THE CITY SURVEYS

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

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet under-
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data,
victimization surveys are expected to supply the
criminal justice community with new insights into
crime and its victims, complementing data resources
already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua-
tion, and analysis. The surveys cover many crimes
that, for a variety of reasons, are never brought to
police attention. They also furnish a means for
developing victim profiles and, for identifiable sec-
tors of society, yield information necessary to com-
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza-
tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish-
ing between stranger-to-stranger and domestic vio-
lence and between armed and strong-arm assaults
and robberies. They can tally some of the costs of
crime in terms of injury or economic loss sustained,
and they can provide greater understanding as to
why certain criminal acts are not reported to police
authorities. Conducted periodically in the same area,
victimization surveys provide the data necessary for
developing indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the
levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures
in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing
the crime situation between two or more localities or
types of localities. _

Victimization surveys, such as those conducted
under the National Crime Survey program, are not
without limitations, however. Although they pro-

vide information on crimes that are of major interest
to the general public, they cannot measure all
criminal activity, as a number of crimes are not
amenable to examination through the survey tech-
nigue. Surveys have proved most successful in esti-
mating crimes with specific victims who understand
what happened to them and how it happened and
who are willing to report what they know. More
specifically, they have been shown to be most ap-
plicable to rape, robbery, assault, burglary, and both
personal and houschold larceny, including motor
vehicle theft. Accordingly, the survey program was
designed to focus on these crimes. Murder and kid-
naping are not covered. The so-called victimless
crimes, such as drunkenness, drug abuse, and
prostitution, also are excluded, as are those crimes
for which it is difficult to identify knowledgeable
respondents or to locate comprehensive data records,
as in offenses against government entities.® Ex-
amples of the latter arc income tax evasion and the
theft of office supplies. Crimes of which the victim
may not be aware also cannot be measured effec-
tively by the survey technique. Buying stolen proper-
ty may fall into this category, as may some instances
of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted crimes of
most types probably are underrecorded for this
reason. Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft
and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible
to measurement or study by means of the survey ap-
proach because of the limited documentation main-
tained by most commercial establishments on losses
from these crimes. Finally, events in which the vie-
tim has shown a willingness to participate in illegal
activity also are excluded. Examples of the latter,
which are unlikely to be reported to interviewers,
include gambling, various types of swindles, con
games, and blackmail.

"Other than government-operated liguor stores and
transportiation systems, which fall within the purview of the
program's commercial sector, government institutions and
offices are outside the scope of the program. Pretests have
indicated that government organization records on crime
generally are inadequate for survey purposes.
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The success of any victimization survey is highly
contingent on the degree of cooperation that inter-
viewers receive from respondents. In the victimiza-
tion surveys conducted in 13 central cities during
1974, interviews were obtained in an average of
96.6 percent of the housing units occupied by
persons eligible for interview. In the commercial
sector, the average response rate was 98.9 percent
of eligible business establishments. Details concern-
ing the size of the sample and response rates in
Miami can be found in Appendixes II and III of
this report.

Data from victimization surveys also are subject
to limitations imposed by victim recall, i.e., the
ability of respondents to remember incidents befall-
ing them or their houscholds, and by the phenome-
non of telescoping, that is, the tendency of some
respondents to recount incidents occurring outside
(usually before) the referenced time frame. In con-
tinuous surveys, this tendency can be controlled by
using a bounding technique, whereby the first
interview serves as a benchmark, and summary
records of each successive interview aid in avoiding
duplicative reporting of criminal victimization experi-
ences; such a technique is used in the National
Crime Survey program’s national sample. Because
the city surveys have not been continuous, however,
the data are subject to telescoping, and no assess-
ment has been made concerning the magnitude of
the problem,

Another of the issuecs related in part to victim
recall ability involves the so-called series victimiza-
tions. Each series consists of three or more criminal
events similar, if not identical, in nature and in-
curred by persons unable to identify 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 information on
the specific month, or months, of occurrence of
series victimizations; instead, such data are attributed
to the season, or seasons, of occurrence. Had it
been feasible to make a precise tally of victimiza-
tions that occurred in series and to determine their
month of occurrence, inclusion of this information
in the processing ‘of survey results would have
caused certain alterations in the portrayal of criminal
victimization. Perhaps most importantly, rates of
victimization would have been higher. Because of
the inability of victims to furnish details concerning
their experiences, however, it would have been im-

possible to analyze the characteristics and effects of
these crimes. But, although the estimated number of
series victimizations was appreciable, the number of
victims who actually experienced such acts was small
in relation to the total number of individuals who
were victimized one or more times and who had
firm recollections of each event. Approximately
900 series victimizations against persons and
1,300 against households, each encompassing at
least three separate but undifferentiated events, were
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month
reference period. A table of these series victimiza-
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears
in Appendix III of the preceding report, Criminal
Victimization Surveys in 13 American Cities.

Although the survey-measured crimes and other
terms used in this report are defined in the Glos-
sary of Terms, the discussion that follows consists of
a detailed description of the offenses and of the
procedures followed in classifying victimization
events. Definitions of the relevant crimes do not
necessarily conform to any Federal or State statutes,
which vary considerably. They are, however, com-
patible with conventional usage and with the defini-
tions used by the Federal Bureau of Investigation
in its annual publication Crime in the United States,
Uniform Crime Reports.

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS

In this study, a basic distinction is made between
two types of offenses against persons: crimes of
violence and crimes of theft. Personal crimes of
violence (rape, personal robbery, and assault) all
bring the victim into direct contact with the offender.
Personal crimes of theft may or may not involve
contact between the victim and offender.

Rape, one of the most serious and least common
of all the crimes measured by the surveys, 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 incidents of both homosexual and heterosexual
rape are counted.

Personal robbery is a crime in which the object
is to relieve a person of property by force or the
threat of force. The force employed may be a
weapon (armed robbery) or physical power (strong-
arm robbery). In either instance, the victim is



placed in physical danger, and physical injury can
and sometimes does result. The distinction between
robbery with injury and robbery without injury
turns solely on whether the victim sustained any in-
jury, no matter how minor. The distinction between
a completed robbery and an attempted robbery
centers on whether the victim sustained any loss of
cash or property. For example, an incident might be
classified as an attempted robbery simply because
the victim was not carrying anything of value when
held up at gunpoint. Attempted robberies, however,
can be quite serious and can result in severe physical
injury to the victim,

The classic image of a robbery is that of a
masked offender armed with a handgun and operat-
ing 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 simply involve a child pinned briefly to
a schoolyard fence while classmates make off with
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 “aggravated” 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 assault carried out without a
weapon is also an aggravated assault if the attack
results in serious injury. Simple assault occurs when
the injury, if any, is minor and no weapon is used.
Within the general category of assault are incidents
with results no more serious than a minor bruise and
incidents that bring the victim near death—but only
near, because death would turn the crime into
homicide.

Attempted assaults differ from assaults carried
out in that in the latter the victim is actually physical-
ly attacked and may incur bodily injury. An at-
tempted assault could be the result of bad aim
with a gun or it could be a nonspecific verbal threat
to harm the victim. It is difficult to categorize
attempted assault as either aggravated or simple
because it is conjectural how much injury, if any,
the victim would have sustained,had the assault
been carried out. In some instances, there may
have been no intent to carry out the crime. Not all
threats of harm are issued in earnest; a verbal
threat or a menacing gesture may have been all
the offender intended. The intent of the offender
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obviously cannot be measured in a victimization
survey. For purposes of this program, attempted
assault with a weapon was classified as aggravated
assault; attempted assault without a weapon was
considered to be simple assault.

Although the most fearsome form of assault is
the brutal, senseless attack by an unknown assailant,
it is also the most rare. Much more common is the
incident where the victim is involved in a minor
scuffie or a domestic spat. There is reason to
believe that incidents of assault stemming from
domestic guarrels are underreported in victimiza-
tion surveys because some victims do not consider
such events crimes or are reluctant to implicate
relatives or friends (see “Reliability of estimates,”
Appendix II).

Personal crimes of theft (i.e., personal larceny)
involve the theft of cash or property by stealth.
Such crimes may or may not bring the victim into
direct contact with the offender. Personal larceny
with contact encompasses purse snatching, attempted
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal larceny
without contact involves the theft by stealth of
numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly
personal in nature. It is distinguished from house-
hold larceny solely by place of occurrence. Whereas
the latter transpires only in the home or its im-
mediate environs, the former can take place at any
other location. Examples of personal larceny with-
out contact include the theft of a briefcase or
umbrella from a restaurant, a portable radio from
the beach, clothing from an automobile parked in
a shopping center, a bicycle from a schoolground,
food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket,
etc. Lack of force is a major identifying element in
personal larceny. Should, for example, a woman
become aware of an attempt to snatch her purse
and resist, and should the offender then use force,
the crime would escalate to robbery.

In any criminal incident against a person, more
than a single offense can take place. A rape may be
associated with a robbery, for example. In classify-
ing the survey-measured crimes, each criminal
event has been counted only once, by the most
serious act that took place during the incident and in
accordance with the seriousness ranking system used
by the Federal Burcau 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 during the
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same incident, the event would be classified as
robbery; but, if the victim was harmed by the beating,
the detailed characteristics would reveal that it was
robbery with injury.

CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS

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

The most serious of the crimes against house-
holds is burglary. Burglary is the illegal entry or
attempted entry of a structure. The assumption is
that the purpose of the entry was to 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 unlocked door or an open window. As
long as the person entering had no legal right to be
present in the structure, a burglary has occurred.
Furthermore, the structure necd 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 constitutes household burglary.
In fact, burglary does not necessarily have to occur
on the premises. If the breaking and entering oc-
curred in a hotel or in a vacation residence, it would
still be classified as a household burglary for the
household whose member or members were in-
volved.,

As mentioned earlier, household larceny occurs
when cash or property is removed from the home or
its immediate vicinity by stealth. For a household
larceny to occur within the home itself, the thief
must be someone with a right to be there, such as a
maid, a delivery man, or a guest. If the person has
no right to be there, the crime is a burglary. 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 specialized form of house-
hold larceny, is treated separately in the National
Crime Survey program. Completed as well as at-
tempted acts involving automobiles, trucks, motor-
cycles, and other vehicles legally entitled to use pub-
lic streets are included.

CRIMES AGAINST
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS

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

Only two types of commercial crimes are
measured by the National Crime Survey program:
robbery and burglary. These crimes are comparable
to robbery of persons and burglary of households
except that they are carried out against places of
business rather than individuals or houscholds. Un-
like household burglary, however, commercial
burglaries can take place only on the premises of
business firms. In a robbery of a commercial estab-
lishment, as in a personal robbery, there must be
personal confrontation and the threat or use of
force. Commercial robberies usually occur on the
premises of places of business, but some can happen
away from the premises, such as during the holdup
of sales or delivery personnel away from the
establishment.
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SELECTED FINDINGS

The statements that follow are illustrative of the
information that can be drawn from this report’s
data tables. As a guide to readers, table source
citations are given parenthetically after each finding.
Individuals wishing to perform additional analysis
on the topics covered in the selected findings are
referred to Appendix IV, Technical Notes, for
guidance in the interpretation of survey results.

General

The household and commercial surveys determined
that an estimated 48,700 criminal victimizations
were committed against Miami residents and busi-
nesses in 1973,

Thirty-six percent involved individuals; 43 per-
cent, households; and 21 percent, commercial
establishments.

Personal crimes of theft outnumbered personal
crimes of violence by about 2 to 1.

Victim characteristics

Residents of Miami were victimized by personal
crimes of violence at a rate of 22 per 1,000 persons
age 12 and over [Table 1].

Men were victimized at
for women [Table 17].

134 times the rate

The rate for blacks was about twice that for
whites [Table 19].

Persons age 16-24 had the highest rate of any
age group, about three times that of individuals

age 50 and over, who had the lowest rate
[Table 18]. :

Females were victims of rape at a rate of 2

per 1,000 [Table 17].

- Blacks had higher burglary and household larceny

rates than whites, but there was no significant dif-

ference between the motor vehicle theft rates for
cach of the races [Table 62].

Houscholds headed by the elderly had the lowest
burglary and household larceny rates of any age
group [Table 61].

Households with annual family incomes of $25,000

or more had the highest burglary rate of any income
group [Table 63].

The household larceny rate for households having
six or more members was about three times that of
one-person houscholds [Table 65].

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a
rate of 292 and robbed at a rate of 104 per 1,000
[Table 85].

Twenty-two percent of all businesses were vic-
timized at least once during the year; 18 percent
of those affected were victimized two or more
times [Tables 87, 90].

Reporting to the police

Two-fifths of all personal crimes were reported to the
police [Table 40].

There was no significant difference between the
percent of violent crimes reported by men and
women; there was some indication that women
reported crimes of theft relatively more than
men [Table 417].

Whites were more likely than blacks to have re-
ported crimes of violence, but there was no
significant difference between the races in re-
porting crimes of theft [Table 41].

Apparent differences between the reporting rates
for violent crimes attributed to strangers and
nonstrangers were insignificant [Table 40].

Forty-six percent of all household crimes were re-
ported to the police [Table 74].
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Overall, there was no significant difference be-
tween the relative number of household crimes
reported by whites and that by blacks [Table
741].

About three-quarters of all commercial burglaries
and robberies were reported to the police [Table
93].

The most common reasons for not reporting per-
sonal, household, and commercial crimes were the
victim’s beliefs that nothing could be done and that
the crime was not important enough [Tables 39,
70, 92].

Time and place of occurrence

Most personal crimes of theft (55 percent) took
place in the daytime [Table 54].

There was no significant difference between the
proportions of daytime and nighttime personal
crimes of violence [Table 54].

As a group, household crimes were about equally
divided between day and night [Table 847,

Burglaries occurred mainly (55 percent) dur-
ing the day, whereas most motor vehicle thefts
(67 percent) took place at night [Table 84].

Most commercial burglaries (87 percent) occurred
at night; most commercial robberies (72 percent),
during the day [Table 101].

Most personal crimes (58 percent) took place on
the street and in other outdoor locations; 6 percent
each took place either inside the victim's home or
near the home [Table 36].

Fourteen percent of all personal robberies oc-
curred inside the victim's home [Table 36].

Crimes of violence perpetrated by nonstrangers
occurred inside the victim’s home relatively
more often than those involving strangers [Table
371].

Number of victims and offenders

Ninety-four percent of all crimes of violence in-
volved a single victim [Table 30].

Because of the prevalence of single-offender as-
saults, most violent crimes (58 percent) were com-
mitted by lone offenders [Table 28].

Single-offender crimes were relatively more
likely to have involved nonstrangers than
strangers [Table 29].

Fifty-three percent of personal and 48 percent
of commercial robberies were committed by two
or more offenders [Tables 28, 89].

Perceived characteristics
of offenders

Strangers committed about four-fifths of all per-
sonal crimes of violence [Table 5].

Strangers were somewhat more likely to have
victimized men and whites, respectively, than
women or blacks [Table 5].

Victims perceived blacks to have committed a ma-
jority of single- (63 percent) and multiple-offender
(66 percent) crimes of violence [Tables 9, 11].

Victims indicated that two-thirds of single-offender
crimes of violence were committed by persons age
21 and over [Table 13].

Blacks were more likely than whites to have been
victimized by members of their own race.

Most single- (96 percent) and multiple-offender
(92 percent) robberies of blacks were committed
by blacks [Tables 10, 12].

Most single- (92 percent) and multiple-offender
(79 percent) assaults against blacks were perpe-
trated by blacks [Tables 10, 12].

Most single-offender (73 percent) robberies of
whites were carried out by blacks, and there was
some indication that most multiple-offender rob-
beries of whites also were perpetrated by blacks
[Tables 10, 12].

Most single-offender assaults (71 percent) of
whites were committed by whites [Table 10].

Multiple-offender assaults against whites were
divided about equally between those involving
all white and all black offenders [Table 12].




Weapons use by offenders

Offenders used weapons in 54 percent of all personal
crimes of violence [Table 56].

There was no significant difference between
stranger and nonstranger crimes with respect
to weapons use [Table 56].

Firearms constituted 44 percent of the weapons
types employed in crimes of violence [Table
571.

Offenders used weapons in three-fourths of all com-
mercial robberies [Table 102].

Firearms were the most common type of
weapon used—63 percent [Table 103].

Victim self-protection

Victims took self-protective measures in 56 percent
of all personal crimes of violence [Table 43].

Victims used firearms or knives infrequently, but
physical force or other weapons made up about

one-quarter of all self-protective measures
[Table 45].

Victim injury and economic loss

Victims were injured in one-third of all personal
robberies and assaults [Table 31].

Robbery and assault victims of offenders who
were not strangers were much more likely to
have incurred injuries than were the victims
of stranger-to-stranger crimes [Table 31].

In 11 percent of personal crimes of violence,

the victim received care at a hospital [Table
33].
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About three-quarters of all personal crimes involved
loss of money or property and/or property damage
[Table 471].

Personal larceny was more likely than robbery to
have resulted in economic loss to the victim
[Table 47].

Half of all personal crimes with loss involved
losses of less than $50, including items of no
monetary value [Table 48].

Whites suffered a somewhat higher proportion
of losses valued at $50 or more than did blacks
[Table 491].

In a majority of completed personal robberies
(81 percent) and larcenies (82 percent), no
losses were recovered [Table 51].

Ninety-one percent of all household crimes involved
loss of money or property and/or property damage
[Table 78].

Fifty-three percent of household crimes with loss
involved losses of $50 or more [Table 80].

Apparent differences between the relative losses
sustained by whites and blacks were not signifi-
cant [Table 80].

In four-fifths of all houschold crimes with theft,
no losses were recovered; in three-fifths of all
motor vehicle thefts, however, the losses were
fully recovered [Table 81].

Ninety-two percent of commercial burglaries and 60
percent of commercial robberies resulted in econom-
ic loss [ Table 96].

In about two-thirds of commercial crimes with
loss, losses exceeded $50 [ Table 97].







SURVEY DATA TABLES

Table 1. Personal crimes: Number of victimizations and victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime

Type of crime Humbar Rate
Crimes of wviolence 5,900 22
Rape 300 1
Robbery 2,500 10
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 200 3
From serious assault 400 2
From minor assault LOO 2
Robbery without injury 1,300 5
Attemphed robbery without injury 500 ]
Assault 3,100 12
Aggravated assault 1,800 T
With injury E00 2
Attempted assault with weapon 1,100 L
Simple assault 1,300 3
With injury LoD 2
Attempted assault without weapon S0 L
Crimes of thaft 11,700 Ll
Parsonal larceny with contact 1,500 5
Purae snatching 200 2
Attempted purse snatching 200 1
Pocket plioking &00 2
Personal larceny without contact 10, 300 39

MOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
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Table 2. Personal crimes: Number of incidents and victimizations and ratio
of incidents to victimizations, by type of crime

Type of crime Incidents Victimizations Ratioc
Crimes of violance 5,200 5500 1:1.13
Rape 300 300 1:1.00
Robbery 2, 200 2, 500 1:1.16
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury B0 200 1:1.0%
From serious assault LD 400 12113
From minor assault L0 L00 111,05
Robbery without injury 1,100 1,300 1:1.19
Attespted robbery without imjury LOO 500 121.25
Assgult 2y 800 T 100 1z 12
Aggravated assault 1, 500 1,800 1:1.16
With injury 500 600 1£1.17
Attempted assault with weapon 1, 000 1;100 121.15
Simple assault 1,200 1,300 1:3.0F
With injury L0 LOO 1:1.03
Attempled assault without weapon 800 Q00 121.10
Crimes of theft 15,300 11, 700 1=1.04
Fersomnal larceny with contact 1,200 1,400 1:1.11
Purse snatching ROG E00 1:1.02
Attempted purse snatching 200 200 1:1.21
Focket plecking &00 &S00 1:1.1L
Personal larceny without contact 210,100 10, 300 1:1.02
HOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent beceuse of ru:.m;,d_ing. Ratins caleplated from unrounded
figures,

ipecanse of data processing problems, a memual welghting procedures was used for estimating the
mumbeyr of incidente of personal larceny without contact. Since it was not feasible to perform
an &l justment for cases invelving more than ong victim, the estimated mumbeér of incidents may be
alightly inflated.
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Table 4. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by selected
characteristics of victims and type of crime

Characteristic All personal crimes Crimea of wvioclence Crimes of theft
Sex
Male (45) 53 59 L9
Female (55) 48 L1 51
Racea
White '.-'9; T3 &, : T
Black (20 27 36 P
COther (1) 13 iz 19
Age
12=15 (7 o 7 L
16=19 |7 12 13 11
2=y, (9 18 18 18
2734 (14 22 17 25
I5=-47 (23 20 21 20
BO=fly (22 15 14 15
&5 and over (17) g 10 7

NOTE: Mumbers in parentheses refer to percent inm the group. Detail may not add to total shown

because of rounding.
2 Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically urreliable,

Table 5. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving
strangers, by type of crime and selected characteristics of victims

Sex Hace
Type of crime Hoth sexes Mala Famale White = Elack
Crimes of violesnce B1 g5 TE &g it
Rape 91 100 %0 gz 189
Robbery 93 92 95 95 g8
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 87 83 95 50 T
From sericus assault o5 oy 1100 L 19
From minor assault 78 145 o, 8l 142
Robbery without injury o& Q& 97 97 95
Attempled robbery without
injury 9 96 o3 100 a0
Assault Tl 79 &l g1 5L,
Aggravated assault il Té (1A a0 ]
With injury 59 Th i3g 75 L
Attempted assault with
WEADON 'l 76 78 g2 1]
Simple asssult T 8y uti] &2 L2
With injury 50 LA K Ta ]
Attempted asssult
without weapon Bl o5 58 B7 62

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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Table 6. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving
strangers, by type of crime and sex and race of victims

Hale = Fomale

Type of crime Whita Elack Whita Hlack
Crimes of wiolence ol 72 B2 &7
Fape 1100 » 191 1gg
Robbery iy 86 97 g2
With injury B89 1469 93 , 1100
Without injury 97 a3 100 91
Assault 8a &0 T L9
Aggravated assault a8 59 &7 &1
Simple asssult 89 163 T3 129

*Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
o rapes of black males were recorded.

Table 7. Personal assault: Percent of victimizations involving strangers,
by race and age of victims

Race and age All asssults hggraveted assault Sl=ple assault
A1l races!
12=15% &0 236 L]
16=19 &9 75 81
202, &5 T0 Rgh
25=3k &5 T L
I5=05 Th TS (k.
S0=f a9 *g5 292
65 and over =] a9 100
White
12=15 bl 0 2100
16=19 80 2g8g 273
20-21, T g1 252
2 5=l T2 S 20
I5=45 g7 g5 2ge
50l ay 75 2]
65 and over 0, g9 100
Hlack
1215 2 “40 *LB
16=1% 58 Bih =212
20-2, =53 57 41
25=31 b =63 #20
5= 5o 55 240
506l #100 2100 2100
55 and over > - a

*Includes data on "other™ races, not shown saparataly.,
“Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
“No assaults inwolving blacks age &5 and over were recorded.

Table 8. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations
involving nonstrangers, by type of crime and nature of relationship

Type of crime Related and/or well known Casually acjuainted

Crimes of violsnce' bl 36
Robbary 20 250
Azsault &7 33

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
“Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliabls.
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Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender
victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender

rerceived race of offender

Hot known and

Type of crime White Black Other not available
Crimes of violence 3k 63 e 2
Rape 112 148 0 0
Completed rape 120 g0 0 0
Attempted rape 135 15, D 0
Robbery 21 i) 0 0
Robbery with injury 128 73 0 0
Robbery without injury 118 g2 0 0
Assault 51 1 s 1L
Aggravated assault 36 Le 13 -
Simpls assault L9 L7 o 12

HOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Lezsa than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically urreliabla.

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender
victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims, and perceived race of offender

Perceived race of offender
Hot kmown and
Type of erime and race of vwictims Whita Hlack Mthar not available
Crimes of widlence
White 583 L5 i} 13
Hlack i3 ol 13 L]
Rape
White 155 L5 ¥ (1]
Black 0 1100 0 0
Robbery
White Fy T3 a (1]
Black A, b Q (1]
Robbery with injury
White 130 T Q0 (1]
Black Q 1040 Q (1]
Robbery without injury
White 25 75 0 1]
Black il 9 Q (1]
Assanlt
White 71 25 0 1
Black i 92 1 15
Ageravated asasault
White &8 29 0 iy
Black ig B iz ig
Simple assault
White L 122 Q0 1y
Blagk Q 100 i} (1]

HOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becamuse of rounding.
YEatimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cazes, ia statistically unreliable.
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Table 11. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offenders

Percoived pace of offandars

Mot Enown and

Type of crime All white A1l black All other Mixed races not available
Crimes of violence 2 &6 12 13 g
Eape L1k L | 0 Lk T 0
Robbery 13 76 12 iz . 1k
Robbery with injury g &5 o A 15
Robbery without inmjury 16 T2 1 is ig
Assault LD 53 11 o 14
Apgravated assault 40 54 1] 0 LR
Simple assault &0 48 2 0 10

HOTE:; Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding,
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

Table 12. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims,
and perceived race of offenders’

Perceived race of offenders

Typa of crime and race Hot known amnd
af wietims A1l white All black All othar Mixed races not aveilable
Crimes of violonce®
White 32 57 ok 9, 2,
Black el BE 1] L] ¥k
Robbary
White 20 B iy gy 2y
Black 22 g2 (1] 22 25,
Assault
White LT L& L | 0 T4
Hlack 17 T i) o |

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding,
Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sampls cases, is statistically unrelisble.

Table 13. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-
offender victimizations, by type of crime
and perceived age of offender

Perceived ape of offender

}u-'f_"lt- known and

Type of crime Under 12 12=20 21 and owver not avail:ble
Crimes of violence b | 28 &b &
Rape 0 lag 1ig y
Hobbery 13 2 £g 1
Robbery with injury o 318 58 ig
Robbery without injury 1 31 58 9
Assault iz 25 o 1g
Aggravated assault 13 26 &7 g
Simple asssult O 20 75 ig

NOTE: Detsll may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
2 Less than 0.5 percent.
lEstimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 14. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offender

FParcelved age of offender
| Mot known and
| Type of crime and age of victims Under 12 12=-20 21l and over not available
Crimes of violence®
12=-19 o Lé 1 0
A= 21 18 Y T 2
35=L9 ay 21, £ g
S0, o 19 71 10
45 and over 0 250 (] a3
Robbary
12=1% 0 2LL #oh 0
20=3 5 T ol 4 211
549 0 ) L1 -
E0=Hl, 0 B2 42 LATA
65 and over 0 33 25T ¥
Assault
12-1%9 o L7 53 4]
2030 0 14 T8 L
33=43 . = 1) Th 211
l=fily (1) "1 200 0
&5 and over (1] 18 273 2g

HOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
 Includes data on rape, ot shown separately.
PEatimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 18 statistically unrelisble,

Table 15. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived age of offenders

Parcelved ags of offenders

ALl under ALl 21 Bot known and

Type of crima 12 All 12=30 and over Hixed ages not availcble
Crimes of violence iz L1 £ | iz 23
Rape 0 T | 143 0 (3]
Robbery o] 35 33 14 26
Robbery with injury ] 36 36 110 119
Robbery without injury 0 1N 32 1 29
Assault V] L8 27 . 19
Aggravated assault x3 L7 N A 116
Simple assault 0 50 133 45 133

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
iEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample casas, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-

offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offenders

Perceived age of offenders

Type of crime and All under And 21 Kot known and
age of victims 1z ALl 12-20 ard over Mixed ages not available
Crimes of violance®
12-19 (1] &9 ' o 222
20=-3k 1 29 42 L 25
357 0 36 232 2 230
E0=61y 0 36 38 =3 ot 13
&5 and over o s 3 Mk 13
Aobbery
12=1% 0 264, 0 0 236
m_jl' (] 331 233 i? 231
J=LY 0 L 235 agy 8o
S0, 0 131 i3 25 20
65 and over 0 227 #55 39 g
Assault
12-19 0 T0 10 g 217
20=31 3 w325 53 0 =149
35-49 0 fch 11 0 o 2
E0=61l o 2L 222 233 "
&5 and over 0 L0 33 g 217

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent beceuse of rounding.
1Tncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
®Eatimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sasple cases, 1s statistically unreliable.

