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PREFACE

The crime statistics and selected analytical find-
ings presented in this report derive from victimiza-
tion surveys conducted early in 1974 under the
National Crime Survey program. Presenting more
comprehensive survey results and additional techni-
cal information, the report succeeds Criminal Vic-
timization Surveys in 13 American Cities, published
in June 1975.

Since the early 1970's, victimization surveys
have been designed and carried out for the Law
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by

the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpose of

developing information that permits detailed assess-
ment of the character and extent of selected types of
criminal victimization. Based on representative
samplings of households and commercial establish-
ments, the program has had tyo main elements: a
continuous national survey and surveys in various
cities. Although the overall objective of the program
is to provide insights into the impact of crimes that
are of major concern to the general public and law
enforcement authorities, it is anticipated that the
sg‘"dpe‘ of the surveys will be modified periodically
in order to address other topics in the realm of
criminal justice. In addition, continuing methodologi-
cal studies are expected to yield refinements in survey
questionnaires and procedures. ‘
The victimization surveys conducted in Mil-
waukee and 12 other central cities in 1974 enabled
measurement of the extent to which city residents
age 12 and over, houseliolds, and commercial estab-
lishments were victimized by selected crimes, whether
completed or attempted. For those committed against
individuals, the offenses covered were rape, robbery,
assault, and personal larceny; for households they
were. burglary, household larceny, and niotor vehicle
theft; and for commercial establishments they were
burglary and robbery. The chapter entitled “The City
Surveys”- includes a detailed discussion of the crimes
and of classification procedures. In addition to gaug-
ing the extent to which the relevant crimes hap-
pened, the surveys have permitted examination of

the characteristics of victims and the circumstances,
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surrounding criminal acts, exploring, as appropriate,
such matters as the relationship between victim and
offender, characteristics of offenders, extent of vic-
tim injuries, economic consequences to the victims,
time and place of occurrence, use of weapons,
whether the police were notified, and, if not, reasons
advanced for not informing them.

The surveys in Milwaukee were carried out
in the first quarter of 1974 and covered criminal acts
that took place during the 12 months prior to the
month of interview, a reference period roughly com-
parable with calendar year 1973. Information was
obtained from interviews with the occupants of
10,734 housing units (23,495 residents age 12 and
over) and the operators of 1,378 businesses. Res-
pondents furnished detailed personal and household
data (or information about business firms) in addi-
tion to particulars on any criminal acts they incurred.

The 103 data tables in this publication are
arranged by sectors, that is, by crimes against per-
sons, households, and commercial establishments.
Within each sector, the tables are further divided
along topical lines. These topics are reflected in the
analytical statements compiled in the section entitled
“Selected Findings,” which highlights certain basic
survey results, The statements illustrate the types of
empirical data being produced under the National
Crime Survey program. :

All statistical data in this report are -estimates
subject to errors arising both from the fact that they
are based on information obtained from sample sur-
veys rather than complete censuses, and from the
fact that recording and processing mistakes  in-
variably occur in the course of a large-scale data
collection effort. As part of the discussion on re-
liability of estimates, these sources of error are
treated in Appendixes II and III. It shouli be noted
at the outset, however, that with respect to the effect
of sampling errors, estimate variations can be de-
termined rather precisely. In the report’s selected
findings, categorical statements involving analytical
comparisons met statistical tests that the differences
were equivalent to or greater than twe standard
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etrors, or, in other words, that the chances were at
least 95 out of 100 that each difference described did
not result solely from sampling variability. Qualified
statements of comparison met significance tests that
the differences were within the range of 1.6 and 2
standard errors, or that there was a likelihood equal
to at least 90 (but less than 95) out of 100 that the
difference did not result solely from sampling vari-
ability. These conditional statements are charac-
terized by use of the term “some indication.”

Four technical appendixes and a glossary of terms
have been included to facilitate further analyses and
other uses of survey results. The first appendix con-
tains facsimiles of the questionnaires used for the
household and commercial surveys, whereas the
second and third have tables for determining esti-
mate variances, as well as information concerning
sample design and estimation procedures. The fourth
appendix consists of a series of technical notes, par-
alleling the topics covered by the section on selected
findings and designed as guides to the interpretation
of survey results.

In relation to crimes against persons, survey re-
sults are based on either of two units of measure-—
victimizations or incidents. A victimization is a speci-
fic criminal act as it affects a single victim. An inci-
dent is a specific criminal act involving one or more
victims and offenders. For reasons outlined in the
technical notes, the mumber of personal victimiza-
tions is somewhat greater than that of personal inci-
dents. As applied to crimes against households and
comimmercial establishments, however, the terms
“victimization” and “incident” are synonymous. Al-
though “crimes against commercial establishments,”
“commercial crimes,” and other similar terms refer
chiefly to victimizations of businesses, a relatively
small number of offenses committed against certain
other organizations also are included in results of the
commercial survey, usually under the category
“other”; the types of entities concerned are discussed
in the introduction to Appendix IIIL

Attempts to compare information in this publica-
tion with data collected from local police by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation and published in its
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report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime
Reports—1973 are inappropriate because of substan-
tial differences in coverage between the surveys and
police statistics. A major difference arises from the
fact that police statistics on the incidence of crime
are derived principally from reports that persons
make to the police, whereas survey data include
crimes not reported to the police, as well as those
reported. Survey data reflect only those crimes
experienced by residents and commercial establish-
ments of Milwaukee; even though some acts took
place outside the city; they exclude criminal acts
committed within the city against nonresidents, such
us visitors and suburban commuters. On the other
hand, police statistics for Milwaukee include all
reported crimes occurring within the city limits,
irrespective of the victim’s place of residence, and
exclude crimes experienced by city residents in other
jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey
relate only to persons age 12 and over, whereas
police statistics count crimes against persons of any
age. The surveys did not measure some offenses,
e.g., homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the
counting and classifying rules for the two programs
are not fully compatible, Similarly, the correspond-
ence between reference periods for results of the city
surveys and published police statistics is not exact.

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis-
tics, the personal rates cited in this report are based
on victimizations rather than on incidents and are
calculated on the basis of the resident population
age 12 and over rather than on all residents. As
indicated earlier, personal victimizations outnumber
personal incidents. National Crime Survey rates of
victimization for crimes against households and
commercial establishments are based, respectively,
on the number of households and businesses, where-
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes
are based on the total population. A technical note
entitled “Victim characteristics,” Appendix IV, gives
additional details on the manner in which the vic-
timization survey rates were computed.
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100. Commercial crimes; Percent distribution of victimizations, by
number of man-days lost from work,

Time of occurrence

101.. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of crime and time of occurrence.

Use of weapons

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

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

57

57

57

58

58

58

59

59

59

60

60

61

61

61
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Tables (continued)
Appendix 1T~

I Stands:iv¢rror approximations for estimated ‘number of personal

incidents, personal victimizations, and househeld victimizations,

i 93
by size of estimate. . —
II. Standard error approximations for estimated personal Yic- o
timization rates. . p——
III. Siandard. error approximations for estimated household vic o
timization rates.
- Appendix III ; ; |
1V. Relative errors for estimated number of commercial vu.:tnmlza- o8
tions, by characteristics of establishments‘a.nd. ty'pe f’f crime. -..-
V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates, by o8

characteristics of establishments and type of crime.
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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 undet-
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 'i)‘ifusociety, 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
crims: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-
nique. 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 governmeut entities. * Ex-
amples of the latter are 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-Gperated liquor stores and
transportation 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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2 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

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 pe'rcent of the housing units occupied Py
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 sampie and response rates in
Milwaukee 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 households, 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. o

Another of the issues 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
6,700 ‘series victimizations against persons and

6,100 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 te 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

s i

o

placed in physical danger, and physical injury can
a<] 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
aggravatéd 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 quarrels 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 Iarceny
without contact involves the theft by stealth of
numerous kinds of items, which. sieed riot 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 he: 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 Bureau of Investigation. The order
of seriousness for crimes against persons is! rape,
robbery, assault, and larceny. Consequently, if a
person were both robbed and assaulted during the

o
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4 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

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

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 establishments, they also include a relatively
small number of offenses committed against certain
other organizations, described in the introduction to
Appendix IIIL.

Only two types of commercial crimes are
measured by the National Crime Survey program:
robbery and burgiary. 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 households. 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
fores.. 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 teport’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 171,000 criminal victimizations
were committed against. Milwaukee residents and
businesses in 1973,

Fifty-one percent involved individuals; 44 per-
cent, households; and 5 percent, commercial
establishments.

Personal crimes of theft outnumbered personal
crimes of violence by about 1.7 to 1.

Victim characteristics

Milwaukee residents were victimized by personal
crimes of violence at a rate of 61 per 1,000 persons
age 12 and over [Table 1].

The victimization rate for males was about 12
times that for females [Table 17].

Blacks had a somewhat higher rate than whites
[Table 19].

Persons age 50 and over had the lowest rate of
any age group—28 per 1,000 [Table 18].

Members of families with annual incomes of less
than $3,000 had the highest rate of any income
group [Table 20].

Females were victimized by rape at a rate of 4
per 1,000 [Table 17].

Blacks had considerably higher burglary, household
larceny, and motor vehicle theft rates than whites
[Table 62].

St . T

Household victimization rates tended to rise as the
number of persons in the household increased
[Table 65].

The household larceny rate for households with
six or more persons was about five times that of
one-person households [ Table 657.

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a
rate of 321 and robbed at a rate of 49 per 1,000
[ Table 85].

An estimated 19 percent of all businesses were
victimized at least once during the year; aboat
one-fourth of those affected were victimized
two or more times [Tables 87, 90].

Reporting to the police

Thirty-four percent of all personal crimes were re-
ported to the police [Table 40].

Women reported crimes of violence and crimes
of theft slightly more often than men [Table
41].

There was no significant difference between the
proportions of violent crimes reported by blacks
and whites; crimes of theft, however, were re-
ported by whites relatively more often than by
blacks [Table 41].

There was no significant difference. between the
proportions of stranger-to-stranger and non-
stranger crimes of violence reported to the
police [Table 40].

Forty-five percent of all household crimes were re-
ported to the police [Table 74].

There was no significant difference between the
overall percentages of household crimes reported
by whites and by blacks [Table 74].

Eighty-four percent of 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
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6 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

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

Personal crimes were about equally divided between
day and night [Table 54].

Most household crimes (56 percent) took place at
night [Table 84].

Most commercial burglaries (84 percent) occurred
at night; 58 percent of commercial robberies oc-
curred during the day [Table 101].

Most personal crimes (55 percent) took place on
the street or in other outdoor locations; only 3
percent, inside the victim’s home [Table 36].

About one-fourth of all rapes occurred inside
the victim’s home [Table 36].

Number of victims and offenders

Nine-tenths of all personal crimes of violence in-
volved a single victim [Table 30].

Most personal crimes of violence (57 percent) in-
volved a single offender [Table 28].

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

Most rapes and assaults were committed by a
single offender [Table 28].

Most personal robberies were carried out by two
or more offenders [Table 28].

Fifty-four percent of commercial robbesies were
committed by two or more offenders [Table 89].

Perceived characteristics
of offenders

Strangers committed 78 percent of all personal
crimes of violence [Table 5].

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

Victims perceived that blacks committed most single-
offender personal robberies, whereas whites were
perceived to have committed more single-offender
assaults than blacks [Table 9].

Blacks were perceived to have committed a majority
(68 percent) of multiple-offender robberies, but
there was no significant difference between the pro-
portions of multiple-offender assaults committed by
whites and by blacks [Table 11].

Victims perceived most single-offender assaults as
having been committed by persons age 21 and over;
there was ro significant difference between the
percentages of single-offender personal robberies
committed by persons under age 21 and those age
21 and over [Table 13].

Victims perceived that most multiple-offender vio-
lent crimes (59 percent) were committed by per-
sons under age 21 {Table 15].

Single- and multiple-offender victimizations of
blacks were only infrequently attributed to white
perpetrators [Tables 10, 12].

Most (64 percent) multiple-offender robberies of
whites were carried out by blacks, and more single-
offender robberies of whites were committed by
blacks than whites [Tables 10, 12].

Most (63 percent) single-offender assaults of whites
were committed by whites [Table 10].

More multiple-offender assaults of whites were car-
ried out by whites than by blacks [Table 12].

Most single- and multiple-offender robberies and
assaults of blacks were perpetrated by blacks [Tables
10, 12].

Weapons use by offenders

Offenders used weapons in about one-third of all
personal crimes of violence [Table 56].

Firearms and knives each accounted for some
three-tenths of the types of weapons employed
in violent crimes [Table 57].

Offenders used weapons in roughly three-fourths of
all commercial robberies [Table 102].
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Firearms were the most common type (66 per-
cent) of weapon used [Table 103].

Victim self-protection

Victims took self-protective measures in most (61
percent) personal crimes of violence [Table 43],

Victims rarely used firearms or knives in self-
defense, but physical force and other weapons
accounted for 36 percent of all self-protective
measures [Table 45].

Victim injury and economic (oss

Victims were injured in 31 percent of all personal
robberies and assaults [Table 31]

Robbery and assault victims of nonstrangers
were somewhat more likely to have incurred in-

juries than were the victims of strangers |[Table
31].

In 8 bercent of all personal crimes of violence,
the victim received hospital care [Table 33].

Seven-tenths of all personal crimes involved loss of
Z;ojney or property and/or property damage [Table

2

Personal larcency was more likely than robbery

to have resulted in economic loss to the victim
[Table 47].

G
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In most (65 percent) personal crimes with loss,
the losses were valued at less than $50, in-
cluding items of no monetary value [Table 48].

B¥acks suffered a somewhat higher proportion
of losses in the $50 and over category than did
whites [Table 491,

In a majority of completed personal robberies

and larcenies, no losses were recovered | Table
51]. '

Nine-tenths of all household crimes involved loss

qf money or property and/or property damage
I Table 78].

Among 'household crimes resulting in loss, 52
percent .mvolved amounts of less than $50, in-
cluding items of no monetary value [Table 80].

Blacks had a greater proportion of losses of $50
or more than did whites [ Table 80].

In 72 percent of all household crimes with theft,
no losses were recovered; in most (70 percent)
motor vehicle thefts, however, losses were fully
recovered [Table 81].

Eighty-six percent .of commercial burglaries and
75 percent of commercial robberies resulted in eco-
nomic loss [Table 96]. R

Half of all commercial crimes with loss involved
amounts exceeding $50 [Table 97].
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Table 1. Personal crimes: Number of victimizations and victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime
Type of crime Number Rate
Crimes of violence 32,600 6L
Rape 1,200 2
Robbery 9,600 18
Robbery and attempted robbery
; with injury 3,300 6
. From serious assaulbt 1,400 5
i From minor assault 2,000 1A
B Robbery without injury 3,100 6
" Attempted robbery without injury 3,400 [
o Assault 21,800 (VAR
Aggravated assault 8,800 17
With injury 2,700 5
Attempted assault with weapon 6,200 oo iz
; Simple assault 13,000 2l
i With injury 3,700 7
B Attempted assault without weapon 9,300~ 7
Crimes of theft 54,900 103
p Personal larceny with contact 3,900 7
Purse snatching 1,400 . 3
! Attempted purse snatching 700 1
. Pocket picking 1,800 3
; Personal larceny without contact 51,000 96
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
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10 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee : <
Table 2. Personal crimes: Number of incidents and victimizations and ratio : \
of incidents to victimizations, by type of crime i
i
Type of crime Incidents Victimizations Ratio "
Crimes of violence 27,400 32,600 1:1.19 -
Rape 1,100 1,200 1:1.06
Robbery 8,200 9,600 1:1.17
Robbery and attempted robbery . .
with injury 2,800 3,300 1:1.20
From serious assault 1,000 1,400 1:1.36
From minor assault 1,800 2,000 1:1.11
Robbery without injury 2,700 3,100 1:1.17
Attempted robbery without injury 2,700 3,200 1:1.15
Assault 18,100 21,800 1:1.21 -
Aggravated assault 6,900 8,800 1:1,.29
With injury 2,000 2,700 1:1.31 !
Attempted assault with weapon 4,800 6,200 1:1.28 i
Simple assault 11,300 13,000 1:1.15 ;
With injury 3,300 3,700 1:1.12 | .
Attempted asseult without weapon 7,900 9,300 1:1.17 “
Crimes of theft ; 53,300 54,900 ~ 1:1.03 !
“Personal larceny with contact 3,600 3,900 1:1.08 !
Purse sratching 1,300 1,400 1:1,04
Attempted purse snatching 700 700 1:3.00
Pocket picking 1,600 1,800 1:1.15
Personal larceny without contact 149,700 51,000 1:1.03
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Ratios calculated from unrounded
figures.
1Recause of data processing problems, a manual weighting procedure was used for estimating the ‘ ] . y
number of incidents of personal larceny without contact. Since it was not feasible to perform -
an adjustment for cases involving more than one victim, the estimated number of incidents may be
slightly inflated. -
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Table 3. Personal crimes of violence: Number and rate of victimizations, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
, (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
A1l victimizations Involving strangers Involving nonstranﬁers
Type of crime Number Rate Number Rate Number ate
Crimes 32,600 61 25,400 48 7,200 1
Rape 1,200 2 1,000 2 200 z
Completed rape 400 1 200 5 1100 1z
! Attempted rape B 800 2 700 1 1100 1z
; Robbery 9,600 18 8,700 16 900 2
Robbery and attempted robbery
, with injury 3,300 é 2,900 6 400 1
~ From serious assault 1,400 3 1,300 2 1100 1Z
From minor assault 2,000 b 1,700 3 300 1
Robbery wi.thout injury 3,100 6 2, 5 300 i
Attempted robbery without injury 3,200 [ 2,900 5 200 Z
Assault 21,800 A8 15,800 30 6,100 n
Aggravated assault 8,800 17 6,500 12 2,300 4
With injury 2,700 5 1,800 3 800 2
Attempted assault with weapon 6,200 12 4,700 9 1,500 3
Simple assault 13,000 2L 9,300 17 3,700 7 ;
With injury 3,700 7 2,300 4 1,400 3 i
Attempted assault without X -
weapon 9,300 17 7,000 13 . 2,300 4 “ s f
NOTE: Detail may not add to total-shown because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000, i
1Estimate; based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

i . Table 4. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by selected
{ i characteristics of victims and type of crime
%‘4 ; Characteristic Al1] personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
; e (1) 55 58 53
; Male 7
g Female (53) 15 I b
: Race
White  (84) 80 81 80
Black (15) 19 19 .19
Other (1) 1 1z 1
Age
12415 (10) 15 20 11
1619 (10) 16 18 15
$0-24  (13) 21 20 2y
25-34 (17) 19 16 21
35-49 (18) 15 12 18
50-64 (19) 10 9 1
65 and over (14) L 5 3

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to percent in th

because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.

