 
DYes - END INTERVIEW. Enter total 

number of Crime Incidem Reports 
filled for this househo/el in 
Item' 12 on the cover of NCS·I. 

.. ' 
~, " 

Appendix III 

Survey methodology and 
standard errors 

The National Crime Survey (NCS) is a 
nationwide household survey focusing 
on the victimization experiences of indi­
viduals age 12 and over, excluding 
crewmembers of merchant vessels, in­
stitutionalized persons, and Armed 
Forces personnel living in military bar­
racks. 

Estimates presented in this r"port are 
based on that portion of the national 
sample constituting California (hereafter 
referred to as "the State"). NCS data 
derive from a stratified multistage clus­
ter sample, designed for producing na­
tional estimates. In order to obtain reli­
able State estimates, it was necessary to 
perform certain modifications in the 
procedure used for producing national 
estimates. 

Source of data 

The primary sampling units (PSUs) 
composing the first stage of the cluster 
sampling were counties, groups of coun­
ties, or large metropolitan areas. Large 
PSUs were included in the sample with 
certainty and were considered to be 
self-representing (SR). For the Nation 
as a whole, there were 156 SR PSUs. 
The remaining PSUs, called non-self­
representing (NSR), were combined 
into 220 strata by grouping PSUs with 
similar demographic characteristics, as 
determined by the 1970 Population 
Census and the 1968 Economic Census. 
The strata were formed within the fOllr 
basic census regions, but not necessarily 
within States. From the strata of NSR 
PSUs, one PSU was selected per stratum 
with probability proportionate to size; 
and, although there was a sample con­
trol requiring some representation in 
every State, not all States were equally 
represented. For purposes of producing 
State estimates, an adjustment was 
made for this unequal representation in 
the estimation procedure described 
below. 

Within each SR PSU and each selected 
NSR PSU, a systematic sample of clus­
ters of households was selected. The 
clusters were formed so that approxi­
mately four households were in each 
one, chosen so that each household in a 
cluster had the same initial probability 
of selection. To account for units built 
after the 1970 Census, a sample was 
drawn, by means of an independent 
clerical operation, of permits issued for 
the construction of residential housing. 

• 

Jurisdictions that do not issue permits 
were included by means of a sample of 
area segments. The resulting sample of 
new construction units, though yielding 
a relatively small proportion of the total 
sample, has accounted for an increasing 
share as time has elapsed since 1970. 

For purposes of conducting field inter­
views, the complete sample is spread 
out over 6 months of interviewing so 
that one-sixth of the sample is inter­
viewed eal:h month. A rotation scheme 
is employed in order to reduce the bur­
den on the respondents that would 
result if they were permanently in the 
sample. This rotation takes the form of 
replacing one-sixth of each month's 
sample with new sample units. Once a 
sample household is replaced it does not 
return to sample. The first interview at a 
sample address is for bounding purposes 
only-i.e., establishingrll" time frame to 
avoid duplicative reporting on subse­
quent visits-and data from this inter­
view are not used for making estimates. 
Therefo're, an additional one-sixth sam­
ple is interviewed each 6 months for 
bounding only. Each household remains 
in the sample for 3 years, granting seven 
interviews at 6-month intervals. 

For the period 1974-77, a yearly average 
of 21 ,000 housing units in the S tate was 
designated for the sample, and inter­
views were obtained from the occupants 
of 17,900 of these units, also on the 
average. The count of housing units in­
terviewed includes those in which at 
least one member, but not necessarily 
all those eligible, was interviewed. Of 
the 3,100 housing units for which inter­
views were not obtained, 2,100 were 
found to be vacant or were occupied by 
~persons ineligible for the survey. An ad­
ditional 100 units had been demolished 
or converted to nonresidential use, or 
were otherwise ineligible for the survey. 
For the remaining 900 housing units 
(about 5 percent of those eligible for in­
terview), no occupants were interviewed 
because they could not be contacted 
after repeated visits, declined to be in­
terviewed, were temporarily absent, or 
were otherwise not available. A yearly 
average of about 38,500 occupants of 
residential units in the State were con­
tacted personally by Census Bureau in­
terviewers during 1976 and 1977. Inter­
views were obtained from some 37,400 
of these persons, or about 97 percent of 
the total. Data on the distribution of 
personal interviews and noninterviews 
are not available for 1974 and 1975. 

Estimation procedure 

The estimation procedure is performed 
on a quarterly basis to produce estimates 
of the volume and rates ofviciimization. 

Sample data from 8 months of field 
interviewing are required to produce a 
quarterly estimate. For example, as 
shown on the accompanying chart, data 
collected during the months of February 
through September are required to pro­
duce an estimate of the first quarter of 
any given calendar year. In addition, 
each quarterly estimate is made up of 
approximately the same number of field 
observations in which a specific month 
of occurrence was from 1 to 6 months 
prior to the time of interview. Thus, 
incidents occurring in January may be 
reported in a February interview (1 
month ago) or in a March interview (2 
months ago) and so on up to 6 months 
ago for interviews conducted in July. 
One purpose of this arrangement is to 
minimize expected biases associated 
with the tendency of respondents to 
place criminal victimizations in more 
recent months during the 6-month 
recall period than when they actually 
occurred. Similarly, annual estimates are 
derived by accumulating data from the 
four quarterly estimates which, in turn, 
are obtained from a total of 17 months 
of field interviewing from February of 
one year through June of the following 
year. 

The estimates produced from the sam­
ple data were obtained by means of 
assigning weights to sample persons and 
sample households. These weights were 
applied to the sample results in order to 
inflate them to the level of the State 
population. A weight cC'flsisted of the 
product of the factors described below, 
reflecting certain modifications in the 
procedure for producing U.S. estimates. 
The ratio factors described in step #6, 
below, were unique to the estimation 
procedure for State data. 