Table 17. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

by type of crime and sex of victims

(Rate par 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

Male
Type of crime {118,000)

Femals

(146,300)

Crimes of wislenca
Rapa
Robbery
Robbery and attespted robbery with injury
From serious assault
From minor assault
Robbery without injury
Attempted robbery without injury
Assault
Aggravated asssult
With injury
Attempted assault with weapon
Simpla sssault
With injury
Attempted assault without weapon

Crimes of thaft
Personal lirceny with contact
Purse snatching
Attempted purse snatching
Focket plcking
Persomal larceny without contact

e B

=

=

F‘ﬂH-I‘-‘E £ B O QR s B =] k)

=
h

17

LPC L LR R T =

=
B B ) O

3L

NOTE: Mumbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detall may not add to total shown

because of rounding.
£ Less than 0.5 per 1,000.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample casea, is statistically unrelisble.
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Survey Dala Tables 19

Table 19. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

by type of crime and race of victims /
P
(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

White Black

Type of crime (209,400) {53,200)
Crimes of violeapnce 12 30
Raps Lk | 12
Robbery g 16

Robbery and attempted robbery :

with injury 3 L
From serious assault 2 3
From miner assault 1 12
Robbery without imjury L 9
Attempted robbery without injury 2 iz
As=sgult & a2
Ageravated sssault 5 15
With injury 1 6
Attespled assault with weapon 3 9
Simple assault 3 T
With injury 1 1z
Attespted assault without weapon 3 5
Crimes of thaft 43 L9
Fersonal larceny with contact 5 T
Furse snatching 3 ig
Pocket pleking 2 4
Personal larceny without contact 38 fad

NOTE: Mumbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not cdd to total shown
because of rounding.
VEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliasble,
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Table 27. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each ETOUp)

Race, sex, and age Crimes of violence Crimes of thelt
White
Male
12=15 (6,300 122 119
it=19 (&,200 39 1 T
20-21, (7,800 L9 125
25=34 (11,900 36 91
35-43 (22,600 21 L0 .
50-64 (22,500) 15 27
&5 and over (16,800} 22 14
Famale
12-15 (4,100 ¥ 27
16=19 (7,800 21 77
20=2L (9,800 25 7
25=34 14,300 22 T
35=L9 [ 26,000 9 25
SOebl, (28,000 9 30
&5 and over (23,500) 7 21
Black
Male
i2=-15 (3,000 LR 139
16=19 (2,300 89 13,
20-24, (2,600 (22 e
25=34 {4,400 129 i
3549 (5,400 53 231
E0=£4 (3,300 3 LT
65 and over (1,%00) ¥l 31
Female
12=-15 (3,000) 139 130
16=19 (2,900 62 134
20-28, (1,300 57 59
25=3f (5,600 135 &7
35=49 (6,900 31 39
G0mbily (L 500 12 31
&5 and ower (2,600) 0 Y15

NOTE: HNumbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 28. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and number of offenders

Four or Hot known and

Type of crime Cme Two Throe more not available
Crimes of violence 58 20 12 7 '3
Rape T3 19 o g Q
Robbery sl 3 18 1 i3

Hobbery and attespted robbery

with inmjury L9 26 19 ) 1]
From sericus assault 38 128 126 110 (1]
From minor assault &1 1o, 133 0 i3
Robbery without injury L0 39 112 14 14
Attempted robbery without injury L7 7 1 | 13 0
Assault &7 12 9 10 13
Aggravated assault 65 12 11 10 i3
With injury &6 o L 13 15 Qo
Attempted assanlt with weapon 70 110 19 i ig
Simple assault &% 12 1 Yo 12
with injury 62 135 ig 113 0
Attempted sssault without weapon 70 11 ‘g 0 12

HOTE: Detail say not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.




Table 29. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents involving a single
offender, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

Survey Data Tables

Typa of crime Involving strangera Invoelving nonstrangers
Crimas of violsnce 51

Rape 75

Robbery L2

Assault 7

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

Table 30. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents involving a single
victim, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

Al Irvolving Involving
Type of orime incidarnts strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of wviolence P s 95
Rape 100 100 1100
Robbery 6 w7 iga
Robbery and attespted
robbary with injury 100 100 1100
From serious assault 100 100 1100
From minor assault 100 100 100
Hobbery without injury s 95 157
Attesmpted robbery without
in jury 92 A% 150
Assault G2 71 %6
hggravated assault 90 87 26
With injury BT 79 P
Attempted assault
with weapon 91 90 26
Simple assault 96 95 a7
With injury 100 100 100
Attempted assault
without weapon o A Qi

igatimatae, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically urnrelisble.

Table 31. Personal robbery and assault: Percent of victimizations in which
victims sustained physical injury, by victim-offender

relationship and type of crime

Relationship Robbery and asasult Robbary Aasanlt
All victimizations 33 33

Involving strangers 25 26

Involving nonstrangers i 150 51

Eatimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable,

........
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Table 32. Personal robbery and assault: Percent of victimizations in which

victims sustained physical injury, by selected
characteristics of victims and type of crime

Characteristic Hobbery and assmlt Robbary Assault
Sex
Male 33 1 32
Femala 13 31 £
Hace
White 33 36 31
Black 33 25 38
Age
12-1% N 1200 L1
16=19 36 151 33
20-24 25 125 3
25-24 Fat) 128 29
35-49 31 7 36
50-64, L1 L2 137
A5 and over 35 13g 120
Anrmaal femily income
Leéss than §3,000 43 41 LS
$3,000-87 459 T a8 35
7 5 500-59 999 125 Ll 125
£10,000-%14 999 31 131 31
F15 5 000-520, 559 125 130 130
325,000 or more 191 1 194
Hot aveilable 130 T30 112

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

Table 33. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which

victims sustained physical injury, received hospital care,
and incurred medical expenses, by type of crime

Item Crimes of violencel Robbery Assault

Received hospital care 11 =] 11
Emergency room only T & T
Cvernight or longer 3 3 Ip

Incurred medical expenses? [ ag 8

1Includes data on raps; not shown separately.

TEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable,

3Tncludes only those victimizations in which the wictims knew with certainty that sedical
expenses were imcurred and slas kmew, or wera able to estimate, the smount of such expenses,




Survey Data Tables

Table 34. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which
victims received hospital care, by selected characteristics of
victims and type of crime

Characteristic Crimes of wiclencel Robbery Assault
Sax
Male 10 10 10
Female 11 Bg 13
Race
White 9 g 8
Elack 1L 28 17
Vietim-of fender relationship ;
Involving strangers g 9 a
Involving nonstrangers 16 a5 19

1fncludes dats on rape, not shown separately.
*Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

Table 35. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations
in which victims incurred medical expenses, by amount

Amountl Percent
Less than 2350 37
E50-8200 234
3250 or more 2 5g

1Ineludes only those vietimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical
expenses were incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the smount of such expenses.
ZEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliasble,
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Table 40. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

Survey Data Tables

ALl Inwvolving Involving

Type of crime victimizations strangers nonatrangers
All peracmal crises L0 wes wew
Crimes of vioclence 57 1] 53
Rape 58 Lok 1100
Robbery &5 &5 158

Hobbery and attempted robbery

with injury &5 &7 185
From serious assault T0 Tl 150
From minor assmilt &0 &1 g4
Robbery without injury Ti T 180
Attempted robbery without injury LA L4 199
Assault 21 &80 51
Aggraveted assault k] 57 L9
With injury &9 78 155
Attempted assault with weapon L7 Le 12
Simple assault L5 [ 50,
With injury 61 142 150
Attempted assanlt without weapon 18 L] 1.7
Crimea of thelt 32 5 Co
Fersonal larceny with contact 38 38 150
Purse snatching 41 i1 -
Focket pleking 3 3L 150
Parscnal larceny without contact 1 - eas

«as HRepresents not applicable.

ipstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliabla.

"Ho attempted purse snatchings by nonstrangers were recorded.

Table 41. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime and sex and race of victims

Sax b R Race A
Type of crime Male Fomale White Hlack
All persomal crimes a9 L2 1 38
Crimes of violence 56 59 62 L8
Rape ] &L ey | 12
Fobbary 50 TE 3 51
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury £y (11 T L3
From serious assault 76 133 76 iz
From minor assault g 7L T2 330
Robbery without injury &l a7 78 59
Attespted robbery without
injury 136 e | 56 i
Assault 53 47 52 Lé
Ageravated assault 55 5l &3 Lb
With injury '} 65 93 47
Attempted assault with
WEA PO L& LB L9 L5
Simple assault 51 ) L2 L7
With injury 147 ixx 60 150
Attempted assault
without weapon by 133 al LT
Crimas of thaft 29 135 32 30
Persomal larceny with
contact i L2 41 25
Purse snatching 0 L2 39 143
Pocket plcking 129 143 L3 110
Personal larceny without
contact 29 3 31 31

lpstimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically wrreliable.

33




Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miamil

Table 42. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime and age of victim ,

Type of erime 12-19 20=3 35=4F SO0=6y 65 and over
A1l parsonal crimes 32 25 Lb Ly LE
Crimes of violence® L3 59 &5 61 ol
Robbery 45 T0 71 62 T8
Robbeary and attempted robbery
"il.hrrinjur;r 36 g2 53 .TH ;3
HRobbery without lmjursy L] &5 LI &1 75
Assault L0 52 &5 251 26
Aggravated asssult 36 55 68 289 :EJ'
Simple assault L5 LL 63 w25 25
Crimes of theft 25 11 36 36 36
Personal larceny with contact "3 9 29 L3 Ly
Personal larceny without
contact 25 9 1) 33 i

VIncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
*Eatimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 43. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which
victims took self-protective measures, by type of crime and

victim-offender relationship
All Involving Involving
Type of crise victimizations strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of viclence 56 5L, 61
Repe 85 a8 rE0
Robbery K1 L1 147
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 60 () 55
From serious asssult 52 52 L50
From minor assault : 68 71 L
Robbery without injury 19 18 &
Attempted robbery without injury 70 72 133
Assault 65 65 65
Aggravated assault 62 62 61
With injury 61 bl 154
Attespted assault with weapon &3 62 &5
Simple assault 69 68 70
With injury T3 76 190
Attempted mssault witheut weapon &7 B im

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically urreliable,
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36 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

Table 46. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective
measures employed by victims, by selected characteristics of victims

Sax Race
Self=protective mebsure Both sexes Male Female White Black
Used or brandished firearm or knife 5 15 12 14 bt
Used physical force or other weapon 26 31 20 25 32
Tried to got help or frighten offender 27 19 - 29 19
Threatensd or reasoned with of fender 17 3 11 16 16
Nonviclent resistance, including evasion 26 22 30 26 26

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding,
tEstimate, based on about 10 or fewsr sample cases, is statisticelly urreliable.

Table 47. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by type of crime

Type of crime Percent.
All personal crimes 76
Crimes of wiolence 43
Rape ‘L8
Robbery T
Robbery and attempted robbery
| with injury Ti
' Robbery without injury 100
l Attespted robbery without injury 113
| Assault 15
Aggravated assault 19
Simple asssult 9
Crimes of theft 93
Personal larcerny with contact &L
Purse snatching &9
Pocket picking 100
Parscnal larceny without contact 9

1Eatimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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38 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

Table 50. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen
property, including cash, and race of victims

Type of crime amd property value All races® White Black

Robbery
No monetary value 23 2 2]
Less than 10 10 210 ]
$10-8L5 28 28 o8
£50-509 17 15 i)
5100=3$247 15 - 14 18
£250 or more 21 23 g
Hot availrble 28 g 2,

Personal larceny”
No monetary value " b | oy
Laas than $10 13 14 11
B10=2L9 38 38 38
$50=599 20 19 pF
F100-32L7 15 14 17
£250 or more 7 9 Lk ]
Mot available L 5 T

NOTE: Detail may not sdd to 100 percent bacause of rounding.
Includes data on "other” races, not shown separately.
SEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
Ineludes both personal larceny with contact and personal larceny without contact.

Table 51. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by proportion of

loss recovered
FPergonal larceny
All personal

Froportion recovered Bobbery lercenies With contact Without contact
Hone Bl a2 82 82
All L4 7 bt T
Soma 13 11 13 11

Lass than half 9 L Y L

Half or mora 13 | 1] ]

Proportion unknown ig A 15 i

NOTE: Detail may not £dd to 100 percent because of rounding.
igstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticelly unrelisble.
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Table 52. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time
from work, by type of crime

Typa of crime Parcent
All perscmal crimes 12
Crimes of violence 15
Rape 1
Robbery 19
With injury 33
Without injury 12
Assault 1
Aggravated assault 16
Simple assault 11
Crimes of thaft 15
FParsonal larceny with contact h
Fersonal larceny without contact 12

Estimete, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticelly unreliable.

Table 53. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime

Time lost All personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimesa of theft
Less than 1 day 30 113 £3

1=5 days LE G2 dly

£=10 days — AR 12

Owver 10 days 16 2 1o
Amount unknosn and

not available 11 1] 0

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent beceause of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unrelisble.

Table 54. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and time of occurrence

Highttime Hot known
Dyt ime G Pal.— Midnight— Not and not
Type of crima & Bume=f pam. Total midnight & Bams known aveilable
411 parscnal crimes L2 L2 27 12 3 5
Crimes of violance 57 52 33 13 ig iz
Rape 151 56 19T 119 0 0
Robbery bk 56 L0 16 iz 1z
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury L8 53 35 116 (1] a
From serious assault 41 &2 L1 118 o 0
From minor asaslt ES L5 132 113 (1] (1]
Robbery without injury L0 59 L2 17 L | 1
Attempted robbery without
injury 57 53 L2 111 0 0
Assanlt 20 4 38 11 iz iz
Aggravated assault L3 57 L6 10 11 o
With injury 37 &3 £l iz 1, 0
Attempted assault with
weapon LT 53 42 1 o ]
Simple assault 59 L0 27 13 0 i1
With injury 53 L8 133 135 0 a
Attempted assault without
WEADON [ KT 25 L 1] |
Crimes of thelt 55 38 =2 11 & T
FPersonal larceny with contact b5 A3k 30 ig (1] 1y
Puras snatching T 30 30 1] (1] 1]
Pocket pleking &0 39 30 111 0 i
Fersonal larceny without contact 5y I8 21 12 g g8

HOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 parcent, because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percént.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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| Table 55. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
i by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, and time of occurrence

| k.t ime
Relationaship and type Dayt ime PaMas= Midnight= Not known and
| af crime b B.Me=5 pema Total midndght & fam. not availible
Involving strangers
Crimes of violence! i 53 39 14 =z
Robbery L3 56 Y 14 iz
Assault 50 50 34 il 4]
Involving nonstrangersa
Crimes of violence? L9 L9 a9 11 L |
Rebbery 2Ll 256 250 24 (1]
Assault 51 L8 37 12 L

HOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
! Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
*Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 56. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents in which
offenders used weapons, by type of crime
and victim-offender relationship

Invelving Invelving
Type of crime All incidents strangsrs nonstrangars
Crimes of violence 1N -1 51
Rape 19 Gyt By 50
Hobbery 57 59 131
Robbery and attesptad robbery
with injury AL L8 118
Robbery without injury &5 65 157
M.t.em];tad robbery without injury 61 62 150
Assanlt 55 1 55

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
2Includes data on simple assault; which by defindtion does not involve the use of & weapon.

Table 57. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of types
of weapons used by offenders, by type of crime

Type of crime Firearm Knife Other Type unkrouwsn
Crimes of wiolence? Ly 23 27 [}
Robbery 50 26 19 5
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 229 220 3L 217
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 9 28 =13 1
Aggravated assault 39 21 35 25
With injury 222 220 50 g
Attenpted asasult with weapon L7 21 28 25

HOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
?Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample casges, 1s statistically unreliable.
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42 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

Table 59. Household crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
by type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Type of crime Humber Rate

Burglary 10
Forcible antry g
Unlawful entry without fores 2
Attempted forcible entry 3

Household larceny g

Iy
3

Less than 250

150 or more

Améunt not availsble

Attampted larssny
Motor wehicle theft

Complated theft

Attempted theft

FERREZER

= B

BBEBEEEEREEE

[
Sl et O3 B

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

Table 60. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
by selected household characteristics and type of crime

411 household Household Motor vehicls
Characteristic crimes Burglary larceny thaft
Bace of head of household
White E‘?'}’ 1 57 TS T5
Hack (21 1 L3 20, v
Other (1) iz 1z 1 o
hge of head of houashold
12-19 (1) 2 2 2 Y,
20-3 (22 a5 35 L Ja
35=L3 (28 gl 29 3L 30
ED=ff (28 21 22 20 25
&5 and over (22) 11 12 10 15
Anrmal femily incose
Less than 53,000 ;1‘?]‘ 13 16 1z oL
£3, 00057, .99 (34 28 30 27 5
5T, 500=-99,999 (13 13 13 14 16
$10,000-%15,999 (17) 20 17 23 25
£15, 000=825,, 999 B’g 12 10 13 1k
$25,000 or more (3 & & & s
Mot available (& = ] 7 2]
Tarmrs
Owned or being bought (36) 40 Lo k1 as
Rented (&4) A0 &0 59 5
Number of units in structure
1*  (L7) 51 50 53 L7
z (8 8 10 T 1p
i I 2 2 1 s
L (6 6 B 5 i
5= (10) 10 10 l 11
10 or more (28) 2 22 2y 30
Other than housing units (2) iz 0 iz (]
Humber of peratna in household
1 (27} 23 28 18 16
2=3 Eiﬂ LT L5 L7 51
4=5 (18 =2 19 25 25
& or more (5) g 7 10 7

MOTE: Mumbers in parentheses refer to percent of households in the group. Detail may not add to
total shiwn because of rounding.
£ Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
?Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
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44 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

Table 62. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and race of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

White Hlack
Type of crime (97,000) {25,L00)
Ty a1 177
Forcible entry 25 102
Unlawful entry without force 17 1 28
Attespted forcible entry 19 Lg
Household larceny &3 78
Lags than $50 32 Lo
$50 or more 25 31
Amount not available 2 12
Attempted larceny L is :
Motor vehicle theft 17 22 .
Completed theft 12 17
Attempted theft 5 1

MOTE: MNumbers in parentheses refer to houssholds in the group. Detail may not add to total shown
becaunse of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Survey Data Tables
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‘ {l 48  Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

il Table 68. Household crimes: Percent distribution of household
' incidents, by place of occurrence and type of crime

{ Place Burglary Housshold lareeny Motor wehicle theft
| Inside own home =T 18 La
{ Near own home "2 33
At vacation home, motels
or hotel 2 i 0
Inslde nonresidential
hu-'i-ll:lil-'lg e # ®E 8 T
On street. or in park,
playground, school-
ground, or parking lot e o 1]
EIEH"}JETE BE# 588 12

s++ Reprzsents not applicable.
1Estimete, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 69. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,

by type of crime and geographic area of occurrence
Insida city Inaside other
Type of crime of residence central city Elsewhere
A1l housahold crimes 9y 3 3
Burglary o, 2 3
Household larceny g5 2 '
Motor wehicle thaft 289 LY T
1Egtimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample ceses, is statistically unreliable.
Table 70. Household crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for
not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime
Reason A1l household crimes Burglary Housshold larcemy Hotor wehicle theft
Hothing could be done;
lack of proof as 39 3k e
Mot important enocugh 32 s g b 30
Police would not want
to be bothered 4 q 4 112
Teo inconvenient or
time consuming g 3 & 111
Private or parsonsl
matter 5 & 5 13
Fear of reprisal e iz iz 0
Reported to someons
elae 2 3 13 1y
M1 other and not
glven 10 11 g 19

HOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becmse of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is steatistically unrelisble.




Survey Data Tables 49

Table 71. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
by race of head of household and type of crime

Race and reason All household crimes Burglsry  Household larceny Motor vehicle theft
White
Hothing could be done;
lack of proof 13 k) a1 26
Kot important enocugh 36 31 39 28
411 other and not
glven 32 3 n L&
Black
Hothing could be done;
lack of proof L1 L1 L2 in
Not important encugh 26 26 25 132
All other and not
Biven 34 33 33 L7

H&F: Detail may not add te 100 percent because of rourding.
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

Table 72. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
by annual family income

A

Nothing could ba done; Not isportant A1l other and

Income lack of proof enough not given

Less than $3,000 51 25 L

$3,000=-57, L%9 36 33 n

7, 500-59, 993 32 34 a5

$10,000-51L, 999 35 33 32

$15,000=-524, 999 30 k3 a7

$25,000 or more 25 36 39 .
Not availeble L5 2 33 !

[ NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

Table 73. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
by value of stolen property

Hothing could be done; Hot important All other and

Value lack of proof encugh not given
Ho monetary value (1] 1g o1
Less than 510 21 52 27
S10=8LT 35 38 27
$50=599 LT 3 29
$100=52.% L2 12 L5
£280 or more LO ig -]
Hot available 138 135 127
HOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

IEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, iz atatisticslly unreliasbla.

Table 74. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported
to the police, by type of crime and race of head of household

Type of crime All races? White Elack
All household crimés L& (5] &8
Burglery 8 58 58
Forcible sntry &80 T BO
Unlawful entry without force 47 52 3k
Attampted forcible entry 33 36 26
Household larceny 23 25 is
Less than 350 12 12 217
£50 or more 36 38 3
Amount not available 223 231 1]
Attempted larceny 3 L7 0
Motor vehicle theft 73 Ths T
Completed theft 29 %0 ol
Attempted theft =7 3 0

1Tneludes data on "other” races, not shown separately.
sEstimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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52 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

Table 77. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
loss reported to the police, by type of crime and value of loss

Type of crime Less than $10 £10-3519 £0=5209 $250 or more
All household ecrimes 14 18 L7 as
Burglary 135 34 2 a7
Forcible entry i | 53 77 89
Unlawful entry without ferce i} 123 L3 76
Attempted foreible entry 0 0 133 1100
Household larceny ig 13 32 &0
Motor wehicle theft » . al a9

‘Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Mo motor vehicle thefts involving losses in this category wers recorded,

Table 78. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting
in theft and/or damage loss, by type of crime

Type of crime FPercent

All household crimes

Burglary
Forcible entry
Unlawful entry without force

Attempted forcible entry
Heusehold larceny

Motor wehiels thaft

8#£T333 =2

Table 79. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations

resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen property, including cash,
and type of crime

All household Household Motor vehicle

Talua crimas Burglary larceny theft
Mo monetary walue T iz 1j ¥
Less than 510 8 [ 1L 0
$10-349 20, 13 L0 1]
$50=599 16 13 21 |
f100-f200 1% 19 15 12
$250-3999 19 30 L b2
$1.000 or mors 13 17 iz LS
Mot available 3 3 3 0

! I NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

| | Z Less than 0.5 percent.

_ ‘Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami
Table 81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations
resulting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered
and type of crime
All household Housahold Motor vehicle
Proportion recovered erimes Burglary larceny thaft
None 80 89 25
All 11 b 5 &0
Some 9 10 & 15
Less than half 3 & i | *h
Half or more 3 A 12 10
Proportion unknown 3 3 3 k-

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

Table 82. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting
in loss of time from work, by type of crime

Type of crime Parcent
All household crimes 10
Burglary 12
Forcible entry 20
Unlawful entry without force ie
Attempted forcible entry YL
Household larcerny 3
Lass than $50 12
250 or more g
Amount not available 15
Attempted larceny iz
Motor wvehlecle theft 28
Completed theft ?3
Attempted theft 7

1Egtimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

Table 83. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime

All housahold Household Motor wehisls
Time lost erims Burglary larceny theft
Lass than 1 day i3 50 b % | 28
1=5 days L8 Lk | 58
Over 5 days 9 ig 119 e 1
Amount unkmown and
not available iz 13 0 0

HOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Less than 0.5 percent.
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewsr sample cases, is statistically unreliasble.
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Survey Data Tables 55 |

Table 84. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and time of occurrence

Dayt ime & pame= Midnight= Not Kot known and

Type of crime b a.m.—5 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m, known not available
All household erimes % Ay 20 18 & 11
Burglary 55 3L 19 12 3 11
Foreible entry 61 33 21 a i3 &
Unlawful entry without
force 52 1L 17 12 ig 15
Attempted forcible entry 49 37 15 18 3 1
Household larcerny 37 50 20 19 10 1
Less than $50 36 L7 19 17 11 18
$50 or more ] L8 20 19 10 12
Amount not available 133 a2 129 129 1g ig
Attespted larceny 1o, 73 31 39 1y 32
Motor vehicle theft 30 67 28 36 1g Lk
Completed theft 31 65 27 35 13 A%
Attempted theft 27 T 3 39 12 12

NOTEs Detail may nmot add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
VEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

Table 85. Commercial crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
by characteristics of victimized establishments and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 establishsents)

—RUTELATY —TOLbETY
Characteristic Number Rate Number Rate
All sstablishments (26,000) 7,600 92 2,700 106
Kind of establishment
Retail {7.9-::(} 3,600 5T 1,600 196
Food group (1,200) 500 blal, 300 278 I
Esting and drinking places (1,700) 1,000 574 500 267 I
General merchandise (300) 200 £00 1300 1268 |
Apparel group (1,200 500 391 400 Jug
Furniture and applisnes group (£00) 200 395 1100 91
Automotive group (500) 500 932 0 (3]
Other retail (2,600) 500 327 300 9%
Wholesale (3,400) 700 211 200 &9
Service (9,700 2,400 251 500 53
Manufecturing [1,L400) LOG 04 200 160
Cther (3,700) LOO 113 200 50
Gross anmial receipts
Less than $10,000 (&,300) 1, 500 3,2 200 39
$10,000-524,999 (4,200 1, 500 333 300 (.19
£25,000-549,999 (3,600 200 258 500 99
£50,000=599,999 (4,000 1,100 269 BOO 194
$500,000-3999,999 (1,700 500 310 Y100 129
No sales (1,200) 300 216 Y100 ]
Average nmusher of paid smployesas
1=3 (10,000) 2,600 262 1,300 126
L=7 (4,300} 1,300 289 500 120
8-19 (2,800 00 261 300 121
20 or more (2,300) 1,300 539 300 108
Kone (6,600 1,800 265 300 50

NOTE: HNumbérs in parentheses refer to establishments in the group. Detall may not add to total
shown becsuse of rounding.
YEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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Table 86. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
by selected characteristics of commercial establishments

Characteristic Percent of establishments Percent of crimes
Kind of sstablishmant
Retail 31 &0
Wholesale 13 9
Sarvice 37 24
Real estate 5 i
Manufacturing 5
Transportation 2 o
CLher T ks
Gross anrual recelpts
Less than $10,000 17 ié
£10, 000237, 999 16 16
325, 000=219 399 14 12
£50, 000-599, 999 15 18
£100, OD0-EL9%, 999 19 x
5500, 000=$999, 999 & &
$1,000,000 o1 mora T o
Ho sales 5 3
Amount not avallable 1 (1]
Average number of paid employees
1=3 38 38
=T 17 17
B=1% 11 10
20 or more 9 15
None 25 20

Estimate, based on shout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

Table 87. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments that were
victimized, by kind of establishment

Bind of establishment Farcant
All establishments 22
Retail 33
Wholesale 17
Service 1%
Hanufacturing 21
Othar 12

Table 88. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of completed
and attempted victimizations, by kind of establishment
and type of crime

Burglary Bobbary
Kind of astablishseant Complated Attemphed Completed Attempied
A1l establishments T3 27 T 43
Retail B 3z 52 LB
Wholesale 79 21 Y43 57
Service TG 21 g1 1i9
Other 0 30 Sl L

Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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Table 89. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by kind
of establishment and number of offenders

Kind of establish=ant Cne Two Three or more Not available
A1l establishments L3 g 25 9

Retail L 26 18 L

Cther 55 20 i 18

ipstimats, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreligble.