1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample case

s, is statistically unreliable.

e group. Detail may not add to total shown

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

Sex Race
Type of crime Both sexes Male Female White Black
Crimes of violence 78 81 wh 8L A
Rape 81 1100 81 81 82
Robbery 90 93 87 93 82
Robbery and attempted o
robbery with injury 89 96 81 93 72
From serious assault 94, 95 90 96 85
From minor assault 85 97 78 90 61
Robbery without injury 90 93 86 91 a8
Attempted robbery without
injury 93 91 97 95 86
Assault 72 75 é8 76 54
Aggravated assanlt 7 77 68 80 54
With injury 68 76 58 81 1
Attempted assault with '
weapon 76 77 73 80 61
Simple assault 71 h 68 74 53
With injury 62 69 55 63 54
Attempted assault
without weapon 75 76 T4 78 53

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

Pt

s

»

Survey Data Tables

Table 6. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving
strangers, by type of crime and sex and race of victims -

Male Female
Type of crime . White Black White Black
Crimes of violence 7} /A 80 56
Rape 1 2100 81 280
Robbery 93 92 92 70
With injury 95 100 90 25
Without injury 92 89 93 83
Assault 78 61 7h 48
Aggravated assault 81 &l 80 %46
Simple assault 76 57 71 51

1No rapes of white males were recorded.
2Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

Race and age 411 assaults Aggravated assault Simple assault
A1l races?
12-15 61 6l 59
16-19 75 78 73
20-24 76 76 77
2534 7% ‘Tl 69
35-49 71 46 73
5064 81 T 85
65 and over 86 2100 80
White
12-15 65 7L 62
16~-19 8L 85 77
20-24, 8l 87 83
2534 an 7 é8
35-49 75 76 75
50-64 78 70 83
65 and over 86 2100 80
Black
12-15 46 22 48
16-19 56 60 250
20-24 34 236 231
2534 71 266 3g1
35-49 . 53 246 260
506 93 287 2100
65 and over 0 0 0

1Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
3Estimate,; based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

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 acquainted
Crimes of violencel 43 37
Robbery 34 66
Assault 45 55
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
' I N * yo ,3 -
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14 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

Table 9. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender
victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender

Perceived race of offender

Not known and

Type of crime White Black Other not available
Crimes of violence 49 L 5 3
Rape 57 38 1L o]
Completed rape 165 135 0 0
Attempted rape 55 39 16 o]
Robbery 28 66 13 13
Robbery with injury 25 72 0 12
Robbery without injury 29 64 15 13
Assault 53 39 5 3
Aggravated assault 49 L3 6 12
Simple assault 55 37 5 3

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

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

Perceived race of offender
Not known and

Type of crime and race of victims White Black Other not &vailable
Crimes of violence
White 59 33 5 3
Black 10 88 12 11
Rape
White 67 33 0 o]
Black 21 158 121 0
Robbery
White 37 54 15 L
Black 0 100 0 [
Robbery with injury
White 34 62 o 13
Black 0 100 Q o}
Robbery without injury
White 38 51 16 1
Black 0 100 o} 0
Assault
White 63 28 6 3
Black 12 86 13 11
Aggravated assault
White 62 27 8 13
Black 16 82 0 11
Simple assault
White 64 28 5 3
Black 17 91 12 o]

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

s, S g
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Survey Data Tables

Table 11. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offenders

Perceived race of offenders

Not known and

Type of crime £11 white A1 black Al other Mixed races not available
Crimes of violence 34 51 3 10 2
Rape 159 115 0 126 o]
Robbery 20 68 1l 8 13
Robbery with injury 20 66 1 10 13
Robbery without injury 20 69 12 7 13
Assault L 38 5 11 12
Aggravated assault 45 38 15 11 11
Simple assault Ly 39 5 11 12

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent bscause of rounding.
1Bstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

Type of crime and race Not known and

A1l black

of victims A1l white A1l other Mixed races not available
Crimes of violencel
White 39 45 3 il 2
Black 23 85 2] aq ag
Robbery
White 25 [T 21 ; 9 22
Black 0 88 az 2y .26
Assault
White 49 32 5 11 22
Black 5 8l 0 29 33

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
3Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically unreliable.

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

Perceived sge of offender

Not known
Total 21 and and not
Type of crime Under 12 12-20 12-14, 15-17 18-20 over availoble
Crimes of violence 11 37 7 18 12 &0 3
Rape 0 28 18 15 115 70 12
Robbery (o] 5 9 29 17 42 14
Robbery with injury - 0 54 18 26 120 40 16
Robbery without injury 0 5/, 9 30 15 13 3
Assault 11 33 7 16 10 63 3
Aggravated assault 1] 31 6 14 11 63 5
Simple assault 1z 34 7 17 10 63 12

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, becsuse of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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16 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

Table 14. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distr_ibutioﬁ of single-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offender

Pex;ceived age of offender

Not known ard

Type of crime and age of victims Under 12 12-20 21 and over not available
iolence?
it 3o o s 5 .
20-34 22 19 Y ah
35-49 0 20 78 a2
5064 23 27 65 ; 5
65 and over 0 51 49 4]
e

Ro?.g-ig 0 81 . 217 :2
2034 0 24 T4 22
35-49 ] 24 2&8 . 8
50-64 0 53 36 u
65 and over o] 2g3 217 0
Asls-;‘i; °z 64 33 23
20-34 2z : 17 79 4
35-49 0 16 83 21
50-64 3 217 78 : 22
65 and over 0 231 369 0

NOTE:  Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
iIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. . .
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

Table ‘!5. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived age of offenders

Perceived: age of offenders
AL 2

All under- Not known and

Type of crime 12 A1l 12-20 and over Mixed ages not aveilable
i iolence 1 58 19 18 4
CI‘}J{:;: of vio o 150 127 115 : ig
Robbery 12 58 19 16 5
Robbery with injury 12 L5 28 18 19
Robbery without injury 1z 66 15 14 i
Assault 11 59 18 19 12
Aggravated assault 0 52 24 22 12
Simple assault 12 A 14 17 13

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding..
1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Survey Data Tables 17

Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of muitiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offenders

Perceived age of offenders

Type of crime and All under All 28 Nobt known and
age of victims 12 Al 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available
Crimes of wviolencel
12-19 22 78 5 14 22
20-34 22 39 31 26 22
35-49 23 48 28 17 24
50-64, 21 35 34 18 211
65 and over 0 A 27 a7 22
Robbery
1249 0 85 2, 9 22
20-34 24 46 22 25 24
35-49 25 41 28 220 36
50-64 22 30 36 217 214
65 and over 0 53 3L 210 33
Assault
12-19 21 7% 25 17 23
20-34 21 34 38 26 21
35-49 22 Sk 28 21, 22
50~64 0 L4, 231 220 24
65 and over 0 93 27 0 0

NOTE: Detail may not add to 10Q percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estiriate, based on about 10 or fewer sampls cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 17. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and sex of victims

{Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 anf over)

Male Female

Type of crime (248,000) (285,500)
Crimes of violence 76 148
Rape . 1z 4
Robbery 23 13

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 7 6
From serious assault L 2
From minor assault 3 4
Robbery without injury 7 5
Attempted robbery without injury 9 3
Assauli 53 3
Aggravated assault 22 11
With injury 6 L
Attempted assault with weapon 16 8
Simple assault 30 19
With injury 8 I3
Attempted assault without weapon 23 13
Crimes of theft 117 90
Personal larceny with contact 6 9
Purse snatching 1Z 5
Attempted purse snatching rZ 2
Pocket picking 5 2
Personal larceny without contact 112 82

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

Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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% : Table 18. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and age of victims
; (Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group)
; 12-15 16-19 202, 25-3}, 35-49 50-64, 65 and over
Type of crime (51,500) (52,500) (70,600) (90,700) (96,600} (99,900) (71,800)
Crimes of violence 125 112 91 58 40 31 23
Rape 12 6 5 4 1 0 1z
Robbery 47 19 18 14 12 14 1y
? Robbery and attempted robbery
; with injury 7 3 5 5 6 8 7
4 Robbery without injury 18 5 3 5 4 3 3
b Attempted robbery without injury 22 9 5 5 12 3 4
H Assault 76 87 &8 4O 28 16 9
: Aggravated assault 26 L 30 15 8 7 13
5 With injury 7 12 9 L 4 12 13
i Attempted assault with weapon 19 32 22 11 L 5 12
: Simple assault 50 43 38 25 19 9 6
: With injury 18 14 10 6 5 2 12
i Attempted assault without weapon 32 29 28 19 14 7 5
Crimes of theft 122 152 166 129 100 59 2
: Personal larceny with contact 5 9 6 5 9 8 9
: Purse snatching : 12 - 5 12 11 L 5 7
4 Pocket picking 1 5 3 (s 5 3 12
Personal larceny without contact’ 116 143 161 124 Q0 51 15
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000.
i 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Survey Data Tables

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

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

White Black

Type of crime (449,100) (81,300)
Crimes of violerce A 59 T4
Rape 2 3
Robbery 17 25

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 6 8
From serious assault 2 L
From minor assault L A
Robbery without injury -5 9
Attempted robbery without injury [3 8
Assault L0 46
Aggravated assault 15 26
With injury L 9
Attempted assault with weapon 11 17
Simple assault 25 al
With injury 7 7
Attempted assault without weapon 18 13
Crimes of theft 98 129
Personal larceny with contact 7 11
Purse snatching L L
Pocket picking 3 7
Personal larceny witliout contact o9l 118

NOTE: . Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. TDetail may not add to total shown

because of rounding.
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Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims 8
. (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)
Less than $3,000- 87,500~ $10,000~ 815,000~ $25,000 Not Q
: $3,000 37,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more available g
. ! Type of crime (43,700) (10,800) (55,100) (146,000) {116,000) (238,000) (44,300) =
» ? (R
¥ i Crimes of violence 99 i 53 56 50 51 50 <
Rape 7 2 13 2 11 31 12 &
Robbery 34 26 13 16 13 -1 15 =
Robbery and attempted robbery 3
with injury 16 i2 5 L 3 11 5 ]
Robbery without injury 11 8 L 6 A 14 1/, =
i Attempted robbery without injury 8 6 4 6 6 LVA [3 g
§ : Assault 58 49 37 38 36 Jal 3% «
| ! Aggravated assault 2, . 19 14 15 15 20 15 €
: With injury 10 5 6 5 A 15 1), F
. ~ . Attempted assault with weapon 14 14 8 11 1 15 11 <
; Simple assault 34 30 22 23 So32 22 19 ol
i With injury n 10 7 5 F 6 17 1y, 3
; Attempted assault without weapon 23 20 15 17 : 16 14 15 E
J Crimes of theft 96 96 121 102 oA 135 60 3
! Personal larceny with contact 17 12 6 L 6 11 5 -]
: Purse snatching 9 6 5 2 3 0 1 x
Pocket picking 8 6 12 2 3 11 11 o
‘“w é Personal larceny without contact 79 85 115 98 108 134 55
Q’;}}:ﬁ;. I NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer ‘o population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. i
Y 1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. »
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Table 21. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and marital status of victims

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

Never Divorced and

married Married Widowed separated

Type of crime (276,400) (279,700) (39,500) (36,100)
Crimes of violence 102 35 35 95
Rape 3 2 0 7
Robbery 29 8 25 32

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury 7 3 16 16
From serious assault 3 2 14 15
From minor assault 4 2 12 10
Robbery without injury 10 2 5 n
Attempted robbery without injury n 3 1 6
Assault 70 25 9 56
Aggravated assault 29 10 5 19
With injury 8 3 1} 8
Attempted assault with. weapon 21 7 12 12
Simple assault 1 15 L 37
With injury 13 3 13 12
Attempted assault without weapon 28 12 11 25
Crimes of theft 139 8l 16 129
Personal larceny with contact 9 4 12 17
Purse snatching 4 2 10 11
Pocket, picking . 5 2 12 [
Personal larceny without contact 130 80 34 112

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.

because of rounding.

1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble,

Detail may not add to total shown
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i Table 22. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex and age of victims and type of crime N
« g‘!
% (Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group)
. Crimes of violence Crimes of theft Q
. - : _Robbery Assault Personal Personal. i
. i A1l personal Robbery Robbery All personal larceny larceny g
: i crimes of All rob- with without A1l Aggravated Simple crimes of with without o
i Sex and gge violence Rape beries injury injury assaults assault assault theft contact contact :
i =
; Male 2
4 12-15 (25,900 157 11 73 : 10 6l 82 32 50 132 15 127 3
i 1619 (25,900 126 0 25 9 16 101 52 19 191 1q7 184 N
%j 20-24 (32,800 111 o] 20 1 16 91 L5 46 198 15 193 =
i 25-34 {44,200 7 0 13 13 11 57 22 36 138 6 132 e
¢ 35-49  (4dy, 500; 52 0 17 10 7 35 10 25 101 7 9% »
H 50~€4 (45,700 34 0 15 7 9 19 9 10 62 3 57 e
. ! 85 and over - (29,000) 32 0 18 7 1n 1 12 12 26 13 23 g
Female ]
: 12-15 (25,500 93 1y 19 15 14 70 20 51 1 15 106 5
] 1619 (26,600 98 1 L, 13 u 73 36 n s 12 102
E 20-24 {37,800 Tk 9 18 7 n 42 by 30 139 6 133 §
: 25-34 - (46,500 47 8 15 7 8 2, 9 1 119 13 116 £
5 35-49 252,100) © 29 11 7 13 4 21 6 15 99 n 87 e
: 50=64 (54,200) 28 0 13 9 5 15 6 9 56 10 46 x
65 and over (/42,800) 17 11 12 7 5 5 13 3 23 12 11 3
1 T
: NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group, Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisbles
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Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and sex and race of victims

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

Male Female
White Black White Black
Type of crime (211,100) (35,600) (238,100) {45,700)
Crimes of violence 76 79 Ll n
Rape 0 1 L 5
Robbery 22 32 12 19
With injury ; 7 8 5 8
Without injury 15 24 7 12
Assault . 54 L6 2g W7
Aggravated assault 22 27 9 25
Simple assault 32 19 19 22
Crimes of theft 110 160 87 105
Personal larceny with
contact L 14 9 9
Personal Jarceny without
contact 106 146 78 97

NOTE: - Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown
because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 24. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by sex and marital status of victims and type of crime

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft

Personal. Personal
All personal A1l personsl larceny larceny
crimas of crimes of with yithout
Sex and marital status violencel Robbery Assault theft contact contact
Male
Never married (89,100) 124 - 39 85 159 9 150
Married Elae,uoo) Ll 10 34 91 3 88
Widowed (6,900) 6L 4, 220 46 23 13
Divorced end separated (12,600) 109 51 58 145 29 136
Female ) ‘
Never married (87,300) 79 B 55 119 9 110 g
Married (141,300) 27 7 17 77 5 72 3
Widowed (32,600) 28 21 7 L6 14 32 s
Divorced and separated . (23,;400) o 87 22 . 55 o120 21 99 ';
NOTE: MNumbers in parentheses refer to population in the group., Detail may not edd to total shown because of rounding. z-
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately, ) - -
2Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble, g,
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Table 25. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race and age of victims and type of crime

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

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft

Perscnal Personal
A1l personal Al personal larceny larceny
crimes of crimes of with without
Race and age violencel Robbery Assault theft contact contact
White
12-15 (37,600 132 49 82 133 7 126
1619 (41,000 114 23 85 153 10 143
20-24 (58,500 89 15 69 167 5 162
25-34 (74,600 €0 12 43 124 A 120
35«49 (78,200 40 1 28 90 6 8L
50-64  (90,900) 27 12 15 55 7 48
65 and over (68,200) 24 14 9 23 9 1
Black ‘
12-15 (13,500 11 43 3 87 o 87
1619 (11,200 105 26 92 152 2g 144
20-24 (11,700 109 37 &L 182 210 152
25-34 (15,100 51 2L 25 152 210 142
3549 (17,600 L0 15 25 140 23 118
50-64 (8,600) 68 31 36 96 218 78
65 and over " (3,500) 213 . 213 0 339 [¢] 239
NOTE: Mimbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 26. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime

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

Crimes of violence

Crimes of theft

Personal Personsl
Al) personal A1l personal larceny larceny
crimes of crimes of with without
Race and income violencel Robbery Assault theft contact ' contact,
White '
Less than $3,000 (31,700) 92 33 51 88 1 T
$3,000-%7,499 (79,600) 72 2, 46 89 12 7
$7,500-$9,999  (45,100) 53 13 38 117 7 110
$10,000~$14,999 128,6003 57 16 39 98 3 9k
$15,000-$244,999 (105,300 L9 12 26 109 6 103
$25,000 or more (22,100) 51 ag 42 130 21 129
Not available (36,700) L7 1 32 52 ay, %
Black
Less than $3,000 (11,400) 121 AR 78 113 26 i
$3,000-$7,499 (24,100) 92 33 51 120 11 109
$7,500-39,999 - (9,700) 50 21 3 136 22 134
$10,000-$14,999 (16.9003 45 12. 30 130 2g 129
$15,000-3$244,999 Elo,zoo 66 23 36 165 21} 154,
$25,000 or more (1,700) 242 3ly 227 204 [¢] 20},
Not available * (7,300) 66 222 40 108 29 98
NOTE: Humbers in parentheses refer to population in the group, Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately. ‘
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewey sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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26 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

C 12
Table 27. Personal crimes: Victimization rates ror pgrsons age
by race, sex, and age of victims and typa of crime

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

and over,

‘Racé, sex, and age Crimes of violence

Crimes of theft

White

Male
12-15 (18,900 iél
16~19 (20,600 12%
20-24, (28,100 2
25-3 (37,800 ';1
2t Gargo 3
%5 and over (27,300) 33

Female

el;2_15 18,700 10;
16-19 (20,400 9
20-24 (30,400 ZZ
25-34 (36,800 £
35-49 (41,300 4
50-64 (49,700 s
65 and over (40,900)

Black ' ;

Male Sy
12-15 (6,500 ugz
16-19 (5,100
20-24 {4,600 29
25-34. (5,900 52
2 {20 70
65 and ovér (1,600) 11

Female
T2—15 6,600 73
16-19 (6,100} 120
20-24 (7,100 140
25-34 ' {9,300 25114
£ ?
65 and over {1,900) ° 112

114,

208
179
178
122
157

114
132
136
112

12,

H by in parentheses refer to population in the group. 5
Nofgstirhr{g‘:e?rgasedpon‘ wbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

I

Table 28. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,

by type of crime and number of offenders

; Four or
ore
Type of crime One Two Three m

Not known and

not available
1 3
Crimes of violence ?{g }g :}2 :\lg 2
ggggery 35 28 16 18 13
Robbery and attempted robbery 26 3 " 20 1
with in 110
From sg“rgus assault 11§ 31 1116‘ ﬁ'f; 19
From minor assault 32 gh " A 2
Robbery without injury 35 ?Z A 1 13
Attempted robbery without injury L 2 e 3
Assault 25 i.(l) : 2 2
Aggravated assault . 6; 19 ") s N
With injury 5
Attemptgd agsault with weapon 65 12 4 i; 1’{
Simple assault 66 12 10 s
With injury 65 11 10 ilf 19
Attempted assault without weapon 66 12 9

: Detail not add to 100 percent because of rounding. )
Nogstimate, bl::id on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is gtatisticelly unrelisble.
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Survey Data Tables'

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

Type of crime Involving strangers’ Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 51 78

Rape 73 91

Robbery 33 58

Assault . 59 81

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

Al Involving ‘Involving
Type of crime incidents strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 90 90 91
Rape 95 93 100
Robbery 92 92 90
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 91 92 87
From serious assault 88 g9 167
From minor assault 93 93 92
Robbery without injury 93 93 93
Attempted robbery without
injury 91 91 190
Assault as 88 90
Aggravated assault 85 84 87
With injury 84 83 86
Attempted assault with
weapon 85 84 88
Simple assault N 28 90 92
With injury « 93 93 95
Attempted assault .
without weapon . 90 89 90

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

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 assault

Robbery Assault
A11 victimizations 31 35 29
Involving strangers 29 34 26
Involving nonstrangers 38 41 37
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

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 Robbery and agsuult Robbery Assault
Sex
Male . 27 29 26
Female 37 Ly 33 -
Race .
White 30 35 28
Black 34 32 35
Age
12-15 Yooy 16 33
16-19 30 129 30
20-24 27 29 27
25-34 . 27 33 - 25
35-49 39 51 34
50-64 39 54 25
65 and over 41 49 128
Annual family income
Less than $3,000 40 46 ) 37
$3,000-57,499 35 45 30
$7,500-%9,999 38 42 37
$10,000-814,999 . 25 23 26
$15,000-824,999 25 23 26
$25,000 or more 26 111 29
Not ‘available 25 33 22

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 violence! Robbery Assault

Received hospital care 8 ' 9 7
Emergency room only 6 7 6
Overnight or longar 2 2 1

Incurred medical expenses? [ 7 6

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately,
2Includes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical
expenses were incurred and also knew, or were sble to estimate, the amount of such expenses.

b w Survey Data Tables
a . i i
e Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which

victims received hps;_)ital care, by selected characteristics of
victims and type of crime

Chemacteristic
Crimes of violencel
- Robbery Assault
Male
Female i :
Race ) " Z
White 6
Black
13 ] :
Victim-offender relationship N ?
Involving strangers
Involving nonstrangers g H ;
28
1Includes data on rapey not shown separately :

aEShiﬂlﬂhe, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabisticall unreliable
Y .