1. The reciprocal of the initial proba­
bility of selection. This factor was the 
same for all sample units. 

2. A duplication control factor to 
reflect any subsampling that was done 
after the initial selection. 

3. An adjustment to reduce bias 
resulting from the noninterview of eligi­
ble households. This adjustment was 
computed withi!': cells that were defined 
for groups I)f PSUs having similar 
demographic characteristics. Cells were 
defined separately for six groups­
combinations of two race categories and 
three residence categories. Separate 
adjustment factors were calculated for 
these non interview cells for housing u­
nits within SMSAs and outside SMSAs, 
as well as for quarters other than hous­
ing units. For the most part, the groups 
were formed within U.S. regions, but 
they were not necessarily within State 
boundaries. 
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Month of Interview by month of reference 
(X's denote months in the 6-month reference period) 

Period 01 relerence (or recall) 
Month 01 Rrst quarter Second quarter Third quarter Fourth quarter 
Interview Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

January 
February X 
March X X 
April X X X 
May X X X X 
June X X X X 
July X X X X 
August X X X 
September X X 
October X 
November 
December 
January 
February 
March 
April 
May 
June 
July 

4. An adjustment to reflect noninter­
viewed persons within households 
where at least one person was inter­
viewed. This adjustment was computed 
for cells defined within each region. 
Cells for this adjustment were defined 
separately for 24 groups-combinations 
of two race, four age, and three house­
hold relationship categories. 

5. Two ratio estimate factors were cal­
culated using the complete national 
sample and applied to the State data. 

(a) A ratio factor applied to data from 
the NSR PSUs for the purpose of reduc­
ing the variance arising from the sam­
pling of PSUs in noncertainty strata. The 
numerator of this factor was the 1970 
Census population count in colla~sed 
race-residence cells for noncertamty 
strata based on SMSA and non-SMSA 
group~, for four geographical regions. 
The denominator of this factor was an 
estimate of the same population based 
on the 1970 Census population for sam­
ple PSUs. 

(b) The second ratio adjustment w~s 
computed and applied on a person b~sls 
for various age, sex, and race categorI~s. 
Its primary purpose was to adjust for dIf­
ferential undercoverage of persons age 
12 and over, based on independently 
derived census figures adjusted for pop­
ulation changes since 1970. 

6. Two additional ratio estimate fac­
tors were calculated from the portion of 
the national sample located within the 
State. 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

(a) One factor, applied only to data 
from NSR PSUs, was used to adjust for 
the unequal population representation 
that occurred because of the selection of 
such PSUs. 
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X 
X X 
X X X 
X X X X 
X X X X X 
X X X X X X 

X X X X X X 
X X X X X 

X X X X 
X X X 

X X 
X 

(b) The other ratio factor adjusted 
weighted sample estimates ot the civili­
an noninstitutional populatIOn age 12 
and over to independently derived 
census figures for the same population 
as of midyear 1974 through 1977. 

The above factors were used in the 
derivation of each person's final weight. 
In addition, if a personal crime incident 
involved more than one victim, a factor 
was applied to the final weight to adjust 
for the chance of multiple reporting of 
the incident. The weight calculated for 
household estimates did not include the 
adjustment for non interviewed persons 
within households where at least one 
person was interviewed (step .#4, 
above)' and it did not include an adJust­
ment f~r incidents, as each criminal act 
against a household was considered a 
single victimization. When a personal 
crime was reported in the survey as hav­
ing occurred simultaneously with a com­
mercial burglary or robbery, it was as­
sumed that the incident was essentially a 
commercial crime, and therefore, it was 
not counted as an incident of personal 
crime. However, the details of the event 
as they related to the victimized individu­
al were included in the survey results. 
Also, ihe ratio estimate factor described 
in step #5b, above, was applied. to 
households by using the factor applIca­
ble to the wife in a husband-wife hquse­
hold and those of the head of household 
in other households. This procedure is 
thought to be more precise than that of 
uniformly using the characteristics of 
the head of household, because sample 
coverage generally is better for females 
than for males. 

The estimated number of crimes is 
based on data weighted as described 

above calculated on the basis of an an­
nual ~verage for the period 1974-77. 
The victimization rates are based on the 
weighted estimates of numbers of per­
sonal or household victimizations added 
for the years 1974-77 and divided by the 
sum of weighted estimates of the total 
number of persons or households for 
these years. 

Series victimizations 

Victimizations that occurred in series of 
three or more for which the victim was 
unable to describe the details of each 
event have been excluded from the 
analysis and data tables in this report. 
Because respondents had difficulty. p~n­
pointing the dates of these acts, thIS 10-

formation was recorded by the season 
(or seasons) of occurrence within the 
6-month reference period and tabulated 
by the quarter of the year in whic? t~e 
data were collected. But, for the majorIty 
of crimes, the data were tabulated on 
the basis of the specific month of oc­
currence to produce quarterly estimates. 

An examination of national data on 
series victimizations shows that these 
crimes tend disproportionately to be ei­
ther assaults, more often simple than 
aggravated, or household larcenies for 
which the amount of loss was valued at 
less than $50. Although series victimiza­
tions, if combined with the main body of 
crime data, would increase the reported 
levels of crime, it is believed that there 
would be very little impact on year-to­
year change in victimization rates. Ef­
forts are underway to study the nature 
of series victimizations in greater detail, 
in order to gauge more accurately their 
relationship to regular victimizations. 