Table 90. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimized commercial
establishments, by kind of establishment and number of victimizations incurred

Eind of establishment O Twao Thres or more
411 establishments 8z 12 &
Retail 77 15 :ﬁ
Service BS B &
Other B& ig 15

HOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becsuse of rounding.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticslly unreliable.

Table 91. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of crime and place of occurrence

Hind of sstablishment On premises On dellvery and elsewhers
All establishments 96 4

Retall . 100 (i}

Wholesals 100 1]

Barvice BT 113

Manufacturing L ig

Ot her 71 19

iEstimate, based on about 10 or fewsr sample cases, is statisticelly unreliable.

Table 92. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not
reporting victimizations to the police

Reason Fercant

Hothing eould ba done;

lack of proof kB
Mot important enough 30
Folice would not want to

be bothered L

Too inconvenient or time consuming;

did not want to becoms involwed

Fear of reprisal

Reported to someons alss o
All other and not given

3% D=3

HOTE: Detall may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.
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! Table 93. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the
| police, by kind of establishment and type of crime
|

¢ Kind of establishment Burglary and robbery Burglary Robbery

1 | A1l sstablishments 76 79 69
‘ i | fistail 7 81 bet
| Wholesale 8b aa 79
| | | Service T &0 Tl
| : Manufacturing 55 &1, 138
| ‘ Other &7 &0 g2
| ‘Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
‘| Table 94. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with
1l one or more security measures
| Eind of establishsent Parcant
1
8| A1) establishments 72
, Retail 78
| Wholesals o0
- Service 65
I Real estate &l
1l Manufacturing (i
: Transportation L7
(ther A

Table 95. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with selected types
of security measures, by kind of establishment

All estab-

Typt of security measurs 14 sheents Retadl Wholesale Sarvica Other
Building alarm 16 23 s 10 10
Central alarm - palice

or security service 15 21 ¥ T 13
Beinforcing device 3 29 28 15 19
Guard or watehman 15 11 g 20 15
Watchdog A 7 13 4 1z
Firearm 5 9 12 A &
Camera 1 L% k2 1z o
Mirror 1 2 L iz iz
Other 9 8 17 T

£ Less than 0.5 parcent.
1Estimate,; based on sbout 10 or fewer semple cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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Table 96. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and type of crime

Kind of establishment Burglary Robbery
A1l establishments 22 &0
Retail Q2 Sy
Wholesalse o8 o
Service o1 a7
Manufacturing 96 16
Othar B ‘13

igstimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is atatistically unreliable.

Table 97. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in theft and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and value of loss

Type of establishment Less than 310 $10=£50 551=3250 £251 or more  Hot avallabla
All establishments 9 19 27 38 T
Eetail & 16 i | [ ]
Wholesales 110 132 21 50 iy
Service 11 23 26 33 T
Other 112 25 20 30 12

NOTE: Detsil may mot add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliabla.

Table 98. Commercial burglary: Percent of victimizations resulting
in damage loss to the premises, by kind of establishment

Kind of astablishmant Percent
All establishments B3
Retail B4
Wholesale Bl
Sarvice 80
Marufacturing a0

O her a0
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|- '[ Table 99. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
I ‘ by number of employees losing time from work
I Number of employess
il who lost time Percent
‘ :il l Hone az
fun One employee 11
Two employees L
e Three or more employess 3
I |
Il Table 100. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by number |
| | of man-days lost from work
|
il I Mumbar of man-days lost Parcant
I { o 82
(1N 0 Less than 1 day 10
i 1=5 days [ i
“: é or wore days G |
I
| |
:. |
i
| |
1 .!I |
i |
I
i
i |
I |
| || |
:-l‘
:: |
'.1! | |
‘I! |
|:
(i
I
1
I
1! |
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Table 101. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of crime and time of occurrence

Highttims Hot lmown
Dayt. Lme & peme=  Midnight= Not  and not
Type of crime & BaMs=5 Pals Total midnight & a.ms known  available
Burglary and robbery 25 T1 11 31 9 b
Burglary 8 a7 g8 40 &2 b
Fobbary 72 28 20 7 1 AT

Z Lesa than 0.5 percent.
"Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample caseés, is statistically unreliable.

Table 102. Commercial robbery: Percent of incidents in which offenders
used weapons, by kind of establishment

Kind of establishment Percont

All establishments 75
Retail S0
Service cB
Othar

23

Table 103. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of weapon used by offenders

Type of weapon : A1l robberdes Completed robberles Attempted robberies
Firearm (%] 8L 33
Knife 11 h 26
Other or unknown type 26 15 L1

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable.
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APPENDIX |
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

For the household survey, a basic screen ques-
~ tionnaire (Form NCS-3) and a crime incident re-
~ port (Form NCS-4) were used to elicit information
~ on the relevant crimes committed against the house-
- hold as a whole and against any of its members age
12 and over. Form NCS-3 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 ecach household and of its
-members. Household screening questions were
~asked only once for each household, whereas indi-
‘vidual screening questions were asked of all mem-
‘bers age 12 and over. However, a knowledgeable
‘adult member of the household served as a proxy
‘respondent for 12- and 13-year-olds, incapacitated

¥
L

i

persons, and individuals absent during the interview-
ing period.

Once the screening process was completed, the
interviewer obtained details of each revealed inci-
dent, if any. Form NCS-4 included questions con-
cerning the extent of economic loss or injury,
characteristics of offenders, whether or not the
police were notified, and other pertinent details.

In the commercial survey, basically comparable
techniques were used to screen for the occurrence
of burglary and robbery incidents and to obtain
details concerning those crimes. Form CVS-101
contained separate sections for screening and gather-
ing information on the characteristics of business
places, on the one hand, and for eliciting data on
the relevant crimes, on the other.
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- OB, Mo, 41-A2661: Approval Expired June 30, 1974
v omes NG5 aad NS4 HOTICE = Your raport o the Cenus Bursdy (3 confidential by law (Titke 13, U5,
iR ER-TH Codel. It may ba seen only by ewonn Censur employess and may ke ysad only for

SLatistical purpoEes.

U5, CEPFARTHMENT OF COMMEACE Contral nusbad
SOCiAL AMD ECOROME ST ATIETIHCE ADMIRISTRATION
BUREAL BF THE £TRIUE

MATIONAL CRIME SURVEY PSU

| Serial IPasel  |HH | Segment
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE i : :
L} L}
i i i
FORM MCS5-3 = BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONHAIRE :. 3 1 I )
FORM HCS-4 - CRIME INCIDENT REFORT
1. Interviewar identification B. Tenure (cc T)
Code | Name |z t [] Crened or being bought
i 2 [] Ranted for cash
@ ! 3] No cash rent
1. Recerd of Interview ! 7. Type of living quartens (2 11}
Lime mumber of household i Date completed Heusing Unit
respondent ! |@ 1 ] House, apartment, flat
! i 2 [ HU in noatrams lent hatel, motel, etc.
@I ! 3 [ HU = Permanent in wansient hatel, motel, exc,
4[] HU in rooming house
% ::':':':" moninterview (cc 26d) s [] Mobile home or trailer
ified above — ribe
B Rosvon &[] HU moe specified above — Des 3
|@ 1 [] Mo ona hesme
z |:| Temporarily absent = Return date
3] Refused OTHER Unlt
L & [ Ocher Dce. = Specify 7 ] Quarters not HU in rooming or boarding house
§ i P Roce of head &[] Wnit mos permaneat in ransient hotel, metel, s1e,
' ) @ » [ White # [ Vacant tent site or trailer $ite
t [ ] Megre 12 [ Mot specified m-nmﬁh?
i 3 [ ] Other
TYPE B

’@ » [ Vacant — Regular 8- Humbar of howsing wnifs in strecture (cc 23)

‘:' - 2 [] Vacant — Storage of HH furninere |@ Ly s(J5-9
E 3 [] Temporarily occupied by persons with URE im 6 [ 10 ar mose
3 - &[] Unfic ar ta be desalished a3 7 [ Mobile home or trailer
3 % 5 [_| Under construction, not ready a[ 4 &[] Only OTHER wnits
: LISV I Meeparary ReaTowal, 5 AR F—HEH EACH HOUSEHOLD:
- 7 [] Uneccupied tent site or trailer dite 7
: 8 ] Permit granted, construction not P . [Otheer *:Lw.;;l.hh:i:i':: ﬂrln:;rn-l in thiz howsehald
- i by ot il @ o
- 2] Yes — What kind of businens is thet?
: TYPE €
k |@. 1 [j Unused line of listing sheat
; 2 ] Demolished 10, Family income (cc 24)
r 1 D House or trailer moved I@ i I__..I Under 51,000 8 []8$7.500 w 9,999
4[] Outside sagment 2 [] 51,000 tw 1,599 # [ 10,000 w0 11,999
I-E| Converted fo permanent business of SIOrage 3] 2,000 1,999 % D 12,000 ta | 4,999
- & ] Merged 4] 3,000 to 3,999 11 ] 15,000 o 19,959
o 7 [[] Condemned 8] 4000 to 4,999 12 [ 20,000 to 14,999
: 8 ] Buile afear April 1, 1970 &[] 5.000 w 5,999 13 [ ] 25,000 and over
; g [] Other = Sp-eclﬁr? 7] 6,000 w749
i T TR p—
of age ond 7
TYPFE T
Interview ot chiained for 5 '@ — Total number
Lime number 12. Howsebold members UNDER
12 years of age
@3 @ 7
? Toral number
;
3 @ & [ Hone
@' — 13, Crime Incident Reports filled 7
i 4. Househald stotes : '@ —  Towl numbar
: |@ 1 [[]5ame household as last enumeration o [] Mame
' 2 [] Replacement hausehald since |last snumeration —
3 [] Previous naninterview or nat in sample befors CEHSUS USE OMLY

5. Special place type code (cc fe) @ @ @ @

@
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PERSOHAL CHARACTERISTICS
14, 15 | 7. [T 3 Me. 1206 |20 23.What Is the Bighest prade
MAME jof rouserald | TYPE [LNE | RELATIONSHIP | AGE  MARITAL [RACE | ORIGiN |SEX ;:ﬂf,:m?mml
|____respondest) | gy |wumser | To wousewoLn | LERTL |STATUS (e s o gce 16) (66 AT et gatipies s e
KETER — BEGIN | INTER- |jcct HEAD DAY  [ree 141 ! ehac i Tor Zheyrs.1og 18H] 5
NEW RECORD | vigw et fec 13 : '7"
= e B oe o ®®® ®
1O P 1] ead O O | 1w 00 [ Mewer atlindasd 1 []vea
27wl switeotmast | |awe. (s nee) | :COF e ke 21
Firat ”:'""F 3 [ O chitd 010, [ajoe —Elem. [01-0)
Fall &[] Cthes pelative &[] See. | — HLE. [09=11]
T s [ Mos-reintin s[C]MM i — Colbege (21—26+)

Lok at ivem 4 on cover page. I8 thig the same
househald as latt enumeration? [Box | smarked)

CHECK
ITEM &

i[] Yes Ho = When did you lost work?

@H. Hove you been looking For werk durisg the post 4 weeks?
2[ | Up ta 5 years age — SKIP to 180

] Yes — SKIP te Check ftem B ] He
150, Did you live in this heuse on April 1, 19707
@ 1 7] Yes = SKIP to Check Item B 2] Ne

8 []5 or more years ago
& [ Never woriced 2 gl

2. Is there any reason why you comld ol take o job LAST WEEK?

b, Where did yow live aa Apeil 1, 19707 (State, forsign cowntry,
U.5. possession, o)

State, SIc, Ciounty

@) 1Cwe Yes — 2 [] Already has & job
3 [ ] Temperary (llness
i [:| Gaing to schaol

&. Did you live inside the limits of @ city, tewn, villags, whe.?
@ i C]Ne 2 [] Yes — Name of city, town, villoge, eic.,

@ [T T 111

s [] Other = Sjllll-ﬁif:rl—l,

T8a. For whom did you (last] work? (Nome of company,
busimess, argonization or other employer]

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707

I@ ¥ [] Hever worked — SKIP to 29

|@ 1] Yes 2] Mo
CHECK is thiz person | & years old or older?
ITEM B L___] Mo — SKIF to 29 L] Yes

b. What kind of business or industry in thia? (For exomple: TV
and rodio mfg., rewil shee 3tore, Stote Lobor Dept., form)

260, Whot were you doing most of LAST WEEK = (working,
kesping hause, golag to schoal) or samething elue?
@ n [ Weeking — SKIP to 280
2 [ With a job but nat ag werk 7 [ Retired
8 [ Leoking for work 8 [] Ouher - Sp-ﬂclﬁrF
a [ Kesping house

& [ ] Unable o work — SKIP to 26d

e L1 11

€. Were you =
¥ Am eamplo of o PRIVATE company, busineis or
= |.amf..mr wages, salory or commisslons?
z2[ | A GOYERHMEHT employes (Federal, State, county,
ar lagal)?

8[| Going to schosl

{if Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

3| SELF-EMPLOYED in OWH business, professional

be Did you do ony =ork at all LAST WEEK, net counting werk
orsund the heuse? (Mote; If farm or Buginéds oparator in HH,
exk obout wapaid wark.]

QD Hao Tet = How momy bowrs? - SKIP 1o I8¢

practica of farm?
4[| Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or fam?

d. What kimd of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
anginedr, stock clerk, typlst, former)

g« Did yow hove 2 job or business frem which you were
temporarily abient ar on loyoll LAST WEEK?

|@ 1[I Mo 2] Tes — Absent — SKIP to 28a

a[ ] ¥es = Layaff — SKIP ta 27

@) T
e I-i"ll ware your mest impartont sctivities or deties? (For
exomple: typing, keeping occount books, selling cors, eic.)

Hores

e ——
PR HOE- U-E-TEE

Pags 1




Survey Instruments

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS

g R O N

38. Bid anyone TRY to reb you by using Force
ot threatening te horm you? (aikes -Ln
any incidents already mentiened)

29, How 1"d like ts ask some quentions sbout ([ ] wes - Mow many | 32, Did onyone toke samething belonging 1] Yes = ow many
crime. They refer oaly to the last 12 manihs - | timea} 18 yeu ar te any mesber :rrhl:l bowsehold, . Timas?
i from o ploce -':.trl you ar they were e
between 1, 197___ond 197__.i Clwe "-Hmil{' stoying, such os o friend's or |
TR e poo relative’s home, o hotel ar motel, or i
During the last 12 months, did onyone bresk @ vacation home? f
inte o semikaw illegally get iate your ! 3 i e
(aporiment home), goroge, eramother building | == | 33 What was the total number of mater :@
oF your praperty? i wehicléd (cari, trucks, oic.) swned by I
w of amy ether sember of this hovsehald 10 ] Nong -
3. (Other thon the incidents] just mentioned) ] Yo — Haw ;:rin.. the last 17 months? i SKIP 1o 35
Did you find o dosr jimmied, & lock forced, L 1 ml
ar any sther sigas lI an ATTEMPTED Cwe 012
beenk ia¥ . Hal—
]2
’ 18 [] 4 or mers
[ 3. Did anyone ateal, TRY to steal, or uaw |r|'__'|1r|-|-||-. Ey
30, Was anything a1 all wtelen that iv kept P[] ¥en — Mow many (it/any of them) withsut permission? ! timaal
suiside youwr home, ar hoppened to be el . Hmaa? : [CIne
cul, iwch as @ bicyele, o gosden hose, or 1M e s e H ——
lawn burniture® [othes then any incidents ) 35, Did anyone steal or TRY to steal part 1] Yes - How many
already mentinaed) i of (it any of them), twch on o h.mr,n, 1 tlmaal
] i hubcaps, tape-deck, sic.? 'Cime
. 1
i
= i . v " + [T . BE 3
L & rher b *‘,,_t,ll INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS | =
3. The Following questions refer only 1o things ' yes - Hew di. Did you find any evidence that someans 17] Vet - How many
hat h“PlH: te you during the |:H'IJ‘ manths = = "—'l'il:l ATTEMPTED te steal something that .'I:] timaa}
¥ H i
bermgen 1. 197 __and L9 Clwe E:ﬂ“ ed to you? [ether than any incidents iCme
a ¥ mantioned] %
Did you hove your (pocket picked purse
snntehed)? ;
37, Did amyone toke something (else) direetly ] el = How 47. Did you call the pelice during the lost 13
Fram you by wsing force, l-?ﬂ:h o by o = timbs? months to repert something that hoppened
stichup, mugging or threat? e te you which you thowght was & erima?

(Do sat comni any cally made to the
pelice concersing the incidents you
heve juit told me obowt.)

[1 Ho = SKIP 1o 48

[[] Wes — What happened?

39. Did onyone best you up, ottack yow or hit

4} During the last 12 months, did onyone steal
things that belonged 1 you from inside ony car
of truek, such as packoges ar elothing?

ou with something, such as & reck or bottle? Thmaa?
"I'“h" than any in';ﬂln-h already -ll:tlini-d; il i ED
I I
I ! | | |
i i
Al Were you knifed, sbeot at, or ottacked with if ] ¥es ~ How Lock at 47. Was HH member 1] s — How many
some sther weopoa by & & at all? (ath I tlmant : i fiman?
than sny ineidents II-|:1I"-H mentioned) b i 12+ ml"‘_' of threatamed, or :
1] e CHECE was gosething stolen or an 1
: ITEM C attempt made 1o sueal something :D""
: that belonged to him? !
41, Did onyone THREATEM io bast pow vp 4¢ |[ ] Yar - Now many |
'I't'lll-lTEll ’;tl:,':"ll'"h I' i;llt, Hn-, &F fome ] H ke
ofther weapon, incleding relephons T
BT Sy O |
menationed) 1 but did HOT repert to the palice? [other i
ey Ty then eny incidenty slready mentioned) ;
di. Did snyene TRY #o ottack you in some i Vs — How :
other way? ather than sny incidents slresdy :H it | () Ho - SKIP to Check ltem E |
mentioned) ‘e [[] Yes = Whot bappened? !
i i
- ‘@ [ ]

44, Was anything stolen frem you while you
ware oway frem home, for instonee i wodk, in
& theater or restaursnt, or while troveling?

ook &t 48. Was HH member
13 + arcacked or threatened, or

CHECK was something stalen ar an
ITEM D aEeempt sade to steal someching
that belenged va him?

435, [Orher thes any in-:iﬂirlll-[)'lu'u already

] Wes - How muay

Do any of the sereen Questions contaim By entries

mentionsd) wai aaything (elue) at oll i Elmia? far ""How many times?'"
stelen frem you during laat 12 months? pok CHECK [T1Ma — Interview next HH messher,
iL_wo ITEM E End interview if last respondent,
. and fill item |} a0 cover,
; ] ¥es — Fill Crime Incident Reporis.
FORM MCEE (§-85-50) Page 3
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||. | . - | PERSOMAL CHARACTERISTICS j : Ty
|| { 14, - 18, 19, Ma. 20k, nm Bs ihe Bghest gr M.
: NAME TYPE RELATIONSHIP | AGE  |uamiTAL [RACE | CRIGIN fo yoae of raputae sensal 044 you

|| R N 1o nousenoLo | LA lsvatus [ice 15 e 18 Jics 1m) :::::mmmlz—a :,5"'“
e WEW RECORD | vigw iz 3 : OB | Transcrion fo ey e 1) < 20

| Lasl k

‘ : @ @ ® @ @ @ |@ | @

| 1) P 1 [ el . |1 [w. s[IM |1 [ ves| oo [T Mever stbended 1] Ve
{H1F | eTwel | | a[]wire of mead 2CIwe | 27 e rar ¥ e S R - 2] Me

! | First 31Ny 3] Own child aJo. JaJot —Flem. [01-08)

Jﬂlf &[] Ditber relaki &[] 5ep. N ]
| § [ Men-ralative s INM : — College (21 -6+
il CHECK Losk &t item 4 on cover page. |5 this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the post 4 weeks?
| ITEM A household as last enumeratiea? [Box | marked) @ 1] Yes Mo = Whem did you lost work?

| | [7] Yes = SKIP to Check Item B [He 2[]Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 280 _
| :. 25a. Did you live i this heuse en Apeil 1, Hi‘ﬁ? :% ::::ﬁ,{:;“ age SKIP s 36 ';
|! | 1 [[] Yes — SKIP to Check liem B 2 ] Mo I s oy pea o SRR w1 CET VR E
| b 'H'I;l-l did youw live an April 1, 19707 (Stete, foreign cowntry, |@ 1 [T Ne Yes — 2 [ ] Already has a job i
| L1 e 3 [] Temporary illness {
I' | Srate, &Lc. f:“ﬂ“,- & Dﬂﬁlnl to school ="'|
| I c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, ete.? s [ Other = EPHJF:*? .

@ 1] Ha 2] Yex — Name of cily, town, village, etc.

¥ TBo. For whom did you [last) work? (Mome of company,

T business, arganization or other employer)
r |Ii | d. Were you in the Armed Forces aa April 1, 19707
il | _@ 1[1Yes z[]Neo l@ ® [] Never worked — SKIP 1o 36
il | CHECK It this person 16 years ald or older? b. What kind of business or industry is this? [For example; TV
{ [l ITEM B [1 Ho — SKIP 1o 38 ] Yes and radic mfg., retail shoe store, State Lober Dept., farm)
[ I | 2do. What were you deing mast of LAST WEEK - (warking, @ l I | |
| keeping house, going to scheol) or something olae? ¢. Wars you =
i jesd) 1 [ Working = SKIP to 280 & [ Unable werk — SKIP 1026 |(@s5) 1 [ An luTu of & PRIVATE compony, business o
Il 2] Witk & jab but mer et wark 7 [ Retined indiwi tor woges, salary o commissiona?
il 3 [ ] Losking for wark 8 [ Other = Specih-? 2| A GOVERNMEMNT employes (Federal, State, county,
4[| Keeping house ar lecal)?
. &[] Gaing to school {If Armed Forces, SKIP to 282} 10 EELF-EHFI;-D'I'?EE in OWH business, professional
| praciice or farm
| . Dvid da ik ] W i k
II'IIW‘H‘I! I:E::';{H;:; ll'l}:lﬂlqr E:E:rcn:.: x::;: r:l:IH 4 L] Warking WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or furm?
1k} aik about unpdid work, ) d. What kind of werk were you delng? (For evample: slecirical
| |E:| a[JHe Yaés = How many hours? - SKIP o 380 engineer, Sieck clerk, fypisl, former)
€. Did you kave o job or business lrom which you were l@ |7_Iq_l_l_i
. tempararily absent or on loyeff LAST WEEKT #. What were yowr most imporfost activities or deufies? (For
i @ 1[I He z[ ] Yes — Absent — SEIP co 280 example: yping, beeping occount books, selling cors, etc.)

:uTu-uﬂll-HJPml?

- ~ | moiviouaL scr EEN QUESTIONS | .pw;ﬁﬁ-.ﬁa;:m_.,ﬁ:;-‘;
36. le fl||l:l-lr|| ﬂﬂlﬂnrﬂ- refer only 1o lﬁlnp that | |:|1r||. = How many 48, Did you find ony svidence that someons | [] Yes - n.h;m
E

happened te pou during the last 12 moaths — o timea? ::;TE#::TE:' 1;? .;:.1:.“;;*‘"- thiad 1 T
| batwaan_____ 1, 197 __ | . ..Dld"— enged te you r than any i
| you have powr {pl-:hl pl:hm ==l snatched)? incidents alreody mestioned) !
7. Did omyene take romething (elee) directly 1 Vos = Wew mamy 47. Did yow call the police during the last 12 months fo II'-II'I‘ 2
[ i samething thet happened te you which you they wa
D e BT e p i ] W S crime? IE%I not cownt any cally mode to the police b g

mugging of threot?

I — @ conseming the incidents you have just tald me abaut.]

1 ﬁ.nliﬂrutfﬂ’f te rob you by usin i [] ¥es = How many [l Mo = SKIP to 48 )

| ; s
ar threatening to harm you? (other r:- u-n I Eleeit e h
Iildlnﬂ. all:':u-lg- lulrui-l'l gy | O wo 0 s — Whet hoppanad?

||
|
: 39. Did anyons beat you up, otteck you or hit yew 1] vas — Hew many
|
I
I

with something, such as 0 reck or botile? . imia} p
{ether thon any incidents already mentioned] i e CHEC Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + 1] Yan — How many !
T Wars vaw Laifed, shet a1, = stveskind =ik S Jves— “—“ HECK anaciced or threaterned, of was 10me- | e ?
some other weapen by onyens of all? [ather : timal ITEM C thing stolen or an acempt made w . [
tham any incidents already mentionad) i 1Mo steal something that belonged w "'""":":
41, Did anyone THREATEM to beat you up or U] Yo = Hiow sy 48, Did enything happen to you dering the last 12 mosths whick
THE I..ITEH you with a knifs, gus, or ioms ::I"n timsa? P thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the palics?
ather weapos, HOT |n¢|ul|-g telephons threats® | Clke mir than any incidents already mentioned)
{ {wther than amy incidents olready mentioned) ! - SKIP 1o Check tem E
41, Did anyons TRY te otock you in some [[] ¥es — Hew many |:| T:: = Whot hoppened? 5
ather way? (other than any incidents : s imaaf B
| already mentioned) [ [CIMe -
| i ﬂllrirq the last 12 menthe, did amyens vieal : ] Yo — oo mamy CHECK ::l::h.l:dﬁ ;rr:xl;::m:?: l:ﬂ;ﬁ__'l:l Ll IEI-‘I‘_I
H AR Tk s, o S Ry ITEM D thing $talen or an attempt made to | me
| wi bruek, sweh o pechoages or clothing? : 1 steal semething that belonged b it
| -3 r::;gf:im:'la T:-“::: :::: ; 4::" ID""" ey Do any of the screen questions contain amy entries
theater or restaurant, or while traveling? e CHECK llj" HH“ many times? S
- T o = Interview next HH member. End intarview
45 lﬂ*'l;m.-;:{ “"TT::,';IEE': :Lm" . | Ve - How many | ITEM E if lost respandent, and fill item 17 an cover.
from you during the last 12 mentha? I eme ] Yes = Fill Crim# Incideat Reports.
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Survey Instruments 69

PERSOMAL CHARACTERISTICS

el

2. |22 [2hmat s the bighent

¥

14.