- Table 35. Personal crimes of violence:

! i Pe c e, S
in which v nourreq o rcent distribution of victimizations

dical expenses, by amount

Amount
Less than $50 —
$50-8249 3
3250 or more a 27
21
1Includes only those victimizations in w

hich the victims knew with certainty that medical

expenses were incurred and al
so knew, or were able to e
stimate, the amount of
) such expenses,

e e e e, <
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence

Inside nonrésidentisl

On street, o'x:.in park;
playground; schoolground,

Type of crime Inside own home Near own honie building or parking lot Elsewhere
A1l personal crimes 3 3 19 55 19
Crimes of violence 10 9 15 55 11
Rape 23 18 LA 50 112
Robbery 6 9 8 é8 9
Robbery and attempt>d robbery
with injury 7 12 15 72 1
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 4 7 9 66 12
Assault 11 9 19 L9 12
Aggravated assault 12 10 19 45 1,
Simple assault 10 8 19 51 10
Crimes’of theft 1Z 1 22 55 23
Personal larceny with contact 13 9 28 51 10
Personal larceny without contact ves ves 21 55 A

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

Z Less than 0.5 percent.
«ss Represents not applicable,

1Estimate, based on about 1¢ or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence, and type of crime

-Relationship and place

Crimes of violencel

Involving strangers
Inside own home
Near own home
Inside nonresidential building
On street, or in park, playground,
schoolground, or parking lot
Elsewhere

Involving nonstrangers
Inside own home
Near own home
Inside nonresidential building
On street, or in park, playground,
schoolground, or parking lot
Elsewhere

5
9
15

61
10

25
8
17

33
17

Robbery Assault

N 6

9 9

8 19
72 55
8 11
26 23
232 8
29 19
29 35
324 15

NOTE: Detall may not add to 100 percent becsuse of rounding.

iIncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 38. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime

and geographic area of occurrence

Type of crime Inside city of residence Inside other central city Elsewhere
A1 personal crimes 90 3 7
Crimes of violencel 93 2 5
Robhery 97 22 21
Assault 92 2 [
Crimes of theft 89 3 8
Personal larceny with contact 92 25 22
Personal larceny without contact a9 3 9

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape; not shown separately,
3Bstimate; based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliszble,
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Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime

Crimes of violence

Crimes of theft

All personal All crimes All crimes Personal. larceny Personal. larceny
Reason crimes of violencel Robbery Assault of theft with contact without contact
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 30 25 29 22 33 L0 32
Not important enough 31 32 29 34 31 15 31
Police would not want to be bothered 5 5 6 N 5 aq 5
Too incoprtrenient or time consuming 3 2 21 2 3 23 3
Private or personal matter 5 11 7 12 3 7 2
Fear of reprisal 1 2 22 2 2Z 21 27
Reported to someone else 13 9 7 10 14 26 15
A1l other and not given 12 15 17 14 11 20 11
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
i1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Survey Data Tables 33

R .
Table 40. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

A1l . Involving Involving
Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers
M1 persondl crimes 34 ves con
Crimes of violerce 42 L2 43
Rape 56 57 350
Robbery 51 52 40
Robbery and attempted robbéry
with injury 70 73 53
From serious assault 76 76 ing
From minor assault 67 70 145
Robbery without injury 59 &0 148
Attempted robbery without injury 22 23 i9
Assault 38 36 43
Aggravated assanlt 548 47 50
With injury (3% v 62 68
Abtempted assault with weapon L1 41 40
s Simple assault 31 28 39
“ With injury Ll 39 52
v Attempted asssult without weapon 26 25 32
Crimes of theft 29 ces cae
Personal larceny with contact 40 40 115
Purse snatching 54 55 o]
Pocket picking 23 24 418
Personal larceny without contact 28 ses ‘e

««s Represents not applicable.
1Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

Sex. Race
Type of crime Male Female White Black
Al personal crimes 31 37 34 32
Crimes of violence 38 48 41 L7
Rape 1100 5h 53 167
Robbery : &7 57 51 50
Robbery and. attempted
robbery with injury 74 66 72 64
From serious assault 71 8L 79 140
From minor assarlt 78 &0 &7 68
Robbery without injury 56 62 57 62
Attempted robbery without
injury 20 29 22 122
Assanlt 34 bk 37 Ly
Aggravated assault 43 57 4E 49
“With injury 58 73 59 78
Attempted assault with )
weapon 37 49 43 34
Simple assanlt 28 34 31 38
With injury 36 53 A 46
Attempted assault without ;
weapon 25 28 25 34 ¢
Crimes of theft 27 31 30 2L
Personal. larceny with ”
contact 25 48 L0 JAo]
Purse snatching 156 55 L9 82
Pocket picking 23 = 123 27 116
Personal larceny without
contact . 27 30 29 23

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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34 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

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

Type of crime 12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over
A1l personal crimes 23 3 39 41 &7
Crimes of violencel ' 31 45 54 52 62
Robbery 31 54 61 66 3
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 53 72 68 75 86
Robbery without injury 37 73 62 67 278
Assault 30 L1 51 40 L3
Aggravated assault 36 50 79 49 289
Simple assault 25 35 39 33 22)
: Crimes of theft 16 33 33 35 32
Personal larceny with contact 216 L2 L5 u7 L7
Personal larceny without
contact 16 33 32 . 33 B B

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, 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

Invelving Involving

Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 61 60 6
Rape . 80 78 91
Robery 52 51 5l

Robbery and attempted robbery '

with injury 53 52 66
From serious assault 55 54 178
From minor assault 52 51 162
Robbery without injury 26 27 123
Attempted robbery without injury 75 Th 178
Assault &l X 33
Aggravated assault 65 &l 66
With injury &l 59 73
Attempted assault with weapon 65 66 62
Simple assault 63 63 &4
With injury 63 58 90
Attempted assault without weapon 63 65 &0

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer samplé cases, is statistically unreliable,
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‘ Table 44. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which victims took self-protective measures,
by selected characteristics of victims and type of crime

e

Ec Robbery Assault
} Characteristic Crimes of violence Rape All robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated Simple
. } Sex g
Male 62 0 55 & 53 &4 68 61 ;
P Female 60 81 47 L7 7 63 59 66
Race
White 62 83 53 56 51 6k 66 63
Black 56 163 L9 42 51 60 59 62
, hge
; 12-19 é5 78 59 8, 53 66 73 62 g
! 20--34 65 86 50 47 ‘ 51 68 63 71 i
35-49 53 157 50 57 42 54 48 56 -
50-64 48 2 45 36 55 50 55 6 i
- 65 and over Lh 0 41 45 38 51 150 51 : |
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. :
2No rapes were recorded for this age group. ¥ '
- “ - - 3 - 3 . » ’ ‘ .
Table 45. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed by victims, o o
‘ by type of measure and type of crime :
. Crimes of Robbery Assault 1‘
Self-protective measure violence Rape A1l robberies With injury Without injury All assaults Aggravated Simple i
| Used or brandished firearm or knife 2 0 12 ] 11 2 4 1 ;
Used physical force or other weapon 36 34 41 53 34 35 34 35 i
Tried to get help or frighten offender 16 32 16 19 14 14 12 15 o
Threatened or reasoned with offender 17 17 17 12 20 17 15 18 f’
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 29 14 25 16 31 32 35 30
RN ) NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. "
g 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. ; g ’ E
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee }
Table 46. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective :
measures employed by victims, by selected characteristics of victims 1
:
Sex Race

Self-protective measure Both sexes Male Female White Black

Used or brendished firearm or knife 2 2 - a1 1 15
Used physical force or other weapon 36 41 32 36 39 !
Tried to get help or frighten offender 16 8 25 16 12 ;
Threatenéd or reasoned with offender 17 18 15 17 18 ‘§

Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 29 31 27 30 26

IEstimAte, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

Table 47. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft

and/or damage loss, by type of crime

Type of crime Percent
A11 personal crimes 70
Crimes of violence 31
Rape 25
Robbery 63

Robbery and attempted robbery

with injury ‘ 78
Robbery without injury 100
Attempted robbery without injury 9
Assault 17
Aggravated assaunlt 23
Simple assault 13
Crimes of theft 93
Personal larceny with contact 84
Purse snatching 69
Pocket picking 100
Personal larceny without contact 94
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Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss,

by type of crime and value of loss

No monetary Less than . Not lnown and
Type of crime wvalue $10 $10-349 $50-.$249 $250 or more not available
All personal crimes 3 25 37 24 4 6
Crimes ef violencel i1 25 28 i8 5 13
Robbery 3 26 26 21, 7 13
Robbery and attempted robbery .
with injury 26 15 27 30 36 16
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 21 35 25 20 7 1
Assault 24 23 29 8 a2 14
Crimes of theft 1 26 38 26 4 5
Personal larceny with-contact 23 16 ] 28 L 9
Personal larceny without contact 1 26 38 26 L 5

NOTE: Detail inay not add to.100 percent because of rounding.

1Includes data on rape, not shown separately,
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 49. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss,
by type of crime, race of victims, and value of loss

" No monetary Less than Not known and
Type of crime and race value $10-849 $50-$249 $250 or more not availeble
A1l personal crimesl 3 25 37 2L 4 6
White 3 27 37 23 4 7
Black 4 19 36 29 6 6
Crimes of violencel 11 25 28 18 5 13
White 10 26 28 18 3 15
Black 14 23 27 18 9 9
Crimes of theft 1 26 38 26 L 5
White 1 27 38 24 A 5
Rlack a3 19 38 3. 5 5
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of roﬁnding. , L
1Includes data on "other" reces, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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1 i 38 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee
a \ Table 50. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent dl:tl‘ﬂtbl;tl:')n of
:‘ ” victimizations resuiting in theft loss, by value of stole
’ property, including cash, and race of victims
it Black
Type of crime and property value All races? White
Robb ks 0 5
oNo'erlr;gnetary value 2g 39 »
Less than '$10 28 2 218
“&2‘9‘3 15 18 ;l{
) $5
$120-3249 lg 2 go
$250 or more b3 - 3
Not available
P 1 larceny® . ay
e!&zo;gnet:ry value 2% o8 18
Less than $10 S b 1{7
$10-$49 . :
sso—szglﬁ ig 1§ 1?
$100-
$250 or more 13;. 3 H
Not available

f rounding,
: i1 may not add to 100 percent because o
No%clggl::%azayon oot rgces.fnot sgoglgeggzzgelgé statistically unreliable.
i bout 10 or fewer sa ' ) .
:gilﬂcalzz'blo}:}slegegxslo:agularceny with contact and personal larceny without contac

1"ab|e 51. Personal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of

victimizations resulting in theft loss, by proportion of
loss recovered

Personal larceny

All personal ‘ tact
Proportion recovered Robbery larcenies With contact Without con
TOp )
81
None 71 7‘; 6% .
: (o}
gl 12 11 32 13
me
Less than half 5 Is,u 5 i
Half or more 2 3 7 s
Proportion unknown )

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
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Survey Data Tables 39

Table 52. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time
: from work, by type of crime '

Type of crime Percent

All personal crimes

Crimes of violence
Rape
Robbery
With injury
Without injury
Assault
Aggravated assault
Simple assault

Crimes of theft
Personal larceny with contact
Personal larceny without contact

¥
b [
AN W) O\N\O\ASOW\O v

‘Estimate, based on about 10 or fewir sample cases, is statistically 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 A1l personal crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Less than 1 day 38 25 62

1~5 days 46 52 35

Over 5 days 14 . 20 13
Amount unknown and

not available 12 i3 0

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

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

Nighttime Not known
Daytime 6 Delle Midnight~  Not and not
Type of crime 6 a.m.=6 pum.  Total midnight 6 a.m, known available
All personal crimes K A9 47 32 12 3 4
Crimes of violence 48 51 40 11 12 11
Rape : 39 61 33 28 0 0
Robbery 53 46 41 [3 o] 1z
Robbéry and attempted
robbery with injury : 48 52 L7 b 0 0
From serious assault 40 60 52 ig [¢] 0
From minor assault 53 47 45 12 0 0
Robbery without injury 62 37 30 8 o] 13
Attempted robbery without
injury 49 50 45 15 0 11
Assault L7 53 41 12 12 1
Aggravated assault 42 58 43 14 0 11
With injury 35 65 50 15 0 0
Attempted assault with ' )
weapon INA 54 41 14 0 13
Simple assault 50 50 39 10 1 1z
Vith injury : 50 50 39 11 1 ]
Attempted assault without
weapon - 50 L9 39 10 1 k31
Crimes of theft 49 45 28 13 I3 6
Personal larceny with contact 53 45 39 ig 0 0
Purse snatching 59 41 38 A 0 0
Pocket. picking 51 49 41 1g 0 0
Personal larceny without ¢ontact 49 L5 28 14 4 [

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 Percent, because of rounding.
Z -less than 0,5 percent. )
YEstimate, 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,
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, and time of occurrence

e Nighttime
Relationship and type Daytime 6 pemme— Midnight-— Not known and
of crime 6 a.mi=b Dem. Total midnight 6 a.m. not available
Involving strangers
Crimes of violence! L6 53 42 11 21
Robbery 52 48 42 5 21
Assault 43 56 43 12 23
Involving nonsbrangers
Crimes of violence! 55 Ll 35 10 2z
Robbery &l 36 27 9 0
Assault 55 45 35 10 2z

NOTE: Detail may not add %0 total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.

Z Less than 0.5 percent.
! Tneludes data on rape, not shown separately.

2Estimate, 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

Involving Involving
Type of crime All incidents strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence i 34 34 31.
Rape 21 21, 1¢/
Robbery 31 32 %19
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 26 27 120
Robbery without injury 34 38 0
Attempted robbery without injury 32 31 5
Assault? 36 37 34

1Includes data on simple assault which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon.

2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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 unknown
Crimes of violence® 30 30 34 6
Robbery 35 30 26
Robbery and attempted robbery v
with injury 219 26 L7 2g
Robbery and attempted robbery 5
without injury 32 39 23 26
Aggravated assault 32 26 37 [
With injury 12 % 62 230
Attempted assault with weapon 39 30 28 A

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

11ncludes data on rape, not shown separately.

2pstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is st.atistlcally unreliable.
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Table 58. Personal crimes-of-violence: Percent distribution of types of weapons used by offenders,
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers
Type of crime Firearm Knife - Other Type unknown Firearm Knife Other Type unknown

Crimes of violencel 30 31 " 5 - 30 29 45 26 .
Robbery’ 28 35 29 27 225 231 20 o] i
Aggravated assault ) 32 26 37 5 31 28 34 27 ;

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

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Type of crime Number Rate
Burglary 36,900 152
Forcible entry 13,900 57
Unlawfil entry without force 13,400 55
Attempted forcible entry 9,700 40
Household larceny 31,100 128
Less than $50 19,700 81
$50 or more 8,000 33
Amount not available 900 N
Attempted larceny 2,400 10
Motor vehicle theft 7,100 29
Completed theft 5,100 21
Attempted theft 2,000 8

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

A1l household Household Motor vehicle
Characteristic crimes Burglary larceny theft
Race of head of household
White (85) 74 7 79 69
Black §15) , 26 29 21 31
Other (1) 1 1z e 0
Age of head of household
1219 (2) 3 3 3 12
20-34 (32 41 43 39 43
35-49 E22 28 26 30 31
50-6L (24 19 19 20 18
65 and over (20) 8 9 7 5
Annual family income
less than $3,000 (22) 11 13 9 4
$3,000-87,499 ézl, 23 26 19 21
$7,500-$9,9299 (11 11 1 12 i3
$10,000-$14, 999 $253 28 2, 31 29
$15,000~$24,999 (17 17 15 19 20
$25,000 or more (3) L L L 5
Not available (9) 7 7 7 7
Tenure
Owned or being bought (48) L7 43 52 45
Rented  (52) 53 57 18 55
Number of units in structure
12 (4L) LA 41 57 40
2 (27) 29 29 30 30
3 2; 3 3 2 2
4 (6 ) 6 6 [ 7
5-9 (6) 6 6 6 7
10 or more (13) 11 13 8 12
Other than housing units (1) Z iz 21 21
Number of persons in household
1 (25) 15 19 11 16
2=-3 éhsg Lh L6 A1 43
L5 (20 27 24 N 26
6 or more (8) 1 11 17 15

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to percent of households in the group. Detail may not add to

100 percent because of ro

2 less & 0.5 percent.

1ggtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, i5 statistically unreliables
2Tncludes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
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Table 61. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and age of head of household..

(Rate per 1,000 households)

12-19 2034, 35~49 50-64 65 and over
Type of crime (4,800) (76,700) (53,700) (58,900) 49,200)
Burglary 261, 205 180 116 70
Forcible entry 88 86 55 L5 24
Unlawful entry without force 138 68 72 40 26
Attempted forcible entry 138 51 52 . 31 20
Household larceny 175 160 174 107 W7
Less than $50 99 101 102 71 36
$50 or more 07 40 53 26 7
Amount not available 0 5 6 13 12
Attempted larceny 129 1k 13 7 *3
Motor vehicle theft 137 0] 51 22 7
Completed theft 132 28 29 16 5
Attempted theft 15 12 ~12 6 12

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of Founding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

White Black

Type of crime (206,800) (35,300)
Burglary 126 303
Forcibie entry 39 162
Unlawful entry without force L9 85
Attempted forcible entry 37 e 57
Household larceny ‘ 118 181
Less than $50 76 109
$50 or more 30 53
Amount not available 3 8
Attempted larceny 10 10
Motor vehicle theft 24 63
Completed theft 16 49

Attempted theft 7 pro,

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.. Detail may not L ’ }\ total shown
because of rounding. e
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Table 63.

Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family income

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Less than $3,000

$10,000-$14
(60,300

Not available

$3,000-87,499  $7,500-$9, 999 999  $15,000-$24,999  $25,000 or more
Type of crine (30,100) (57,300) " '{26,500) 300) " (40,800 (7,200 (21,300)
Burglary 165 166 152 147 136 208 119
Forcible entry 69 70 58 INA 3e &5 56
Unlawful entry without force 62 54 50 57 58 89 31
Attempted forcible entry 34 38 Ly 46 39 35 32
Househeld larceny 92 103 138 162 143 154 9
Less. than $50 62 6l 88 101 95 71 63
$50 or more 26 29 33 W 33 55 27
Amount not available 13 13 iz I 1y, 16 1
Attempted larceny i3 8 10 16 10 122 13
Motor vehicle theft 10 26 36 33 36 50 21
Completed theft 9 20 23 24 23 37 17
Attempted theft k31 [3 13 10 13 213 17

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.