Reliability of estimates 

The particular sample used for the NCS 
is only one of a large number of possible 
samples of the same size that could have 
been selected using the same sample 
design and sample selection procedures. 
Estimates derived from different sam­
ples would differ from each o.ther. ~he 
standard error of a survey estImate IS a 
measure of the variation among the esti­
mates from all possible samples, and is, 
therefore, a measure of the preci~ion 
with which the estimate from a partIcu­
lar sample approximates the average ~f 
all possible sample estimates. The estI­
mate and its associated standard error 
may be used to construct an approxi­
mate confidence interval-that is, an in­
terval having a prescribed probability 
that it would include the average of all 
possible sample estimates. This average 
mayor may not be contained in any par­
ticular computed interval. But, for a par­
ticular sample, it can be determined with 
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specified confidence that the average of 
all possible sample estimates is included 
in the constructed interval. 

If all possible samples were selected 
under essentially the same general con­
ditions and using the same sample 
design, and if an estimate and its 
estimated standard error were calculated 
from each sample, then: 

1. Approximately 68 percent of the 
intervals (rom one standard error below 
the estimate to one standard error above 
the estimate would include the average 
for all possible samples. 

2. Approximately 90 percent of the 
intervals from 1.6 standard errors below 
the estimate to 1.6 standard errors 
above the estimate would include the 
average for all possible samples. 

3. Approximately 95 percent of the 
intervals from two standard errors below 
the estimate to two standard errors 
above the estimate would include the 
average for all possible samples. 

In addition to sampling error, the esti­
mates presented in this report are sub­
ject to nonsampling error. Major sources 
of such error are related to the ability of 
respondents to recall victimization 
experiences that occurred during the 6 
months prior to the time of interview. 
Research on the capacity of victims to 
recall specific kinds of crime, based on 
interviewing persons who were victims 
of offenses drawn from police files, indi­
cates that assault is the least well 
recalled of the crimes measured by the 
NCS. This may stem in part from the 
observed tendency of victims not to 
report crimes committed by offenders 
known to them, especially if they are 
relatives. In addition, it is suspected 
that, among certain groups, crimes that 
contain the elements of assault are a 
part of everyday life and, thus, are !lim­
ply forgotten or are not considered 
worth mentioning to a survey inter­
viewer. Taken together, these recall 
problems may result in a substantial 
understatement of the "true" rate of 
victimization from assault. 

Another source of nonsampling error 
related to the recall capacity of respond­
ents is their inability to place the crimi­
nal event in the correct month, even 
though it is placed in the correct refer­
ence period. This source of error is par­
tially offset by the requirement for 
monthly interviewing and by the estima­
tion procedure described earlier. An 
additional problem involves telescoping, 
or bringing within the appropriate 6-
month period incidents that occurred 
earlier-or, in a few instances, those 
that happened after the close of the 

• 

reference period. The latter is believed 
to be relatively rare because 75 to 80 
percent of the interviewing takes place 
during the first week of the month fol­
lowing the reference period. In any 
event, the effect of telescoping is 
minimized by the bounding procedure 
described above. The interviewer i.s pro­
vided with a summary of the incidents 
reported in the preceding interview and, 
if a similar incident is reported, it can 
then be determined from discussion 
with the respondent whether the report­
ed incident is indeed a new one. 

Methodological research undertaken in 
preparation for the NCS indicated that 
substantially fewer incidents of crime 
were reported when one household 
member reported for all persons resid­
ing in the household than when each 
household member was interviewed 
individually. Therefore, the self-re­
sponse procedure was adopted as a gen­
eral rule; allowances for proxy response 
under the contingencies discussed ear­
lier are the only exceptions to this rule. 

Despite these attempts to minimize the 
effect of victim recall problems, memory 
lapses inevitably occur. Some evidence 
of the extent of this problem will be 
obtained from the findings of a reinter­
view program in which a national sam­
ple of approximately 5 percent of the 
interviewed cases in each month are 
interviewed a second time by a supervi­
sor or a senior interviewer. Differences 
between the original interview and the 
reinterview are reconciled by discussion 
between the reinterviewer and the 
respondent. However, no definitive 
results are yet available from this pro­
gram. 

Other sources of nonsampling error 
result from other types of response mis­
takes, including errors in reporting 

Personal and household crimes: 

incidents as crimes, mistaken classifica­
tion of crimes, systematic data errors 
introduced by the interviewer, biases 
resulting from th rotation pattern used, 
errors in codi~g and processing the data, 
and incomplete sampling frames (e.g., a 
large number of mobile homes and one 
small class of housing units constructed 
since 1970 are not included in the sam­
pling frame). Quality control and edit 
procedures were utilized at various steps 
of the survey operation to keep the non­
sampling errors at an acceptably low 
level. 

As calculated for the NCS, the standard 
errors partially measure only those non­
sampling errors arising from random 
response and interviewer errors; they do 
not reflect any systematic biases in the 
data. In order to derive standard errors 
that would be applicable to a wide 
variety of items and could be prepared at 
a moderate cost, a number of approxi­
mations were reqllired. As a result, the 
parameters displayed in the table at the 
end of this appendix and used for calcu­
lating standard errors provide an indica­
tion of the order of magnitude of the 
standard errors rather than the precise 
standard error for any specific item. The 
parameters are based on modifications 
made in the national estimation pro­
cedure to reflect the State population 
and take account of the effect of the 
correlated data from partially overlap­
ping samples. 