I A 1.:.‘{: e 4t st i - fer of rugulsr .'-":"n'."-a ﬁ reu
NAME TYPE HARITAL | RACE | ORIGIH |SEX ARMED
—— BehTw- [STATUS ficc15) 1 ice 16) Jlec 17y |FORCES “EE:‘"" ""'I'g o -
YER — BEGIN . MEMBER paitons .
NEW RECORD | yiew 4 o on - ranacrie o Thegrec e vy (€
Last -
@) @ @ @ @ |@ @ @ @
o ] Par 1 [ Head e [iOO% s[IM | ves | oo [T Mever attended 1 ] fes
; 2] T 2] Wite of head W [z meg) —— | 2O0F |20 poll e |z Cine
First 10wy 3] Owem chitd ige.. [agoe —Elen. (01-06)
Fil £ Ot pelmtie 4[] Sen. i L (-1
L 5[] Noa-relative sCINM ; —ellags (-2}

ITEM A household as last enumeration? [Box | morked) 1] Yes Ho = When did you last wark?
[C] Yes — SKIP to Check [tem B [1Ha 2] Upto 5 years ago = SKIP to 280

3] 5 or more years ago
8 [ ] Hever worked SKIP 1o 36

CHECK ’ Look at item 4 on cover page. | this the same @E}H Have you been locking for work during the post 4 weeks?

¥50. Did you live in this howse on Agril 1, 15707

I@ 2 I Ll ol T 2L Ne [~ 27. Is thare any reasen why you could notteke a job LAST WEEK? |
ﬂ i b. Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreigs country, I@ 1] Ne Yes — 2 [] Already has a job
] .5 possssian, wtc.) s [ Temporaey iilnazs
| Stace, eCc. County 4[] Gaing o schoal

5[] Other < Sn-ul:lir?

. Did you live inside the limite of o city, town, wvillags, #te.?
] @ 1 ] Mo z [] Yes — Name of city, town, village, elc.

¥ M. For whem did you (last) work? (Mome of company,
@' | l l ] 1 ] Business, orgonization or other employer)
d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
@) [CYes  2CINe (@53)  x [ Mever warked — SKIP to 38
i CHECK Is this person |6 yedars old or cldar? b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For exomple: TV
3 ITEM B [ No = SKIF to 34 ] Yes and rodie &fg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept., form)
: 26a. What were yeu dolag most of LAST WEEK = (working, @ | I | |
keeping hause, going to schosl) or semething olie? - Were you —
Wost) 1[I Working — SKIP to 280 & ] Unable to work — SKIP to26d](3sd) 1 (] An —ploru of @ PRIVATE company, business or
2 [ With & job but net ag work 7 [ Retired individual for woges, salery or commissicns?
3 [] Looking far work &[] Other — Sﬂf'h‘? 2] A GOYERMMEMT employes (Federal, Stote, county,
4[] Ketping house o lecal ¥
8] Going to gchoal {If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a) 3 [] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWH business, prefesnicnal
b. Did yeu de any werk ot all LAST WEEK, mot counfing work itz Y
r b ) u“:‘ the howsa? (Note: If farm or business cpsrator In HH, 4[| Working WITHOUT PAY in femily business or farm?
: oxk aboul unpaid work.) d. What kind of work ware yow doing? [For example: elecirical
ki (5) o©[Me Yes - How many hours? - SKIP to 282 engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)
. . Did you kave o job or besiness from whlrhiwvm @I [ ! | |
g tempararily absenat or an loyoff LAST WEEK? & wirs your mesl impartont sctivities or deutles? [For
il @. 1 [JMe z[]Yes = Absent = SKIP to 280 exomple: typing, keeping sccount books, selling cors, etc.)

3] Yes — Layafl — SKIP o 27

T J"iﬂ'.!..‘l:: ':..-[h'."."*f.':‘i'-}“_ ' g
35. The following questions refer ealy te thi

- INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS o ol TR o

ngs that il:l““-“-"? 46, Did find any evidence thot someane [[] Yes — How many

'+ it

happened te you dwring the last 12 months = 1 - timax? ::I; .:'l' ED 1: |{huﬂllu|.::ﬂhg 1a i fiman?
bitwinin 1, 197 and , 197 Did | LR Seiempns T Pl etins ey [t
- you have your (pocker rﬁ!hﬁll --m.tﬂ!' ] _'“'h“' already mentioned) :.
- - =r 4T. Did youw call the palice during the last 12 menths fo repert
- 7 e pos by sting oret, svch a3 by shickep, | e T somothing thet happned 1 yau which yee thought wer o
] : proeie i [CHe crime? (Do not count any colls made to the palice
mugging or i I@ concamming the incideats you hove just told =e abowt.)
18, Did aayeae TRY to rob you by wsing force :Dm-muﬂ [ Me = SKIP tc 48
or threatening te horm you? (other than amy ! Timant []Yes — What hoppened?
incidents already mentioned) i L Ne

' 35. Did amyons beat you up, aiteck you or kit you :Em-r—-—'

with semething, sweh a3 o reck or bottle? i Iman? i :
: [oiker than any incidents olreody mestioned) i [Clne st Lok at 47 = Was HH member 12 1] Yes = How many
: W knifed, shot ai, or attocked with 177 W — Hiew CHECK stcacked or Ueeatensd, or waS demi- | timas?
d0. Were yowu kn ' = *“m:"l' ITEM C thing stolen or an artempt made to | [ No

seme sther weapen by onyene of all? (ather i

: e
shoan wory Imuldanrs. ulresdy s sationed) : sieal something thatbalenged to him ;

41 Did THREATEN to beat L] e - 48. Did onything hoppen 1o you during the last 12 moaths which
g:llﬂ:‘?ﬂ_ﬂ with @ l;,r.-.nil-.'I $ﬂ1:. : ::.H" tl-:-!—’ mﬁ:’wm a erime, b-u'll did HOT report to the pelice?
ather weapan, HOT ineluding telsphene thraats? | LM mﬂ' thon aay iscidents already mentioned)

{ether thon any incldents already mentioned) i [[] Ha — SKIP to Check ltem E

42, Did aeyone TRY o ottack you in some 1[7] Yes = How many [] Yes — Whot happened?
ather way? (sther than any incidents 1 timsai
alrecdy mentioned) i [ .

- Lock at 48 — Was HH member 12 + | ] Yas — How many

43, During the last 12 moaths, did anyone steal | ] Wes = How many | CHECK sthcked @ thrskbaned, of wid §ami- i
things that belonged to you from insidé eny car [me Eima? ITEM D thing stalen of an attempt made 10 | N
or truck, wuch on packsges or elothing? ] steal something that belonged w him?

hil | = B :
8 i e Bl e L SR e Do any of the screen questions contain any entries
- theater ar restauranl, or while traveling? e CHECK r ) : :
Bt 45, (Other thon any incidents you've ol ready "] ¥es - How many | ITEM E [T M= Intirvi v et HH o s, E"d';"m'”
B muntboned) Was anylhl-. llll"' at all stelen : flma? il fadt redpondent, and :I” ELL O COVET,

from you during the lant 12 months? i1 [l ne D Yes = Fill Crime Incideat Reports,
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

i,
MANE TYPL |LNE

18. 18 Ha | Mk 21 r 8
RELATICMSHIF | AGE L.M'I‘lll. RACE | ORIGIM [SEX  [ARMED (or yoar) of rmgular schoel | Did you
oF MUMBE®R | TO MOUSEROLD '.-ﬂ..‘.'._ STATEE [icc 1%y cee 16 ficcim  |FoORCES Be———

b Whers did FOu live on April 1, 19707 (State, foreign coumtry,
U.%. posswnnion, wic.)

State, etc. County

KEYER - BEG . [ [ASHK Por paciand 1134 yi, s
WEW REGORE | view | | 5] (i : ey | Tranacram fe Sheym. iee 1) 2 20
Lasl I
= @h @) |9 @ |9 | ;@ | @ |6 D)
L | 1 [] Hesd iOw {Ow VM | o] ves | o [T Mever athended 1] Yes
e[0T | e[ wite ot e | |2 [wa. |2 g 10IF |10 bl e [ Ne
First Ny 3] e ehild e a0 Ebem. (01 =08)
M:l;lr &[] Oanar relat &[] 5m i — L3 [8-12)
5[] Manerlative ml.1"] ; — Colbege (21-26+)
Look at item 4 on cover page. 15 this the same 2&d. Hove you been looking for work during the past 4 weeka?
'.:T.IIEEHC: household as last enumeration? (Beox | m;fi:l'ﬂ 1O Yeu Ho — Whan did ros lost wirk?
[[] Yes — SKIP te Check jtem B [ Mo 2 Up a5 vess ago — SKIP to 28a
5o, Did you live Is this house oa April 1, 19707 : % ::‘T:;::r! '-l-"‘} SKIP 1o 36
@ L) Yas — SKIP to Chack itam B - ':I We ﬁ’ Is theve aay seaion "h"l' row eould aotreke s job I..ll_'l"lllﬂ

@ i[] Ma

eag — :|:|.l|lrud'|r has a job
1 [] Temposary illness
] |___| Galing to school

€. Did pow live inuide the limits of o city, town, village, ete.?
1] Mo 2 [ ] Yes — Mame af city, town, willage, M-:.;.

] I

8[| Other = S;Mtiﬂr?

2a. Far whem did you (last) work? (Name of company,
business, erpanization of other employer)

d. Ware yow in the Armed Forces an Apr“ 1, 1970%

1[;”"“ 2 [ Ma

@ % [ ] Mever worked — SKIP to 34

CHECK 1% this perion & years old or older?
ITEM B ] Ho = SKIF to 34 [ es

b. Whit kind of business o indwitry is this? (For excmple: TV
and radic mig., retall shoe store, State Lobor Depd., form)

i6a. What were you deing most of LAST WEEK — (werking,

keeping howse, going to scheol) or something else?
WBel) 1 [ Working = SKIP to 28a &[] Unable to work — SKIP to26d
2 [ With a job but not ag werk ¥ [ Ratired
3] Leoking for work B[] Griher = Specify
a[ | Keeping house ¥
8 [ Geing ma schasl

(Iff Armed Forces, SKIF 1o 1Ba)

@0 [T T 1

©: Ware you =
1 [] An empleyes of o PRIVATE company, besi
imdiwi I.I-Ir‘l'li' waghs, salary o ¢ﬂ:l|ul:n:;" o
2] A GOVERMMEMT emplayes (Federal, State, county,
ar local)?

8[| SELF-EMPLOYED in OWM business, prefessional

k. Did you do ony wark ot all LAST WEEK, not cownting work
around the howse? (Mote: If form or business operoter in HH,
ask aboul unpaid wark, )

|E} e[ Mo Yes — How many hour? = 3KIP to 2Bo

practice or farm?
4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in tomily besiness or farm?

d. What kind of work were yow daing? [For sxample: electrical
engineer, siack Clevk, ypist, _r'ﬂ'I'I'I'I'EI"J

€a EH you have a job or business From which you were
‘hll.n-ulilr abseat or on loyoff LAST 'HIEE

|@ 1 Me 2[ ] Yes = Absent — SKIP 1o 280
¥ : Yas — Layetf — SKIP 1o 27

@ CTT]

- What were your most impertant sctivitien or duties? (For
exgmplel lyping, keeping occount boaks, selling cors, eic,)

S—— =
r""".r';'. a l"#’n

IHDI\"IEU&L SCREEM QUESTIONS ‘F' "'n': "HE’__

36 The follewing qumu: H‘llr anly to l’hl » that | er = Hew
boppesed to you during the lose 'I; -ul'li':i— - l-n:.l!|I

between 1,197 , 197, Did |[_]h¢
you have your 1|rn-|: ket p ph: |:.-f e lnnu'h-d:l' |

dh. Did you “-d any svidence thot somesne 1 [] Yes — Hew many
ATTEMPTED 1o steal something that i timas?
belanged to you® (sther tham any il
incidents already mentiened)

h= =

TEM yeu with a kaife, gun, or some , i flmaaT
other weapos, HOT lacleding ielephons thieats? | O
[ether than amy incidents olready mentioned) |

37, Did anyone teke something (else) direct] T T 47, Did you call the palice dering the lost 12 moaths te repert
fﬁlln- '::1- by -u:l'-p ‘lr:l:.l"t; :: hrr- 1.|i‘:;l-pp. : Clves :I:uﬁ lmﬁllﬁ‘ happened to you whi rl'i bt war @
muegging or threat? i Mo crime? nof count any calls mads is 'Ii- ice

— ! — @ concerning the incidents yow hove jest fold me abeui.)

Jﬂ.ﬂiLﬁnﬂﬂTH'ﬂ" ﬁnhﬂ;rgﬂll {zice ,[_]'.'“ (PP —— 1Mo — SKIP 1o 48
ar threataning o harm you = ki P
imgidents alseody -nlrl-ulﬂ et AL :l'_-l"'II [ Yas — What hoppennd?

39, Did onyose beat you up, otteck you of kit you i
with semething, swch a3 0 reck or batile? IE T ::5"'
lather tham any iﬂihhﬁlm# mantioned) i[CINe Lock &t 47 — Was HH meémber 13 + ::l'“"_

0. Wave yau knifad, 1het at, v sttacked =ik Dive- r— CHECK arncked or threatened, of wis fome- | el
olratpid el el vemt | ITEMC thing stalen or an attempt made to | [ No
than any incidents already mentionsd) |I_ | Ne steal something chagbelonged o h"":

41. Fﬁfﬂnﬂhi THREATEHM to beat yoR up or I |:|'|- = How maay 48. Did anything hoppen fo you -l-ul'vll-. ke losi E months which

™) w thewght woi @ crime, but did HOT report i the police?
r sthar than any incidents already mentioned)

[C]Ha = SKIP 1o Check item E

4. Did onyone TRY to attock you in zome
other way? [otker than any incidents i l af

DT::—“IW

already mentioned) : |::

43, Dwring the last 12 menths, did onyons steal
things that belanged to yow from inside any cor | timaa]
or fruck, swch as pochages or elothing? L

Look &t 48 — Was HH member 12 + ; Yau — Naw
CHECK attacked or threatened, of was some-! [ timas? |
ITEM B thing stalen or an actempt made o | |:|"'¢

steal somathing that belonged t him®

i.-l.‘in anything stelen frem you while you were T ves = H
away from home, for inztance of we s Imm |I:I l|l-ll=Inl
theater or resteurent, or while traveling? J' CIne
45, (Other thon any incidenis you've ale

: ]
menticned) Was nnrrﬂrln. (wlue) ot oll stoles i
from yeu during the lagt 12 meniba? il

_ | CHECK

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

for *“How many vimes?"

ITEM E [C] Ho = interview next HH member. End interview
if last respondent, aad fill item 13 an cover.

[ Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,
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Survey Instruments 7

i '.-_c;’f;_l.ﬁ'z}a PERSOMAL CHARACTERISTICS

17. T (1] Wa. | Hb. rul |=1Iu= highesi e 4
NAME TYFE |LINE RELATIONSMIF | AGE  |WapiTAL [RACE | ORIGIN |$EX & regula pchos you
e aF HUNBER | TO HOUSEHOLD HI#H- STATUS [iec 159 1 fee 16) fice 17) m:;:mm ;:-hu
KETER = DEGIM = HEAD 4 [ r
new kicord | view | | ieesel T g Transerive tee 25+yen. e 131 16 200

® oo ©o . ©@@

| 1[_JPw 1 [ Head 1Oe [Ow. a[M |3 [C]¥es| oo ] Mever stbanded i [] Ve
. T | |a[witeotmasd | |z[Jwd. [2[mee! | 20F 200N o Kinciecgurien 1] he
: First Ny 5[] Owen 2hild sJ0. |30 — Elen, jii-58)
rﬂ'; &[] Ontber ralati &[] Sepe i e H- (1=12]
&[] Hen-relative B ]HM ; Colbege (T1-26+)
Look at ites 4 on.cover page, |s this the same 2éd. Hove you been locking for work during the past 4 wesks?
::T':EI::K househald &% last enwmeration? [Box | merked) @ . L No — When did you last work?
M ] Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B -l 2] Up 10 5 years age — SKIP to 280
- - 3 [ 5 or mode years agd SKIP to 38
256, Did you live in this hevse on April 1, 19707 &[] Maver worked “
@) 1 [ Yes = SKIP to Check ltam 8 2 [ Ne A T ——— = T N W LT
b. Where did you live on April 1, 15707 (State, foreign country, M i Al has & iob
U.5. possession, et} I@ i S i :% Tt:-r'r::fur :urn::.:
Saate, £1C, County &[] Geing to school

Other = 5 i
. Did you live innide the limits of o clity, fown, village, ate.? = y H'l'-'lh"?
r[@. i [ M 2 [ Yes — Nome of city, town, village, etc. e

|

TBa. For whom &id you (last) werk? (Nome of company,

@ | '| | I 1 i business, argoaization or other empdoyer)
du Were you in the Armaed Forews on April 1, 19707
1 []¥es  2["]MNe |353)  x ] Never worked — SKIP 1o 38
CHECK I this persan |6 years old or older? b. What kind of business or industry in this® (For example: TV
ITEM B [ He = SKIP to 38 ] Yes and rodio mfg., retail shos stors, Stote Lober Dept., form)
268, What were you doing most of LAST WEEK = (working, @ [ [ ] |
h"plnl houre, going to schaal) ar :l-lrllhlni wolie? o Were you =
@ 1 [C] Werking = SKIP 1o 2Ba & [ Wnable to wantle — SIIP 1o 2d @ 1] An Ilrl-l- of o PRIVATE componmy, business or
2] With a job but not at work 7 | Retired indivi for =woges, salory or commissioas?
3 ] Looking for werk o [] Other — Sjur-l:rr'r? 2] A GOVERNMEMNT employes (Federal, State, comnty,
4[] Keeping house ar lacal )
8 ] Gaing to schoal {If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a) 3 [] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWH business, prefessisnal
b. Did you do any work of oll LAST WEEK, not counting werk | B
id yo Efy W ata « i coumting wor &
-rnuidulh-l hﬂf:'l'? [iota: }f farm br busiaezy tor in HH, 4[| Working WITHOUT PAY in femily besviness or farm?
ask aboul wnpaid wark., ) d: Whot kind of work were you deing? (For example: electricol
@ o[ 1Mo Yes — Hew many hours? = SEIP 1o 280 engineer, stock clerk, typist, formes)
. Did you have a job or business from which you were '@ |_ ] |
tempararily absent or on loyell LAST WEEK? #. What wers yowr mout important activities or dutisn? [For
@ 1 [JNe 2 []Yes = Absent — SKIP to 280 ecample: Iyping, keeping occount books, selling cars, &0c.)

3 [ Tes — Layoff = SKIP 1o 27

T e "oviouAU SCREEN GUESTIONS LR T I S

36. The following qeestions refer enly to things thet i [7) Yes = How many . Did you Hled sny evidence thot somesné
happened to you dering the lost 1F manths = '|: times? :tThnEn':-dH ED l-lu1I .{MIL“:“*I“ thar :|:| ad tlmas?

batween 1, 197__ and . 197 pud (LM te you? (other thon amy ;

you !::ﬂ your [pocket picked /purie mﬁ.d:? i incidents already mentioned) I

1
p— = = o = 47. Did youw call the pelice during the last 12 menths te repart
3T cmae ek e e wiikup, | tesei | somothing thet hoppaned fe yau which you hought wes s
: F
augging ot throt? i o crime? (De net count any cells made te the police

i o @ cencerning the insidenis yow hove just fold me abows.]

M. Did snyans TRY L:Ni you mllﬂl force § ] Yes = Now maey 1Mo = SKIP 1o 48
or threatening to harm youl #r than any = Yes — What b il
incidents alrecdy mentiened) Jml [ es at hoppen

3%, 0id anyone beot you wp, attack you o hit you : [[] ¥#s — How many

) with something, II-I-'E':I- ay @ i"kd:r h-'l'lh!'d:l II__l - tlmas? T Ve T — T
§ {sther than any incidents olready mentian = - ROK 3L 4 = WBE i smambar 14 + :Dn:—l-lﬂ:-lu
40, Were you knifed, shot o, or wttacked with I [] ¥es = How maay . ;Tlﬂld Fr twastensd, o was Soms- 4 L
some other weepon by omyens ot ell? [other P et § [(IERE INE Sholen or.in SRempr made rd [ JHe
than oay incidents already menthoned) ICme steal scmething that belonged 19 I'Ilﬂ'l-?:
41, Did enysns THREATEN o beat ysu wp or 1) Yes - jow many | 48, Did omything hoppen to you during the last 12 moaths which
THREATEH you with o knife, gun, or some T r. thaught was & erime, but did HOT report te the palice?
ather weapon, MOT including telephane threats? | - ather then eay incidents ol ready mentioned)
lather than any incidents qlp"d.]r -Inﬂl-ﬂl-ﬂ i E!- Mo — SKIP 1o Check ltem E
42, Did asyose TRY to attock you in some | [] Yes — How many [] Yes — What kappened?
other way? (other than any Incldests ] times?
already menticned) :D B — e T
_ -
43, During the last 12 manths, did saysne sieal U7 Yes ~ How maay | CHECK “::ﬂ.:,, e M.L';,Idm:, et L T =
:ﬂ*;ﬂ;’!r‘&:'::ﬂﬂ:'t: you '“'I "'h‘“"?“'l' = e ITEM D thing stolen or an attempt made 10 [ Ho
. g or clofhing i — steal somathing that belonged o himh
4 ::_:;;’:'":';:::t‘: ::’:‘::: ::":_I: f"m':" L T Da any of the screan questions contain any entries
theater or restasront, ar while traveling? i ] Mo — | cHECE for “How many times]
. [Other Thon s incldumis you'se sliwedy :tl‘l’ﬂ . ."'—'“ T8 B l;] Mo — Interview next HH membar. End interview
mentisned) Wes anything (else) ot oll stolen : ety if lost respondant, and fill item I3 oo cover,

from you during the last 13 menths? : [C]ves — Fill Crime Incident Reporis,

Fau FNEED 373
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

FERSOMAL CHARACTERISTICS

b Where did you live an April 1, 19707 (Stete, forsiga couniry,
LS. pessassion, she.)

Seane, £ic, County

- !'5." 14 7. o e, im. 21. 2%
¥ LINE | RELATIONSHIP MARITAL |RACE | Omigiw |SEX you
U T el Bl sinTh. [STATUS  fic 15) : e s |7 (ASK ter p-l-rm“ 13-4 gy, [0
MEW RECORE | vipw Lo E ';"'" e 14 : ¢rhinﬂm.1¢é-l“l:l1 I x4
g @ (@ |@ @ e @ @ @ )
1] Per 1] Head 1Ow Ow | Im]] witraed 1] Yes
BOTH | e wieornesd | | 2[Jwa. :Du-..; — T o kindergarien z[]Me
Firal 1] miy 3] Own child 1000 a0  Elem. [01=08]
i 1 4 ] Omar rulative s 5w l H.3. (09-12)
8 [ Morselative Imll ; —Collage [21-28+)
Look a1 item 4 on cover page. 15 this the sama 26d. Hawe you been leoking for work durisg the past 4 weaka?
F.I."::: househald as last enumeration? (Box | marked) V[ Yes Ho = When did you loat wark?
[ Yes = SKIP to Check Item B ClMe 2 Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 280
256. Did you live in this howse on April 1, 19707 2 E ;:;:::::" 2 L SKIP 10 36
{ Yes — SKIP to Check ftem B E—
|6 DY e =L T7. 13 there amy recien why you could ot toke o fob LAST WEEK?

@ 1[I Na

ez = :D Already has a job
3 [7] Temporary illness
4[] Gaing to schoal

2. Did you live inside the limits of @ city, town, villogs, ere.?

!'D Oher = SH'L'JFE'?

@ 1[I He 2] Yes = Mome of city, towa, villoge, eic,

E 78a. For whem did you (lest] work? [Mome of company,
FEEEEOE busipess, orponiration of other employer)
d. Were you in the Armed Forces on Apail 1, 15707

1 ] Yes 21 Hs |@ x [ Mever worked — SKIP 1o 34
CHECK Is this person i yesrs old or older} b What kind of business or industry is this? [For example: TV
ITEM B [ Me = SKIP to 34 [] Yes and radio mfg.. retoil shoe store, Siate Lobor Dept., farm)

260. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (working, Lonfiea] ]
kedping houie, going o schoel) or something elue? @ £ Were you =

2] With & job but not a work 7 [ Retired
3] Loaking for wark &[] Daher = Specify
& | Keeping house ¥

&[] Going o scheal

(Il Armed Forces, SKEIP 1o 2Ba)

.@  [] Warking — SKIP to 282 & ] Unable to work — SKIP 10264 [G53) 4[] An _ﬂmd o PRIVATE company, business er

lImdiwl wagei, salory or comminnions?
2[JaA W?EEHHEHT employes (Fedeval, State, cousty,

or |n“|:|.

3| SELF-EMPLOYED in OWM business, professisnsl

b Did you do eny work ot all LAST WEEK, not counting work
areund the house? {Mote: If farm or busimess operator in HH,
ask about wapaid work.)

E} o[ JHo  Yes — How many howrs?® - SKIP 1o 280

proctice or form?
4[| Werking WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or form?

d. What kind of work were you dei For example; elecirical
engineer, Slock clerk, bypist, Fur"nrnt'_l i

e. Did you hove & job or business frem which you were
temporarily absent ar o loysff LAST WEEK?
@) 1[INe 2[]Yes = Absent — SKIP 1o 280
3[] Tes = Layoll = SKIP to 27

(62) BB TR
-.%—1 wars your mest impertont activities er duties? (For
exgmple; Eyping, keeping occount Books, seliing cors, iz,

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

34. The fellowing questions refer only te things that | [ ves — Hew masy
happened to you dering the Hl*!;lﬂrﬂ-l- i st

betwesn____1, 197__end____, 197__, Did |LIM
you kave your (pecket plrt-l:?;;u smatehad)? i

df. Did find any evidence that romesne [7] Yes — Hew many

ATTEMPTED #e steal semathing that 1 Haat

elonged to you? [other than aay aml
incidents already menticned) !