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

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

Table 64. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime, form of tenure, and race of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Bl —

Owned_or being bought Rented
All races® White Black All races? White Black
Type of crime (117,700) (104,500) (12,900) (125,700) (102,300) (22,400)
Burglary 136 112 324 166 139 292
Foreible entry 48 33 175 65 L6 154
Unlawful entry without force 51 47 79 59 52 89
Attempted forcible entry 37 33 70 43 42 4 49
Household larceny 136 121 261 120 116 134
less than $50 91 83 156 71 68 82
$50 or more 32 27 78 34 33 39
Amount not. -available [ 3 16 I A 2.
Attempted larceny 9 9 210 11 12 9
Motor vehicle theft 27 20 89 31 28 L8
Completed theft 20 1k 68 22 19 38
Attempted theft 7 6 21 9 9 10
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of reunding.
3Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, »
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Table 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of persons in household 3

(Rate per 1,000 households)
One Two or three Four or five Six or more 2
Type of crime (60,100) {116,800) {47,300} (%9,100) E)
Burglary 115 146 189 211 ;a;_
Forcible entry L, 56 72 133 <
Unlawful entry without force 37 50 Vs 95 a
Attempted forcible entry 34 39 43 53 =y
Heusehold larceny 58 108 20} 281 3
less than $50 36 69 132 166 B
$50 or more 16 26 51 89 g—
Amount not available 13 3 [ g 3
Attemptad larceny ) 5 10 14 18 7
Motor vehicle theft 19 26 40 56 c
Completed theft 13 18 8 16 s
Attempted theft 5 8 12 110 <
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detall may not add to total shown because of rounding. 5
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 2
g
Table 66. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of units in structure occupied by household 5

{Rate per 1,000 households)

One? Two Three Four Five-Nine Ten or more
Type of crime (106,300) (65,500) (5,500) {14, 100) (14,200) (32,800)
Burglary 1L, 165 192 168 160 147 =
Forcible entry 51 66 101 71 56 L6
Unlawful entry without force 53 59 57 49 55 61
Attempted forcible entry 39 40 234 48 50 39
Household larceny 138 140 128 131 121 VS
Less than $50 . 91 88 75 78 68 43
$50 or more 35 35 37 38 Ly 18
Amount not available 3 6 2g 25 2 23
Attempted larceny 10 10 2g 210 26 10
Motor vehicle theft z 33 230 34 36 26
Completed theft 19 22 222 26 32 19
Attempted theft 8 11 29 2g 25 7
NOTE: Numbers in paréentheses refer to households in the group. - Detail may not add to total shown because of ~ounding.
*Includes data on mobile homes; not shown separvately.
2Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistlcally unreliable.
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Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of household and annual family income

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Race and income A1l burglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force Attempted forcible entry

White
less than $3,000 - (23,200) 113 33 K7 34
$3,000-87,499 2A5.700§ 136 51 51 35
$7,500-89,999. (22,300 126 42 48 37
S151000-sh11 90 §§2$ e % % 3
$25,000 or more  (5,700) 192 70 9% 30
Not available (18,400) 101 L0 30 30

Black
Less than $3,000 (6,500} 356 204 117 35
$3,000~87,499 511,200) 282 165 59 57
$7,500-$9,999 (4,000) 305 152 67 86
$10,000-$14,999 gé,hoo) 321 131 126 A
$15,000-324,999 (3,%00) 282 123 105 53
$25,000 or more (500 435 1293 346 196
Not available (2,900 235 158 131 6

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

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

Motor vehicle theft

Place Burglary Household larceny

Inside own home 97 16 11
Near own home aee 8t 27
At vacation home, motel

or hotel 3 rer iz
Inside nonresidential

building s eee 4

On street, or in park,

playground, school- .

ground, or parking lot aes . s éh
Elsewhere ves “se 3

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
«ss  Represents not applicable. )
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unre~liable.

Table 69. Household crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and geographic area of occurrence

Inside city Inside other
Type of crime of residence central city Elsewhere
A11 household crimes 96 1 3
Burglary 95 b 4
Household ldarceny 98 1 1
Motor vehicle theft 9% iz L

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

Table 70. Household crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for
not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime

Reason A11 household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft -
Nothing could be done;

lack of proof 35 35 34 37
Not important enough 35 29 L0 30
Police would not want

to be bothered 8 8 9 1y
Too inconvenient or

time consuming 2 3 2 [e]
Private or personal

matter 5 L 5 15
Fear of reprisal 1 11 1z 1
Reported to someone

else 4 5 3 16
A1 other and not given 11 15 7 17

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. )
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Survey Data Tables

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

Race and reason A11 household crimes Burglary  Household larceny Motor vehicle theft

White
Nothing could be done;
lack of proof 3
Not important encugh gg g? 135 ?k
All other and not =
given ) 35 25 3
Black 7
Ngthing could be done;
ack of proof 41
Not important enough 25 gg 12‘3? 1
All other and not 2
given 34 40 29 125

NO;I'g;tin?:E:ﬂbmaydnot agd to 100 percent because of rounding, ;
+ 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

Nothing could be done; Not i

Incoine lack of proof enguglﬁportant ﬁ:ﬁ g:s:z and
Less than $3,000

$3,000-87, 499 gz 2§ 3
$7,500-%9,999 . 38 33 %
$10,000~$14,999 34 gé 0
$15,000-824, 599 29 1 E
$25,000 or more 41 35 ?Z

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

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

by value of stoien property Ay
: Nothing could be done; Not important , All other and
Value lack of proof enough not given
No monetary value 128 139 133
Less than 310 23 60 17
$10-349 . 37 3L . 29
$50-$99 48 12 o 10
$10G=$249 by 11 4
$250 or more 36 13 62
Not available 27 29 L

NOTE: Detail may nut add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

Type of crime A1l races® White Black
A11 household crimes © L5 45 : 47
Burglary . 5k 52 58
Forcible entry 73 T2 75
Unlawful entry without force 1) L8 40
Attempted forcible entry. 36 36 37
Household larceny : . 28 30 19
Less than $50 19 21 10
$50 or more 53 57 42
Amount- not available 21 31 2z
httempted larceny 25 28 26
Motor vehicle theft 7 77 78
Completed theft 91 91 90
Attempted theft L4 46 237

Z Less than 0.5 percent.
1Tncludes data on “other" races, not shown sepavately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 75. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime and annual family income

Type of crime Less than $3,000 $3,000-87,499 $7,500~$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 $25,000 or more
A11 household erimes L5 L6 Lo 43 49 51
Burglary 56 5l 51 48 57 57
Forcible entry 71 Th 72 68 7 85
Unlawful entry without force 48 36 45 43 57 L1
Attempted forcible entry . Lo 43 29 36 38 128
Household larceny 22 2l 17 31 35 35
Motor vehicle theft 80 80 79 78 Th 72

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

Table 76. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime, race of head of household, and form of tenure

ALl racest White Black
Owned or being Owned or being Owned or being
. Type of crime bought Rented bought Rented bought Rented
A1l household crimes 46 45 7 L6 43 45 49
Burglary 57 42 57 56 58
Forcible entry 77 n 79 gg 76 Th .
Unlawful entry without force 51 AR Sh L3 39 40 s -
Attempted forcible entry 37 ~35 | 40 33 27 [0 "
Houisehold larceny 29 27 2 29 19 19
Motor vehicle theft 75 79 (K 79 78 78

Includes data on Yother" races, not shown separately. .
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i 52 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee
%A Table 77. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
l loss reported to the police, by type of crime and value of loss
L Type of crine Less than $10 $10-849 $50-$249 $250 or more
| A1l household crimes 14 31 , €0 81
E Burglary /36 43 66 . 85 Lt
! Forcible entry .62 60 . 78 a9 -
3 Unlawful entry without force 28 33 56 76
, ' Attempted forcible entry 118 222 2100 1136
‘ ; Household larceny 8 25 49 i R
: Motor vehicle theft 2 o] 87 92
' 1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
g : 2There were no recorded motor vehicle thefts involving losses valued at less than $10.
; Table 78. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting
| in theft and/or damage loss, by type of crime
| Type of crime Percent
‘ 11 household crimes 90
‘ ; Burglary . 86
Forcible entry 96
e Unlawful entry without force a7
’ : “ Attempted forcible entry 71
; Household larceny 95
) Motor vehicle theft 88
|
Table 79. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations
resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen property, including cash,
and type of crime
j
; A1) household Household Motor vehicle .
' Value crimes Burglary larceny theft , oA
No monetary value 1 1z 81 o]
Less than $10 17 9 26 o]
i $30-349 31 25 42 'z
| 1 $50-899 15 17 16 - 13
| ; $100-$249 1 20 9 16
b $250-3999 13 20 3 39
‘ i $1,000 or more [ 6 1 38 - %
| F Not available -3 3 3 L
: NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of roumding.
| Z Iless than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cages, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 80. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft and/or damage loss, by race of head
of household, type of crime, and value of loss

No monetary Not known and
Race and type of crime value less than $10 $10-549 $50-5249 $250 or more not available
A)l races?
A1l household crimes 6 18 28 25 16 7
Burglary 11 12 22 28 18 9
Forcible entry e 6 15 2 33 10
Unlawful entry without
force 21 11 31 L0 11 5
Attempted forcible entry 35 26 19 5 23 11
Household larceny 1 26 140 24 4 5
Motor vehicle theft 6 3 6 16 57 12
White
A1l household crimes 6 20 30 25 12 7
Burglary 12 15 23 28 14 8
Forcible entry 9 8 16 31 26 9
Unlawful entry without
force 21 Uy 33 39 9 5
Attempted forcible entry 35 26 18 5 23 13
Household larceny 21 28 10 2l 3 b
* Motor vehicle theft [ 22 6 13 61 12
Black
A1l household crimes 6 11 25 26 2 8
Burglary 8 7 19 28 29 9
Forcible entry 6 ? L 14 25 51 11
Unlawful entry without 7 :
force o] ] 26 16 19 z
Attempted forcible entry 34 26 24 25 21 210
Household larcény 21 20 41 2L i 6
Motor vehicle theft 26 25 25 21 51 11
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
“Ineludss daba on “other" races. not shoun separately,
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticaily unreliabls.
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54 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee :

Table 81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations
resulting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered

and type of crime ; j .
ALl household Cl Household Motor vehicle e

Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny theft
None 72 7 81 10 : ’
All 15 9 11 70 :
Some 13 17 8 19 ! L

Less than half 3 5 1 5 : ™

Half or more 7 10 4 8

Proportion unknown 3 2 I 7 ;

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.

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

Type of crime Percent

All household crimes 5

Burglary 6
Forcible entry 9
Unlawful entry without force 6
Attempted forcible entry 3

Household larceny : 2
Less than $50 2

$50 or more

Amount not available B 1z

Attempted larceny 1z
Motor vehicle theft 15

Completed theft 19

Attempted theft 13

*Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically 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 ~ i

A1l hHousehold Household Motor vehicle :
Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft !
Less than 1 day L1 L2 - 52 3L !'
1-5 days 5L . 5l hr 48 56 ;
Over 5 days A 13 0 110 i
Amount wunknown and
not available 13 13 0 o] i
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble. : : -
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Survey Data Tables 55

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

Nighttime

Daytime - 6 peme~ Midnight- . Not Not known and

Type of crime 6 a.m,~6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m, known not available
A1) household crimes 32 56 24 19 11 12
Burglary 35 52 2 17 11 13
Forcible entry 38 51 25 17 10 11

Unlawful entry without

force 36 49 21 15 13 15
Attempted forcible entry .28 59 28 20 11 14
Household larceny TR, 59 28 20 i1 11
L~2s than.$50 31 58 26 18 14 12
$50 or more 33 % 57 30 22 5 10
Amount not available 31 ’ 53 33 115 15 117
Attempted larceny 19 7h 32 31 11 26
Motpr vehicle theft - 29 66 31 29 6 5
Completed theft 28 66 32 27 i )
Attempted theft 31 66 29 33 KA 13

NOTE: Deta:'i may not add to total shown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding.
1Estimate, 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 establishments)

. Burglary Robbery
Characteristic Number Rate Number Rate
A1l establishments (22,900) 7;300 321 1,100 49 i
Kind of ‘establishment )
Retail (7,300) 3,900 538 700 100 b
Bating and drinking places (2,900) 1,100 369 300 102 :
Gas stations E600 417 758 200 273 :
Other retail (3,800) 2,400 634 300 7
Wholesale (1,700) 200 138 1100 129
Service (9,800) 2,300 24,0 200 2k
Other (4,100) 800 204 1100 125
Gross annual receipts
Less than $10,000 (3,100) 1,500 182 1100 116
$10,000-324,999 (3,100 900 302 300 21
$25,000-849,999 (2,600 800 297 1100 151
$50,000-%99,999 (3,100 1,000 308 1z il {
$100,000-$499, 999 éh,éoog 1,600 343 500 101 -
$500,000-$999,999 (1,000 200 197 1100 150 :
$1,000,000 or more  (1,900) : 500 279 1100 127 L
No sales  (600) 200 . 314 0 o] {
Amount not available (2,800) 700 242 1100 129
Average number pf paid employees
-3 (7,700 2,100 269 300 : L1
4=7 (4,200 . 1,200 279 300 63
8-19 (2,600) 1,100 41h 200 57
2C ‘or more (2,700) 1,000 375 200 63
None  (5,600) 2,000 357 200 39
NOTE: HNumbers in parentheses refer to establishments in the group. Detail may not add to total
shown because of rounding. .
2 Fewer than 50 victimizations.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample ceges, is statistically unreliable.
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56 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

] i imes: istributi f victimizations,
Table 86. Commercial crimes: Percent dlstrlputlon of
by selected characteristics of commercial establishments

Survey Data Tables 57

; Table 89. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by kind
; of establishment and number of offenders

Tt TS b S T GRS AL

= . " Pepcent of establishments Percent of crime 4 g Kind of establishement One Two Three or more Not available
arac
- - All establishments L2 30 21, LIA
e og Sotentishnen 32 3 Retail s 25 27 22
Wholesale hg 31 Other 35 39 117 1g
Service 18 1 NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Other ’ ’Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
Gross annual receipts 18
Less than $10,000 » 1
$10,000-824;, 999 I 11 N T s .
$25,000-849, 999 i 12 Table 90. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimized commercial
AN IS o % : establishments, by kind of establishment and number of victimizations incurred
$500,000-$999, 999 8 7
f&'gg(l’;goo °r‘ more 13 3 Kind of establishment One Two Three or more
Amount not available . P
All establishments Th 13 13
Average number of paid employees 3l ) f’? Retail 78 12 10
1-3 " ‘ 18 N 15 Wholesale 100 0 0
’8‘:19 ’ 12 1k Service 60 i’éO 20
20 or more },j 26 Other 82 13 112
None "Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unveliable.

Table 87. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments that were Table 91. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
victimized, by kind of establishment of crime and place of occurrence

P nt
Kind of establishment eree Kind of establishment On premises On delivery and elsewhere
A1l establishments 13 i All establishments 93 Ty
Retail 25 ] Retail 91 19
Wholesale 1 ; Service 100 0
Service 1l & Other 189 119
Other f

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

Table 88. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of completed

T e

and attempted victimizations, by kind of establishment
and type of crime

Robbery

Burglary

Kind of establishment Completed Attempted Completed Attempted

27

A1l establishments ; 62 38 73 i

Retail ; 58 42 Z5 W3

Service ! 67 33 L6b W2

Other 6l 36 K4

A e

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

7
7

/ J
7 :

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

Reason Percent

Nothing could be done;
lack of proof 33
Not important enough

29
Police would not want to

be ‘bothered - 10
Too inconvenient or time consuming;

did not want to become involved 6
Fear of reprisal o]
Reported to someone else 19
All other and not given 14

T A B R

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
*Estimate, based on about. 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

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
A1l establishments 8l 82 95
Retail 88 86 iLOO
Wholesale . 71 72 66
Service : 78 77 . 86
Other 86 8L 100

‘Est:imate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 94. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with
one or more security measures

Kind of establishment Percent
Al11 establishments 51
Retail 61
Wholesale 53
Service 39
Real estate . 58
Manufacturing 57
Transportation 7
Other 50

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

A1l estab—

Type of security measure lishments Retail Service Other
Building alarm 4 7 2 L
Central alarm — police

or security service 11 15 . 5 14
Reinforecing device 10 14 6 9
Guard or watchman I 3 L 2
Watchdog 5 12 2 :,2
Firearm 2 5 1 ,
Camera 1 12 1z i3
Mirror 1 b iz 0
Other 21 18 20 27

Z Less than 0.5 percent. L .
1Estimate, based on .about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

A AN ST rr

Survey Data Tables

Table 96. Cornmercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and type of crime

Kind of establishment

Burglary Robbery
All establishments 86 75
Retail 85
Wholesale 79 3 yd
Service 87 &
Other 86 -.;g; )

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

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

Type of crime Less than $10 $10-$50 $51-$250 $251 or more Not available
All establishments 20 26 30 20 A
Servls 20 25 34 18 13
r 21 30 26 20 13

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

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

Kind of establishment

Percent
A1l establishments 7
Retail '
Service 7
Other Zg
. Vi ’ ' : ‘ b‘
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

ial crimes: istribution of victimizations,.
99. Commercial crimes: Percent _dastr] :
Table by number of employees losing time from work

Number of employees Percent
who 1ost time "
None 5
One employee 1,2
Two employees 1

Three or more employees

TDetail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

Table 100. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by number
of man-days lost from work

Percent
Number of jan—days lost -
None = 5
Tess than 1 day 2
1~5 days

@ e g gt D A T AT
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Survey Data Tables 61

Table 101. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of crime and time of occurrence

Nighttime Not known
Daytime 6 pems=  Midnight- Not and not
‘Type of crime 6 a.me=b6 pem. Total.  midnight 6 a.m. known . available
Burglary and robbery 13 78 16 33 29 9
Burglary 7 a4 15 36 33 9
Robbary 58 ' 40 25 15 0 12

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer pamplé cases, is statistically unveliable.

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

Kind of establishment

Percent
All establishments » Th
Retail 86
Service [N
Other 133

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

Completed Attempted
Type of weapon A1l robberies robberies robberies
Firearm 66 2 0
Knife 110 233 0
Other or unknown type 24 115 160
fEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
b
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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 each household and of its

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

Survey Instruments

O.M. B, No, 4)-R2661; Appraval Expires june 30, 1974

ronm NCS-3 and NCS4
{8+23.73)

NOTICE - Your feport to the Census Bureay is confldential by law (Title 13, U.S.
Code). It may be seen only by swoen Census employees and may be used onty for
statistical purposes. .

U.S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONDMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

FORM NCS-3 ~ BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

Control number

PSU Serial Panel Segment

t
|
1
1
|
i
|
L

FORM NCS-4 ~ CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

1, Interviewer Identification
Code | Name

6. Tenure (c¢ 7)
1 ] Owned or being bought
2 [7] Rented for cash
3] No cash rent

2, Record of interview

Line number of household

Date completed
respondent

7. Type of living quarters (cc 1)
Housing Unit
i 7] House, apartment, flat
2 {TJ HU in nontransient hotel, motel, etc.
3 [T HU ~ Permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc.

3. Reason for noninterview (cc 26d)
TYPE A
»Rauinn
1 [[] No one home
2 [} Temporarily absent — Return date
3 [ Refused
4 {71 Other Occ. — Specify.

4[] HU in roeming house
s [[J Mobile home or trailer

& {_] HU not specified above — Describe 7

OTHER Unit
7 {7 Quarters not HU in rooming or boarding house

members. Household screening questions were . . . ‘ P> Roce of head & [ Unit not permanent In translent hotel, motel, etc.
asked only once for each household, whereas indi- details concerning those crimes. Form CVS-101 " ] White sgx“am an :'u;m In wansien
¢ . . . _ 2] Negro 10 ot specified above ~ Describe
vidual screening questions were asked of all mem- contained separate sections for scre'en.mg and gafher R Pl 5
bers age 12 and over. However, a knowledgeable ing information on the characteristics of business v—

8. Number of housing units in structure (cc 23)

. ey @ 1 {TJ Vacant — Regular
adult member of the household served as a proxy places, on the one hand,hand };for eliciting data on @ 2 (3] Vacait — Storage of HH furaiture a1 5[ 5-9
R - . . itated the relevant crimes, on the other. 3 [} Temporarily occupied by persons with URE 2[7]2 6110 or more
respondent for 12- and 13-year olds, incapac ’ 4[] Unfit or to be demolished 333 7 {3 Mobile home or trailer
s ] Under construction, not ready a{T14 a 7] Only OTHER units

6 ] Converted to temporary business or storage
7 [ Unoccupied tent site or trajler site

8 [7] Permit granted, construction not started

9 [[] Other ~ Speclfy7

ASK IN EACH HOUSEHOLD:
9. (Other than the . . ; business) does anyone in this houschold
operate o business from this address?