Application and computation 
of standard errors 

Results presented in this report were 
tested to determine whether or not ob­
served differences between values were 
statisti'cally significant at 2.0 standard er­
rors (95-percent confidence level) or 1.6 
standard errors (90-percent confidence 

Parameters used for calculating standard errors 

Four-year 
Averaged years Individual year aggregate1 

a 6 a b 6 -
Total personal crimes -0.0000011 1,500 -0.000145 2,600 5,400 Crimes of violence -0.0000008 1,300 - 0.Cl00145 2,600 4,800 Rape -0.0000006 000 -0.000145 2,600 3,000 Robbery -0.0000003 700 -0.000145 2,600 2,300 Assault -0.0000008 1,300 - 0.000145 2,600 4,800 Crimes of theft -0.0000008 1,300 -0.000145 2,600 4,800 
Total household crimes -0.0000Q08 1,300 - 0.000145 2,600 4,800 Burglary -0.0000006 1,000 -0.000145 2,600 3,300 

Household larceny -0.0000008 1,300 -0.000145 2,600 4,800 Motor vehicle theft -0.0000006 900 -0.000145 2,600 3,000 

lThe parameters listed are lor use In conjunction only with Formula 2, which requires 
that the denominator (but not the numerator) 01 a given rate or percent be aggregated for the 
4-year period; "a" parameters are not necessary lor this test 
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level). For this report, differences that Formula 3. The standard error of a 
'failed the 90-percent test were not con- difference between two estimates is 
"'sidered statistically significant. approximated with the formula 

Formula 1. Standard errors for estimated 
numbers of victimizations or incidents may 
be calculated by using the following for­
mUla: 

s.e.(x) = .J ax2+bx 

In this formula, x is the estimated 
number of personal or household vic­
timizations or incidents, and a and bare 
parameters found in the accompanying 
table. The formula can be used for test­
ing either average annual figures or esti­
mates for individual years. 

To illustrate the use of Formula 1, Data 
Table 19 shows that the 1974-77 aver­
age annual number of robbery victimi­
zations committed by strangers was 
143,900. This estimate and the appropri­
ate parameters, a = -0.0000003 and b 
= 700, are substituted in the formula as 
follows: 

s.e.Cx) = 
(-0.0000003) (J43. 900)2 

+700043.900) 

= 10.000 (mllnded to neurest 100) 

This means that the confidence interval 
around the estimate of 143,900 at one 
standard error is from 133,900 to 
153,900, and the confidence interval at 
the second standard error would be 
from 123,900 to 163,900. 

Formula 2. Standard errors for estimated 
average annual victimization rates may be 
calculated by using the following for­
mula: 

s.e.(,) --J :z ,(1000-') 

In this formula, z is the size of the popu­
lation subgroup that is the base of the 
rate or proportion; r is the estimated 
rate or proportion for which the stand­
ard error is being computed; and b is the 
parameter in the accompanying table. 

To illustrate the use of Formula 2, Data 
Table 4 shows an estimated robbery rate 
of 8.6 per 1,000 persons age 25-34. The 
appropriate base figure to be used in the 
formula is 4 times the average yearly 
base shown in that data table, or 
13,961,600 (4x 3,490,400). And, the b 
parameter corresponding to that 4-year 
aggregated base is 2,300. The calculation 
proceeds as follows: 

.J 2300 
s.e.(r)= 13.961.600 (8.6)(1000-8.6) 

=1.2 

s.e.(x ,-X2)-.J (s.e. (X, » 2+(s.e. (X2» 2 

where x, and X2 represent the two esti­
mates. The formula will represent the 
actual standard error quite accurately for 
the difference between uncotrelated 
estimates. If, however, there is a large 
positive correlation, the formula will 
overestimate the true standard error of 
the difference; and if there is a large 
negative correlation, it wiII underesti­
mate the true standard error of the 
difference. 

In the preceding example, the standard 
error of the estimated rate of 8.6 was 
calculated using Formula 2. Tahie 4 of 
the report provides a second estimated 
rate of 6.3 robberies and an average 
yearly base of 3,501,600 for the 35-49 
age group. Using Formula 2 again, it can 
be found that the standard error of this 
rate is 1.0. Applying Formula 3 with r, = 
8.6 and r2= 6.3, 

,.--~---= 

s.e.C"-(2)=.J 0.2)2+0.0)2 

=1.6 

This means that the chances are 95 out 
of 100 that the estimated difference 
based on the sample would differ from 
the average difference from all possible 
samples by less than twice the standard 
error, or 3.2. The 95-percent confidence 
interval around the difference of 8.6 -
6.3 = 2.3 is from -0.9 to 5.5 (i.e., 2.3 
plus and minus 3.2). Because this confi­
dence interval includes negative values, 
it cannot be concluded with 95-percent 
confidence that this difference stems 
from factors other than sampling error. 

The ratio of a difference to its standard 
error also may be used for determining 
its level of statistical significance. For 
example, a ratio of 2.0 or more denotes 
that the difference is significant at the 
95-percent confidence level; a ratio from 
1.6 to 2.0 indicates that the difference is 
significant at a confidence level between 
90 and 95 percent; and a ratio of less 
than 1.6 defines a level of confidence 
below 90 percent. In the above example, 
the ratio of the difference 2.3 to its 
standard error 1.6 equals 104. It cannot, 
therefore, be concluded that there was a 
difference significant at a minimum con­
fidence level of 90 percent between the 
robbery rates for persons age 25-34 and 
35-49. 

This means that 'the confidence interval 
around the estimate of 8.6 at one stand­
ard error is from 704 to 9.8, and the con­
fidence interval at the second standard 
error would be from 6.2 to 11.0. 

Specific standard errors for household 
crimes may 'be computed by using the 
same formulas. In Data Tables 19-71, 
percents rather than rates are used, re­
quiring that the formula 2 value of 1,000 
be replaced by 100 for computation of 
the corresponding standard errors. 
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Appendix IV 

Technical notes 

Information provided in this appendix is 
designed to aid in understanding the 
report's selected findings and, more 
broadly, to assist data users in interpret­
ing statistics in the data tables. The 
notca address general concepts as well as 
potential problem areas, but do not pur­
port to cover all data elements or prob­
lems. The glossary should be consulted 
for definitions of crime categories, vari­
ables, and other terms used in the data 
tables and selected findings. 