47. Did you coll the pelice dering the last 12 months te report

]
Yoi — How miny
1 Hmaa?

45, (Qther then omy incidents you've already
mantiened) Wai anything (#las) &t all stelen i
from you during the last 12 mostha ¥ :1:]"'*

37. Did snyone toke something [else) directly | yad —
from you by wiing ferce, such en by o sticksp, :D T something thot hoppened to you which you thewght was o
mugging of ﬂ,,.:.,"p i [ M crima? not cownt any calls mode te the police

| == .@ cemeerning the incidents you have just teld me abown.]

38, Did enyone TRY to rob you by wsing force | ] Yo = How many ] Me = SKIP 1o 48
ar threatening fo horm you? (other than ony i it ? ] Tes — Whot hoppened?
incidents alresdy mentioned] § e ¥ i

9. Did anyene beat you wp, attock yower hityou  I[¥es - N
with semething, such a3 a rock ar botile? :D “ “:l_:-r
(other than ony incidents olready menticned) 1]k Lock ot 47 — Was HH member 12 + :U“““’-"—

40. Were you knifed, shet of, or ottecked wifh {0 vou = torw e | o [l actacked or chramtened. of wat some- | timas?
some other weapen by anyons et oll? (sther : times? | ITEMC [ thing stolen or an atempt made to | [T)No
thon wny Incidents olreody mentioned) i []a steal something thatbelenged to hl:n!:

41. Did anyons THREATEN te beat you up or | ] ¥aa — How 48. Did onythi 1o you during the last 12 months which
THREATEHW youw with o knife, gen, ar some 1 D"_ l'll'll:h' w ﬁ-::lu?-m':rlmﬂbh li?ﬂﬂ'l’ -::un te the ;-Ilu?r
sther weapen, HOT including telephons threars? 1= ":ﬁn than any incidents alresdy menticned)

{other than any incidents already mentioned) | [T Ne = SKIP 1o Check item E

d2. Did anyone TRY to ottock you in seme 1] Yea - How [] fes = What happansd?
ather way? (sther thon anay Incidents :D IIIII:I-:III"I
elready mantioned) s Clme Tt

A e Look 80 48 - Was HH member 12 + || T
B o ot 12 S, Gy v e now | ik [ Suscas vt - v sone 0 o
i ITEM D ing stolen or an attempt made 12

- :r trwck, IIHH -lll-rl‘::" or ‘1::”'“? ;D - stenl something that mmledmhma: 1w
-::1.- from ﬂ::f: inmr:: :r -: '.in“:“ i LIvee= | Do any of the screen quedtions contain any entries
theater ar raitourant, ar while traveling? =l CHECK for "How many timas?

ITEM E ] Me — tnterview aext HH member, End interview
if last respondeat, and fill item 13 on cover.
[T] tes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,

Ffpa D -E-Tid Page B




Survey Instruments T3
OLMB. M. 41-R2681; Approval Expires June 30, 1974
£ i A by
KEYER - ] e 3, U cotan It may b& seen only by Eween Cansus smlerees
BEGIM HEW RECORD and may b uted only for Statistical puofposes.
Lime number :;T:TN I
i 1.5, DEFARTHEHT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECOSCMIC STATISTICS ACMINISTRATIOH
.E Screen question number NUNERG OF THE CEatin H
1 ] T CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
E Incident numbes HATIOHAL CRIME SURYEY c
'E @. CEMTRAL CITIES SAMPLE I
" 1o Wou said thet during the last 12 months = (Refer to Sa. Wers you & customer, smployes, or owner? n
: approgriote screen question for description of crima]. @ 1 [] Customes
1 In what month (did this/did tha First] incident happen? 2 [] Employes E
X (Show flezhcord | necessary. Encowroge respondent o ool -
. give exact month,) L] N
Y 4[] Ocher — Specify
b. Diid the perienis) steal ar TRY to steal anything fram
: @ Lo g =1 ) _ - the 1.|-:|-||, ;H-i"mm ofifice, foctery, ete.7 T
I% this incident report for & Series of ﬂ“ﬂ@ 1] Tes
) CHECK 1 )Mo — SKIP ta 2 3 z[] Mo SKIP to Check ltem B R
Vet = [Note: zeries must bave I or k
WTEM A i e illar TacT st ¥ 1 D basey
respondent con’t recall separately] Ba. Ei thi -l:ud-rh} live llnr::i hﬂ; a right to be E
a '
b. lin whet monthis) did thess incidents toke ploce? i oy et i ol
. {Mark ali that apply) @ 1 [] Yes = SKIP to Check Item B P
@ 1 [] Spring (March, April, May) 2 [ Ne Iu
2 [7] Swmewer { june, july, August) -
3] Fall (September, October, November) ] O i ot
&[] Winter (December, January, Februsry) k. FI;*LWH actually get in or just TRY te get H
a the ng’
@ ;. How many h:l::lll were invelved in this seriea? @ i [] Actaslly got In T
.' ; %R:‘w“unw 2 [] Just tried to get in
5[] Eleven or more 3 O Den't know
&[] Dan’t know €. Wou there any evidesce, such a8 o brokes lock or braken
INTERVIEWER — If series, the [allowing questions refer ;‘m“: .I:n:lur mtluilhr;d his woy in/TRIED
only to the most recent incident, {[‘l’j O :In» ¥ ™
2. About what time did (thisthe most recant) Yas — What wos the evidence? Anything slus?
T e ok 00 Brokan tock o wind
Broken lock or wi
2 [] During the day (& a.m. to & pom.) :Epkim:ﬁﬂx
Ar night (& p.m. to & 8.M.) (e tried) SKIP
s[]é P, w0 midnight &[] Slashed screen o Check
. : E r::::l::: 6 BuMa s [] Other — sm,-rr? ftem B

3o. Did this incideat toks ;Iltl' inside the limits of this

@ city or semewhers olze d. Hew did the offender(s) (get in/try fo get in)?

1 [] Ingide limits of this city = SKIP to 4
2 [ ] Somewhere elze in the United States @D [ Thoush unlocked door or window
3 [] Outside the Unived States — END INCIDENT REPORT 2 [ Had key
b. In whet Stete snd county did this incident occer? : E ::-: ?;ﬂ‘!’r
SHALE Was any member of this household,
including respondent, pretent when this
County @ CHECK incident occwred? [(If not sure, ASK)
-' e. Did it bappen inside the limits of o city, town, villoge, =7 ITEW B 1 [ Ne = SKIP to 130
@ 1[JNe 2] Yes
2[] Yes = Enter name of city, town, &Ic. 7
To- Did the personis) have a wespon awch oa & gun or knifs,
_@ | i I E ! I af asmithing he wai vilag a3 & weapon, such 63 &
i d. ‘Where did this incidenat take place? i - %, or wrench?
Tt t D At or im own dwelling, in garage or 1 IE} 1 D Mo
i @ SKIP 1o 8a .

pther building on property (lacludes

E bregk-in of gnempted break-in) 2 [] Den"t know
o 2 [7] At or in vacation home, hotel /motel Yot — Whet was the weopen? [Mark all that apply]
3 [T Inside commercial building such as 3 [] Gun
o store, reéstaurant, bank, gas station, ASK a ] Knifs
3 public conveyaRse of sUAtion 5o
j’ &[T Inside office, factory, of hl;«\huuu s [ Other — Specify
¥ s [] Neac own home; yard, sidewslk, b Bid the poraants) Bt you, knock you dewn, or achually
# driveway, carport, apartment hall atieck you in seme other way?
{Does not include Break-in o
attempted beeak-in) SKIP (z) 1[0 Yes - SKIPto 7f
&[] On the street, in & park, field, play- 4 to Check 2] Mo
ground, school grounds or parking lot | ftem B
7 ] inside schoal ex Did the personls) threoten you with harm in ony way?
s () Other — Specify — (@) 1[OMe-SKIPto7e
2] Yes
i Page ¥
L




I 74  Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

T T T e —

lI 7d. How were you threatened? Any sther wﬂ‘ 9b. Did you file o cloim with amy of these insursnce companies or pragrams

@

{Mark all that apply)
1 [ ] Werbal theeat of mpe
2 [ ] ¥erbal shreat of actack ather

than repe
3 [ ] Weapon present of threatened
wi b Wilapn JKIP
&[] Attempted amack with weapon "':Sﬂ
{for example, shar at)

8 [ Object thrown at pericn
&[] Followed, surrounded
7 [ Orcher — Specify

@)

&)

im order to get part or all of your medical expenses paid?

1 ] He = SKIP o (o

2] Ves

Did insuramce or any health beaefits program pay for oll or part of
the tatol medicel sxpenses?

1DH|;|-tr|:t1.Il:l.1l.-d
2 MNon®. .cvees » JKIP o 100

" () | ?
af | Part
aw my neurance &r @ ts program pay!
£ {Obtain an estimate, if recessary)

Whot actenlly heppened? Anything llu?

{Mark all that apply)

1 [_] Something taken without
TR 1]

2 [ Artempted or threatened o

@
l@lh.

Did ysu 6 snything to protect yourself or your property dering the incidemt?
1 [C]Mo = SKIPto 11
2] Yes

What did you de? Anything else? (Mork all that opply)
1] Used.brandi shed gun of knife &[] Thiestened, argued, reasoned,

| Ea.

take something : t[__]lllll"l'lvbﬂﬂl'f"lmufmﬂ“h #ic, with offerder
3] Harassed, argument, abudive chased, theew object, uted other 5[] Resisted without force, used
lamguage weeapsn, BEC.) mmdmm {ran/drove m‘:-
[] Fercible entry or attempted 1 Ip, artract i, hid progerty, bockid
i i ana Wy AL I ey S R ducked, shielded self, #1c.)
s [ Forcible entry or attempted 10a yelled, called for halp, wurmed cn o
entry of car ights, eac, oy ]
&[] Damaged or destroyed property 11. Was the crime :mlﬂﬂ by enly ane or mare than ene pereen?
7 [ Artempted or threatened to .@ 1 1 Only one 5 2 [] Don't know — 3 [} More than one 2
damage or destioy property _SKIP to 120
# (] Other — Specify f. Was this perscn male f. How many persens?
or femole @
2 @ b 5« Ware thay male or female?
How did the personis) otteck you? Aay 2 [[] Female 8 [C] Al male
ather way? [Mark all that apply) 1 [~] Dea't know 2 [] Al female
1 ] Raped 3 [ Male and female
2 [] Tried 1o rape b. Heow old would ;w say 4[] Den't know
¥ [ Hit with object hald in hand,shot, knifed the perion =as 3 T
& by clromn Sbiadt h. How ald would you say
'DH_‘ ¥ @- 1E|l.|ndq:r 12 youngesl was?
s [ Hit, slagped, knocked down R @ 1] Under 12 5[] 21 or over —
& [ ] Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, m L 2] 12-14 SKIP 1 |
pushed, etc. a1 15=17 s[] 15-17 &[] Dea't know
¥ [] Ovher — Specify a[J18-20 &[] 18=20
Whai were the injerisi yow siwfberad, If Il'l'? 1 i- How ald would you soy the
Anything elaa? (Mark ol that apply) - n.r - oldest was?
' [] Mone = SKIP to 10e i (SRR e (@) 1 [Junder 12 4[] 18-20
2 ] Raped €. Was the pericn somesne you [ 12=14 &[] 21 oo over

3 [ Antempred ripe
4[] Knife ar gunshot wounds

5[] Broken bones or testh knocked out

&[] Intaraal imjuries, knocked unconsgious
T[] Bewises, black mye, culs, soranches, Swelling
8[| Onher — Specify

|

Were you injured to the sxtent that you needed
medical attention after the ottack?

1] Mo = SKIP w100
2] Yes

Did you receive any treatment ot @ hespital?
1 Mo

# [ ] Emergency room treatmant only

3 [ ] Stayed gvernight or longer =
Hew= =any ﬂl"l-f?

d.

@

P
@ FL s I. How were they reloted 1o youl
d. H“I‘hwmldj_llﬂrﬂ‘m &[] Oenr child - {Mark all that apply)
sxprniei redulling ® ane
' ING saything paid et Rl el s[] Brother or siscer  |(i) 1 ] Speuse R v/
ond doctor balls, medicine, therpy, broces, ond & [ Cther relative — 2] Pu:nu 5 [ Other =
any ethar injury relobed medicol sxpeniei. Specify 7 Pl Specify
INTERVIEWER — If respondent does not know 1] ety A F
gl amound, encourtge him o five &0 eslisate,
@- o [ Ho cost = SKIP i 10
o idiaida m. Were all of them -
, x [ ] Don't know o Wos he/she - . (1) 1] White?
| o. At the time of the iacident, were you coversd @ 1 L Whine? 2] “"""; spuci
| by any medical insurance, of wire wligible 2] Hagre? 3 [ Othar? - g
I B e o, are » (] Other? —Specifyy | SFP
ity pragiam, swch as € erans’ t -
; Admialstration, or Public Welfare? Fr ﬁﬂ 4[] Combination — 5!’“’”!-'?
| =L
1[3 Yes 4[] Dan®y knew y 8 [ ] Den't know )

knew or woi he a stranger? 5[] 15-17 &[] Do kngw
i [C] Swanger j= "I'I':'I'II'I.:‘I': the persons I.;:l'l
; of related to or were they
SigH{Dow' layt SKIP all nnngmr.
3 [ ] Kmoam by 1 ] All serangers SEIP
sighk snly e 3 g Dan't knaw } to m
i D Casual 3 D All relatives TKIP
BEJUBINLANCE &[] Seme relptives te
5[] Well kngwn ID;;‘I“MH
6 [ Same known
ek aetlh et k. few well were thay Enawal

= [Mark all that apply)

@ 1 [] By sight only
2 [ Cauisal KPP
Bcquaintance(s) | ftom

3 [] Well known

1 ] MNa
Tes — What relatisnship?
2 [] Spouse of gx-spouse

TN g
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Survey Instruments 75

T oo et wotsrion - s (]

120. Weve you the enly pers

en there beiides the offender(s) Was a car of ather mator wehicle waken?
@ 1{7] ¥es = SKIF 1o 1 3a CHECK {Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f)
2[ ] Ne ITEM D [C] Mo = SKIP to Check ftem E
b. How moay of theie persons wee harmed, & [l Yes
threatened? Da net include FRILEAL U 12 FEErE
of age. T4z, Hod parminsion to wse the [car/mator vobicle) ever bess
@ o[ ] Nome = SKIP 1o 130 given te the perion who took it?
I@ D Mo o i ol o
Mumber of persons 2 ["] Don't know SKIP to Check frem E
©. Were any of thews persons members of your househol d?
De net inclede housshold membart wader 12 yeors of age. 2] Ves
@) e[IMe _ b. Did the person return the (car/mater vehicle)?
Yed = How many, moi cownting yourseli? l@ '] Ves
(Alto mark ""Yes" in Check Item | on poge §2) 2 [ He
13a. Was vomething stelen or token witheut permission that -
belenged to you or others in the housshsld? Is Box | o 2 marked in 137
INTERVIEWER = Iaclude anything stolen from CHECK Fa -
wirecognifable business in respondent’s home, ITEM E ‘:I No — SKIP to 150
Do aet include anything stolen from o recognizoble ] Yes

busimess in respondent’s home or anather business, such

% fntrcbmu'.ln of ¢ah [rom o register, €« Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your persen, for Instence
@5 1] Yes = SKIP 1o 13 I 8 pucket e betng beld by you wbns If wes Shos?

20 1Ha
' @ yves

b Did the person(s) ATTEMPT fo take something that

_ be o you ar others in the household? 2[_|No
E 0 [ IMe - SKIP to 13e Was only cash taken? (Box O morked in 13f)
&) Ves CHECK ] Yes - SKIP to 160
©. What did they toy to take? Anything elie? ITEMF N
. [Mark all that apply) [1He
1] Purs
'@ ] 3 150. Alsogether, what wos the velwe of the PROPERTY
2 [ ] Wallet or meney thot was foken?
% o INTERVIEWER — Exclude stolen cash, and enter 30 for
& [ | Ocher mator wehicle stolen checks and credit cards, even if they were used,
& [ Part of car (hubeap, tape-deck, ete.) ‘
. 6 | Doa't knew I::"EI' 3 -
7 ] Other — Specify b How did you decide the value of the property that was

Did they wry 1o tke & purse, wallet, I@ stelen? {Mork oll that apply)
CHECK ’ or money? (Box [ or 2 morked in | 3c) 1 [C] Qriginal cost

] ITEM C :._I Mo = SKIP to 18a 2 U Replacement cost
= Tes 3 [ ] Fersonal estimate of cwrent value
4[ | Inswrance repsrt astimate
b d. Was the (purve/wallet/ 1} om ¢ person, for
i instEnes in-'l:-:hl' -r.;l.l-:: ill-‘l""..'u‘I ‘IZ_I_ F'“f‘ *stimate
: 1 Yas &[] Den't know
T }mrm ™ 7 (2] Other — Specify
z[_| Mo
o = What did happen? (Mark ol that appliy)
0[] Arcacked b Véo. Wes all or part of the srolen money or property recovered,
@ 2" , Threatened with harm wxcept for anything received hom insuronce?
3 | Attempted 1o break inte house of garage @ 1 ] Mans
SKEIP to I7a
4 a [ Artempred 1o break inte car 2] AN
3 [ Harassed, srgument, abusive language " E’P 3| Part
; & | Damaged or deswoyed properny 18a b. What was recaversd?
4 7| Atvempted o threataned o damage o
'. Ty, Mgty O Cash: $ 5 .
# &[] Caher = Specify and/or
] . Propeny: (Mark ofl that opply)
. . @ @[] Cash enly recovered — SKIP to 170
] . What was taken? What elie? 1] Purse
# 2 [ Walle
@ ::,.::-1; 5 5 m 3 D Car
. «  Property: (Mavk ail that apply) 4 L] Other mator vehicle
: o [] Only cash taken — SKIP (o I4¢ 8[| Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, eic.)
b 1 [ ] Purse ; a Other — Specif
: 2 [] Waller s y
: 5[] Car
4[] Other mater wehicle €. What was the volue of the preperty recovered (excluding
8[| Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etz recovered canh)?

& [ ] Osher = Specify I@' 5 -

F A R ek LS TR Page i1




76 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

s W T T i |

17a. Was there any inturance ogainet theft?

W 10N

2] Yes

SKIP to 185

M. Ware the pelice infermed of this incident in any way?
1 ] Mo
2 [ Don't know — SKIP to Check ltem G
Yot — Wha told them?
3 ] Household member

4[] Semecne alse SKIP 1o Check [tem G

M Ons,....

3] Yes

8 [ ] Paolice on scene

b- What was the ressen this incident wos net reporied 1o
® the police? [Mork all that apply)
@ 1 [] Mothing could be done — lack of proaf
2] Diid not think it impostant encugh
3] Police weuldn't want to be bothered

. Wos any of this loss recovered through laseronce?

1 Wot yer sectlad
@ O } SKIP 12 1Ba

3] Yes

4 ] Did mot want o take time = (20 inconvenient

5[] Private of perscnal matter, did not want to repost it
&[] Did neoe wasnt e gt invalved

7 ] Afraid of reprisal

o [_] Reported o somecns else

@[] Other = Specify

d. How much was recovered?
INTERVIEWER = If property reploced by inswnance

company indtédd of cath fetllement, ik for esiimdle
of value of the propery reploced.

(DN N—

Is thiz person 16 years or alder?
Enc P Do - SKIP to Check ftem H
] Wes = ASK 2Ha

. Did youw hove a job ot the time this incident hoppened?
t[]1MHa — SKIP ta Check ftem H

2] Yes

b. What was the job?
@ 1 [] Same as described in NCS-3 items 2Ba—e — SKIP #o

18w, Did any household member lase any fime fram werk
because of this incident?

@ 8] No = SKIP to I9a
Tes — Hew many niﬂllﬂ'?

Check fcem H
2 E‘_] Different than described in NCS) Items THa—a

c« For whom did you werk? (Name of compony, business,
ofganizotion or other employer)

d. Whai kind of business &r indusiry Is this? [For example: TV
and radig mig., retoll shoe store, Stote Labor Dept., [arm)

k. Hew much time was lost altogeiher?

@ 1 [] Less than | day
2] 1=5 days
5[] 6=10 days
& :] Ower 10 days
s |:| Don't know

. Were you —
1] An loyes of a PRIVATE company, business &
Inllm:rfm woges, solary er commissions? ;
z ] A GOVERMMENT smployes (Federal, Seate, county ae lacsl)?
3[ | SELF-EMPLOYED in OWH business, prafessienal
practice or farm?
&[] Worklng WITHOUT PAY in fomily busimess ar farm?

® ©

19a. Wes anything domaged but not f-lun- im this incidens?
Far exomple, wai o lock or window broken, clathing
damaged, or demage dene to o cor, stc.?

1 [ He = SKIP 1o 20a
[ ] Yes

. What kind of work were you dolmg? [For example; electrical
engineer, Stock clerk, typist, farmer)

@ [CTT11

g+ Whot were pour mest Imporfent sctivities or duties? (For example:
tyfing, lseping occound books, selling cars, finishing concreds, elc.)

b. (Wos ‘were) the domaged item{s) repoived or reploced?
@ 1] Tes = SKIP 1o I9d
2 |:] Mo

BRIEFLY summarsze this incident of Serigs

CHECK of incidents.,
ITEMH

&. How much would it cost to repair or replace the

domaged ilem{n)?
. } SKIP 1o 200

Laak at 12c on Incident Report. |s there am

[ £
% [] Doa't know
d. How much war the repair or replocement cost?
@ % [7] Mo cost of den't know — SKIP 1o 20

ITEM | L] Ne
[C] Yes — Be sure you hawe on Incident Reponi
for eoch HH member 12 years of age
of aver who was robbed, hormed, or
ihreglened in this incident.

CHECK ’ entry fior “*How many?**

Is this ke last Incident Report ta be

. Who poid or will poy for the repairs er replocement?

(Mark all that apply]
-

@ % [ Household membier
2 [ Landlord
8[| Ingurance

4[] Daber = Specify

ITEM J [ 1Ha = Go to neet Incident Report.
] Yes = I8 this the last HH memsber
to be interviewed?

[T]Me = interview next HH member,

1 Yes — END ENTERVIEW, Enter
totol aumber of Crise
Incident Reports filled for
thig household in lbes 13
an the cover of NCS-3,

CHECK ' filled for this persan?

[ gt ST T BT L ]
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Survey Instruments i

DL B, Wo. 41-R1661; Approval Expires June 30, 1974

M = th Buresy s eonlidential by |
KEYER - = .;'F.I‘EIIEEI!-, L{?:ﬂm}.lhﬂ—r h.::—lr by dwern Ceniul Illllll-hr::
BEGIN HEW RECORD Bnd may be ueed only for statistical purposes.
Line number ::;_-,F" I
@ U.S. CEFARTMENT OF COMMERCE
| SOCIAL AND ECOMOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
Scresn question nuember BUBE LG OF THE CEREN H
@ CRIKE INCIDENT REPORT
Incident number HATIOMAL CRIME SURVEY l:
_@ CEHTRAL CITIES SAMPLE I
lew Wou said thet during the lost 12 months - (Refer to Ba. Were you o customer, smployes, or owner? D
appropriote screen question for descripticn of crime], @ 1 ] Customer
In what menth (did this /did the first) incident hoppen? 2 (] Employes |E
{Show floshcard If mecessory. Encownage respondent to
give exact month.) 5[] Owner H
J 4[] Other = Specify.
L b. Did the person(s] steal or TRY to steal anything fram
dorri] {F” - - the store, restavrant, affice, foctary, ete.? T
I% this imcident report for a series of crimes!? @ i |:| Yex
(@3 CHECK ' E :, i ’fﬂﬂ’ ol . vt 2 ]Ne SKIP o Check ftem B Q
] a3 — (Mote: series must have 3 or .
ITEM A mare 5imilar incidents which B Den's know

Fedpondend an'l recall separately) fa. Did the affendern(s) live there or howe o right te be
there, such oz o guest er 0 woeskmon?

m

1 b. In whot menth{s) did thess incidents toke ploce?
I 4 ihark all that opply) @ 1] Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B P
: @ 1 Etﬁprlnt {March, lﬂrll.rl}'} 2] Mo
z Sammar [ |une. July, August) v
3 [ Fall (September, October, November) B L) DGR KR
4[] Winter (December, January, February) b. Did the -III-IWI} ecivally get in or just TRY to get R
€. Hew many incidents were invelved in this sories? @ ina-ﬁ:'wﬂ|;|ﬂl n ; T
; E:T:'w"l::“' 2 [ Just wied o get in
3 ] Eleven or mare R L5 Rare,
; &[] Den"t know £. 'I'-:::-lu -rﬁ-:lﬁu-, ll.r;‘h“::!:‘iﬂbﬂ I.‘i":._.i"'l'rﬂhl'lt:-
i INTERVIEWER - If series, the following questions refer wieideis, thount the wttumduris BTy '
. only to the most recent ingideat, ﬁiﬂ :"5"“: his way in) the building?
2. Absut what time did (thivthe most recent) Yes — What wes the svidence? Mi" slaa?
incident b:u“u! fddark all ehat oppdy)
@ : E x“ . k::*in (6 f.m. to 6§ pm.) 10 B wlndnr “T,
| ring the
At night {6 pom, 1o & aom,) 2 r:mmﬁ':“ oL SKIP
] % & pd.rm : -lzﬂ-lﬂll &[] Slashed screan o Check
: a[ ] Midnight wo & aum, = i ltem B
¥ 8 [ ] Don't knaw 8[| Ochar — Spacily
3a. Did this incident take place inside the limits of this
city or semewhere olse? d. Hew did the sffender(s) (get in/try 1o get in)?
' 1 [ Inzide limiws of this ciy — SKIP to 4
b 2 [ Somewhere else in the United Suwtes @ 1 [ Theough unlocked door or window
3 [ ] Outside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT 2 [] Had key
b. In what State and county did this incldent occer? 3 [] Den't know
4[] Other = Specify
¥ Suate Was any member of this househald,
-| including retpondent, present when this
X County I::II'I‘} CHECK incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK]
c. Did it happen inside the limits of o city, town, villoge, et ITEM B ' [] Ne — SKIP 1o I3a

1 [C] He
2 [[]| Yes — Enter nome of city, town, tu.?

@ 2] Yes
LA e o ot e 7. Dld he persants) have o weapen such o o que o ki,
@

he wos using o3 o weapos, sweh as &
4. Where did this incident toke ploce? Battle, or wrench?