1 CINe

2[7]) Yes — Whet kind of business is thet?

TYPE C

=

1S 1 [} Unused line of listing sheet
2 [] Demolished 10. Fomily 1
. . y Income (cc 24)
3 ] House or trailer moved 1 [Z] Under $1,000 8[]$7.500 to 9,999
4[] Qutside segment 2[7]31,000 to 1,999 9{] 10,000 to 11,999
s [} Converted to permanent business or storage 3 [ 2,000 to 2,999 10 [ 12,000 to 14,999
6] Meried 4[] 3,000 to0 3,999 11 (7] 15,000 to 19,999
7 ) Condemned s[] 4,000 to 4,999 12 (] 20,000 to 24,999
8 [] Built after Agrll 1, 1970 6 [].5,000 10 5,999 13 [] 25,000 ‘and over
9 [].Other — 5pe:1fy7 7] 6,000 to 7,499
‘% 1. H‘euuhold members 12 years
| TP Z of age and 0VER7
! Interview not obtained for 7 —— 1 T 1171 YT
g Line number . 12. Household members UNDER
12 years of age =
——— . Total number
: : o "] None
¥ W
! E 13. Crime Incident Reports filled 7
4, I
! 4. Household status e Total number
i 1 [T) Same houschold as last enumaration 0 [ None
i 2 [T] Replacement househald since last enumeration
H 3 [ Previous nouninterview or not in sample before CENSUS USE DNLY
5. Special place type cods (cc 6¢) N
63 i
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Survey Instruments 67
n Milwaukee :, =T e - ‘
66 Criminal Victimization Surveys | “ N : Bl T 1] HOUSEHDLD SCREEN QUESTIONS |-l i il i % SR
l moNAL ARACTERISTICS l I <5 i 29, Nt:w l'd.'!:‘h to 'ask srmc qt'a‘u:lonl,;lwu' . :DYel -n::.r;wny 32, Did anyone take som;'hln ti:llc:glngh ie ! [___)Vehno:'r;my
- 24, 8 crime. ey tefer only to the Jast months — to you or to any member of this househo! m
: l 18. 19. 200, 1206, |21 22 e 23.(',':';.':,)"5 !‘.':31'.':' s':’;g:l g;"’nyl".‘:. i 4 E from a piace where you or they wers | ! CItio
14 ol e e ‘n7£mmusmr AGE |MARITAL |RACE '0'"6‘;')‘ e NG | Youhave s "";‘2‘_'2": s oot your between 1, 197_and , 197__.1 Cno ::m?::gl.l)"‘ Moying, such as o .l;l-:rd s or
NANE ‘.‘l','p‘?,%iﬂt’) ;:P NUMBER | TO HOUSEROLD | giprH- t;l':;l;l;’ ee 15) '=(°° MEMBER !.f}g;‘s{‘;jg;:?‘}‘m,,.,m 19)] fee 20 i ?t:vlng the I.;u lfllmon:rl, did‘ u'nvom breok ! a vacotion home? ' -
H nto your
KEYER - BEGIN | INTER- }(cc8) o ?c:Ym 1 ce 18 i (: . o" ‘olm/:\c?:o) ':::I : gc.t'-omnhw building ! == 3. What was the total number of motor
NEW RECORD | viEw {ecob) I 4‘ : "P;:.:':O:wp."ﬂ: gotagt. ! . vehicles (cars, teucks, etc.) owned by
Last W } v |1 ves] oo (] Never allend‘ed 1 Yes i : you or any other member of this household o) None -
1 [ Head e R L 2[JNo of kindergarten 2] No iy 30, (Other thon the Incident(s) just mentioned) 1 Yes ~ How many during the last 12 months? SKIP to 36
on wife of head | —— | 2T W0 2Oy} —— | 200F Elem, (01~08) i) Did you find a door jimm!ed, a lock forced, | times? Tul
20 Tel | ZBO e »0e. {3030 ,‘ -—"‘H 5. (03-12) i ;v ov;‘ylo;hur signs of an ATTEMPTED CINe 2002
Fitst 20Ny L e sep i alisge (21-261) ! ‘ reak In ' 1033
Fill 4[] Other relative] 4 sep. ! ____Coltege ( ; i
3 I ——
16-21 s [ Nonwelative sCINM 26; Tiaveyou been looking for work during the past 4 weeks? 1 ‘{ ) 4] 4 or more
Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same - T Yes No — When did you last work? P 10 280 4 5 34, DI; nnyomknoul, T"RY to steal, or use By,,-n" 7.,,,
CHECK h::sehold as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 2] Up to 5 years ago = SKIP to i ; 31, Was onything ot ol stolen that is kept Cves - How many (it/any of them) without permission? s
ITEM A Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B 3 No 3 []5 or more yRars 330 | gxyp 1o 29 Bl outside your home, or happened to be left i et (mLE
=Rl April 1, 19702 4 ] Never worked ; Iw'l ““ i'" o?b(‘ct’h‘l.;lno “'d"; "e‘;;.' 'o: :DNn 35. Did anyone steal or TRY to steal port ] Yes—H
awn furniture? (other then any inciden . es— How ma
250. Did you live in this hnuukon P“B ' 2[JNe 57+ 1o there ony reason why you could not toks a job LAST WEEK? “ ] clnnady ?"'nn".d Y of (it/any of them), such as a bottery, Howm ny
1 [7] Yes = SKIP to Check ltem 8 evioscomtry ' O3 No Yes — 2 [] Already has a job . i . R—— hubeaps, tape-deck, stc.? CIo
. n 7 i 0? (State, foreign ' iliness X :
b, Where did you live on Agril 1, 197 ‘ 3 ] Temporary :
U.S. possession, etc. 4[] Going to school ; R W“I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS [;,*
COURY e e s ] Other — Specifyy A - - SR A R :
State, €1Cy e —— i 36, The following questions cefer only to things ,‘Dyu « How many] 46, Did you find ony evidence that someone [ Yes —How many
Did you Tive inside the imits of d city, town, village, otc.? 1 ) that happened to you during the last 12 months - times? :'I;TEMSTED !o? ““hI lo;‘nﬂblng :hn'd times?
ce ; E]YNO 2 ] Yes — Name of city, town, village, e!¢.7 T For whom did 7°~:a(,lr;,:);:;:ir(f,:’gfo:e{r;ompanh 4; é betwean 1,197__and , 197_.-',DN° nl.':: y.m'::nyl::-dgo' et than any incidents e
business, organi ‘) o Did you have your (pocket picked/purse )
707 i snatched)? )
1 H
d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, [ Never worked — SKIP to 29 :{ 37. Did anyone toke something (else) directly § 0 Yes - How many 47. Did you. call the police during the last 12
DY 2Ot o ? & Vo i of bl or ety o 07 (P el TV | | e Joo b v o Bach o by SRR okt oprt smein e eprgd
CHECK Is this person 16 );ars owéf :e:f and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Lobor Dept., ';1, ' Cite (Do not count any calls made to the
ITEM B I No — SKIP ta 29 r—r—“ | X §
260, What wers you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working, ; ]

olice concerning the incidents you
keaping house, going to school) or something else?

— ncvo {ust told me about.)
{7 Unable to work — SKIP to26d 1+ ] An employee of o PRIVATE compony, businass or
3

1
1
1
i
1
|
I
@ 1+ [J Working — SKIP to 28e ’ individua! for wages, salary of commissions? 8% 3. g,h:h‘::::::lr:l;kﬁt ;:urr:byz:: ?:0:::';ga‘:'c. EDY“ - :}:‘:5“"’ 0 :" - S:;P ‘: 48 o
. 2] With a 10? but n:‘ at work :% g:::_ Spcdf)’? 2074 ?OVF)?NMENT employee (Federul, State, county, i ony incidents already mentioned) EDN,, [C1 Yes - What happene
3 ] Looking for wor or foca! ‘
iness, professional H
Keeping house N —— SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bus ' »
;% Golng to school {if Armed Forces, SKIP to 260) 20 practice or farm? p - ; D:]
LAST WEEK, not counting work 4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm? 39. 4’,'le onyone beat you up, ottack you or hit [ves - :}::}uny
> md“z:u':: house? '(sz::-"l! farm or business operator in HH: d. What kind of work were you dorinq? ‘(;:or cxample: efectrical k(::;\;l::o?:':;h"::{d::::‘ ae J;c:.:r' &:"':‘;? EDNO 1]
aro . 2 - ha! t, farme )
id work.) engineer, stock clerk, typist, i
SENe Yoo = How oy bout—— S0 20y T ~ o 1]
d have a job or business from which you were @ «. What ware your most important activities or duties? (F°; { :
[ ﬂmpy:':r"y- hsent of on loyoff LAST WEEK? " example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.) 40, Were y:;: knifed, -l\:' at, or om;cllﬁg Fi:'t\ :[jvaa '5:7.?"” Look at 47, Was HH member Dves-azn?uy
; some other weapon by anyone ot oli? (other
1[JNo z[]Yes— Absent — SKIP to :78" & then ony incidents dY'" y mentioned) ' 12 + attacked or threatened, or
3] Yes — Layoff - SKIP to L 1[I No CHECK was something stolen or an "
! {TEM C attempt made to steal something (Y
Notes : that befonged to him?
3 4. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or [Z] ves ~ How many
TﬁREATEN youoyrlfh nl lxdn‘lh, 9;0","01 some times? | —_—
other weapon, N including telephone . Did 4 i
et o T Incudng erhers 1w 5 D3 e by T Yo g o ont |
mentioned) but did NOT report to the police? (other 1
than ony incidents already mentioned)
42, Did unyone TRY to attack you in some Yes ~ How ma
other wyuy? {other than anyylncldcnu alreody :D O [ No — SKIP to Check ftem E
mentioned {CINe ] Yes — What hoppaned?
1
i
1 43. During the last 12 months, did onyone stea! ',DVu ~ How many
: things that belonged to you from inside ony cat i times? ‘ I ]
or teuck, such as packoges or clothing? :DN"
1
? P
44, Was anything stolen from you while you 1] Yes = How ma Look at 48, Was HH member Y Yes N
were .l.y from home, for Instonce at work, in :D tieves? i \ 12 4 attacked or threatened, or L] Yes ll::l.lu"
o theater or restaurant, or while traveling? ! CHECK was something stolen or an CIn
1CINe ITEM D attempt made to. steal something o
! that belonged to him?
| .
45. (Other than any incidents you've already 1] Yes ~ How many Do any of the screen questions contain any entrles
mentioned) was onything (else) ot oll h times? for **How many times?**
40 , stolen from you during the last 12 months? : CHECK [ No — Interview next HH member.
! {Ihe ITEM E " End interview if last respondent,
. . 1 S and fill item |3 on cover,
l H H {3 Yes ~ Fill Crime Incidant Reports,
* ' FONM NCS.2 {8:28.72} Page 3
2 : E
FORM NC3.1 (8:20:73) Paze
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 202 206, |21 22, 23.(Nhn Is )lh: hlxhlnl n;dnl %f&
NAME TYPE |LINE  JRELATIONSHIP { AGE  IMARITAL|RACE | ORIGIN |SEX ARMED oc year) of regular schoo you
OF  [NUMBER|TOHOUSEKOLD | GiST,. ISTATUS [ce18) | (ec16) [(cc 171 |FORCES | ¥ounavd wvrstioniedd | Gah i,
KEYER -~ BEGIN | INTER- [{cc8) HEAD DAY [lcc 14} MEMBER | (ASK for persons 12-24 yis. |icc50)
NEW RECORD | view {ccdb) e 13) {ec 18) Transcribe for 254y1s.) (cc19)

Last

1{7] Per T Head M |1 D)Yes| o[ Ne;lerdmendted 1{T] Yes
2037l | | a[3wite of head i 200F 200 of kindergarten 2Cmo
First Ny 307 owarchild DN ! Elem. (01-08)
3’,’ 4[] Other relative| a[JSep. i e HiS: (09-12)
16 s 7] Non-alative s[ONM H College (21-26+)
Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been locking for work during the post 4 weeks?
ETHEEMcf household as jast enumeration? (Box | morked) 1] Yes No — When did you last work?
] Yes — SK!P to Check ltem B INo 23 Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a {
3{7} 5 or more years agp} SKIP to 36

25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 1970?
+ [] Yes — SKIP to Check Item B 2[JNo

4 ] Never worked

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19702 (State, foreign country,
U.5. possession, etc.

State, etc. County

27. Is there ony reason why you could not tcke a job LAST WEEK?

1 I No Yes — 2 ] Already has a job .
3 ] Temporary illress

4] Going to school

s [] Other — Specl{y7

. Did you live inside the limits of o city, town, villags, etc.?

1[I No 2[7) Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.

LT 111

280, For whom did you (last) work? (Name of company,
business, organization or other eijiployer)

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

26a. Whet were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?
1 (] Working — SKIP to 28a
2 3 With a job but not at work 7 [T Retired
3 ] Looking for work 8 ] Other — Specify?
4[] Keeping house

1] Yes 2JNo x [C] Never worked ~ SKIP to 36
CHECK is this person 16 years old or older? b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For exaomple: TV
ITEM B 3 No — SKIP to36 C Yes and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept,, farm)

6 [} Unable. to work — SKIP to26d

s {"] Going o school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

¢ Were you —
1] An employee of ¢ PRIVATE compony, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2] A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?
a T} SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, profeszional

practice or farm?

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note: If farm or business operator in HH,

ask about unpaid work.)
o 1No  Yes — How many hours? — SKIP to 280

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

d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer}

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

1 [INo 2{T] Yes — Absent ~ SKIP to 280
3a{] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ 1T 11

¢. What were your most importont activities or duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account boaks, selling cars, etc.)

> INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS | " °

happened to you during the last 12 moaths ~

between____1, 197___ and L 197, Did :DN"
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? H

36. The following questions refer only to things thot EDY“_.:“ ?any
times
'

46, Did you find any evidence that someone l|Dves-- How many
ATTEMPTED to steal something that : times?
belonged to you? (other than any 1DN°
incidents already mentioned) H

47, Did you call the police during the last 12 months to report

37. Did anyone take sem;'hinq (else) directly
from you by using force, such os by a stickup, |
mugging or threat? | [Ine

times?

: CIYes — ):w many.

something that happened to you which you thought was a
crime? (Do not count any calls made to the police

concerning the incidents you hove just told me about.)

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force
or threciening to harm you? (other than any !
incidents already ioned) HeLo

1
1 Yes ~ How many
1 = times?

JNo — SKIP to 48
.73 Yes — What happened?,

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you
with something, such os a rock or bottla? 1
(other than ony incidents already mentioned) t{JNo

i Yes — How nui;
1= times?

CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-

40. Were you knifed, shot at, or cttacked with
some other weopon by anyone at all? {other 1
thon any incidents clready tioned) !DN"

(L ves - Howmsnr ) \TEM C

times?

thing Stolen of an attempt made to  {["}No

’ Lock at 47 — Was HH member 12 + :DY“" How many
! tmes?
stea! something thatbelonged to him?:

41, Did oanyone THREATEN to beat you up or
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some iCNe
other.weapon, NOT including telephone threats? )
(other than ony incidents olready mentioned) 1

1 Yes ~ How many
i times?

48, Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which
75)  You thought wos a crime, but did NOT report 1o the police?

{other than ony incidents already mentioned)
{"] No — SKIP to Check [tem E

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some
other way? (other than any incidents 1
olready mentioned) fDNo

13 Yes ~ How many
) times?

£ Yés ~ What heppened?

43, During the-last 12 months, did anyone steol

or truck, such os pockages or clothing?

I
] Yes — How many
things thot belanged to you from inside any cor : times? CHECK
100 Ne
1

attacked or threatened, or was some-;
thing stolen or an attempt made to i INe

steal something that belonged himli

LLook atr 48 — Was HH member {2 + ;DV“ ~ How many
times?
ITEM O

44, Wos onything stalen from you while you were
away from home, for instance at work, ina i
theater or restauront, or while traveling? }DN"

[ Yes — How many
= times?

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

45, (Other than any inc'~~ats you've already
mentioned) Was an, iliins telse) ot all stolen '
* :(:INu

from you during the 1as712 months?

() Yes~Howmany | ITEM E
times?

CHEC ‘ for **‘How many times?*" -
HECK {1 No — Interview next HH member, End interview
if last respondent, and fill item 13 on cover,

{1 Yes ~ Fill Crime Incident Reports,

FORM NC3-.3 (8:23.73)
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Survey Instruments

. : -‘5,: ks ‘1»6» s . .| _PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS [ T T s
NAME . . 7. 18, |9 20 T R s O N NI .
TYPE [LINE RE M 6. 120b. {21, 22, 123,
EVER TR O [MUHPER | oMLy | SA0T MITAL e fomaw ek o | fren A T2
New RECEON ] NTER- l(ces) | HEAD ST cerny (1) 116 16) flee1n |romces [ youhave evr atinded? | conlute
Last vl'“ (ecob) Gty [N ! ROMDER | nsanicisons 1224 yis, | (g
(cc 18) nscr! or 25+yrs.){cc 19}
P" @ Head :l
!
[T TEEEE—— 2[]Tel 2[IWite of head 'D_M' LA VCOM 113 Yes | 00 [ Never attanded
= e e R e = i I =t
. 0
Fil <ot reteivel B 3ot :. ——Elem. (01-08)
— 5 ] Non-relative sCINM ! ——2;5”-2(::21]2)26')
CHECK 00k at item 4 on cover page. s this th -
X 26d. Have b [ T
ITEM A household as fact enumeration? (Ber| € same you been looking for work during the past 4 ?
[ Yes — SKIP-to Check ftem s( mﬁkﬁ? VO Yes No — When did you last work? werks?
2[7JUp 10 5 years ago — SKIP t0 280

254 Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707
1] Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B 2{JNo

3] 5 or more years ago
4 (1 Never worked SKIP t0 36

b Where did li
1S, Pesu);:li,on::&?)‘m“ 1 19707 (Sh"' ‘°'°‘9" count

State, etc. County

Y

. Did you live {siside the limits of o city, town, village, etc.

1] No
(T 1171

2] Yes — Nome of city, town, village, etc,

P

1{JNo

27. |5 there any veason why you could not fake g iob LAST WEEK?
Yes — 2 [7] Already has a job )
3 [ Temporary iliness
4[] Going to school
s [] Other — Specify;,

7

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

1 Yes

21 No
lcTHEEMcg Is this person 16 years old or older?
I No ~ SKIP t6 36 T3 Yes

26a. What were you doin most of L

keeping house, gcingg to schocl?i:. xEmE::\I;g(:lo:gng'
@ 1D Working - SKIP to 280 6 [ Unable’s work - SKIP
2 [ With a job but not at work 7 [ Retired
3 [J Looking for work 8 [] Other - Specif,
4[] Keeping house y;,
5[] Going 1o school

bs Did you do any work ot all LAST WEEK, not counting wesk

ask about unpaid work.)
o[ JNe  Yes — How many hours?_____ _ SKIP 10 28a

¢ Did you have a job or busi [
temporarily absent or on ?ur;:S"s L';?TWWMEthl{?W e

'ONo 2{7] Yes — Absent ~ SK/P to 28a
» 3] Yes — Layoff - SKIP to 27

e
(f Armed Forces, SKIP to

around the house? (Note: If form or business operator in HH,

28a)

X T Never worked — sKip o 36

t026d

28a, For whom did
you (last) work? (N,
business, organization or orher(e;;n’f);!r)company,

. at kind of business or industry is s? (For example: T
¢ !
b. What ki f y is thi ? {i ple: TV
and radio m{g., retall shoe Store, State Labor Dept., farm)

c. Were you
13 An employee of o PRIVATE

individval for wages, salary ::':z;'r;yllsf;’o‘::;“ o

2] oAr ?‘2:5$NMENT employee (Federol, State,

3 SELF- i 5
O rechee oy gD in OWN business, prfession

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

d. Whet kind of work we d
engineer, stock cler:::}[:i:t.ofl;?n?eﬁf or exomple: electrical

Cuunty,

T oy
¢. What werg your most important activities or duties {For
example: typing, keeping account bOOkS. selling cars, etc,)

i “.] INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS T~ 7

36. The following questions refer nly to things the

between____1, 197 and 197 id 1One
yot hove your (pocket pi:knd/pur;e sno'ch.-dl))?ld !
L

haoppened to you duting the lost 12 months "iCaves "n:‘::?'"’