General 

Throughout this report, victimizations 
are the basic units of measure. A vic­
timization is a specific criminal act as it 
affects a single victim, whether a person 
or household. For crimes against per­
sons, however, some survey results are 
presented on the basis of incidents, not 
victimizations. An incident is a specific 
criminal act involving one or more vic­
tims and one or more offenders. For 
many specific categories of personal 
crime, victimizations outnumber in­
cidents, a difference that stems from 
two contingencies: (1) some crimes 
were simultaneollsly committed against 
more than one person, and (2) certain 
personal crimes may have occurred dur­
ing the course of a commercial offense. 
Thus, for each personal victimization re­
ported to survey interviewers, it was 
determined whether others were victim­
ized at the same time and place and 
whether the offense happened during a 
commercial crime. A weighting adjust­
ment in the estimation procedure (see 
Appendix III) protected against the dou­
ble counting of incidents; this adjust­
ment continued to be made after the 
suspension of the commercial victimiza­
tion survey during 1977. If, for example, 
two customers were beaten during the 
course of a store holdup, the event was 
assumed to be a commercial robbery, 
1I0t an incident of personal assault. With 
respect to crimes against households, 
there is no distinction between victimi­
zations and incidents, as each criminal 
act against a residence was assumed to 
have involved a single victim, the affect­
ed household. In fact, the terms "vic­
timization" arId "incident" can be used 
interchangeably in analyzing data on 
household crimes. 

----~~----.----

As indicated with respect to personal 
crimes, victimization data are more ap­
propriate than incident data for the 
study of the liffects, or consequences, of 
crime experiences upon the individual 
victim. They also are better suited for 
assessing victim reactiolls to criminal at­
tack and for examining victim percep­
tiolls of offender attributes. Thus, in ad­
dition to serving as a key element in 
computing victimization rates, victimi­
zation counts are used for developing 
information on victim injury and medi­
cal care, economic losses, time lost from 
work, victim self-protection, offender 
characteristics, and reporting to police. 
On the other hand, incident data are 
more adequate for the examination of 
the circumstances surrounding the oc­
currence of personal crimes. According­
ly, data concerning the time and place of 
occurrence of such offenses, as well as 
the use of weapons and number of vic­
tims and offenders, are based on in­
cidents. 

In the hypothetical case given above, 
therefore, the rate data for personal as­
sault would reflect the attack on each 
customer, and other victimization tables 
would incorporate details concerning the 
outcome of the crime for each person, 
such as any injuries, damage to clothing, 
and loss of time from work. 

For data on crimes against persons, the 
table titles stipulate whether victimiza­
tions or incidents are the relevant units 
of measure. 

Victim characteristics 

A variety of attributes of victimized per­
sons and households appear on victimi­
zation rate tables. The rates, or meas­
ures of the occurrence of crime, are 
computed by dividing the number of 
victimizations associated with a specific 
crime, or grouping of crimes, by the 
number of persons or households under 
consideration. For crimes against rer­
sons, the rates are based on the total 
number of individuals age 12 and over, 
or on a portion of that population shar­
ing a particular characteristic or set of 
traits. Household crimes are regarded 
as being directed against the household 
as a unit rather than against the indivi­
dual members; in calculating a rate, 
therefore, the denominator of the frac­
tion consists of the number of house­
holds in question. 

As indicated previously, victimizations 
of households, unlike those of persons, 
cannot involve more thalll one victim 
during a specific criminal act. How~ver, 

repeated victimizations of individuals or 
households can and do occur. As gen­
eral indicators of the danger of having 
been victimized during the reference 
period, the rates are not sufficiently re­
fined to represent true measures of risk 
for specific individuals or households. 
In other words, they do not reflect varia­
tions in the degree of risk of repeated, or 
multipt:-;" victimizations; and, because of 
the ma.lner in which they are calculated, 
the rates in effect apportion multiple 
victimizations among the population at 
large, thereby distorting somewhat the 
risk that any single person or household 
had of being victimized. 

Victim-offender relationship 
in personal crimes 
of violence 

One of the more significant dimensions 
of personal crime concerns the relation­
ship between victim and offender. Pub­
lic attention about crime in the streets in 
large measure has focused on unpro­
voked physical attacks made on citizens 
by unknown' assailants. The nature of 
the relationship between victim and of­
fender is a key element to understand­
ing crime and judging the risks involved 
for the various groups in society. Here­
tofore, the only available national statis­
tics on the matter have been for homi­
cide; these have demonstrated that the 
great majority of murder victims were at 
least acquainted with their killers, if not 
related to them. With respect to the per­
sonal crimes of violence that it meas­
ures, the National Crime Survey makes 
possible an examination of the relation­
ship between victim and offender. 

Based on information from Tables 
19-23, treatment of the subject centers 
on a special section of the selected find­
ings. Nevertheless, the relationship 
between victim and offender is a re­
current variable in findings and in data 
tables dealing with other subjects, such 
as w~apons use and reporting to the po­
lice. Conditions governing the classifica­
tion of crimes as having involved 
"strangers" or "nonstrangers" are 
described in the glossary, listed under 
each of those categories. 

Offender characteristics 
In personal crimes 
of violence 

Some of the tables on this subject 
display data on the offenders only and 
others cover both victims and offenders. 
The offender characteristics examined 

,are sex, age, and race, based on infor-
mation furnished by victims who saw 
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the offenders and, consequently, knew 
the number of persons involved in the 
crime. As with most information 
developed from this survey, offender at­

·tributes are based solely on the victim's 
perceptions and ability to recall the 
crime. However, because the events 
often were stressful experiences, result­
ing in confusion or physical harm to the 
victim, it was likely that data concerning 
offender characteristics were more su b­
ject than other survey findings to distor­
tion arising from erroneous responses. 
Many of the crimes probably occurred 
under somewhat vague circumstances, 
especially those at night. Furthermore, 
it is possible that victim preconceptions, 
or prejudices, at times may have influ­
enced the attribution of offender charac­
teristics. If victims tended to misidentify 
a particular trait (or a set of them) more 
than others, bias would have been intro­
duced into the findings, and no method 
has beep developed for determining the 
existence and effect of such bias. 