1 [ A or in ewn dwalling, in garage or 1] Ne
ather bullding on property (includes LKIP ,
break-in or ottempted breck-in) ot 2 ] Don’t know

z [ At or in vacation home, hotel /matel Yes — What won the weapen? (Mork oll that apply)

3 [ Inside commercial building such as 3 [] Gun e
store, restasrant, bank, et station, ASK "
public conveyance or station 5o 4 O] Knifs
&[] Inside office, factory, or warshouse &[] Ochear = Specily
3 8 [] Near own home: yard, sidewalk. b. Did the person(s) hit you, knock you dewn, or actually
f driveway, carport, apartment hall aitack you in some «I:'.qﬂ
(Does aot include break-in ar
| artempied bregkein) SKIP @ 1] Yes = SKIP to 7f
; &[] On the street, in a park, field, play- L to Check 2] Mo
y grewnd, sehool grounds or parking lot [ ftem B
: 7] ingide schaal €. Did the personis) threaten you with harm is any way?
' » (] Other = Specify (@) +[INo - SKIP ta 7e
g y 2] Yes i
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| ‘. : 78 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami
I |
| [T RN cRiME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Coninued [N R
i Td. How were you theasiened? Any ofher w-ﬂ Fb. Did you file & cloim with ony of thess insturonce componies or progroms
| {Mark all thot appliy) I@ in erder 1o get part or all of your medical expenses paid?
Bl @ 1 [C] Verbal threar of raps i [ ]He = SKIP to 10
Is ] ':::l:lﬂ threst of attack ether 2[ ] Yes
N n rape e
; €. Did inswromce or any health benefite progrom pay for all or part of
| al] :n"':".:;:;‘"t W — KIP |@ the total medical sxpeniei?
! & | Attempted attack with weapon ik ! L] Mot yat satried
I i1 | = (for example, shet at) 100 2 INoAt. v unuan » SKIP to 100
I s [ Object thrown at person :E::u
(11 [ 7 Follawed, surrounded
1 : '-'—-'| u:.,:_t Sp:l.'i.l'r d. mec nswronce of o health benelits program pay
. t |G {Obtain on estimate, if necessary)
I v. What ectvally hoppened? Anything -t"-? 108, Did you do snything to prateet pourself or your praperty durlng the lneldast?
I «  (Mork oll that apply) |@ 1 [ 1MNo - SKIP e 11
| l @ .r_!mﬂmum-‘m 2] Yes
[ _ Daem) «  b. What did you de? Anything else? (Mavk all that opply)
it o e | " Cluedrmdsbesgn o iote 4 Tesane, et rssnes,
(LS — U ried phocsical Torce (hit, HEC. Wi
i - 0] Harassed. srgomen. shusive ks vt - ARG e e e, s
i i dr
i I &[] Forcible entry or attempted SEIP| ;E]:’m ::-.Lb. BEITACE REvention, :::‘.:;ﬂ on {f IHM ﬁ
I . forcible entry of houte e b scare offender away (soreamed, ducked, shielded r.-lH'. &)
LI} ] :::rt;t:rt:;m o attempred 100 rnm, :miu for belp, rnad on =~ # uuﬁr;
i BIC, Speci
! % [ Damaged or deswoyed property 11, Was the crime committed by only ome or more than one persen?
| T[] Amempted o threatened o 1] Only one 2 [] Deon’t know — 3 ] Mare than one
damage or deslrey property ¥ SKIP to | 20 i
o [ Other — Specifyy a. Was this peraan male f. How many persons?
or lemals? @
'J @ L e Were they male or female?
i i. :l.:' did H?'ur pﬂllu'l'f:]u::lll youl Amy 2 [7] Female @l' : l__].-l"-”rl'-l'l [
i @ : L: ;::" el prb) 3 [] Don't know 2 ] Al female ;
L. Male and female
2 ] Tried wo rape b. How ald would way :E Dﬁl‘:‘l HMH“. ]
] D‘ H-.l with object keld in hand, thaot, knifed the perien Hn‘r“ . ir- o T = .j
& !'—T-: Hiit by thrown object @ i (] Under 11 W:."'-"::IT you iay the 1
& | Hie, slapped, knocked dewn @ ] 11 s21 3
|1 e (] Grabbed, held, tripped, junped, 2] 12-14 e e
f pushed, s1e. I
| : 7 [7] Other = Specify ‘g'l:'; :E:::;; & [ Don't know
[ - 4
| Be, What were ihe injuries you sulfered, if any? i
|11 o' Amything slze? (Uark all thot spphyl 821 or ovar b Joow 814 el ym, sy the
| Wi (i) 1 ] Nene - SKIP to 100 & ] Don'c knew (1) [JUnder 12 a[]18-20
2 [] Raped £ Was the perioa semesns you I:DII-I-I Bnirﬁrhn
{l ¥ [C] Anempred rape knew or wos he o stronger? s 15=17 &[] Don't knew
| 4[| Knife or gunshot wounds Sur
| 5[] Broken banes of testh knocked out @ L] semmger jo Were omy of the persons known
| & [ | Imternal injuries, knocked untonscious 2 [ ] Don't know "i'l"md e ;""' or were ihey
| ! l 7 [ Brusses, black eye, cuts, scracchas, swelling) 3 [ Known by -:ul'.l'l" @ ':' EI-"-'T'::"‘F" -
| 8 [ ] Other ~ Specify sight anly ]
| 2 [] Daon't knew 1o g
| b. Were you (ajured bo the sxteat that yoo aeeded 4[] Casusl i%ﬁ.ll i m :
medical attention after the attock? Bcquainusnce o aliacheas } f::' :
@ E! ::; $KIF to 10a s [ Well kniwen 8 ) Al known F
c. &y recaive any treatment of @ hespital! | d. Wou the persen o relative & () Soms known
() Fr of yours? ke ow wall wore thuy Emown?
: - quln::r roam treatmant only @ 1[C]Ne o iMark all that opply)
| 3 |:': Stayed overnight or longer - @ 1 ] By sight enly
How many days? Yot = What relationship? 2 ] Casual sKIP
| ¥ z [ ] Spouse or ex-spouse aCquaintance]s) o =
(H (i) s [ Parent 3 [~] Well known ]
| d. What wos the tobel omoust of your mediesl &[] Own child . r"‘“""‘“‘ﬁ'“"‘l‘“‘“"“iﬂﬂ
mmm-lﬂ from this imcident, INCLUD- (Mark all that appiy)
.‘Einm‘ [T M —— &[] Brother or sister @ 1 []Spouse or &[] Brothers/ i
mddu-hrulh. cing, therapy, broces, and &[] Other relative - SH-BROUTE sisters
any other injury reloted medical sxpemaes. Specify 2 [ ] Parenis 5[] Other —
IMTERVIEWER — If redpondent doet nol know ¥ 3 [ Own Specifyg
exach amounl, ncourole him [0 Five an eslisote, children
o[ | He cost = EKIP io 10a
- = Were all of thes -
% ] Don't knew ® Was he/she = A I@ ' [] White?
i Fa. At the time of the incident, were you covered @' 1 ] White? 2 [] Megrot? :
| by any medical inswronce, or were eligikle 2 [ Hegra? 3 [ Othar? = Specify J
! far banafity from any o r:: i Y SKIP ? i
benefits pragrom, such as Medicoid, Yeterans' 3 [] Other? ~Specifiy | 4 _ ;
| Administration, or Public Wellare? 170 4[] Combination ~ Specifyp i
| @ B | B } :
| 5 SKIP to 100 — |
| z [ ] Don't know :
| 3] Yes 4[] Den®y knew 4 &[] Don't know i

| Faia POE-d (k- Page 14
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Survey Instruments

[ e e svesron oot

Tda. Were you the valy person there besides the offender(s)
@ i [C]ves = SKIP to |30
2] Me

*E'I:-Illcl-rr mrh:d“bﬂ wahicle taken?
CHECK (FEL0e 2 markad ot

ITEM D [T He — SKEIP to Check ftem E

b Hew many of these persons were rab kormed, or
Tmﬂ? Do nat incleds pervens 12 ysarn
age

(53) o[ Meone — SKIP 1o 132

Missber of perions

] Yes

Tdo. Hod permission to use the [car/meter wehicle) aver bown
given to the persan who tosk (17

|DH-|},.,...
I@D 2] Don't knew } SKIP to Check ltem E

c. Were any ol thess persons members of your househal d¥
Ds nat inclede hovsehold members ender 12 years of age.

@ o[ Me

Tes — How many, not counting rd-'l1l‘|ﬂ

(Alsa mork ""Ye3"™ in Check Mam | oa poge |6)

3] Yes

b. Did the person retum the (cor/moter vehicle)?

4 1 [OYes

13a. Was wemething stolen or token without perminsion that
belomged to youw or athers in the household?
INTERWIEWER = Include anything stolen from
wArdcognizable buSinéEs in reEpondent’s home.
Do mot include anyibing stolen from @ recognizable
busimess in respondent’s home or oaciker business, such
& merchondise or cosh from o register,

(3 1 [7] Yes - SKIP w 13f

2 Me

Is Box | or § marked in 1317
CHECK [[] e = SKIP to 150
ITEM E

] Yes

& Was the lpurl-l.ul"n"-lh"..l-q} SR FONT PEIBOA; far instonce,
in @ pecket or being held by when it wes taken?

3] Car

4[| Other mator wehicle

s [ Pare of car (hubcap, mape-deck, etc.)
8 [ Doa't knaw

7 [C] Other = Specify

M
1o @ v
b. Did the personis) ATTEMPT to toke vomething that N
ke te you or athers in the bousehald? x[] He
@ 1[I Mo = SKIP ta 1 3e Was only cash taken? (Box O movked in | 3f)
2] Yes i [ Yes - SKIP to I4a
&s What did they try te take? Anything else? T
" {Mark all mg dr:ﬂr} e I Ma
|@ i [] Purse
2 (] Wallet or A 15 m"*;m' was the valus of the PROPERTY

INTERWIEWER — Exclude sialen cogh, ond enter 30 for
stolen checks and credit cords, even if they were used,

|G [0]

b. How did you decide the valus of the property thet was

vid chey try o take & purse, wallel,

- atalen? [(Mark all chat apply)
{Eﬂ 1 [] Owiginal cost

2 [ | Threatened with hams

3 [ ] Amempred to break into house or garags
&[] Anesmpred to broak into car

8 | Harasged, argument, abasive language . 'LF'P
&[] Damaged or destroyed property 182
T[] Anempied of thraatened to damage o

destroy property

8 [ Other — Specify

CHECK of money? (Box ! or I morked in 3¢}
ITEM C 7] Mo = SKIP to 180 2 ] Replacement cost
) Tes 3] Personal estimate of curvem valus
4[] Insurance report estimate
4, Wan the (perse/wallet/meney) on your perion, feor F E Pilice ks
imstance in o pecket or being H'll’?‘
V[ Yes &[] Doa't knew
(s }mp o 18a 7 [ Other — Spacify
2 MHa
« % What did bappen® (Mork ofl thet apoly)
@ 1 [ Anacked R T6e. Was ell or part of the stolen monsy or property recovered,

except for anything received from insuyrance?
'@ 1 [C] Hoas
2] Al

3] Pant

}!.IUF‘mI?d

b "hat was recovered?

@ Cash: § . -
mndllor

N Property: (Mark oll that opply)
|@ 0[] Cash only recovered — SKIP to |70

t. Whot was token? What alis?
Cam: 3 [oa]
andar

- Praperty: (Mark all that apply)
|G6) o[ Only cash taken — SKIP to |4

i [] Purse

2 [] Wallet

2] Car

q.Dﬁ'hrmtlf wehicle

&[] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

6 [ Ouher — Specilfy

®

1E]F'|.mﬂ-

&[] Waller

8 [] Car

4[] Other mator wahicle

s [ Pare of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc,)

&[] Ceher = Specify

c. What was the voler of the preperty recoversd [ancludi
recavered carh)? e

@ [0

Filifas o4 (§-00-TEF
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80 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

N et wiobT QST ~ o

176. Was there any insurance sgainat thef? 20a, Warw the police informed of this incident in any way?
1] He
, "CONe..... ° @ z [ Den’t know — SKIP to Check item G
SRAF to 10¢ Yes — Whe told them?
2 [] Don't know e
3 [ Household member
3] Yes a [7] Sameans elze SKIP to Check ftem G

&[] Police an scene

b What was the reasen this incident was nait reported to
. the palica? (Mark all that apply)
} SKIP to 182 @. 1 [C] Nething could be dene = lack of proof
2 [ ] Did not think it important ensugh
3 [] Palice wouldn®t want to be bathered

b. Wau this lass reporied to on insurance company?

M Om....

il 4[] Did not want to take time — oo inconvenient
€. Was any of this loss recovered through lnseroace? s [] Private or personal matter, did not want to repart it
& [] Did mot want te get invalved
@) 1O Netyet sented SKIP to 180 y E Afraid of l'Ipri:l-I:

- ] . 8 [] Reported ta semedns alia
# [] Other = Specify

20 Yes is thi T3 Ider?
¢".c“ E plrddn yR@rg or older

[ Mo = SKIP to Check jtam M

4. How much was recovered?
ITEMGRF = ves - ASK 2i0

INTERVIEWER -ﬂlr property replaced by insurance &
compony instead of cash settlement, otk for estimate e, Did you kave o job o the time this incident hoppened?
of walan of tiey propeiity Peplaced, (8) 1 [INe - SKIP to Check item H
2] Yes
b. What was the jab?
@j 5 . @. 1 [[] Sama as described in MCS-1 items J8a—s — SKIP ra
1Bs. Did any howsshold member loss any tims from wadk Check ftem H
becawin of this incidemt? 2 D Diftarent than described bn MCS=3 jtems THa—e
(70 o [JNe - SKIP to I9a &+ For whom did you werk? (Mame of company, business,
argonization of sther amplayer)

Yot = How many ---Iuﬂ.!'?

4. What kind of business or lndustvy I8 thia? (For example: TV
and rodio mfg., reteil shoe store, Stote Lobor Dept,, form)

TEIE

w. Were you —
1] An —ﬂlrrll- of a PRIYATE company, business or
@

b: Hew much time was lost albogeiber?
' (79 1 ] Less than | day

® @

2] 1-5 days individual for woges, salary or commisnions?
3 [ é=10 days ‘D::::l“'ﬂ:mﬂrﬂ.hmuhﬂn
2 EMP i i refeusiomal
4[] Ower 10 days L practics &t farm? " L
‘g Don't know 4[] Wasrking WITHOUT PAY in fomily besiness or farm?
1%a. Was amything domaged bet not taken in this incidemt? . What kind of work were you delag? (For exomple: electrical '
Far example, war a lock or window hl-l-ll, cll-'lllnl enginesr, flock clerk, rypist, farmer) 1
demoged, or demoge dene to o cor, etc.? @ [_I_]__I_
@ 1|:|H1J—Il.'ff‘t-u?ﬂu #- Whet were yowr most Imruﬂdlhiwﬁﬂ-f:.ﬁww 3
2] Yes typing, keeping occount books, selling cars, findshing concrete, stc.)
b (Was ‘were) the damaged itemia) repaired or replaced?
RIEFLY i
L | @ 1 [] Yes — SKIP o 19d i E{ Incld.::ul::"—" ze thiz incident or series
2 [] Me ITEWM H
€. How much would it cost to repair or reploce the
domaged item(s)?

' SO |
: }Il’.ll" to 30a Look at 12c on Incldent Repart. |3 there an
% [] Don't know CHECE ' entry for **How many !

d, Hew much was the repoir or replocement coat? MTEM | [C] He
[[] Yes — Ba sureé you have an lncident Report

(M) =[] No cost or don't knaw — SKIP to 20a for each HH member 12 years of oge
or ower who was robbed, hormed, or
threatened in this incident

ECCE C TR TR - Is this the last Incident i.-lp-l:lrt o ba

. Wha paid or will pay fer ihe repaine or replacemeni? CHECK TIbSS e Sl P s
[Mark all that apply) ITEM J [JHe = Ge to next Incident Report,
& [[]Yet = I% this the last HH sember

@ 1 [] Household member t ba interviewad!

D Mo = [aterview next HH mesber,
# ] Landlord [ ¥es — END ENTERVIEW, Enter
talal number of Crise
3 [ ] lnsurance Incident Reports filfed for
4 ] Other = Specify zlm::r:p:r%u; "

LE-E R T 4 ST TR ] Pugs & o T O =R




Survey Instruments 8

O.MLB. M. A=A Apprgval [ opires Margh 31, 197

womes C¥I 000 U GEFARTHENT GF Couwlmil
HOTICE = Yaur repart b0 iha Costud Buiilu of eoalfenial By | iT01.TH RECIkL AND COOMOMIT STATHETICE A0SR,
jawe A Tatlm U3, Y&, Cosel. ir may b8 pmen only by veom Ceniud BUSEAL OF THE CEMIME

erdlapied bed map b8 wted only Tor swasiatical purpoiei.

o PSS w, DHCC
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY
f. InpEwigwEr [ Tedml resmibsgs CITY SAMPLE
.y (1) mcoienis [ incident shaets
IMTRODUCT HOM

fiood moaning (allerneanl. I'm M.} {powr name)______ lrom ihe 1.5, Beredw of ihe Ceasus.
We are cosducling 4 survey in Ihis ared lo measure the exieni to which businesses ane viclimd of
burnglashes and ‘o robberies. The Gaverameal seeds bo know how mech coime there is dnd wheid il i
te plan and adminisler proprams which will have an ispact on the ceime preblem. Yow caa help by
answening some questisas lor me.

Part | = BUSIMESS CHARACTERISTICS

7a. I8 this establishmant owned or operated as aa incorsacaled 7. Did anysae else operabe say Segarisants of

butiness? i concessiong or some otber busisess aclivity
in it eslablishment daving the 12 moalh
W [T Yea — KA po 3 period ending ¥
LA 17 Fen = LiEE dlch DR TTN, COMCEEE G, OF Ofter
; Dessingss sciivily o 8 separane line of
b, How i% Ehit Butiness cwned or operabed Seclion ¥ of umﬂ HHH it ot
alftendy figled, Comgleie 8 SRpavEie
i 0T bl i iduml BSEFIE L ERID guesdicnnaire v Sach o IhEl felid o8
i @ garmsle ling.

3| | Parmarghap

i [ Gaesrnmant — Cofliaod inhivigs DL Y
fspupe slone o sy [ype

o s D0 NOT ASK ITEM & UNTIL PART Il AND ANY

B[ _F M

& [ Oithier — h&:lir? INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED
& What were you appreaimaly sakes of merchandise
andoe teceipts hom services ol Bis establishsent
for the previous 1Y monbhs bding 7
1. Do yow (Ihe owned) sperale mare than sag establishment? {Estimale ssaual sales and ‘or receipts M wel in
E[T] Yea business ot ealive 17 mealhs.)
[ | Ma [ ] Mone
4, Did you (B cweer) operale this esisblizhmeal ot ] Under 310,003
ks becalion dwing the endive 12 moath pericd 37 510,000 o 534,799
ending 1 o[ 825,000 so S49, 99
¥ 77 Wes 5[ 550,000 o 599,999
[ Ha — Hem mantht dar = &[0 BI00.000 o §459.999
o i3 ihe d-:l-.|.|:-l1l" nflri'l'“ - 7 [T 8500000 ro BV 0F9
o7 B 000,000 sl araar
5, Exgluding you (the oweer)(the partmers) how B[ Onher — Specily

maay paid empleyens did this establishment -hﬂul

dwing Ihe 12 ssath period ending INTERYVIEWER USE DMLY

=7 Hene w5 5. Beceed of inlerview
i 1=} 8] M0 e merw 1) Dace
¥ a=7

[11 Kt &l ki pendent

Ea., What do you :m.iltr’;- wirnd of bulingis

] o be a0 this lecation? {3 Tis & respandes

OFFICE WOE CHMLY

[d] Tolspagns |Ares code|Mumbar Emberiian
. bdavk /X ) oo Dow b. Reason fon maa-inberyiem
EETAIL MAMUFACTURING TYPE &
17 Fopd £ [ Durable 8 [[] Present sccusant n Buiingid sl el of

B wdy pEriad Bul oREBE 10 CORIBCL,
3 [] Rafunal and i businsss st el of sty pariod
] G e ail =fiChasding 3 [ ] Oeher Tyga & = Spacify
& —
i [ Al REAL ESTATE F
8] Funilure asd Lt & -
applance W [ | Dthar reall @3La TYPE B

# [ Lumbee, hardears,

8 Havng and drinkang F [ Mandutsble

4[] Pepnani ccoupant not in beiness @l end

© mabile home dealers \ [ SERVICE i ey
T[] Autorm i 3 [T Vatanl o closed
T Grug wnd propristasy 4 L B % [] Oaher Trpn B (Seanonal, ecc,) = lnu:irr’.
#] Liques w [T] TRAMSPORTATION
& Gasaling peraice |
U mnmisgnn L[] ALL OTHERS - Specilyo TYPE C 1
& [ Dihes fenmil ¥ Ocupind By manligrable sctivicy
# [ ] Damalished |
- wWHOLESALE # [] Ot Typa C —:n-;up-r
c [ Durable

|
|




82 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

: | P 1 - scREENING QuEsTIONS
|
| Mam 1 Hikg 1o a5k 3088 queslions aboul paiticular kinds of Ahedl of sitempled Dt
| These questizas reler anly 12 Ihis #slablishasnt fed the 17 month peried beglaaing and eadimg g
18, During this period did anyene break inbe or Some- 18. Why hasa't this establishmen! ever been inpured againgl
how illegally pet inbo this place of business? butglary and'ee sobbery?
8 1| Coagldat aMord it
- Hu=ba s i i
1 Ter — Hew mRRY HiRel? —— 3| Caclda’s get mnyone o siure you
(Fill an pacigeal Feport for sach] ¥ ]| Didn's naad in
1] M 4 ] 3att-ingured
B[ Prmmiam tco sapansive
1. (Other thes the incidentis) jest mentioned,) dwing this ¥ ] Othis = Specily op
period did anpean find 3 door jimmied, 2 lock foced,
&f any aibe digns of b ATTEMFTED bredak-in?
19a. Whal security messeres, b. When were these
Humber il any, wre piesead al secwtily seazuies
1 Vs = Hiw BEEY R8T —— ks becation som, o figsl imstalled
| FF il o facicnd Faporl for eeci) abeck it I.I-I:lll-l or olhermise
| i N barglary and o robbary? undgetaken’
12, Deria Soeeorians cade
| £ (his pedbed were you, the omwnes, or aay
employee beld up by anyone using 2 weapon, 5'.‘.'."..1'“.'.:‘.;:'.
fouce or Ghreat of Peece on Ehese premines? & blarl [X] 817 ihal spely
Homiar - X .
177 Fau - How maay lises? ; :Jn::;““h S i
| AF il ey Irzichent Feprd for each)
1" Mg I Canvnl mlarm oo oo v b nnaa
[
: 13, (Otber than the incidentis) already meationed,) 1 ] Ruinforcing daican. stk
B 1
' did anyons ATTENPT 1o hold up you, the qmner, s ke ity
! wny #mpleyee by uding Parce oo lhreatening bo
by harm you mhile an (hese premises? A7) Gusid, waSchemdn . ., , ., ...
i hermbar s
. 1 Yes = How many limes? —— BT W B - - - ias s
fFEN an Ingidenr Repoei Ay @ach ) g
i T R o .
£ 1! "He
¥ Pl (CMmeBl, o s s sanr v
Lol 14, (Giher than the iscidentis) just mestizned,) during =
| this period were yos, the ompb, o any dmpleyer hild up N i g e ey
i while delivessng merchandise of chirying business mangy X
| 1 oeliide Ihe butiness? Bl (Leeki . i unsnnaaas
1 ' Camrply weih KNstscmal
(g M flanking A1 | Far
rl f i Tan — HoW SANY HEEET m—r— Banks onlF) & v i v e asasas
] PFi an Ladigeal Meparl foe sach) . Ok = Enpeily )
R B Fia ¥
e 15, |Otbee this the incidentis) jost mentioned,) did
i anyoot ATTEMPT fto hold o yea, ihe omntd, or any € Hoas
{1y emgloyer while delivesing seichaedne of cairying
i busmess meney sulside Db basisesn? Codus lod uin ia ifem 19b
ey . Pt LESS THAN | YEAR AGO SORD THAN | YIAR
. L Ten ~ Ham AbEy LiBEET ———— b= |anusey Tow Jully B - I=1 yums Mo
'::. (Pl e e acheve Theporl Tof eyl 2 - Fabrusry B - Mgy
Lywse e 1 - Marck % - Seplember T % S
I,_j....l I6a s this establisheent insured againsi burgulary and o 4 - Agril A o Dot F = Foee thas §
| rodbery by means other thas sellinsuraace? § - My Py e I R
I. :" B = jusi C - Dwcnmsbar
y Y } SKIF 8o 178
3 Don’t knos 0. IITEHHEIEH' Were there "0 angidentd
b. Does the iagurdnce alss cover slber o crime lostes, CHECK ITEM raperted In M-151
tuch 3t vandaliss or sheglilting and employee thedt® U0 Ve — Dalaeh feacidevl Raporis,
: s aniey 0T i il DT
SKIF o I9s and (2] gn pepe 1, s
I Ha COnlifud arlh dm 1,
172. Has this establishatal aver bitn inswed against =] o N sk o Rty
Burglay asd o isbbety by medns other (han ilim‘ﬂrh‘?mﬁi;:
sell-ingwance? Aot
1 Yen HOTES
¥ We = SEIP fo 18
¥ Do’ knos = SKIR fo 15
b. Dl the iasurdnce a13 Cover offer types of crime bases,
swch as vardalism oo shopliliiag sad seployee ihel?
1 e
F I ]
£. Did yow drag (he inserance on did Bae company cancel
| * o padicy?
i Bosensniman gropped o ., L,
[T inmrance company Can0Ell el m.:J sl

LE-LLVE TP RTINS T Page T




Survey Instruments

.M. B, Me, 41-RI66]; Approead Expues Marck 31, 1977

TRAMSCRIBE THE IDENTIFMCATION CODES FACM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEFARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT.

#omas Y- bl U, DEPAATUEHT OF sl ssE

VFal BaTRi BOCHAL AMG ECOMOINC STATHTICH LDan,
BT AL T Tl € RMEUE

INCIDENT REPORT
COMMERCIAL CHIME YICTIMIZATION SURVEY

CITY damPFLE

|EIH'T|E‘|T|“ CODE
e PSU b T prrennc g Ling M d. Panel o DCC

bt | b IMCIDENT HUMBER
Recerd which incident (I, 2, #re.
is envered by this pogr

Yau said that during the LT months begisaing
and anding ___________ /reler fo soresning quesiions
FO=15 dor ceecriphion of cnir .

1. In what meath did (his (ded e Pirsl) bacidual happea™

§ 7] jan, a [ ] Al 07 uly & O
B[] Fak '|,'_'Hl-|- o] Aug. B Now.
3] Mar, W] e [ Sepi. c ™ Dec.

Ta. Were you, 1he swaer, & 18y esplopes mjeied in Ihis
incidenl, seriously enouph bs requive medical aibentian?

Hunb

1 [0 ve = How manyT
2 Ha = SEIP 1o B8

b, Hew many of them £ ind Husbs

2. Abaut what time did it happen?
177 Daring tha day 6 dom. = & poml
Ay might dd g — B aum)
7 6 = i g
¥ Midnight = & 5.,
@77 Don’t oo whitl Limé 81 A6 s
8 [ Dsn lrepres

baspulal avemight or losger?