46 Did you find any swidence fhof rommre T
ATTEMPTED 1o steal something mhar - | ) 7** = How many
elonged to you? (other than any 100 No
incidents already mentioned) {

37. Did onyone take vamething {else) d ()
E ne take g (else) irectly T ves - 1 47. Did you colf th i I
’;::g{::‘%"x:::??,w“' such as by o stickup, | . timesy™ something that ;:popl::‘l:dd:;.';%:h\:hli:;' 13 n;:n'h; to report
;D o crime? (Do not count any calls made 1: t‘;\c po:lgic: vere

38. Did enyone TRY to rob ou b i
or !hna',tning to harm y!u::“ (oyﬁ:‘:r""}?n?::y
incidents already mentioned) 13N

)
1 2] Yes ~ tiow many
! times?

39. Did anyone beat You up, attack
with something, such ups' ° t::k z:t:ﬂh-i?' e
(other thari any incidents alreddy mentioned) :DNO

: ] Yes ~ How many
Hmes?

ing the incident have
Srnen S,K[p e nts you have just told me about.)
[ Yes ~ What happened?

40. Were you knifed; shot ot, or attacked with
sl:m. other weapon by onyone ot oll? {other
thon any incidants oliscdy mentioned) (CINe

{0 Yes ~ How many
1 times?

Look at 47 = Was Hi
CHEC member 124 !
ITEM-::( ' attacked or threatened, or was some- | Yes = )}on many

thing stolen or an attempt made to | [TjNo imest

steal something that belonged to him?
1

41, Bid savors THREATEN 1o beot ¢
THREATEN you with o knife, guizuo:“;:;u

‘(other than any incidents already mentioned)

1 C Yes ~ »:o- many
other weapon, NOT including telephone threats? | LINO fines?
]
1

48. Did anything happen to
5 you during the last 1
@ {ou thought ‘was o crime, but did NO'I.' r:;oni::g‘:h;ont‘ogh

other than any incidents already
y mentioned
] No. ~ $KIP to Check ftem E ntiened)

42. Did anyone TRY 7o attack ]
other way? (othér than :nyy-:’nucISQ:‘::“

‘already mentioned) ICIie times?
1

" [T} Yes - How many

3 Yes — What happened?

43. Durinig the last 12 months did
things. that belonged to yo'u fLo;nzlzri‘;o‘::‘;lcur

or truck, such as packages or clothing? }DNo times?
L

} [ Yes ~ Haw many CH

44. Wax anything stolen from you 'while you were

away from home, for instance ot work, ina

theater or restourant, or while traveling? O Ne
)\

17D Yes — How many
1 timesy

ITEM D

] Look at 48 = Was HH memb i
{ er 12 3
ECK attacked or threatened, or was some-"Dyu —::;:.:;uny
thing stolen or an attempt made to :DN
steal something that belonged o him?i °

H —

45. (Other than any Incidents you've already

mentioned) Was anything (else) at olf stolen times?

from you during the last 12 months? I‘D No

11 Yes - How many
1

CH

ITEM E I Ne — Interview next HH member, End interview

Do 4oy of the scree i
N questions contaj i
Eck for *How many times?** ntain any. entries

if last responderit, and fitl item 13
T Yes = Filt Crime Incident Reborts, - on cover

FORM NC3-3 (8.23.73)
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70 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee !
; Survey Instruments 4!
o
| PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS | i St et | PERSONAL CHARAGTERISTICS e =
14, 5. e 1. 18, J19.  |20a. 120k, |21 |22  [23.What s the highest gade |24, k 14 5 T T T o G e
NAME YPE JLINE | RELATIONSHIP | AGE_ MARITALIRACE  !oORIGIN |SEX  |ARMED {or year) of ragular school | DId you AuME 1 TYPE [LINE | RELA AGE y Y L 22. 23.What s the highest grads |24,
. NUMBER.| TO HousEHoLD | AST |sTATUS [(cc15) | (cc16) {(ec17) |FORcEs |  YOuhave aver attended? complete i I 'Y NUMBER | To "oﬂo"s""’ LAsy [MARITALIRACE  lORiGIN [SEX  |asMED (or yean) of ragular schoot | Did you
or BIRTH- {ASK for persons 12-24 yrs, | that yaar? 8 KEVER — BEGIN' YSEHOLD | Bipry. [STATUS [(cc15) | fec 16 (cc 17 you'hava ever atiended? | complet
NEWRECORD. | INTER-fleck) | HEAD A | 9 i ot Transcrive for 25tyrs.)(oc 19)] € 200 & NEW REGORD" NTER- lfect) | HEAD oAy ™ Hice 14) i D iemeES | ASK for pessons 12-24 yrs. | thetyasr?
VIEW {ccgb) cc 1 cc ! (ccgb) (cc 13) ! Transcribe for 25+yrs.){ee 193} (€€ 20)
T : Last 1 {cc 18) or 25+yrs.){cc18)
bast : : D .
V[ Per 1} Head ow higow 1M [ 1T ves oo[]g'ev‘l(lls:waet'l;m:ﬁ 1 Yes 1] Per y [JHead oMo igw ! O Oy
2] Tel 2[Wite of head |} 2(JWd, [ 2] Neg.] 2QF 20N LN Fl 23T L2 Twite of head — | 200%d. |2 Neg. i 2[F zD o °°D?flx',!ai'f§a"3§ﬂ 10 ves
Flrst 30Ny 37 Owa child a[Jo. fa[J0ot ! ———Etem. (018 It by 3 [Z] Own child sCJoe [sgo 1 Dre Efem. (01 [
'162,1, 4[] Other retative, 4[] sep. : ——HS. (03-12) 5 F”]I 4[] Other relative 4[Jsep. ) ! —_H smio(s_;zoe)
s (] Nonwelative sCINM { College (21-26+) B s [T] Non-relative sCINM ! —c;n',ge (21—)264)
" : during the past 4 weeks? : >
Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for """" 9 4 o CHECK Look at item 4 on cover page. Is th d. ¥
CHECK household as last enumeration? {Box | morked) 1 Yes No — When did you last work? i ITEM A household as last enumefajon? ?Bolsl t,':,zrs/:gf 6 ?HYY:: been l:fk'"g for work during the past 4 weaks?
ITEM A 2] Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a ; v 0 ~ When did you last work?
] Yes ~ SKIP to Check ltem B CINo £ Yes ~ SKIP to Check ltem B e 2[JUptos
_ 3 [} 5 or more years ago SKIP to 36 - 5051 " P to 5 years ago — SKIP to 280
250. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 4 ] Never worked i L you live in this house on April 1, 19707 3[ )5 or more years ago SKIP
' [ Yes — £KIP to Check ltem B 200 No 27. 1s there any reoson why you could not take o job LAST WEEK? ‘ ' L] Yes - SKIP to Check Jtem B 2[JNo 57 4 L] Never warked 03
. ! . s . - + s there any reas h i3 EK? |
b. Where did you live on April 1, 1970? (State, foreign country, N Yes — 2 Already has a job b. Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State, forei y feason why you could not take o job LAST WEEK?
U.S. possession, etc.) ! 10Ne N S Tempo:nry Illnlss U.S. possession, etc.) ) o forelan country, 1{No Yes — 2 (7] Already has a job
State, etc. County a g g:}:ng tosspcm;;l ol State, etc. County : S g:?:‘;;o::r:ci':‘l,::ss
s er — Specify. i3 -
¢. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, etc.? 4 . Did you live inside the limits of o city, town, village, etc.? s [} Other — Specl{y;
1CINo 2] Yes — Nome of city, town, village, etc.

1 3 No 2[7] Yes — Nome of city, town
I O

, village, etc.;,

173 Yes 2{JNo

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1970?

% 7Y Never worked — SKIP to 36

2Ba. For whom did you {last) work? (Name of company,
business, organization or other employer)

CHECK ts this person 16 years old or older?
ITEM B {1 No — SKIP to 36 JYes

2 []1With a job but not.at work7 [] Retired
3 [T Looking for work
4[] Keeping house

26c0. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?

1 [ Working — SKIP to 280 | & [(] Unable to work—SKIP to26d
s [] Other ~ Specify7

s {77 Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a}

b. Did you do any work at ol LAST WEEK, not
around the house? (Note; If farm or business
ask about unpaid work.)

o[T1Mo  Yes — How many hours?

counting work
operator in HH,

SKIP to 28a

b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, Stote Labor Dept., farm)

@ [T 11

c. Were you —
1 3 An employee of c PRIVATE company, business or
lndividuur for wages, salary or commissions?
23 A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or local)?
3{7) SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or farm?
4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or foim?
d. What kind of work were you doing? (For sxample: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

t[1No 2{"]Yes — Absent — SKIP to 280
3[] Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

c. Did you have a job or business from which you were
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

@ CI 11

«. What were your most impartant activities or duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, eic.)

-

% A s b l INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS [

36. The following questions refer only to things that

46. Did you find on} evidence that someone ;DYes — How many

with something, such as o rock or bottle?
(other thon any incidents already mentioned)

)I:INn

some other weapon by anyone ot ¢'Al|‘.:| (other

than any incid already

ImL

steal something thatbelonged to hlm!l'

41. Did unyone THREATEN to beat you up or
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some
other weapon, NOT including teleph L

(other than any incidents “alr'oudy mentioned)

? {CONe

1T} Yes - How many
= times?

48, Did onything happen to you during the tost 12 months which
553)  You thought was a crime, but did NOT report to the police?
(other than ony incid already ioned)

[1No — SKIP to Check jtem E

already mentioned)

I
.

or truck, such os packages or clothing?

' Look at 48 — Was HH member 12+ | [ Yes ~ How many

steal something that belonged to hlm'.'l'

FORAM NCS-3 (3-23.73)
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28a. For whom did you (last) work? (Nome of company,

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
V[ Yes 2["] No

business, organization or other employer)

X ] Never worked - SKIP (0 36

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or oider?
ITEM B I No — SKIP 10 36 [} Yes

b, What kind of business or industry
" : y is this? (For ex :
and rodio mfg., retail shoe Store, State Lab‘oroDep:T%im)T v

26c. \th'_w-u you doing most of LAST WEEK - {working,
eeping house, going to school) or something else?

2 % \Zith a job but not at work 7 [J Retired
3 ooking for work 8 Other — Spec|

4[] Keeping house - P f)';
s [7] Going to school

1 [[] Working — SKIP t0 280 . & [ Unable to work - SKIP to 260 1 ] An emplo

@ [T 1]

c. Were you ~

ee of o PRIVATE co -busi
lndivlducrfor woges, salary or ':z;’:nyi’u;’:n:;“ o

2A GOVIE;!NMENT employee (Federal, State, county,

or local)

{If Ammed Forces, SKIP to 28q) |

3 [ SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

b. Did you do any work ot oll LAST WEEK t countl
sround the house? (Note: If farm or busl;)::s ope?at:? i:o;ﬁ'l.

ask about unpaid work.)
o[ JNo  Yes — How many hours? ~ SKIP to 28a

practice or form?
4 [} Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

d. What kind of work were you dol ? (F :
engineer, stock clerk, tyypisl,of:r?neé or exemple: electrical

c. Did you have a job ar business from which you were
temporarily absent or.on layoff LAST WEE ?

1 CIN6 2] Yes ~ Absent — SKIP to 280
3] Yes ~ Layoff — SKIP ta 27

@, What were your most important activities o i
" m i duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling :ars(, ete.)

i I INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS ]

36. The following questions refer only to ‘lhlngs thot iDYes ~ How many
' times?

Yes — How many - ot H % %
happened to you during the last 12 ménths — g times? AT{TEMZTED to S('uhl to:\ﬁhing that :Dﬂo times? happened to you during the lost 12 months — 46. 2#&?&’;#‘;0"7{ ::.idllnc' th:: son’:eon- ';Dves_ How many
betwean___1,197__ond____, 197__. Did {E3% belonged to you? {other than ony I betwaen___1,197__and____, 197__, pid |[I% belonged to you? (other than ony tineat
you have your (pocket picked/purse snotched)? = s Y — l' e ) - o yeu have your (pocker picked/purse snatched)? incidents already mentioned) 14 !

T ry 47, you call the police during the lost 12 months to report : ry - —— H
37. ?ud unyurf: ’ak'c u;r:ﬂ:nrm (;l::)bd“:::tliyclw 3 ves - n;:’l;uny something that happened 1o you. which you !hcugh' was o : 37. 5;?.‘“;?:1' Q:‘k;: s::nrl::-lnq (’l"lst)bdlrectly LI Yes — How many 47. Did you call the police during the lost 12 months to teport
rom you by using farce, suc b 4 Py DI crime? (Do not count any cells made to the police Moot ory'h ’9’ » such as by a stickup, timesy something thot happened te you which you thought was o
mugging or threat? @ ing the incidents you have just told me about.) = :9 9 reat? ke @ crime? .(Do"r:ot’co;:;' ony :nl'l‘s made to the police
38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by uting force ] Yes — How many No — SKIP to 48 - « Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force ” § the incidents you have just told me about,)
or threatening to harm you? (other than any Ne times? g Yes.~ What hoppened? ! or threotening to harm you? (ny'h" than any I'DYes :{om\:'u'uny =T [CINo ~ SKIP to 48
incidents already mentioned) [ Incidents already mentioned) N [ Yes — What hoppened?
39. Did beot you up, attack you or hit you Yes — How many 39. Did anyone beat you up, attock hit =
ic anyone aeat y : y a times? with something, :Yuch as a vo:k Zfll',:{n-? vee LI Yes — How mary

1 times?

{other than any incidents already mentioned) 1C1No

CHECK Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + :DV“ ~ How many ook =W
- attacked or threatened, or was some-1 timas? 00k at 47 — Was HH member 12 ¢+ !
40. W knifed, shot at, or attacked with Yes — How many Y H 40. Were you knifed, shot af, or attacked 1y CHECK t 1] ves — How
ere you kn ) ) How o iTEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to  {[TJNo some other waapon by anyone ﬂ:cul.l? Z;'l:‘.f 102 Yos — How many ITEM ¢ attacked or threatened, or was some- | =] Row many

t
than any incidents already mentioned) :DNu mest

thing stolen or an auempt made to '
steal something thatbelonged to himy
1

41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or same | 3 Yo" = How many

other weapon, NOT including telaphone threats? | L1 N0

(other thon ony incidents already mentioned)

48. Did anything hoppen to you during the last 12 months which
559 ou thought was a crime, but did NOT t i
Q_ (o’hcr than any incidents olready m'nﬁ:a?:;) to the police?

2 I B — ) No — SKIP to Check ltem E
42. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some 1 ] Yes — How many ] Yes — What happ 2 42 D onyons TRY fo atack you in b = g
other woy? {other thon any incidents 1 times? : ? other way? (other than anyyincldo::;'l". Cves n:’v:‘r;uny (3 o= What hepe ’

alteady mentioned) Hull

43. During the Jast 12 months, did enyone steal

43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal 7] Yes — How many | CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-! times? ’ ] Yes — How Laok at 48 — Was HH member 12 ¢+ 1.
things that belonged to you from inside any car times? . thing stolen or an attempt made to | things that belonged to you from insid iy} CHECK attacked or threatened, T Yes - How many
9 (mL ITEMD ing sto ran a P AL or truck, such oo pu:lwg’u oroc";o";nlinqef any cor N Hmes? ITEMD et e S ame-} tmes?

thing stolen or an attempt made to :DNO

T - " | something that belonged tw h
44. Wos anything stolen from you while you were [ Yes — How many Do any of the screen questions contain any entries 44. Was anything stolen from you while you wars OYes~w Stea & that belonged t him?}
from home, for instonce at work, in g times? ny " " f away from homa, for instance af I° ou‘r many 5 1 =
:;':y'" or '""“I"‘""' or while "‘""“;"? [te CHECK g ;‘Howlmtanzlumes:( HH member, End Interview theater or rn'm:mn', or whil.notr::le:ﬂzwg ¢ CIho teat CHECK fo?' ?"Ho:lfr::::;i:r:vee‘;ﬁ\fcs“ons contain any entries
n g 0 — {nterview ne, member, i : r—— ( . *
45. (Oih’fr ’h:;' oy .';“?«?&:?(Zf:.;::l;l.lﬂjf{:l-n {D Yes - Howeany | ITEM E if last respondent, and fill item 13 on cover, - 4. g:':"x;'::‘:;‘ ‘:::' '“""‘:':“"(YF" ;":"fﬁ“dyl [ Yes~ Howmany | ITEM E [INo ~ ;merview next HH member, End interview
mentioned) Was an . . i anything (else) o st 1l : NN
iram you during the lost 12 months? :Dm {2 Yes = Fill Crime Incident Reports, from you during the last 12 monfhx; oo Cine mes? 3 Yes -fFII‘ﬁ‘C';ei;ioT::;;;n‘in;egi’,::cm 13 on cover,
FORM NCB-3 {3-23.73) * :
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

PERSONAL CHARA

T
A,

CTERISTICS [y

made 24

23.What 13 the hi

a. 20b. {21 22

LIE TPE ~{LINE | :7z"nonsmr ]ABG'E z'nmu ﬁca ORIGIN |SEX ARMED (or yoar) of regeias schoat | Dld you
of  |wumser | vonousenoLo | ST fsvatus licc1s) | (ec16) Jec1n Fonces (’:S":::";:'m“:“";‘_';:m E:::'on."
KEYER — BEGIN TER- HEAD ¢ 14 3 gy (€€ 20)
NEWRECORD | miew | liean - oA | e 1g) | | Transcribe for 25+yrs.)(cc19)
bt @
O Per 1 [ Head Om jrOw 1[IM |13 Yes| 00 [ Never attended 1 ves
2] Tel 2[JWiteof head | .| 2[CIWd, |2 Neg.! | 2[CIF {2[0JNe o kindargarten 2 ] No
First [Ny 37 0wn child a0, {adot —_Elem, (01--08)
Fill {7 Other relative] a[]5ep. e H.S. (09-12)
1621 s "] Non-relative s{CINM College {21-26+)
" k during the post 4 weeks?
Look at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been locking for wor 8
CHECK household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 10 Yes No ~ When did you lest work?
ITEM A [ Yes — SKIP to Check Item B O Ne 2[_1Up 1o S years ago — SKIP 10 260
- 3{7] 5 or more years ago SKIP to 36
25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707 4 [ Never worked o
@ 1 £ Yes — SKIP to Check jtem 8 20Ne 27. s thete any reason why you could nottoke a job LAST WEEK?

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

State, etc. = County

Yes — 2 {7] Already has a job
3 [J Temporary iliness
4[] Going to school
5[] Other — Spec:lly7

1O No

c. Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, atc.?