In the relevant data tables, a distinction 
is made between "single-offender" and 
"multiple-offender" crimes, with the 
latter classification applying to those 
committed by two or more persons. As 
applied to multiple-offender crimes, the 
category "mixed ages" refers to cases in 
which the offenders in any single in­
cident were classifiable under more than 
one age group; similarly, the term 
"mixed races" applies to situations in 
which the offenders wew members of 
more than a single racial group. 

Number of vir..tims 

As noted previously, the number of in­
dividuals victimized in each personal 
crime is a key element for computing 
rates of victimization and other data on 
the impact of crime. However, the data 
table specifically concerning the number 
of individual victims per crime is based 
on incidents. 

Time of occurrence 

For each of the measured crimes (!~.ainst 
persons or households, data 011 when 
the offenses qccurred were obtained for 
three broad tlme intervals: the daytime 
hours (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.); the first half of 
nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight>; and the 
second half of nighttime (midnight to 6 
a.m.). 

Place of occurrence 

For data from the household survey, 
tables on place of occurrence distinguish 
six kinds of sites, two of which cover the 
respondent's home and its immediate 

~ 
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vicinity. For certain offenses not involv­
ing contact betw~en victim and of­
fender, the classification of crimes is 
chiefly determined on the basis of their 
place of occurrence. Thus, by definition, 
most household burglaries happen at 
principal residences, with a small per­
centage at second homes or at places oc­
cupied temporarily, such as hotels and 
motels. Personal larceny without con­
tact and household larceny are differen­
tiated from one another solely on the 
basis of where the crimes occur. 
Whereas the latter transpire only in the 
home and its immediate environs, the 
former can take place at any other loca­
tion. To be classified as a household lar­
ceny within the victim's own home, the 
offenses had to be committed by a per­
son (or persons) admitted to the 
residence, or by someone having cus­
tomary access to it, such as a 
deliveryperson, servant, acquaintance, 
or relative. Otherwise, the crime would 
have been classified as a household bur­
glary, or as a personal robbery if force or 
the threat of force were used. 

Number of offenders 
in personal crimes of violence 

One table based on incident data 
displays information on the number of 
offenders involved in personal crimes of 
violence. In the sequence of survey 
questions on characteristics of of­
fenders, the lead question concerned the 
number of offenders. If the victim did 
not know how many offenders took part 
in the incident, no further questions 
were asked about offender characteris­
tics, and the crime was classified as hav­
ing involved strangers. . 

Use of weapons 

For personal crimes of violence, infor­
mation was gathered on whether or not 
the victims observed that the offenders 
were. armed, and, if so, the types of 
weapons observed. For purposes of 
ta~ulation and analysis, the mere pres­
ence of a weapon constituted "use." In 
other words, the term "weapons use" 
applies both to situations in which 
weapons were used to intimidate or 
threaten and to those in which they 
actually were employed in a physical 
attack. 

In addition to firearms and knives, the 
data tables distinguish "other" weapons 
and those of unknown t} pes. The 

category "other" refers to such objects 
as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles. For 
each personal crime of violence by an 
armed offender, the type, or types, of 
weapons present were recorded, not the 
number of weapons. For instance, if 
offenders wielded two firearms and a 
knife during a personal robbery, the 
crime was classified as one in which 
weapons of each type were used. 

Victim self-protection 

With reference to personal crimes of 
violence, information was obtained on 
whether or not victims tried to avoid or 
thwart attack, and, if so, th..: measures 
they took. The following reactions, 
ranging from nonviolent to forcible, 
were considered self-protection meas­
ures: reasoning with the offender; flee­
ing from the offender; screaming or yel­
ling for help; hitting, kicking, or scratch­
ing the offender; and using or brandish­
ing a weapon. The pertinent tables dis­
tribute all measures, if any, employed by 
victims in each crime; no determination 
was made of the single most important 
measure. 

Physical injury to victims 

Information was gathered concerning 
the injuries sustained by the victims of 
each of the three personal crimes of 
violence. However, during the prepara­
tion of this report, the requisite data 
were not available for calculating the 
proportion of rape victimizations in 
which victims were injured. Therefore, 
information on the percent of crimes in 
which victims were harmed is confined 
to personal robbery and assault. For 
these two offenses, the relationship 
between seriousness of injury and crime 
classification is described in the glos­
sary, under "Physical injury." 

Victims who had been injured furnished 
data on hospitalization and on medical 
expenses. With regard to medical 
expenses, the data tables are based 
solely on information from victims who 
knew with certainty that such expenses 
were incurred and also knew, or were 
able to estimate, their amount. Exclud­
ing victims unaware of such outlays and 
of their amount restricts the utility of 
the data somewhat. Although data were 
unavailable on the proportion of rapes 
attended by victim injury, information 
relating to hospitalization and medical 
costs were available for that crime; these 
results are reflected in the appropriate 
data tables. 

" 

Economic losses 

With respect to economic losses in­
curred by persons or households, the 
data tables distinguish between crimes 
resulting in "theft and/or loss" and 
"theft loss" only. Table titles specify the 
applicable category of loss. The term 
"theft loss" refers to stolen cash, prop­
erty, or both, whereas "damage" per­
tains to property only. Items categorized 
as having "no monetary value" could 
include losses of trivial, truly valueless 
objects, or of those having considerable 
sentimental importance. References to 
losses "recovered" apply to compensa­
tion received by victims for theft losses, 
as well as to restoration of stolen proper­
ty or cash, although no uist:nction is 
made as to the manner of recovery. For 
assault, information on economic losses 
relates solely to property damage, be­
cause assaults attended by theft are clas­
sified as robbery. There was no attempt 
to measure attempted pocket picking; by 
definition, therefore, all pocket pickings 
had the outcome of theft loss, and there 
may have been some cases with proper­
ty damage. 