8. OF thedd ieceiviag Ireaimenl in & oul of 2 hospital, did
this business pay fea ol the medical expnies nel
covered by 3 regular health benelils pogram?

1777 ¥es = How mach
was paid? % .E

1. Where did this mcidint tike place?
177 A i plece ol butisets
2 Om dalivary
i ._" | Enrduts 0b baek
i Oube — Specify

1 Ma
177 Don't knos

9. Did wny dealhs accur as 3 result of thit incidenl?

4. Were you, the owner, o bay esployes peses] while this
ingidant was scoming?

17 Yen
T Me = SKIP o IQ
377 Dt longw

| Tan

B[ Me o= SKIF do I5a

b. Who was killed?
fldiih {X) @0 AR deny

t. Him mbny?

Sa. Obd the person holding you ug have 3 medpes of Jemathing
thal was wsed a5 3 weapen, spch as a badtle or mpench?
1 :_ ] b 1Y
3 5 ont know [ SKIP 1o 82

R T 5

] ColMfE - o scccaanasiss .

i L T S LT T

. What was (he meapoa?
i [ Gun
i Knide
17 O = Specify

L] CAfnd#mEl s s snnn v v s man

i L
7 {llh;l-.ﬁqﬁrd‘rT

B3, How many persons were volved in commilling the crime?
01T Oad = Contings wilh §& below
[ Twe
377 Fhres S 1o b
& Figus i Filind
877 Dot keaw = SKIP o Ta

e ——

SKIP e 15a

10, Did Ih_l- nﬁnll_l enled, altempl ba eslér, o 1emdin i this
establishment ilbegally?

s [ Only elher? = Specity
a[7] Some conblaation? = Specity

] Owe’s knos

b. Hom &0 waald you 13y [Be perssa wai? 1 e
1 Under 1] al Ip=H '
J-' 1:-u & 20 ar o 5 bt T
p 1 E=IT &' Don't knbw hgcinfunge uie of dacidend Megor. Enfer af ihe pog of
Wil dhewl 0wl al Scdpme—Larceny, " prase incident
€. 'I'u the perian sale or lemple? Rumbar, ChgE INE AT 10 Scribang Queslaes 10—
o 07 dake ChINGT MEmDEr OF A0 xS o8 cless 10 ) L pige [, and g0
0 B0 b neal rRpeeied incident, [F nO R INCI0eNTE
1, Famale Afe FEpOfied, ABTurn M0 pae | and complele 1hemy Fgide
8] DAy b B, and  and anal bhe el v,
.. ru '.;‘E';;! X El. Did the aMenderis) actaally pk in or just by o get in?
27" Black? ¥ dzipually pat o
3 Oither? = Spscify il it ] Juiid iriad ig got =n
i Dan®i oaaw
12, Was ihere a brokan window, brokes bock, alaem. or any
#. Hom old woald you S0y the younpesl perisa was’ HHI h\:rﬂlti kil 1he clfeaderish larced iiried ie berce)
i [ under 13 a7 IB=20 i {their) way in?
2 " n1-14 7 I e awwe = SKIP do g ; il
il 1E=07 ] Don't bnew
i 1" Me o= SKIP g rd
1. Hew old wosld you say the oldeil periea was?
V[T e 13 a1 1e=1 1Y, Whal was the evidunch? arvs 200 san appdy
F[11k=04 w0 o gl X
i;"'s—"’ -lrj'Dl-l'-'!hH?l- 1 Brohin latk of soreiow
El L3 d
£ Were (hey male o female? &l ;r" o SKiP 1o T4a
L e 17 Male ardl Pemale : -
5[ Al it a[ " Duon't know N+
h. Torm ey - [T i ini¥
\r U"‘.l whibe? : I-If- did e allwnderis) gel ia (iry ia pel ini?
B — Dll:l ““‘? L Thigugs unioched foar yr wngdpa

87 Had u ey
§ | Duser = Speaily e el e
a |  Don't knew
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

"

Sl INCIDENT REPORT - Coniimued

|E'|"|'".
2 [| Mo = SK4P to Tha

i5a. Was anyiaing damaged bel nal taken in ihis incidenl? Far
eximple, ¥ |ock of windew brokes, dasaped merchaadisg, eic.

B, Was (were) lhe damaged ilemis) repaired of seplaced?
i [] Yes = SKiP io 150
B[] e

L&, Did you, the owesr, o bny empleyes hire 1518 dny line

irem work because of Ehis incident? e
V7 s = How maRy prople? ——

30 M = KR I MR

(Estimate)

s [w]

x [ | Dan't knaw

SKIP 1o 150

¢, How mach weubd Bl cost fo repain of replace the damages?

d. How mech did it cosl te repair or replece the damages?

: =]

W [] Mo canr = SKIF fo D
u [] D't knaw

b, How many werk days were losd 3lbegeiber?
A7 ki thes | day

7070 1=4 dayn

¥ =10 dayu T
o™ Over 10 dagy = Hew adny? —e

5[] Dot ket

. W paid or will pay lor the repairs o replacemeni?
bRk £ ) &0 il @ppiy)
i I._I Then buniness
B[] bnigr e
8 [T Creemar of Buslding | landicad)
a[ ] Ouher = Specily

5[] Dann e

162, Did ithe eftendedis) lake any money? (Extlode money
beloaging b cutlomeds &4 slome perssanell

Intal vales? —= &

HmlT

8 ] vea — Whal was ihe )

b. Did the eifeadens) e any serchaadioe, equipmen) oo
spplins? (Exchade perscadl progarly belosgieg lo
ceslomens o shose persoansl,)

1 e = WM wid (e

2] (e = SKNF 10 ITs W aawer (o 188
Is yas; oiwnwise SXIF o 18a

total valpe? $ -m

1%a. Were any secorily measures Laken afier this incident 1o
predect the establishment fom lutme incidenis?

1[0] ves

2] Mo - SKIP ko 208

b. Whal mediues were ibea?
(kiR (0] ad7 Ml apply)
i [ Alarm dpilem = Suliide fingssg
1 [] Cancral abprm

3] Bminfercing deveas, raes, gMes,
barn on window, sic.

&[] Gused, warchman
8 [[] Waich dog

&[] Firwarma

7[7] Comaras

0[] Mars

# ] Lacke

&7 Ouer - Specity o

£ How wig 158 vilue delermined?
1 Chsginal Coml
277 Beplscewment ol
2] e = Specily

173, Haw much, il any, of ihe stolen meaey andfor propedly
was recovered by inserance?
5 L]
v [ Mane = Wiy IIII‘I:'I',I
1177 Dhn®y rmpain 0
3 7] Domn not BE=# INEASATE
# [ ] Mot senied peq
4[] Palicy has & Seduttsbis
i [] Moner anifer ek § Wl CBL

E [ Dan't ongw

Tha. Waz \his incidenl peparied 1o the palice?
177 Yes = SKIF 80 27

507 Mo

. What wis (be reddon this mcideal was ned repoited
fo ibe palice?

{Arark £ ) BT WS Appiy)

¥ Paligs alosady knew of the svides
& Maihsng €ould b dpra = lack of progd
] Ded not thenk o (raartant enough

A el gt a0 Rl gl

8| Dol nol msed 0 1ake e bira

& Ovd nen wan 1o ges invedved

777 MvEad ol repsiaal

b. Hew much, Il any, of the slaben measey andfor properiy
wid recovired by means aiber than inserasce?
% 2 . |
v 1 Hane
2 [ | Dantt longew

SHIP Iy 158

&, " Reporied va temeans alse
B Oihet = Py

2l. INTERVIEWER I this the last Incident

€. By whal seans wi3 [be 1lolen Ssaey and o
Broparly fecovered?

[T Palice

2 [[] Oer = Spacity

CHECK ITEW Report 1o be compleced !
T Wad = Falorn M Ll 7 angl
complene ihwng Tgd L
B, §, Bl T (AR,
[77 Me = Fill ing nexi incioenr
Appoet,

&

TES

Wililia O wE BB iPa TR

Pags 4




Survey Instruments 85

QUHLE, Ho. Al-M1561; Approwal Bxpires Masgh 11, 1977

Fomw CPL-100 U-h, GEFANTMENT OF COMMLAGCE
TRANSCRIBE THE NDEMNTIFICA TION CODES FROM ITEW 1 [ /oo wTak SOCIAL AND l:l:bllsl.:l-. ::l:r:ﬁ:m
@GF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE [
INCIDENT AEPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT, INCIGENT REPORT
COMMERCIAL CRIGE WICTIRIZATION SURVEY N
IDEMTIFICATION CODE CITY SAMFLE c
i P5EU b Sa peeied . Ling Ha. d Pangl o BCC [ ;I:ll-llﬂl ‘ INCIDENT HUMBER l
: Rucord which inciduni {1, 2, wic.) |
~ I eovarnd by this page [+ ‘
Yau said that during the 17 months beginnisg Ta. Wevw you, Ahe owner, or dny # ® injured in this E
and wading {rater Io Screwwing quesliong incideal, teviowtly encegh o require medical atientics? N
10=15 fow descoiplion of crime). : - T
1. In what month did this (€id the first) incident happen? T T e A
177 jua. &[T Agrin 7] Juir a [[] et 2 [C] We = SHIP po B
2] ]Fab. 8[| May 8 [ ] Aap w [ ] Mo
A0 e[ gune [ Sese e[ Dee. b. How many of them stayed in 2 P R
1. Abesl what lime did it happea? baapilal avemight or longer? E
| Bwr (L -
Irlm::hanm. —'::AJ‘ o 8. Of Ehete receiviag trealment |n e el o & heapilal, did P
2778 pome = Hidnigia this business pay bae aay of Ihe madical expenses nel 1]
] Midnight = & &.m. covired by & fegular hedlth bestdils propram? R
4[] Den®t know whst Lime ot nighs i o
% [7] Don't kmawe Ll e '":.'.ﬁ# 5 N T
3. Where did this incident lake place? w7
1] A ks place of business 5[] Dant losaw
I'E.?;Hlﬂrr
] i ol 50 bank
f m frenpdrberms . ?HDT.:mumu 33 3 result of this iscldent?
i Llﬂnr:r.:r-:l::ih,‘l!'ﬂrlmMI“hﬂh 2] e = SKIP 1o 154 |
L]
L[] ves b. Whe was killed? . Hom many? ]
1] Mo = SKIP 10 10 {aiark (3] @I EhaT aEpy )
i 8 R R L T
5o, Did e persca belding you wg hive 2 weapda o somathing
that was wsed 25 3 wedgon, such a5 a botile or wreach? T s 3 TTrs < E
Imhi M Ee 1 S,
g ’:ﬂm&“‘“”* 4[] Innacemt byasmsdaris) . . . . ., .
b. Whal was the weapaaT I T
;;}E:h L 7 T e
3 [ | Oehar = Spacity Tmh-ﬂiﬂr}'-’.
Ga. Hew many pertons were isvedved n committing the crime?
V[ One = Contings wilfy S8 below
B[] Tws
1] | Thees SEIP 1o be SKIP #a 15s
4 | Fouw' of mais,
- — REE 10, D phe ohlendsr anber, altempl |9 cader, or remala in [his
§ 7] Don't kngw — SKIE 16 Fa xiablichsat Hiegaty] mpl
b. How oM would you Say ihe persan was? 1] ves
8] wandes 13 a[7] 18-30 =
1 1a=l4 BT e e }Dh]
a1 I5=17 &[] Don’t ket Disconlingg uié of Incident FRepord. Ester ar the fop of
€. Was the persoa male o0 female? wﬁﬁimﬂrﬁmrms,
=2 change numper foenrs in J T,
4 i:'::“ :u m’:u: mr'fmuruﬂ:mm i
] Don't knaw 5, 503 8 andl and the Intervies e e lremn Tz
d. Was be (sha) =
-;—;I'I.i“;: 11. Did the offendenis) actually ped in o just by to gt in?
27 Black? ¥ ] Actualiy got in
Ir- Dhae? - . s B D Jubt 1Fiad fo gai bn
a1 Don' kngw
- IZ. Was ihere & braken window, beoken leck, alarm,
&, Hew ald would you auy he younpaal person was? ﬁunhmﬂumuﬁm}m'{u:.:ﬂp
b [] under 13 o] lB=20 his (heir) may in?
ap | 12=14 LEIIHMf—MI‘FhIﬂ 1 [ ves
2L 184 ® LI Chals P 1 [C] We = SRIP fo i
f. Hew old would you say ihe abdasl perion wasl e - o4
1 7] undes 12 18=30 >
1*”;-11 :DH'H" 13. What was Ebe evidenca? ush aif mad appiy)
3 [] 18=17 &[] Don't kmaw 10 Brohmn bk o windew
—_ Farcad degs
2. Ware Uty mals o1 female? =0
1 [7] AN mala 3[7] Make and famale 3] Marm i Ao
1) AN iy 8 L] Don's Ry 4[] Ouhee = Spacily
k. =
it -« A W How did the eifenderis) get In firy to got !
&[] Only black? 1 ] Theough unlecked dos o window
* 377 Oaly other? - Szeciny 2] Hmd w
4[] Some combinatian? - Specity 3 [ Oibar = Specify
8 [] Bon's knaw &[] Dent kraw
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Miami

e 1
S AN

il

e pep—

154, Was anything bul nol laken in Bhis incidest? For
ecaeple, 3 lock o window broken, domaged mevchandize, #ic.
1D'I'-r.|
2 [ He = SHIP fo 182

b. Was (wese) the damaged ibemis) repaired or replaced?

182, Did you, Uhe omntr, o any employee hare lote ny lise
from wark becanse of this incident? e

1[0 es — How many people?! ———s
B[] M — SKIP 1o 19

¥ v = SKIP g6 1

b. How many wark days were losi abiopeiber?

&[] Dant knaw

€. Who pald or will pay for (he repais oo replacesest?
(ldmrk (X ) @i vt mpeiy)
1] This ks imaas
B[] inswence
¥ [ Cremar of Bailding [landiond]
[T Othar — Sbeity
§ [] Dent ksaw

16, Did the sltenderis) fake any money? (Exclude money
Exlaaging bs cotlomen o sioie parnannell

Yau — Whal was the
T belal value? ¥ -
2] M

b. Did the aMender(a] ke sy meschasdine, squigment or
supplies? (Exclude persosal propicty belonging be
cusbomers or giore prisonssl.)

i van = Whil was tha
= hlﬂﬂh?—-l-l'—.—--

# [ Mo = SEIP 1o 1 e i angwer (o 182
iy yod; olherwipe SHIP fo 188

2 [ M= § ] e o | day i
€. How much weubd il cesl to regair of replace ihe damages? 2] 1=5 days
(Eskimabe) 3 [7] 6=10 durs =
] l- ERIP pa 155 IDnﬂﬁlnd“I—.““T—!
¥ [ Den’t lonaw % [ ] Don'c know
4. How mach 4 It cost bo repar ar replace the dimiges? 154, Were any secwbly Sedsures taken abler Bhis Incidest i
" =] prefect ihe establishment from futwee incidents?
v [ Mo coan = SKIP 1 188 1O v

2[7] Mo = SKIP 1o 0a

b. Whal measares wene [aken?
fhfark (X} & il thal appiy)
1 [] Alars gy siem = sotside ringing
#[] Conaral sdmrm
3] Rminforcing deveied. fratei, pates,
Bard on windows, #ig

] Gusard, wannchenan
% [*] match dog

% ]| Firamema

T[] Camaran

B[] Mirmara

[T Lacks

&[] Qe = Ehl-t'l'l'll'-,

€. How wis the valet delermingd?
V] v ging) et
B[] Replaceman cout
I-u e = Specily

17a. Hew much, il any, ol [he $lalen pregerly
l'ﬂﬂt“i: intarance? v ¢

s ]

W [ ] Mone = Why md?

IE Didn't rapest in

-I‘Dhlll #at hawes impggsncs

3 [C] Mot s@mibad pan

#[] Palicy has s daduciabls

# ] Moner andfer merchasad it wai recovered
0[] Dan'i knaw

b Hew much, if any, ol the siolen mone llﬁitprum
mmrmllhr-lulllrluh::nm ;

¥ [] Mone

20w, Wun this incident reporied bo the palice?
# 1 ¥es = SHIP io 21
#[7] e

b. Whil was [he reasen (his incident was nad sepedied
1o the police?

{Mark (X &l thai appiy)

i [ Palice slaady betw of the ingidenn

57 Weahing could be done = leik of seaal
¥ :_ Dl ol @ik o empoetmEn B Eh

% [ 7 Dvd nok want 1o bather police

B[ Dl mon wanl 18 bike the 1ewse

—

&, Ded ot ment @ g8 iAvel ved
¥ Alvaed of repeiaal
& Baperond 1o aemeang o ie

# [ Othar -rlnl:ll':'-l

% [[] Don'e know KR o e

€. By what mesas was the stoben moaty and ‘o

2. MTERWIEWER 1% this the last Incident
CHECK ITEM Repare 15 ke comaleted?

Foperly recovered? [ Yus = Awlors o pege | and
il DR,
1 [C] Palica . F. and end nlBrview,
2 [] Ocher = Spacity 5"Hn—mmf“m
[woTES

Pl L9 188 (F=00aP 0

Pags &

-




Survey Instruments ar

OB, Mo, A1-RA681; Approval Exgiren March Ji. 1977

¥ S CTRI0 US. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROU ITEMW 1 |11 0 BOCIAL AHID ECOHOME STATHTICE hOWNH,
OF THE COVWER SHEET AND COUPLETE A EEPARATE ]
IHCIDEMT REFORT
N TR ONT L 2 R L COMMERCIAL CRIME WICTIMIZATION SURVEY H
IDENTIFICATION EODE SIS C
a. P b S&grrsant €= Ling Mo, d Panel |a DCC R l'.:‘lllht IHCIDEHT HUMBER i
Record which incident (1, 2, erc.)
id eawiied by this §ogr D
You sabd thal during ibe 12 woaihs beginning Ta. Were you, the owaer, of iy eapl iajuied in this E
and ending __________ jrefer 1o screeniag quedtions incident, serisusly enaugh be requive medical aftention? H
F0=7E fow gagcripdvon of Crime). IG'I"II SRR I T
1. in what month did Ehis idid ihe first) incident bappen? e
1] e &[] Agri T[] July &[] 0ee &[] He — SXIP 1o B
5[] Feb. 8[| May [T ] P
: s e, &[JJune #[)%epe. c[]Dee b. Hew many of them stayed in @ A —— R |
' 7. Aboul what time 0 i appea Wapial weornighl w begw? E ||
d 1 Bhur hoam —&pom)
it i B Ly = 5. Of thase secelving treatnent In e aut of 2 bospital, did | © |
2718 pom. = Midaigh Ihits business pay fae any of the medical sprases sol 0 |
3 [ Hidnight = & &.m. covered by § ieguldr hedlth beaalils program? R
a [ | Dot kbnow what time ot nigha i was — How much
8 [ Bon's know e . 3 [ T !
3. Where did thits incident toke place? k] He |
1] A s place of busicess 2 [7] Bea’t kg
:Bn-u-u--n-
k] Enigics 12 hank
4 [ Oehas — Spanily h.?ﬂnlzruhmnlmlhﬂuhhﬁﬂT
4, Ware you, he ewesr, of aay esplopes pesest while this =
incident was sccariag? e AR !
i [ ] Yad b. Who was killed? €. Hew many?
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APPENDIX 1I

HOUSEHOLD SURVEY
Technical information
and standard error tables

With respect to crimes against persons and
households, survey results contained in this publica-
tion are based on data gathered during early 1974
from persons residing within the city limits of
Miami, including those living in certain types
of group quarters, such as dormitories, room-
ing houses, and religious group dwellings. Non-
residents of the city, including foreign visitors, did
not fall within the scope of the survey. Similarly,
crewmembers of merchant vessels, Armed Forces
personnel living in military barracks, and institu-
tionalized persons, such as correctional facility
inmates, were not under consideration. With these
exceptions, all persons age 12 and over living in
units designated for the sample were eligible to
be interviewed.

Each interviewer's first contact with a unit
selected for the survey was in person, and, if it was
not possible to secure interviews with all eligible
members of the household during the initial visit,
interviews by telephone were permissible thereafter.
The only exemptions to the requirement for personal
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci-
tated persons, and individuals who were absent from
the houschold during the entire field interview
period; for these persons, interviewers were required
to obtain proxy responses from a knowledgeable
adult member of the household. Survey records were
processed and weighted, yielding results representa-
tive both of the city's population as a whole and
of sectors within society. Because they are based on
a sample survey rather than a complete enumeration,
the results are estimates.

Sample design and size

The basic frame from which the sample was
drawn for the National Crime Survey household
survey in Miami was the complete housing in-
ventory for the city, as determined by the 1970

Census of Population and Housing. For the purpose
of sample sclection, the city’s housing units were
distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various
characteristics. Occupied units, which comprised
the majority, were grouped into 100 strata defined
by a combination of the following characteristics:
type of tenure (owned or rented); number of
household members (five categories); household in-
come (five categories); and race of head of
household (white or nonwhite). Housing units
vacant at the time of the Census were assigned to
an additional four strata, where they were distributed
on the basis of rental or property value. Further-
more, a single stratum incorporated group quarters.
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 construc-
tion of residential housing within the city. This
enabled the proper representation in the survey of
persons occupying housing built after 1970.

A total of 12,148 housing units in Miami
was designated for the sample. Of these, 1,912
were visited by interviewers during the survey
period but were found to be wvacant, demol-
ished, converted to nonresidential use, temporarily
occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise ineligible
for the survey. At an additional 196 units visited by
interviewers it was impossible to conduct inter-
views because the occupants could not be reached
after repeated calls, did not wish to participate in
the survey, or were unavailable for other reasons.
Thus, interviews were taken with the occupants of
10,040 housing units, and the rate of participation
among units qualified for interviewing was 98.1
percent. Participating units were occupied by a
total of 21,573 persons age 12 and over, or an
average of 2.15 residents of the relevant ages per
unit. Interviews were conducted with 21,473 of
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 99.5
percent among eligible residents.
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Estimation procedure

Data records generated by survey interviews
were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights—
one for crimes against persons and another for
crimes against households. For interviews conducted
at housing units selected from the Census housing
inventory, the following elements determined the
final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the
selected unit’s probability of being included in the
sample; (2) a factor to compensate for the sub-
sampling of units, a situation which arose in instances
where the interviewer discovered many more units
at the sample address than had been listed in the
decennial Census; (3) a within-household noninter-
view adjustment, applied solely in tabulating crimes
against persons, to account for situations where at
least one but not all eligible persons in a household
were interviewed: (4) a household noninterview
adjustment to account for households qualified to
participate in the survey but from which an inter-
view was not obtained; and (5) a household ratio
estimate factor for bringing estimates developed
from the sample of 1970 housing units into
adjustment with the complete Census count of
such units.

The household ratio estimation procedure was
a key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent
of sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin
of error in the tabulated survey results. It also com-
pensated for the exclusion from each stratum of any
households that already were included in samples
for certain other Census Bureau programs. The
procedure. was not applied to interview records
gathered from residents of group quarters or of units
constructed after the Census.

In producing estimates of personal incidents
(as opposcd to those of personal victimizations),
a further weighting adjustment was required in those
cases where the basic unit of tabulation was an
incident involving more than one person, thereby
allowing for the probability that such incidents had
more than one chance of coming into the sample.
Thus, if two persons were victimized during the
same incident, the weight assigned to the record for
that incident (and associated characteristics) was
reduced by one-half in order not to introduce
double counts in the tabulated data. When a

personal crime was reported in the household su

as having occurred simultanecously with a
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that
the incident was represented in the commerci
survey, and, therefore, it was not counted as
incident of personal crime. However, the details
the outcome of the event as they related to the
victimized individual would be reflected in the house-
hold survey results,

For houschold crimes, the final weight con-
sisted of all steps described above except the third,
In the household sector, victimizations and incidents
are synonymous, since each distinctly separate
criminal act was defined as having been experienced
by a single household. Thus, the concept of multi-
household incidents was inapplicable, and an ad-
justment comparable to that made in the personal
sector to account for multiperson incidents was
unnecessary.

In performing the estimation procedure that
yielded the results appearing in this publication,
there was no adjustment for bringing the survey-
derived estimates into accord with any independent,
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse-
quent to the initial processing of survey results,
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the
relevant population. These estimates indicate that
an undercoverage amounting to about 15.0 percent
of the relevant population occurred in the 1974
survey of Miami households. As a result,
population figures that serve as bases for rates of
victimization for crimes against persons understated
the size of the population, and victimization and
incident counts for crimes against persons also were
too low. In order to bring estimates in this report
into accord with this post-Census estimate, popula-
tion control figures and levels of victimizations and
mcidents for crimes against persons should be in-
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of
1.150024. However, all relative figures—namely
personal victimization rates and other data on per-
sonal crimes expressed in percentages—appearing
on the data tables remain unaffected by the applica-
tion of an independent population estimate, as the
adjustment factor is applicable to both the numera-
tors and denominators used in computing such
figures. Furthermore, the adjustment is not appli-
cable to data on household crimes.




Reliability of estimates

As previously noted, statistical data contained
in this report are estimates. Despite the precautions
taken to minimize sampling variability, the estimates
are subject to errors arising from the fact that the
sample employed in conducting the survey was only
one of a large number of possible samples of equal
size that could have been used applying the same
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates
derived from different samples may vary somewhat;
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a
complete census had been taken using the same
schedules, instructions, and interviewers.

The standard error of a survey estimate is a
measure of the variation among estimates from all
possible samples and is, therefore, a gauge of the
precision with which the estimate from a particular
sample approximates the average result of all pos-
sible samples. The estimate and its associated
standard error may be used to construct a confidence
interval, that is, an interval having a prescribed
probability that it would include the average result
of all possible samples. The average value of all
possible samples may or may not be contained in any
particular computed interval. The chances are about
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ
from the average result of all possible samples by
less than one standard error. Similarly, the chances
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be
less than 1.6 times the standard error; about 95 out
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times the
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it
would be less than 2.5 times the standard error. The
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range
of values given by the estimate minus the standard
error and the estimate plus the standard error; the
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete
census would fall within that range. Likewise, the
95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti-
mate plus or minus two standard errors. Standard
errors applicable to data on crimes against persons
and households are presented at the end of this
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use.

In addition to sampling error, the estimates
presented in this report are subject to so-called non-
sampling error. Major sources of such error are
related to the ability of respondents to recall victimi-

Household Survey 1)

zation experiences and associated details that oc-
curred during the 12 months prior to the time of
interview. Research on the capacity of victims to
recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing
persons who were victims of offenses drawn from
police files, indicates that assault is the least well
recalled of the crimes measured by the Mational
Crime Survey program. 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 societal groups, crimes
that contain the elements of assault are a part of
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or
are not considered worth mentioning to a survey
interviewer. 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 respondents involves telescop-
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-month
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier
—or, in a few instances, those that happened after
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample
of the National Crime Survey program, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and
the magnitude of telescoping has not been de-
termined.