1 [ Ne 2 (] Yes — Name of city, town, village, etc.y

@ [T TTT1

28a. For whom did you (last) work? (Nome of company,
business, organization or other employer)

d. Were you in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1970?
1 [] Yes 2[JNe

% [C] Never worked — SKIP to 36

CHECK Is this person |6 years old or older?
ITEM B [JNo — SKIP to 36 CJ Yes

b What kind of business orindustry is this? (For example; TV
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Lobor Dept., farm)

26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — (working,
keeping house, going to school) or something else?

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

3 7] Looking for work 8 ] Other — Spet:lly7
4[] Keeping house
5[] Going 1o school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 280)

@ 1 {Z] Working ~ SKIP to 280 & [ Unable to work - SKIP 1026d 1A omplorn of o PRIVATE company, business or

@& [T 11

¢. Were you —

individuel for wages; salary or commissions?
2 [] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federol, State, county,
or local)?

3 ] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professicnal

practice or farm?

b.. Did you do any work at ol LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note: if farm or business operator in HH,

ask about unpaid work.)
o[CJNo  Yes — How many hours?, -~ SKIP to 280

4 {7J Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, former)

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

1 [JNo 2] Yes ~ Absent — SKIP to 28a
3] Yes —.Layoff — SKIP t0 27

LT 1

¢. What were your most importont.activities or duties? {For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, etc.)

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

months -

hoppened 1o you during the lost 1
197 pig EINe

between_____ 1, 197___and

36. The following questions refer nnlg to things that 0 (mA n:;’?.y

you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)?

46. Did you find any evidence that someone | [ Yes - How many
ATTEMPTED to steal semething that : N times?
belonged to you? (other than any j Owe
i ts already mentioned)

1
47. Did you cail the police during the last 12 months to report

37. Did enyone take something (else) directiy
from you by using force, such os by a stickup,
mugging or threot? ONe

1

Yes — How many
B times

something thot happened to you which you thought was o
crime? (Do rot count any calls made to the police

@ 9 the ts you have just told me about.)

38. Did anycne TRY to reb you by using force ] Yes.~ How man
oz threatening to harm you? (ather thon any times?
incidents already mentioned) e

y =" [QINo-5KIPw048 =
{1Yes — What hoppened?

with something, such os o rock or bottle?
(other than any incidents alread i

39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you i'DYes - n.:‘?m
L

Y
40, Were you knifed, shot ot, or ottacked with

i

d) 1Ne Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 ¢ T Yes -

r CHECK attacked of threatened, or was some« |3 "¢ 5:.1 Y
T hn:

thing stolen or an attempt made to [ No

other weapon, NOT including telephone threats?

"::'a:':'.' weapon by onyens of q"?;\(oﬂ‘" CINe steal something thatbelanged to him%
n Y }
. Di A to beat Yes ~ H 48, Did anrything noppen 1o you during the last 12 months which
o ?;:RGEK?‘E.NTxEEvli;is:{kr;h:“guz:"o:’::;c o . ° ll::?”y 050 ou thaught was o crime, but did NOT report to the police?
ke (cﬂur than eny incid clready foned)

{other than ony incidents already muntioned)

[ No ~ SKIP to Check Item E

42. Did anyone TRY to attack you /% some
othier woy? (other than any incidents 1N
alrsady mentioned) iCNe

Yes — How many
0 times?

[T} Yes — Whot hoppened?

——
—-H
Ot

43, During the lcst 12 months, did anyone steal
things that belonged to you from inside any cor No | Vimest
or truck, such os packages or clothing? A CINo

“Look 21 48 — Was RH member 12 v
[ Yes ~ How msay } cHECK ' attacked or thieatened, or was some-!

thing stolen or an attempt made to ;'Dm
l

ste2l something that belonged to hlm?J

ITEMD

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were

(2] Yes — How many

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

awoy from heme, for instance at werk, in o imes? oI oy i scteen W
o while traveling? [Ihe i y
theator or restaurant, or vhi g g P CHECK [ No — Interview next HH member. ' End interview
45. (Other than ony incidents you've slteady COYes—~Howmsny | ITEME if last respondent, ond fill item 13 on cover.
mentioned) Was anything (else) at all stolen Mo times? Yes o il crmorea one Jt 1 1t
from you during the lost 12 months? :D (] i n nt Reports,
Page 8
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Survey Instruments

101

Screen question number

®

incident number

(a2

KEYER - Notes NOTI
CE ~ Your report to the Census Burea i fid
BEGIN NEW RECORD (Title 13, U.S. code). It may be seen on! b “worn Consaa) by law
: and may be used only for s:at);su:nl purp':»syes.y sworn Census employees
Line pumber Form NCS-4

3.739)
U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ACDKINISTRATION

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

Ye. You said that during the last 12 months -

give exact month.)

Month (01~12)

1 R ¢
9ppropriate screen question for descriptlon( oFf::imZ).
In what-month (did this/did the first) incident

{Show flashcard if necessary, Encoa)lra"ge r:’;pzr‘:ss;;‘zo

t[)No — SKIP to 2

CHECK
ITEM A

Is this incident report for a series of crimes?)

2] Yes — (Note: series must hove Jor
more similor incidents which
respondent can't recalf separately)

Sa. Were you o customer, employee, or owner?

@ 1 [J Customer

2 ] Employee
3 [J Owner
4 [J] Other — Specify.

ool

the store, restavrant, office, factery, etc.?

V[ Yes

2 JNo SKIP to Check Iten B8
3] Don’t know

2 Did the person(s) steal or TRY to steal anything from

* (Mark all that apply)

1 [ Spring (March, April, May)

2 [] Summer (June, July, August)

3 [ ] Fall (September, October, November)
4[] Winter (December, lanuary, February)

B In what month(s) did these incidents take place?

1 [ Three or four
2[]Five to ten

3 {TJ Eleven or more
4[] Don't know

. How meny incidents ware involved In this sories?

only to the most recent incident,

INTERVIEWER — if series, the following questions refer

*

1)

2. About what time did (th
hbout w hupp:‘:? (this/the most recent)

1 0 Don't know

2 During the day (6 a.m. t .m,
t At night (6 p.r>;|.(to 6 a.m(:)6 pem)
3] 6 p.m. to midnight
4 7] Midnight to 6 a.m,
5[] Don't know

i~ city or somswhere else?
109, 1 £ Inside limits of this city — SKIP to 4
2 [[] Semewhere else in the United States

3a. Did this incident toke place inside the limits of this

3 ] Outside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT

State

b. In what State and county did this incident oceur?

o
B

there, such as o guest or @ workman?

@ 1[0 Yes - SKIP to Check fiem B

2] No
3 [ Don't know

Did the offender(s) live there or have d right to be

&

2[3 Just tried to get in
33 Don't know

Did the offender(s) actually get in or just TRY 1o get

in the building?
1 [ Actally got in

¢. Was there any evidence, such as o broken lock by
window, that the offender(s) (forced ;aois.:u;:‘n;l:Rl?gen

to force his way in) the building?
1{No

Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?

(Mark all that apply)

2 [7] Broken lock or window

3 ] Forced door or window
(or tried)

4[] Slashed screen

s [] Other — Speclfy7

SKip
to Check
Item B

T MOo - O =2 —

-0 O v m x

d. How did the offender(s) (get in/try 1o get in)?
t [ Through unlocked door or window
2 ] Had key
3] Don’t know
4 [ Other — Specify

County

1 I Ne

2[3 Yes - Enter name of city, town, etc.

¢« Did it hoppen inside the limifs of a ¢city, town, village, etc.?

2

Was any member of this household,
including respondent, present when this
CHECK incident occurred? (! not sure, ASK)

ITEM 8 1 I No — SKIP to 13a

2] Yes

.. Where did this incident take place?

t C1 At orin own dwelling, in garage or
other building on property (Includes
break-In or attempted break-in)

2] Avor In vacation home, hotel/morel

33 Inside commercial bullding such as
store, restaurant, bank, gas station,
public conveyance or station

4[] Inside office, factory, or warehoiise

5 ("] Near own home; yard, sidewalk,
driveway, carport, apartment hali
{Does not include break-Ip or
attempted break-in)

6 [ On the sticet, In a park, field, play-
ground, school grounds or parking lot

7 [ Inside school

8 [T} Other — Spec[[y7

*

SKIP 10 6a

ASK

SKip
to Check @
Item B

7a. Did the person(s) have o

bottle, or wrench?

1 Ne
2 [T Don't know

Yes — What was the weapon? (Mark all that apply)

3] Gun
4[] Knife
5 [} Other — Specify

weopon such as o
or something he was using as o weapon, sufhur;:vuknife,

b, Did the person(s) hit ov, knock you down, or actually
?

attack you in some other way
1{7] Yes — SKIP to 7f
2[No =

¢+ Did the person(s) threaten you with harm In any way?

$ [ No — SKIP to 7e
2] Yes

T et emsibd s Wi e L
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74 Criminal Victimizatior: Surveys in Milwaukee
o CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continved .
\ i i ith f these | panies or program
* 7d. How we'f you Qhu’u;en!d? Any other W:Y? 7 R."im: ::7';:' :I::tmo:lull :?yy:ur medical expenses paid?
Mark ail that apply
@ E [ Verbal threat of rape @ 10 so — SKIP to 10a
2] Verbal threat of attack other 2] Yes ' T v——
than rape " ¢. Did inst‘runcdc_ OrI any hcul'l; benefits program pay for o P
3 {7 Weapon present or threatene the total medical expenses
O with weapon }f:(IP @ \ [ Not yet settled 1
4[] Attempted attack with weapon 10a 2[JNone..vav.s & SKIP to 100
(for example, shot at) SEAl . ennnns J
s [C] Object thrown at person 4] Part
& [ Followed, surrounded d, How much did insurance or o heclth benefits progrem pay?
7 (3 Other — Specify @ 3 . (Obtaln on estimate, if necessary}
. E he incident?
tect {§ or 'your property during 1
e. What actually happened? Anything else? 10a. ?‘d Y;\;‘fsﬂ;ﬁ,’l::q, ;o protect yoursel ¥
* (Mark ali that apply) X W 135 . g Sos
@ = ::'m"'el‘shsi;""g"takcn e « b, Whotdid you do? Anything else? (Mark all that apply) ’ ‘
2 [T Attempted or threatened to @ i E]Used/brand(shad gun of knif? ADThre::ime:f'fﬁ‘: , reasoned,
take something 2 Used/ried physical force (hit, e withoffender
3 [7] Harassed, argument, abusive chased, mre;v object, used other SDE::SIIS\:a a\g‘.‘m (mn/d";ve .
language weapon, etc. v s qon,
4 [ Forcible entry or attempted SKIP) 3] Tried to get help, attract attention, gilk'e‘:ldsﬁfl:m?se?f. e
forcible entry of house Yo |. scate offepder away (scream;d; . [_'_]Other-'
s{] Forciblfe e;r:try or attempted 10a n«;ltl::'. :!acn‘l)ed for help, turned on Qe
entry of © _
6 [[1 Damaged or destroyed property 11, Was the crime committed by only o:w or more than o:nDpoé::?‘han one
7 {1 Artempted or threatened to 1] Only one 2{7 ?;?P( tl:)n?;’a— 7
damage or de'slmy property [ e —————
8 [} Other — Sp2tlfy7 a. Wn; thlls ;arson male
or temgle.
J 1 [OJMale g Were they male or femaie?
le 1 [J Al male
f. How did the person(s) attack you? Any 2{7] Femal
other way? (Mark all that apply) 3 ] Don’t know 2 0] All female
@ + 3 Rapad 3 [} Male and female
2 {T] Tried to rape b. How old would you say 4] Don't know
3 [T Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed the person wos? h. How sTd would you vay The
& Hit by thrown object 139, 1 Under 12 youngest was
s E]! Hit, siapped, knocked down O ) - 12-14 @ 1[JUnder 12 s[] %}(ﬁ; ?:‘IH -
6 [} Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, 2 2] 12=14 skl
pushed, etc. 3 15=17 s 1s-17 O
7 [} Other — Specify 4[] 13-20 4[}18-20
8c. What were the injuries you suﬂeu;d, if any? 5121 or over i :‘I‘:i:s‘;l:::?u” you say the
- Anything else? (Mark all thot apply) o ] Don't know e o s e0
s D Repe S 12-14 s {121 or over
2 [] Raped c. Was the person someone you 2{73 12~ e
. 3 [ Auempted rape knew or was he a stranger? s} is-17 6 [1Don’t kn
¢ CJ Knife or gunshot wounds 1 Stranger . Were any of the persons known
5 EI Broken bones or teeth knocked out O Don't know i of relatad fo you or were they
& {1 Internal injuries, knocked unconscious 23 Don't kn SKIP all strongers?
7 [T} Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling 3 [ Known by e @ + [J Al strangers SEIP
8 ] Other “Specify_____________ sight only ° 2] Don’t know tom
b, Were you injured to the extent thot you needed 4 [ Casual 3] All relatives SKIP
) medical attention ofter the attack? acquaintanze 4[] Some relatives to !
@ 1 C] Ne — SKIP to {00 s [ Well known sgg\n knkowr;m
2[JYes [ ome kno
¢. Did you receive any treatment at o hospitel? d. r’ﬂ;o':\;;"”" a relative K m"k"'llll !:;;. :’l;;,;,kno\vn?
s No « rk o a
2 % Emergency room treatment only 1 [ JNo + [ By sight only
3 [} Srayed overdnigh,t or longer — Yes — What relationship? 20 Cassa: cancets) isg(']"P
How mony days? ) acquain
7 2 [T] Spouse or ex-spouse 3] Well known
2 [ Parent I« 'How were they reloted to you?
i 43 Own child (Mark all that apply)
d. What wos the ’,"!"' ?':n??;u:’ yo‘fﬂm,d'lscl:!.un- s g Brother o sister f [ Spouse or - 4 [] Brothers/
ING anything poid by insurance? Inciude hospitol ; exespouse sisters
and-doctor bills, medicine, therepy, braces, and & [] Other relative — 2] Parents s [J Other —
any other injury related medical expenses. Specl{y; 35 own Speci{y;
INTERVIEWER ~— If respondent does not know ohildren
exact amount, encourage him to give an estimate,
0 {1 Nu cost — SKIP to [0a e
S e. Was he/she — 1 ] White?
x [J Don’t know  EgWhire? 2 Negea?
95. At the time of the incident, were you covered @ 3] Other? — Specl{y;
by any medical insurance, or were‘ auI:;igsble 2 (7] Negro? sKip
fits from any other type of heo .
‘bn:nt;i';: ;nlog:::, sz:h as Medicaid, Vetetans' 3[]Other? Speclfy; to 4[] Combination ~ SpeA:ify’
@ Administration, or Public Welfare? 12a
VENo. e el cerp 1g (00
0 son'l know &[] Don't know % ] Don’t know.
; es :
= Page 10
A S T e T

e gt

0 [ Only cash taken — SKIP to {4c

Survey Instruments

2 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued

120 Were you the anly person there besides the offender(s)
1{7]Yes — SKIP to 13a
2[1No

Was a car or other motor vehjcle taken?

CHECK {Box 3 or 4 marked in 13f)

ITEMD [ No — SKIP 1o Chezk item E

b. How many of these persons wero robbed, harmed, or )
threatened? Do not include persons under 12 years
of age.

@D o [TINone — SKIP to 13a

—— Number of persons

{71 Yes

14n. Had permission to use the (cat/motor vehicle) aver been
given to the person who took it?

tONo. ...

c. Were any of these persons members of your household?
Do not include houschold members under 12 years of age.

@) oMo

Yes — How many, not counting yourself?

———
{Also mark **Yes* in Check Item | on bage 12}

2 [} Don’t know } SKIP to Check ltem E
3[JYes

b. Did the person return the (car/motor vehicle)?

162 1] Yes

13a. Was something stolen or taken without permission that
elonged to you or others in the household?

INTERVIEWER — Include onything stolen from
unrecognizable business in respondent’s home.
Do not include anything stolen from o recognizable
business in respondent's home or another business, such
9s merchandise or cash from a register,

1[C] Yes ~ SKIP to 13

2{7JNo

2{"INo

Is Box | or 2 marked in 137
CHECK {CINo — SKIP to 15a
ITEME g

[ Yes

<. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your person, for insiance,
in o pocket or being held by you when it was taken?

b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to toke something that
@ “belonged to you or others in the househeld?

t[T] Yes

1[INo — SKIP 10 13e
2[7]) Yes

. Whot did they try to take? Anything else?
* {Mark all that apply)

1] Purse

2[]No

Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in 13f)
CHECK [[J Yes — SKiP o l6a
ITEM F

[CINe

2 {T] Wallet or money

3[JCar

4 [7] Othesr motor vehicle

s [T} Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
6 [} Don's know

7 [] Other - Specify

Did they try to take a purse, wa‘!lel,
CHECK or money? (Box | or 2 marked in }3¢)
ITEMC 3 No ~ SKIP to 18a

] Yes

d. Was the (puvse/wnlle!/money) on your person, for
Ing*~z22 in 6 pocket or being held?

1[¥] Yes
2{"INo
+ @ What did happen? (Mork all that apply)

} SKIP to 180

15a. Altogether, what was the velue of the PROPERTY

that was teken?

INTERVIEWER — Exclude stolen cash, ond enter 30 for
stolen checks ond credit cards, even if they were used,

s

b. How did you decide the value of the property that wos
* stolen? (Mark all that upply)

1 ] Original cost
2] Replacement cos’

3{J Petsonal estimaye of current valye
4 {7 Insurance report estimate

s [} Police estimate b
6 {_] Don't know ‘

7 ] Other — Specify

1 7] Actacked 3

- Property: (Mark all that apply)

t{7] Purse

2 ] Wallet

3] Car

4[] Other motor vehicle

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

4

162. Was. all or part of the stolen money or property recovered,
2] Threatened with harm @ except for anything received from insurance?
a{T] Antenipted to break into house or garage . 13 N°“e} SKIF to I7a
4{{7] Attempted 1o break Into car 2J Al
5[] Harassed, srgument, abusive language fé(lP 3 [ Part
&[] Damaged or destroyed property r 18a b. Whai was recovered?
7 [] Attempted-or threatened to damage or .
o destroy property . @ Cash: § .
8 [Z7 Other — Specify and/or
x Property: {Mark all that apply)
J ; o [7] Cash only recovered ~ SKIP to 170
f. What was taken? What else? 1] Purse
X 27 Wallet
Cash: $ A igCar
and/or

4 [7] Other motor vehicle
s [} Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, otc.)

6 {] Other - Specify

¢ What was the value of the property recovered {excluding

recovered cosh)?
.

6 [1Other ~ Specify » S

FORM NG3-4 {8:23.73) Pag
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued

170, Was there any insurance agoinst theft?

No.....
1ONe }sszo:aa

2] Don't know
3] Yes

b. Wos this loss reported to an Insurance company?

@ t[JNo.....

2] Don't know
3[] Yes

} 3KIP to 18a

c. Was ony of this loss recovered through insurance?
i Not yet settled |

@ L SKIP to 18a
2JNo...ouv

3] Yes

200, Were the police informed of this incident in any way?
1 No
2{7] Don't know — SKIP to Check liem G
Yes ~ Who told them?
3 [T] Household member
4[] Someone else
s [ Police on scene

SKIP to-Check item G

b. What was the reason this incident was not raported to
* the police? (Mark all that apply)
1 [T Nothing could be done — lack of proof
2 [ Did not think it important enough
3] Police wouldn’t want to be bothered
4 {_] Did not want to take time — too inconvenient
s [[J Private or personal matter, did not want to report it
6 [7] Did not want to get invelved
7 (7] Afraid of reprisal
&[] Reported 10 someone else
9 [} Other ~ Specify

d. How much was recovered?