Time lost from work 

For all crimes reported to interviewers, 
the survey determined whether persons 
lost time from work after the experi­
'ence, and, if so, the length of time in­
volved. With respect to crimes against 
persons or households, the survey did 
not record the identity of the household 
member (or members) who lost work 
time, although it may be assumed that, 
for personal offenses, it usually was the 
victim who sustained the loss. 

Reporting victimizations 
to the police 

The police may have learned· about 
criminal victimizations directly from the 
victim or from someone else, such as 
another household member or a by­
stander, or because they appeared on 
the scene at the time of the crime. In the 
data tables, however, the means by 
which police learned of the crime are not 
distinguished; the overall proportion 
made known to them was of primary 
concern. 

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited 
by respondents for not reporting crimes 
to the police. The data table on this topic 
distributes all reasons for not reporting, 
and no determination was made of the 
primary reason for not reporting the 
crime. 

~-------.~--
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Glossary 

Age-The appropriate age category is 
determined by each respondent's age as 
of the last day of the month preceding 
the interview. 

Aggravated assault-Attack with' a 
weapon resulting in any injury and at­
tack without a weapon resulting either in 
serious injury (e.g., broken bones, loss 
of teeth, internal injuries, loss of con­
sciousness) or in undetermined injury 
requiring 2 or more days of hospitaliza­
tion. Also includes attempted assault 
with a weapon. 

Annual family income-Includes the 
income of the household head and all 
other related persons residing in the 
same household unit. Covers the 12 
months preceding the interview and in­
cludes wages, salaries, net income from 
business or farm, pensions, interest, 
dividends, rent, and any other form of 
monetary income. The income of per­
sons unrelated to the head of household 
is excluded. 

Assault-An unlawful physical at­
tack, whether aggravated or simple, 
upon a person. Includes attempted as­
saults with or without a weapon. Ex­
cludes rape and attempted rape, as weIJ 
as attacks involving theft or attempted 
theft, which are classified as robbery. 

Attempted forcible entry-A form of 
burglary in which force is used in an at­
tempt to gain entry. 

Burglary-Unlawful or forcible entry 
of a residence, usuaIly, but not neces­
sarily, attended by theft. Includes at­
tempted forcible entry. 

Ethnicity-A distinction between 
Hispanic !lnd non-Hispanic respondents, 
regardless of race. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in 
which force is used to gain entry (e.g., 
by breaking a window or slashing a 
screen) . 

Head of household-For classification 
purposes, only one individual per 
household can be the head person. In 
husband-wife households, the husband 
arbitrarily is considered to be the head. 
In other households, the head person is 
the individual so regarded by its 
members; generaIJy, that person is the 
chief breadwinner. 

Hispanic-Pelsons who report them­
selves as Mexican-Americans, Chi­
canos, Mexicans, Mexicanos, Puerto Ri­
cans, Cubans, Central or South Ameri­
cans or other Spanish culture or origin, 
regardless of race. 
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Household-Consists of the occu­
pants of separate living quarters meeting 
either of the foIJowing criteria: 0) Per­
sons, whether present or temporarily 
absent, whose usual place of residence is 
the housing unit in question, or (2) Per­
sons staying in the housing unit who 
have no usual place of residence else­
where... _ 
Hou~jhold crimes-Burglary or lar­

ceny of a residence, or motor vehicle 
theft. Includes both completed and at­
tempted acts. 

Household larceny-Theft or at­
tempted theft of prqperty or cash from a 
residence or-its in'tmediate vicinity. For­
cible entry, attempted forcible entry, or 
unlawful entry is not involved. 

Incident-A specific. criminal act in­
volving one or more victims and of­
fenders. In situations where a personal 
crime occurred during the course of a 
commercial crime, it is assumed that the 
incident was primarily directed against 
the business, and, therefore, it is not 
counted as an incident of personal 
crime. However, details of the outcome 
of the event as they relate to the victim­
ized individual are reflected in data on 
personal victimizations. 

IJarceny - Theft or attempted theft of 
property or cash without force. A basic 
distinction is made between personal 
larceny and household larceny. 

Marital status-Each household 
member is assigned to one of the foIlow­
ing categories: 0) Married, which in­
cludes persons having common-law un­
ions and those parted temporarily for' 
reasons other than marital discord (em­
ployment, military servi~e, etc.); (2) 
Separated and divorced. Separated in­
cludes married persons who have a legal 
separation or have parted b<;!cause of 
marital discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) 
Never married, which includes those 
whose only marriage has been annuIJed 
and those living together (ex­
cluding common-law unions). 

Motor vehicle-Includes automo­
biles, trucks, motorcycles, and any other 
motorized vehicles legaIJy allowed on 
public roads and highways. 

Motor vehicle theft-Stealing or 
unauthorized taking of a motor vehicle, 
including attempts at such acts. 

Non-Hispanic-Persons who report 
their culture or origin as other than 
"Hispanic," defined above. The distinc­
tion is made regardless of race. 

Nonstranger-With respect to crimes 
entailing direct contact between victim 
and offender, victimizations (or in­
cidents) are classified as having in­
volved nonstrangers if victim and of­
fender either are related, well known to, 

or casually acquainted with one another. 
In crimes involving a mix of stranger 
and nonstranger offenders, the events 
are classified under nonstranger. The 
distinction between stranger and non­
stranger crimes is not made for personal 
larceny without contact, an offense in 
which victims rarely see the offender. 

Offender-The perpetrator of a 
crime; the term generally is applied in 
relation to crimes entailing contact 
between victim and offender. 