Methodological research undertaken in prepara-
tion for the National Crime Survey program indi-
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are
reported when one houschold member reports for
all persons residing in the household than when
each houschold member is interviewed individually.
Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response
under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only
exceptions to the rule.

Additional nonsampling errors can result from
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic mis-
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper
coding and processing of data, Many of these
errors would also occur in a complete census
Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser-
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro-
priate, as well as edit procedures in the field and at
the clerical and computer processing stages, were
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utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low
level. As calculated for this survey, the standard
errors partially measure only those nonsampling
errors arising from random response and inter-
viewer errors; they do not, however, take into ac-
count any systematic biases in the data.

Concerning the reliability of data from the house-
hold survey, it should be noted that estimates based
on about 10 or fewer sample cases have been
considered unreliable. Such estimates are qualified in
footnotes to the data tables and were not used for
purposes of analysis in the report’s selected findings.
The minimum estimate considered sufficiently re-
liable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the
personal and household sectors was 150.

As they appear in the report’s data tables, all
absolute wvalues—including numbers of victimiza-
tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bases)
shown parenthetically on rate tables—have been
rounded to the nearest hundredth. Relative figures
(whether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu-
lated from unrounded figures.

Standard error tables
and calculations

For survey estimates relevant to the personal
and household sectors, the standard errors displayed
on tables at the end of this appendix can be used
for gauging sampling variability. These errors are
approximations and suggest an order of magnitude
of the standard error rather than the precise error
associated with any given estimate. Table I con-
tains the standard error approximations applicable
to the estimated levels, or numbers, of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal
victimization rates are given in Table 1I, whereas
Table III displays the standard error approxima-
tions for household victimization rates. For levels
and rates not specifically listed on the tables, linear
interpolation must be used to approximate the

Error.

To illustrate the application of standard errors
in measuring sampling variability, assume that a
data table in this report shows there were 1,500
personal robbery incidents in Miami. Linear
interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix
yields a standard error of about 143 for the esti-
mated 1,500 incidents. The chances are 68 out
of 100 that the estimate would have been a figure
differing from a complete census figure by less than
143, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ-
ated with that level of incidents would be from
1,357 to 1,643. The chances are 95 out of 100
that the estimate would have differed from a com-
plete census figure by less than twice this standard
error (286); i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval
then would be from 1,214 to 1,786.

Assume further that, for a Miami popula-
tion subgroup numbering 30,000, the recorded
personal victimization rate was 20 per 1,000
persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear interpola-
tion of data listed in Table II would yield a standard
error of about 2.9. Consequently, chances are 68
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 20 would be
within 2.9 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68
percent confidence interval associated with the
estimate would be from 17.1 to 22.9. And, the
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate
would be within roughly 5.8 of a complete enumera-
tion; i.c., the 95 percent confidence interval would
be about 14.2 to 25.8.

In comparing two sample estimates, the standard
error of the difference between the two figures is
approximately equal to the square root of the sum
of the squares of the standard errors of each estimate
considered scparately. This formula represents the
actual standard error quite accurately for the differ-
ence between uncorrclated sample estimates. [f,
however, there is a high positive correlation, the
formula will overestimate the true standard error of
the difference; and if there is a large negative corre-
lation, the formula will underestimate the true
standard error of the difference.
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Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations,

i by size of estimate
I {58 chunlclra cut of 100)
e bow s oFepgonel 8o s
i Zize of estimats Incidents Victimizations Household incidents
' 50 25 25 26
100 a5 36 T
250 55 57 i
00 B0 &2 &2
1,000 116 1201 116
' 2,500 196 206 1264
k £, D00 302 L33 266
10,000 493 553 388
=5, 000 1,026 1,209 663
0, 000 1,896 2,273 1,005

100,000 3,625 Lo 504 1,741
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COMMERCIAL SURVEY
Technical information
and relative error tables

Commercial victimization surveys conducted in
central cities have focused on business establish-
ments, but coverage has extended to other organi-
zations, such as those engaged in religious, political,
and cultural activities. Units of Federal, State, and
local government operating within the city limits
generally have been excluded. In applicable cities,
however, government-operated liquor stores and
transportation systems were within the scope of the
survey, these having been the only exceptions to
the general exclusion of government entities. Organ-
izations other than businesses have accounted for a
relatively small part of each city sample. Survey data
were personally gathered by interviewers from the
operators (usually managers or owners) of busi-
nesses and other participating organizations. Be-
cause they are based on sample surveys rather than
complete enumerations, all results are estimates.

Sample design and size

For the purposes of sample selection, Miami
was segmented into geographical units known
to have contained at least four but not more
than six commercial establishments, whether re-
tail, service, or a combination of the two kinds.
Establishments of other types were not taken into
consideration in designing the sample; nevertheless,
visually recognizable establishments of all types and
selected nonbusiness organizations located within
each segment during the field survey were eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Segments already being
sampled in connection with the nationwide com-
mercial victimization survey were excluded from
the sample.

A total of 1,862 commercial establishments (in-
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 293 were

~ found to be out of business at the time of the field

interviews, no longer operating at the designated
address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At
three other establishments it was impossible to con-
duct interviews because the operator could not be
reached, declined to participate in the survey, or was
otherwise not available. Therefore, interviews were
taken in 1,566 establishments, and the overall rate of
response among those qualified to participate was
99.8 percent.

Estimation procedure

Data records produced by the survey interviews
were assigned final weights, applied to each usable
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide
estimates of victimization data. The final weight
was the product of the following elements: (1) a
basic weight, reflecting each selected establishment’s
probability of being in the sample; (2) an adjust-
ment for noninterviews; and (3) a factor to account
for establishments which were in operation during
only part of the survey reference period.

The noninterview adjustment was equal to the
total number of data records required for each
particular kind of business divided by the number
of usable records actually collected. The factor to
account for establishments that were not in operation
during the entire 12-month time frame was applied
only to the number of incidents involving such
businesses and not the complete inventory of those
establishments. This factor was obtained by multi-
plying the basic weight of each part-year operator
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the
number of months the establishment was active
during the reference period. Then, the result was
multiplied by the ratio of required records divided
by the number of usable records, the result being
applied to the record of each part-year operator.
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Reliability of estimates

As indicated, statistical data presented in this
publication concerning the criminal victimization of
commercial establishments are estimates that were
derived through probability sampling methods rather
than from complete enumeration. The sample used
was only one of many of equal size that could have
been selected within the city, utilizing the same
sample design. Although the results obtained from
any two samples might differ markedly, the average
of a number of different samples would be expected
to be in near agreement with the results of a com-
plete enumeration using the same data collection
procedures and processing methods. Similarly, the
results obtained by averaging data from a number
of subsamples of the whole sample would be
expected to give an order of magnitude of the
variance between any single subsample and the
grouping of subsamples. Such a technique, known as
the random group method, was used for calculating
the coefficients of variation, or relative errors, for
estimates generated by the survey. Because the
relative errors are the products of calculations in-
volving estimates derived through sampling, each
error in turn is subject to sampling variability.

As in the household survey, estimates on crimes
against businesses are subject to nonsampling er-
rors, principal among these being the problem of
recalling victimizations applicable to the 12 months
prior to interview. Because of a number of factors,
however, these errors probably were less prevalent
in the commercial survey than they were in the
household survey. These factors include the greater
likelihood of recordkeeping and of reporting to the
police by businesses, as well as the concentration of
the survey on two of the more serious crimes,
burglary and robbery. Unlike the national sample
of the commercial victimization surveys, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding pro-
cedure to minimize nonsampling errors attributable
to telescoping.

In addition to those relating to victim recall
ability, nonsampling errors may have arisen from
deficient interviewing and from data processing
mistakes. However, quality control measures com-
parable to those used in the household survey were
adopted to minimize such errors.

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10
or fewer sample cases have been considered un-

reliable. Such estimates are qualified in footnotes
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered
sufficiently reliable to serve as a base for statistics
on commercial crimes was 150,

The numbers of commercial victimizations and
the control figures (bases) shown parenthetically in
Data Table 85 have been rounded to the nearest
hundredth. However, all relative figures (whether
rates or percentages) were calculated from un-
rounded figures.

Relative error tables
and calculations

In order to measure sampling variability asso-
ciated with selected results of the commercial survey,
relative errors are presented on two tables in this
appendix. Generalized standard errors, such as those
developed in connection with the household survey,
were not calculated. Instead, the tables display actual
calculations of relative errors from the sample
observations for estimated values pertaining to selec-
ted characteristics of business establishments. Table
IV applies to the estimated level of victimizations,
and Table V relates to victimization rates for each of
the measured crimes. Although the relative errors
listed on those tables partially gauge the effect of
nonsampling error, they do not take into account any
biases that may be inherent in the survey results,
For estimated values not shown on Tables IV and
V, rough approximations of relative errors may be
made by utilizing the relative errors for similar
figures having bases of comparable size.

When used in conjunction with the survey re-
sults, the relative error tables permit the construc-
tion of intervals containing the average results of
all possible samples with a prescribed level of confi-
dence. Chances are about 68 out of 100 that any
given survey result would differ from results that
would be obtained from a complete enumeration
using the same procedures by less than the relative
error displayed in the tables. Doubling the interval
increases the confidence level to 95 chances out of
100 that the estimated value would differ from the
results of a complete count by less than twice the
relative error.

To illustrate the computation and significance of
these ranges, assume that one wished to test the
extent of sampling variability surrounding the
7,600 commercial burglaries estimated to have




occurred in Miami. Referring to Table IV, it
is found that the relative error associated with the
unrounded form of that figure (7,603) is 18.8 per-
cent. Multiplying 7,603 by .188 yields 1,429.!
Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the
estimated number of incidents would be 6,174 to
9,032. If similar confidence intervals were con-
structed for all possible samples of the same size,

"The calculated figure (1.429) is the standard error of
the estimated 7,603 burglaries (shown as 7,600 on Data
Table 85).

Commercial Survey a7

about two-thirds of these would contain the results
of a complete enumeration using the same method-
ology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the confi-
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the
calculated interval would contain the results that
would have been generated by a complete enumera-
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that
the resulting interval, in this case 4,745 to 10,461,
would contain the total that would have been ob-
tained from a complete tally.
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Table IV. Relative errors for estimated number of commercial victimizations,
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime

(68 chances out of 100)

Type of crime Estimated rumber of incidents Relative error

Burglary 7,603 18,8%
Completed burglary 5,534 19.7%
Attempted burglary 2,089 19.1%

Rebbery 2,703 39.0%
Cempleted robbery 1,536 35.9%
Attempted robbery 1,167 BL.TE

Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates,
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime

(8 chances cut of 100)

Burgl ar Robbery
Estimated rate Estisated rate
per 1,000 Ral ative per 1,000 Rel ative
Characteristic agtabli shsenta &rror establisiments arror
Kind of establishment
A1 establishments 292 5.8% 104 31.9%
Retall 457 Bub% 196 LE. 3%
Wholesale 211 14, 1% fa 15.8%
Service 251 15 .06 53 35,08
Gross anmaal receipts
Leas than $10,000 342 10,74 39 50.0%
$10,000-321, , 999 333 16,3% &l 35.1%
$25,000-849,999 258 15,68 99 3. 60
$50,000-599,999 265 11.7% 194 56.0%
$100,000-3499,999 239 16.4% 176 28,1%
$500,000-5999, 999 310 29.0% 12 38, 7% |
$1,000,000 or more 30 20.9% gl 59 .60 '
Ho zslas 215 3T . 5% 51 55 3%
Not available 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer ssmple cases, is statisticslly unrelisble. i




APPENDIX IV
TECHNICAL NOTES

Information provided in this appendix is de-
signed to aid in understanding the report’s selected
findings and, more broadly, to assist data users in
interpreting statistics in the data tables. The notes
address general concepts as well as potential problem
arcas, but do not purport to cover all data clements
or problems. The Glossary of terms 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 victimization is a specific
criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a
person, household, or place of business. For crimes
against persons, however, some survey results are
presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza-
tions. An incident is a specific criminal act involving
one or more victims and one or more offenders.
For many specific categories of personal crime, vic-
timizations outnumber incidents, a difference that
stems from two contingencies: (1) some crimes
were simultaneously committed against more than
one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may
have occurred during the course of a commercial
burglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi-
mization reported to survey interviewers, it was
determined whether others were victimized at the
same time and place and whether the offense hap-
pened during a commercial crime. A weighting ad-
justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix
1I) protected against the double counting of inci-
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted
during the course of a store holdup, the event would
have been classified as a single commercial rob-
bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With
respect to crimes against houscholds and businesses,
there is no distinction between victimizations and
incidents, as each criminal act against targets of

either type were assumed to have involved a single
victim, the affected houschold or business. In fact,
the terms “victimization” and “incident” can be
used interchangeably in analyzing data on household
and commercial crimes.

As indicated with respect to personal crimes,
victimization data are more appropriate than inci-
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse-
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual
victim. They also are better suited for assessing
victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin-
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in
addition to serving as a key element in computing
victimization rates, victimization counts are used
for developing information on wvictim injury and
medical care, economic losses, time lost from work,
victim self-protection, offender characteristics, and
reporting to police. On the other hand, incident
data are more adequate for the examination of the
circumstances surrounding the occurrence of per-
sonal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time
and place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as
the use of weapons and number of victims and of-
fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical
case given above, therefore, the rate data for
personal assault would reflect the attack on each
customer, and other victimization tables would in-
corporate 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 tables on crimes against persons, the
table titles stipulate whether victimizations or inci-
dents are the relevant units of measure.

Victim characteristics

A wvariety of attributes of victimized persons,
households, and commercial establishments appear
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of
the occurrence of crime, are computed by dividing
the number of victimizations associated with a speci-
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fic crime, or grouping of crimes, by the number of
persons, households, or businesses under considera-
tion. For crimes against persons, the rates arc based
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over,
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu-
lar characteristic or set of traits. Household crimes
are regarded as being directed against the houschold
as a unit rather than against the individual members;
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of
the fraction consists of the number of households in
question. Similarly, the rates for each of the two
crimes against commercial establishments are re-
lated to the number of businesses being examined.

As indicated previously, victimizations of house-
holds and businesses, unlike those of persons, can-
not involve more than one victim during a specific
criminal act. However, repeated victimizations of
individuals, houscholds, and commercial establish-
ments can and do occur. As general indicators of
the danger of having been victimized during the
reference period, the rates are not sufficiently refined
to represent true measures of risk for specific indi-
viduals, households, and business places. In other
words, they do not reflect variations in the degree
of risk of repeated, or multiple, victimizations; and,
because of the manner 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, household,
or business had of being victimized.

Reporting to the police

The police may have learned about criminal
victimizations directly from the victim or from some-
one else, such as another household member or a
bystander, or because they were on (or happened
upon) 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 being of
primary concern,

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited by respon-
dents for not reporting crimes to the police. Data
tables on this topic distribute all reasons for each
non-report, and no determination has been made of
the primary reason, if any, for not reporting the
crime.

Time and place of occurrence

For each of the measured crimes against
persons, households, and businesses, data on when
the offenses occurred were obtained for three broad
time intervals: the daytime hours (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.);
the first half of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight); and
the sccond half of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.).

Regarding 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 vicinity. For certain offenses not
involving contact between victim and offender, the
classification of crimes is determined on the basis
of their place of occurrence. Thus, by definition,
most household burglaries happen at principal resi-
dences, with a small percentage at second homes or
at places occupied temporarily, such as hotels and
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house-
hold larceny are differentiated from one another
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur.
Whereas the latter transpire only in the home and
its immediate environs, the former can take place at
any other location. In order to have been classified
as a houschold larceny within the victim’s own
home, the offense had to have been committed by a
person (or persons) admitted to the residence, or
by someone having customary access to it, such as
a deliveryman, servant, acquaintance, or relative.
Otherwise, the crime would have been classified as a
houschold burglary, or as a personal robbery if
force or its threat were used. Commercial burglaries
can take place only on the premises of business firms;
however, commercial robberies can occur away from
the premises, or even outside the city limits, such as
during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel
away from the establishment.

For personal and houschold crimes, and in addi-
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data
are presented on the “geographical area” of oc-
currence. The tables distinguish between offenses
that happened within the city of residence; inside
another central city; and elsewhere (suburbs and
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that
took place when the victims were temporarily away
from their residence, such as vacationing, visiting or
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business;




and (2) crimes that took place within the reference
period but at a time when the victim lived at a
place other than the city being surveyed.

Number of victims and offenders

As noted previously, the number of individuals
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.

Two tables, also based on incidents, display
data on the number of offenders involved in per-
sonal crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey
questions on characteristics of offenders, the lead
question concerned the number of offenders. If the
victim did not know how many offenders took part
in the incident, no further questions were asked
about offender characteristics, and the crime was
classified as having involved strangers. The terms
“stranger” and “nonstranger” are defined in the
Glossary.

Perceived characteristics
of offenders

Some of the tables on this subject display data on
the offenders only and others cover both victims
and offenders. The characteristics examined are age
and race. As with most information developed
from this survey, offender attributes are based solely
on the victim’s perceptions and ability to recall the
crime. Because the cvents often were stressful ex-
periences, resulting in confusion or physical harm
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning
offender characteristics were more subject than other
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred
under somewhat wvague circumstances, especially
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in-
fluenced the attribution of offender characteristics. If
victims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or
a set of them) more than others, bias would have
been introduced into the findings, and no method
has been developed for determining the existence
and effect of such bias.
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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 ap-
plied to multiple-offender crimes, the category
“mixed ages” refers to cases in which the offenders
in any single incident were classifiable under more
than one age group; similarly, the term “mixed
races” applies to situations in which the offenders
were members of more than a single racial group.

Weapons use by offenders

For personal crimes of violence and commercial
robbery, information was gathered on whether or
not the victims observed that the offenders were
armed, and, if so, the types of weapons concerned.
For purposes of tabulation and analysis, the mere
presence of a weapon constituted “use.” In other
words, the term “weapons use” applies both to
situations in which weapons served for purposes of
intimidation, or threat, and to those in which they
actually were employed as instruments of physical
attack.

In addition to firearms and knives, the data
tables distinguish “other” weapons and those of un-
known types. The category “other” refers to such
objects as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles. A
difference exists, however, in the manner in which
the types of weapons were classified in the personal
and commercial sectors. 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 would have been classified as one in which
weapons of each type were used. With respect to
each robbery of a business in which weapons of
more than one type were observed, only the most
lethal type was recorded. Thus, for example, if of-
fenders used two firearms and a knife in robbing a
store, the crime would have been classified as one
in which firearms were used; a single entry would
have been made under the category “firearms.”

Victim self-protection

With reference to personal crimes of violence,
information was obtained on whether or not victims
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the meas-
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging
from nonviclent to forcible, were considered self-
protection measures: reasoning with the offender;
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender;
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent
tables distribute all measures, if any, employed by
victims in each crime, no determination having been
made of the single most important measure,

Victim injury and economic loss

Information was gathered concerning the in-
juries sustained by the victims of each of the three
personal cnimes of violence. However, during the
preparation of this report, the requisite data were
not available for calculating the proportion of rape
victimizations in which victims were injured. There-
fore, information on the percent of crimes in which
victims were harmed is confined to personal robbery
and assault. For each of these crimes, the types of
injuries concerned arc described in the Glossary,
under “Physical injury.”

Victims who had been injured furnished data on
hospitalization and on medical expenses. With re-
gard to medical expenses, the data tables are based
solely on information from victims who knew with
certainty that such expenses were incurred and also
knew, or were able to estimate, their amount. By
excluding victims unaware of such outlays, and of
their amount, the utility of the data is somewhat
restricted. Although data were unavailable on the
proportion of rapes attended by victim injury, in-
formation relating to hospitalization and medical

costs were available on that crime; these results are
reflected in the appropriate data tables.

With respect to economic losses incurred by
persons, households, and commercial establishments,
the data tables make distinctions between crimes
resulting in “theft and/or damage loss” and *‘theft
loss™ only. Table titles specify the applicable category
of loss. The term “theft loss” refers to stolen cash,
property, or both, whereas “damage” pertains to
property only. Items categorized as having “no mone-
tary value” could include losses of trivial, truly
valueless objects, or of ones having considerable
sentimental importance. References to losses “re-
covered” apply to compensation received by victims
for theft losses, as well as to restoration of stolen
property or cash, although no distinction is made
as to the manner of recovery. For assault, informa-
tion on economic losses relates solely to property
damage, because assaults attended by theft are clas-
sified as robbery. Similarly, 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
property damage.

For all crimes reported to interviewers, the sur-
veys determined whether persons lost time from work
after the experience, and, if so, the length of time
involved. With respect to crimes against persons and
households, the survey did not record the identity of
the household member (or members) who lost work
time, although it may be assumed that, for most
personal offenses, it probably was the victim who
sustained the loss. For commercial burglary and rob-
bery, data on loss of time from work was applicable

to owners, operators, and employees of the entities
concerned.
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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 result-
ing in any injury and attack without a weapon
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of
consciousness) or in undetermined injury requir-
ing 2 or more days of hospitalization. Also in-
cludes attempted assault with a weapon.

Annual family income—Includes the income of the
household head and all other related persons
residing in the same housing unit. Covers the 12
months preceding the interview and includes
wages, salaries, net income from business or
farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent, and any
other form of monetary income. The income of
persons unrelated to the head of household is
excluded.

Assault—An unlawful physical attack, whether ag-
gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes
attempted assaults with or without a weapon.
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well 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 attempt to gain entry.

Burglary—Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended
by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry.

Central city—The largest city (or “twin cities”) of a
standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA),
defined below.

Commercial crimes—Burglary or robbery of busi-
ness establishments and certain other organiza-
tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi-
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed
and attempted acts. Additional details concern-
ing entities covered by the commercial survey
appear in the introduction to Appendix III.

Forcible entry—aA 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 indi-
vidual so regarded by its members; generally,
that person is the chief breadwinner.

Household—Consists of the occupants of separate
living quarters meeting either of the following
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem-
porarily absent, whose usual place of residence is
the housing unit in question, or (2) Persons
staying in the housing unit who have no usual
place of residence elsewhere.

Household crimes—Burglary or larceny of a resi-
dence, or motor vehicle theft. Includes both com-
pleted and attempted acts.

Household larceny—Theft or attempted theft of
property or cash from a residence or its imme-
diate vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted forcible
entry, or unlawful entry is not involved.

Incident—A specific criminal act involving one or
more victims and offenders. In situations where
a personal crime occurred during the course of a
commercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed
that the commercial victimization survey ac-
counted for the incident and, therefore, it was not
counted as an incident of personal crime. How-
ever, details of the outcome of the event as they
related to the victimized individual would be re-
flected in data on personal victimizations,

Kind of establishment—Determined by the sole or
principal activity at each place of business.
Larceny—Theft or attempted theft of property or
cash without force. A basic distinction is made
between personal larceny and household larceny.

Marital status—Each household member is assigned
to one of the following categories: (1) Married,
which includes persons joined in common-law
unions and those parted temporarily for reasons
other than marital discord (employment, military
service, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced.
Separated includes married persons who have a
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legal separation or have parted because of mari-
tal discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never married,
which includes those whose only marriage has
been annulled and those living together (exclud-
ing common-law unions).

Motor vehicle—Includes automobiles, trucks, motor-
cycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally
allowed on public roads and highways.

Motor vehicle theft—Stealing or unauthorized tak-
ing of a motor vehicle, including attempts at such
acts.

Nonstranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) are classified as having in-
volved nonstrangers if victim and offender 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 nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Offender—The perpetrator of a crime; the term
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail-
ing contact between victim and offender.

Offense—A crime; with respect to personal crimes,
the two terms can be used interchangeably irre-
spective of whether the applicable unit of meas-
ure 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
attempted acts.

Personal crimes of theft—Theft or attempted theft
of property or cash, either with contact (but
without force or threat of force) or without direct
contact between victim 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 personal crimes of
theft. A distinction is made between personal
larceny with contact and personal larceny with-
out contact.

Personal larceny with contact—Theft of purse,
wallet, or cash, by stealth directly from the person
of the victim, but without force or the threat of
force. Also includes attempted purse snatching.

Personal larceny without contact—Theft or at-
tempted theft, without direct contact between
victim and offender, of property or cash from any
place other than the victim's home or its imme-
diate vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the
offender during the commission of the act.

Physical injury—The term is applicable to each of
the three personal crimes of violence, although
data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic-
tim injury were not available during the prepara-
tion of this report. For personal robbery and
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is
made between injuries from “serious assault”
and “minor assault.” Examples of injuries from
serious assault include broken bones, loss of
teeth, internal injurics, and loss of consciousness,
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as-
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches,
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults
resulting in victim injury, the degree of harm
governs classification of the event. The same ele-
ments of injury applicable to robbery with injury
from serious assault also pertain to aggravated
assault with injury; similarly, the same types of
injuries for robbery with injury from minor
assault are relevant to simple assault with injury.

Simple assault—Attack without a weapon resulting
either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black eyes,
cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined in-
jury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.
Also includes attempted assault without a
weapon.

Standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA)—Ex-
cept in the New England States, a standard met-
ropolitan statistical area is a county or group of
contiguous counties that contains at least one city
of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or “twin cities”
with a combined population of at least 50,000.
In addition to the county, or counties, contain-
ing such a city or cities, contiguous counties are
included in an SMSA if, according to certain
criteria, they are socially and economically in-
tegrated with the central city. In the New Eng-
land States, SMSA’'s consist of towns and cities
instead of counties. Each SMSA must include
at least one central city, and the complete title of
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities.




Stranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) are classified as involving
strangers if the victim so stated, or did not see
or recognize the offender, or knew the offender
only by sight. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Tenure—Two forms of household tenancy are dis-
tinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings
being bought through mortgage, and (2) Rented,
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging
to a party other than the occupant and situations
where rental payments are in kind or in services.

Unlawful entry—A form of burglary committed by
someone having no legal right to be on the
premises even though force is not used,

Victim—The recipient of a criminal act; usually
used in relation to personal crimes, but also
applicable to households and commercial estab-
lishments,

Victim self-protection measures—For each victimi-
zation involving a personal crime of violence,
victim reactions of the following types are con-
strued to be self-protection measures: hitting,
kicking, or scratching the offender; reasoning
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help;
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flecing from the offender; and/or using or
brandishing a weapon.

Victimization—A specific criminal act as it affects

a single victim, whether a person, household, or
commercial establishment. In criminal acts
against persons, the number of victimizations is
determined by the number of victims of such
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimizations is
somewhat higher than the number of incidents
because more than one individual is victimized
during certain incidents, as well as because per-
sonal victimizations that occurred in conjunction
with either commercial burglary or robbery are
not counted as incidents of personal crime. Each
criminal act against a household or commercial
establishment is assumed to involve a single vic-
tim, the affected household or establishment.

Victimization rate—For crimes against persons, the

victimization rate, a measure of occurrence
among population 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
incidents per 1,000 households. And, for crimes
against commercial establishments, victimization
rates are derived from the number of incidents
per 1,000 establishments.

Victimize—To perpetrate a crime against a person,

household, or commercial establishment.
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