Offense-A crime; 'with respect to 
personal crimes, the two terms can be 
used interchangeably irrespective of 
whether the applicable unit of measure 
is a victimization or an incident. 

Personal crimes-Rape, robbery of 
persons, assault, personal larceny with 
contact, or ·personal larceny without 
contact. Includes both completed and at­
tempted acts. 

Personal crimes of theft-Theft or 
attempted theft of property or cash, ei­
ther with contact (but without force or 
threat of force) or without direct contact 
between victim and offender. Equivalent 
to personal larceny. 

Personal crimes of violence-Rape, 
robbery of persons, or assault. Includes 
both completed and attempted acts. 

Personal larceny-Equivalent to per­
sonal crimes of theft. A distinction is 
made between personal larceny with 
contact and personal larceny without 
contact. 

Personal larceny with contact-Theft 
of purse, waIlet, or cash by stealth 
directly from the person of the victim, 
but without force or the threat of force. 
Also includes attempted purse snatch­
ing. 

Personal larceny without contact­
Theft or attempted theft, without direct 
contact between victim and offender, of 
property or cash from any place other 
than the victim's home or its immediate 
vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees 
the offender during the commission of 
the act. 

Physical injury-The term is applica­
ble to each of the three personal crimes 
of violence, although data on the pro­
portion of rapes resulting in victim inju­
ry were not available during the prepara­
tion of this report. For personal robbery 
and attempted robbery with in­
jury, a distinction is made between 
injuries from "serious" and "minor" 
assault. Examples of injuries from seri­
ous assault include broken bones, loss 
of teeth, internal injuries, and loss of 
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consciousness, or undetermined injuries 
requiring 2 or more days of hospitaliza­
tion; injuries from minor assault include 
bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches and 
swelling, or undetermined injurie~ re­
quiring less than 2 days of hospitaliza­
tion. For assaults reSUlting in victim in­
jury, the degree of harm governs classi­
fication of the (lVent. The same elements 
of injury applicable to robbery with inju­
ry from serious assault also pertain to 
aggravated assault with injury; similarly, 
the same types of injuries applicable to 
robbery with injury from minor assauli: 
are relevant to simple assault with inju­
ry. 

Race-Determined by the interviewer 
upon observation, and asked only about 
persons not related to the head of 
household who were not present at the 
time of interview. The racial categories 
,distinguished are white, black, and oth­
er. The category "other" consists main­
ly of American Indians and persons of 
Asian ancestry. 

Rape-Carnal knowledge through the 
use of force or the threat of force, in­
cluding attempts. Statutory rape 
(without force) is excluded. Includes 
both heterosexual and homosexual 
rape. 

Rate of victimization-See "Victimi­
zation rate," below. 

Robbery-Theft or attempted theft, 
directly from a person, of property or 
cash by force or threat of force, with or 
without a weapon. 

Robbery with iinjury-Theft or 
attempted theft from a person, accom­
panied by an attack, either with or 
without a weapon, resulting in injury. 
An injury is classified as resulting from a 
serious assault, irrespective of the 
extent of injury, if a weapon was used in 
the commission of the crime or, if not, 
when the extent of the injury was either 
serious (e.g., broken bones, loss of 
teeth, internal injuries, loss of con­
sciousness) or undetermined but requir­
ing 2 or more days of hospitalization. 
An injury is classified as resulting from a 
minor assault when the extent of the 
injury was minor (e.g., bruises, black 
eyes, cuts, scratches, swelIing) or 
undetermined but requiring less than 2 
days of hospitalization. 

Robbery without injury-Theft or 
attempted theft from a person, accom­
panied by force or the threat of force, 
either with 'r without a weapon, but not 
resulting in injury. 

Simple assault-Attack without a 
weapon resulting either in minor injury 
(e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts, 
scratches, swelling) or in undetermined 
injury requiring less than 2 days of hos­
pitalization. Also includes attempted 
assault without a weapon. 

Strar:~er-With respect to crimes 
entailing direct contact between victim 
and offendt:r, victimizations (or 
incidents) are classified as involving 
strangers if the victim so stated, or did 
not see or recognize the offender, or 
knew the offender only by sight. In 
crimes involving a mix of stranger and 
nonstranger offenders, the events are 
classified under nonstranger. The dis­
tinction between stranger and non­
stranger crimes is not made for personal 
larceny without contact, an offense in 
which victims rarely see the offender. 

Tenure-Two forms of household 
tenancy are distinguished: (1) Owned, 
which includes dweJlings being bought 
through mortgage, and (2) Rented, 
which also includes rent-free quarters 
belonging to a party other than the occu­
pant and situations where rental pay­
ments are in kind or in services. 

Unlawful entry-A form of burglary 
committed by someone having no legal 
right to be on the premises even though 
force is not used .. 

Victim-The recipient of a criminal 
act; usually used in relation to personal 
crimes, but also applicable to house­
holds or commercial establishments. 

Victimization-A specific criminal 
act as it affects a single victim, whether a 
person or household. In criminal acts 
against persons, the number of victimi­
zations is determined by the number of 
victims of such acts; ordinarily, the 
number of victimizations is somewhat 
higher than the number of incidents 
because more than one individual is vic­
timized during cert~in incidents, as well 
as because personal victimizations that 
occurred in conjunction with commer­
cial crimes are not counted as incidents 
of personal crime. Each criminal act 
against a household is assumed to 
involve a single victim, the affected 
household. 

Victimization rate-For crimes 
against persons, the victimization rate, a 
measure of occurrence among popula­
tion groups at risk, is computed on the 
basis of the number of victimizations 
per 1,000 resident population age 12 and 
over. For crimes against households, 
victimization rates are calculated on the 
basis of the number of incidl~nts per 
1,000 households. 

Victimize-To perpetrate a crime 
against a person or household. 
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