INTERVI! ¥ER — If property reéplaced by insurance
company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate
of value of the property replaced,

@ s

Is this person 16 years or older?
::T"E'ﬁ:g CJNo — SKIP to Check Item H
[CIYes — ASK 2o

180, Did any household member lose any time from work
because of this incident?

@D  ofINo - SKIP to 19

Yes — How many members?;

2la, Did you have a job at the time this incident hoppened?
1 [ No — SKIP to Check Item H
2] Yes

b. What was the job?
t ] Same as described in NC2+3 items 28a—e — SKIP to
e Check Item H

2 {T] Different than described in NCS-3 items 28a—e

¢« For whom did you work? (Name of compony, business,
organization or other employer)

d. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State labor Dept., form)

b.-How much time was lost altogether?

@ 1 [] Less than 1 day
2] 1-5days
3[)6-10 days

4 {7} Over 10 da}'s
5[] Don't know

®

LT

&, Were you —
] An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2 7] A GOVERNMENT employce (Federal, Stote, county or local)?
3[)SELF<EMPLOYED in OWN business, profetsional

proctice or farm?

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

190. Was anything domoged but not taken in this Incident?
For example, was a lock or window broken, clothing
domoged, or damoge done té o car, etc.?

1 [J No — SKIP to 20¢
2[7) Yes

f2 What kind of work were you daing? (For éxomple: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

@ [T T]

9. What were your most important activities or duties? (For example:
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.)

b. (Was/were) the damoged itém(s). repaired or replaced?

@ 1O Yes ~ SKIP 10194
2[] Ne

BRIEFLY summarize this incident or series
CHECK of incidents.

ITEMH

¢, How much would it cost to repair or replace the
damaged item(s)?

oo } SKIP to 200
X [[] Don't know

Look at }2c on Incident Report, Is there an

d. How much was the repuir or replacement cost?

% [ No cost ordon't know — SKIP to 200

CHECK entry for *“How many?**
ITEM | CINo
B {3 Yes — Be sure you have an Incident Report

* for each HH member 12 years of age
or.aver who was robbed, harmed, or
threatened In this incident.

Is this the last Incident Report to be

e. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
{Mork oll that apply)

*
1 {T} Household member
2[] Landlord
3 ] lnsurance

4[] Other - Specify.

filled for this person?
lCTHE!i:If . {T1No ~ Go to next Incident Repart,
[T} Yes —~{s this the last HH member
to be interviewed?
{71 No —~ Interview pext HH member.
0 Yes — END ENTERVIEW. Enter
tota| number of Crime

this household in Item {3
;on the cover of NCS-3,

Incident Reports filled for

FARL MR ARV TAN
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Survey Instruments

KEYER - Notes
BEGIN NEW RECORD

Line number

Screen question number

®

Incident number

NOTICE — Your jeport to the Census Bureau is confidential by law
{Title 13, U.S, code). It may be seen only by sworn Census employces
and may. be used only for statistical puiposes.

roam NCS-4
(8:23.73)
U,5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SOCIAL AND ECONGMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CIT!ES SAMPLE

Yo, You said thet during the last 12 months — (Refer to
appropriate screen question for description of crime).
In what month (did this/did the first) incident happen?

(Show flashcord if necessary. Encourage respondent to
give exact month.)

Month (01-12)

5o, Were you a customer, employee, or owner?
@ t [1] Customer
2 [T} Employee
3 {} Owner
4[] Other — Specify.

b, Did the person(s) steal or TRY to steol anythiag from

Is this incident report for a series of crimes?

1{7JNo—~ SKIP t0 2

2] Yes — (Note: series niust have 3 or
more similar tncidents which
respondent can't recall separately)

CHECK
ITEM A

the store, restaurant, office, factory, ete.?

1] Yes
2{7INo SKIP.to Check Item 8
3{1Don't know

60, Did the offender(s) live there or have o tight to be

b In what month(s) did these incidents toke place?
* (Mark all that apply)
1 [7] Spring (March, April, May)
2 [7] Summer (June, july, August)
3 [CJFall {September, October, November)
4 [} Winter (December, January, February)

there, such as o guest or o workman?
@ 13 Yes — SKIP to Check ltem B

2{"}No

3{] Don't know

b, Did the offender(s) octually get in or fust TRY to get

€. How many Incidents were involved in this series?

t 7] Three or four

2{ ] Five to ten
3 {"] Eleven or more
47 Don't know

in the building?

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

¢. Was there eny evidence, such as o broken lock or broken

INTERVIEWER - If series, the following questions refer
only to the most recent incident. ,

window, that the offender(s) (forced his way in/TRIED
* to force his way in) the building?”

2. About what time did (this /the most recent)
incident happen? :
+ [Z)Don't know
2 [] During the day (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
At night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.)
316 p.m. to midnight
4 ] Midnight to 6 a.m.
5[] Don’t know

@ 1 [T Ne

Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?
(Mark all that apply)
2 [T} Broken lock or window
3{"] Forced door or window

(or tried) s
4 {"}Slashed screen toKé';eck
s ] Other - Specify7 ftem B8

3d.. Did this incident take place inside the limits of this
city or somewhere else?

1 [] Inside limits of this city ~ SKIP o0 4
2 [} Somewhere else in the United States
3[7] Outside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT

d. How did the offender(s) (get in/try to get in)?

1 [Z] Threugh unlocked door or window
2{} Had key

&

In what Stote and county did this incident occur?

3 73 Den't know
4[] Other — Specify

State

County
c. Did it happen inside the limits of o city, town, village, efc.?

1 {7 Ne

2[7] Yes — Enter nome of city, town, ete,

7

Was any member of this household,
!ncludlng respondent, present when this
CHECK incident occurred? (If not sure, ASK)
ITEM B 1 [C3No = SKIP to 3a
2{"] Yes

4. Where did this incident take place?
(e} Athor Ln l«::n dwelling, in garage or
other building on property (Includes
break-in or ttempted break-in) SKIP to 6a
2 {1 At or in vacation home, hotel /motel
3 ] Inside commercial building such as
store, restaurant, bank, gas station, ASK
public conveyance o: station S0
4 {7 Inside office, factory, or warehouse
s ["]Near own home; yard, sidewalk,
" driveway, carpo:t, apartment hall
{Does not include bregk-in or
attempted break-in) SKiP
6] On the street, In a park, field, play- | to Check
ground, school grounds or parking lot { jtem B
7 [ lnside school

8 ] Other — Specify .

70. Did the person(s) have a weopon such as a gun or knife,
or something he was using as o weapon, such as a
" bottle, or wrench?

1[I No
2] Don't kinow )
Yes — What was the weapon?. (Mark all that apply)
3{JGun
4 [T} inife
s [] Other — Specify

b. Did the person(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually
attack you in some o'lcr way?

@) [OYes—~SKIPro7f -

2[JNo

c. ‘Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in any woy?
1INo ~SKIP 10 7e .
2[T] Yes

Mmoo —o 2 —

-1 20 O *vm =—m
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78 Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee °
1 § Survey Instru
H ments 79
4 CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continuved ! L CRIME INC
sniet : RN : R ! p S 2 - IDENT QUESTIONS - =
 7d, How were you threatened? Any other woy? 9b, Did you file a-claim with ony of these insurance companies or programs ’ 12a. Were you the only person there besides the offend NS - Continved , ¢ e
X (Mark all that apply) in order to get part or all of your medical expenses pald? ! I @ 1[0 Yes ~ SKIP 1o 130 offender(s) Was a ca ‘
@ t [_1 Verbal threat of rope @ 1 [Z}Ne — SKIP to 10a i : 2[INe ¢ (Box 3 o;;;,,?,‘,’;(e'dn;mfr vehicle taken?
2[C] Verbal threat of attack other 2[C]Yes : : ITHEEMCS ed in 13f)
thon rope . - : - b. How [ No = SKIP
- ; . Did insurance or any health benefits program pay for oll t of mony of these persons to Check Item E
1w d ¢ Y program pay or par were robbed, h
sl ‘vhvie(ahp&r;:;::ent o threatene SKIP @ 'heC'!o;‘allr;l:ll::tlnt:;p-nuﬂ i ;*;’:;:Md? Do not include persons ynder 1’2’",'1?.’,,:' O Yes
- to 1 ot ye e A
Ll (Af;‘re:‘fatrer\:l‘:‘,tas?\ko:vaigl weapon ?lOa 2CINones «vneus SKIP 10 100 : " @ 0[] None — SKIP to 130 Vo, ;"‘:‘i F:'m'lhsﬂnn to use the (car/motor vehicle) evei b
<71 Object thrown at person sCIAN el § 0 fo the person who took 147 7 been
6 {7 Followed, surrounded 5 ;{[] Par;‘ B R ’ 3 % : o ¥ - Number of persons 'g No..,... skIp
2 1 Other — Specify , How much did insurance or a health benefits progrom pay . + Pere any of those persons members of 2 ] Don't know to Check ltem £
..__...____J @ . ) (Oblain an estimote, If necessary) g ; @ :oDno';;ncluda household membars uneruulrzh;::r:h:}?ge. 3] Yes
e What actually happened? Anything else? 100, Did you do anything fo protect yourself or your property during the incident?| i‘ Yes ~ How m ’ b. Did th,
@ {Mark all that apply) 3 @ 1 [ZINo — SKIP to 11 o2 any, not counting yourself? ® Person retutn the (cor/motor vehicla)?
1 [T} Something taken without 2T Yes : PPV 1) Yes
’ i Al et |
e SO reatened + b, What did you do? Anything else? (Mark oll that opply) - o (Also mark *'Yes"" in Check ltem | on poge 14) P,
2 {7} xatl::";'::t;ezf\gntg reatened to |%lasi://brla;dis:ed‘ gulnfor kni(:‘e 4C]Ige$e£edf,far§ued. reasoned, 3 . ::::::::2Iry,gu;::l::th::sn:ko& W:"houfhpalml;"o" that I Ne
— 2 sed/tried physical force (hit, - with offender n.the household?
o :i:ra::e:' araument, abusive chased, threw object, used other s {}Resisted without force, used - L’:Lﬁ&WEWER o anclude anything stolen from '$ Box | or 2 marked In 1317
—_ g 'blz : weapon, €tc.) evasive actlon (ran/drove away, 4 Do n ?s'nlzoble business In respondent’s home. CHECK N
4} Forcible entry t}rhauempte SKIP, [ Tried to get help, atract atention, hid, held property, locked door, e ot include anything stolen from g recognizable ITEM E 0 - SKIP to |50
forcible entry of house to scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.) Ne3s in respondent’s home or another bus| oy
s ! Forcible entry or attempted {0a yelled, called for help, turned on 6 ] 0ther— i 9s merchandise or cash from o register, ness, such e
entry of car lights, etc) Specify @ ' O Yes ~ SKIP to 13f ) <. Was the (purse/wall
€ ’{':—:i 23’“5836;" de:uoyed zmpe’(y 11, Waos the crime committed by only one or more than one perzon? s 2[JNo in o pocket or b:";g'):{i’:c;yy)o:nl:ur r'"“"' f;r Instonce,
7 {1 Auempted or threatened to Onl ' - : . en it was token?
damage or destroy propeity @ t[ZJ only oneé 0 ?;?Pl tlzm;;va 3 [ tore than one B b E:m’;;:ro:l('s) AT;{EMPT to toke something that 1] Yes en
P N ©
8 {_;Other - 596:!{)‘7 a. Wa; thils person male f. How many persons? : @ 10 No - S;’(IP k; ‘;;:'5 in the household? 2{"No
or female? ’
2{7] Yes
J Mal —_— & Was only cash tak
I, Vow 814 The person(s) atack you? Any ! S F:r:a\e g+ Were they male or female? 3 ¢. Whot did they try 1o take? Anything else? CHECK (3 Yes — k1P T o omekedin 30
" other woy? (Mark all that apply) 2 @ + ) All male * {Mark all thot apply) ITEM F to léa
3 [ Don't know 2 [] All female : 1+ [ Purse I Ne
@ +C] Raped 1] Male and female 3 2 [T Wall
27} Tried to rape b. How ofd would you 56 s | - atlet or money 152, Al
3] Hit with object held in hand,shot, knifed " the person wos?y Y 4 [ Don't know : 3] cCar tha‘;gv:;h:;:,ﬁl,‘:; wos the value of the PROPERTY
2 -V Hit by thrown object h. How old would you say the : 4 [Z] Other motor vehicl !
I Hit, slapped, knocked down 1+ [T Under 12 @ youngest was? g 5 (] Part of cay (h cle stERJ,IEWER = Exclude stolen cash, and enter 30 f
s 71 Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, 20 12-14 ' 1 8 lllznd'er 12 's D%}(‘a’; t:vgr - [ o e car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) n checks and credit cards, even If they were usedw
" pushed, etc. 2 ~14 rtog : oAt know . :
7 {71 Other ~ Specify a3 1s-17 aC}15-17 6 {J Don’t know bk 7 [[] Other = Specify $ .
a[7]18-20 4[] 18-20 i b. How dia
8a. What were the injurles you suffered, if any? - Did they try ¢ * id you decide the value of the
. Angthing else? hork ol that appiy) Yy s[]21 or over 8 E&w z:ld wo?uld you say the CHECK o mo“);lz"{a:xti’ik:r;,';:Jrsfe.dw’nll'e;, stolen? (Mark all that apply) property that was
1+ [ None ~ SKIP to 10a 6 [1 Don't know st was £ ITEM C n 13c) t [T] Original cost
o 1 [JUnder 12 a{7}18-20 d I No — SKIP t6 18a 2] Replace,
2[ ] Rape d c. Was the person someone you 2[JI12-14 . s{] 2! or over ) = [ Yes ment cost
3 [T Attempted rape knew.or was he o stranger? [ 15-17 & 7] Don't know 3 d. Was th 2 [ Personal estimate of current vajye
4"V Knife or gunshot wounds s =, i * Instane, {purse/wallet/mancy) on your person, for 4 [ Insurance report esti
s "] Broken bones or teeth knocked out 1 ] Stranger j» Were ony of the persons known ance in o pocket or being held? ' s [J Police esti e
& ! Internal injuries, knocked uncenscious 2 [ Don't know olrluo“'“l - ?yw or wars they ' tLves SKip & (] Don' k m
711 Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling 2 [~ Known b SKip ol strangers 2 No to {8a now
8 ! Other — Specify — = sight onlyy toe @ = g” 's:rkangers } skip ° w;l.,:,j did b 7 L3 0ther - Specify
b. Were you injuted 1o the extent thot you needed 4 [T Casual 2 ATIn' | "?w tom i : oppen? (Mark olf that apply)
medica! attention after the attock? acquaintance :8 Sbmm alt \;?s | EK:P i 1+ [T] Attacked ~ m
{1 No — SKIR.to 10 e refatives o . a, Was ol
@ ; :} Y:s KIR:to 10a 5 {7 Well known s [ All known . 2 [ Threatened with harm "‘“:' f:: ::"rh‘;‘ the stolen yioney or property recovared
o R - ¢ 5] Some known & 3 [7] Attémpted 2 break fnto house or pa ything received from insurance? J
¢. Did you receive avy treatment ot o hospital?’, d. Was the person a relative : 4[] Attempted garage 1 [JNone
v ]Ne k of yours? k. How well were they known? . s pred to break into car 2T Al SKIP to 170
2775 Emergency roomveatment only @ 1{TINe « - (Mark alf that apply) = s [ Harassed, argument, abusive language SKip 3P
3"} Stayed overnigh; or longer ~ Yes — Whot relationshin? 1+ 5 8y sightonly & 8 [ Damaged or destroyed property ’(° L3 Part
-— Qat relations 3, 8 "
How many dﬂyi.-? 2] Spouse or ox ;‘pou’;e 2{3 Ez:::%mance(s) E(!(!np > 7 dAt:n pted or thr. dtod or 8a b. Whot was receoversd?
. roy property =
P, 3} Parent | ;F—l Well :‘:W" o re— ; &[] Other —~ Specify _ - Cashes__ ~ | E'@]
d. What was. the totol amount of your medical 4[] Own child + Tow wore thay related to you i and/or
expenses resulting from this incident, INCLUD- - . hd {Mark all thot apply) ! R x Property: (Mark all th
ING nnything paid by insurance? Include hospital 5[] Brother or sister 1 [} Spouse or 4[] Brothers/ . O f. What ° . that apply)
end doctor bills, medicine, theropy, braces, ond & [1 Othet relative ex-spouse sisters . « What was token? What else? (2 Cash oniy recovered — SKIP to 174
any other injury reloted medical expenses. “ Specify 2] Parents s ] Other — P 1 [ Purse
INTERVIEWER — If respondent does not know 4 33 Own Specifyz b Cash: s . 2 [ Wallet
exact omount, encourage him to give an estimate, chifdren i and/or 3] Car
01" ] No cost — SKIP to 10a - * Property: (Mark all thot o
b = | pply) a[JOth R
; {1 Don't know e: Wos he/she .m. it i 0 L3 Only cash taken - SKIP 10 14c sg Paue 'o;n :;M(:e:'de ‘
+ [77 Don’t know * - () 1 [ White? : 1 [] Purse " (hubcap, tape-deck, etz,)
9a. At the time of the incident, were you covered @ 1 ] White? 2{_} Negro? i 2 [ Wallet 5 7] Othe
by eny medical insurance, or were you eligible 2 [ Negro? 3 [T} Other? ~ Specify ! s[7] Car "~ Specify.
for benefits from ony other type of leallh v SKIP 7
lﬂﬂt“h progrom, s;cll;'as Meld’l:uid, Veterans® 3] Cther? —Spcci[yi to - . : 4 [7] Other motor vehicle
ministration, of Pablic Welfore? ) 4[] Combination - Specify § 5[] Part of o What was th =
@ 5 CiNow. e Y cin 010 ‘ 120 7 ] 0 car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) revovary ‘:’I:)ﬂ;uc of the property recovered (excluding
2 Son t know Bon't kel - ! ] 6 (] Other — Specify
3. Yes 4 {1 Don't know s} Don't know ; FoRMNEIA TIaTT — @ 3
Page 14 ; Paga IS
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R

CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS — Continued

17c. Was there any insurance against theft?

TN '}SKIP!OIBa

2] Don/'t know
3 VYes

b. Was this loss reported to an insurance company?

@ 1CNo.....

2] Don’t know
s Yes

} SKIP to 18a

c. Wos ony of this loss recavered through insurance?
Not yet settied
@ FLNety SKIP to 184
2(JNov.eoenn
3{] Yes

*

20a. Were the police lnfonﬁcd of this incident in any way?

1 [ No

2 [J Don’t know ~ SKIP to Check [tem G
Yes — Who told them?
3 [] Household member
4[] Someone else
8 (7] Police on scene

SKIP to Check ftem G

be Whot was the réason this incident was not reported to

the police? (Mark all that apply)

1 [Z] Nothing could be done — lack of proof

2] Did not think it important enough

3 ] Police wouldn't want to be bothered

4[] Did not want to take time — too Inconvenient

s [] Private or parsonal matter, did not want to report it
6 [} Did not want to get involved

7 [] Afraid. of reprisal

8 [J Reported to someone else

9 [] Other ~ Specify

d. How much was recovered?

Is this person 16 years or older? ©?
CHECK [C] No — SKIP to Check jtem H
ITENGH' = ves — ASK 2/a

ERVIEWER — |If property replaced by i e
ign:pany instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate
of value of the property replaced,

@ s .E

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

@)  o[ONo - SKIP to I9a

Yes ~ How many mumben?-’,

b. How much time was lost altogether?

@ 1 [[] Less than | day
2[J1-5days
3[J6-10 days

4 [ Over 10 days

s ] Don't know

® ®

19c. W thing damaged but not taken in this incident?
* F:: ::c’mpll? was :Io:k or window broken, clothing
damcged, or domage done to o car, etc.?

+ ] No ~ SKIP to 200
2] Yes

b. (Waos /were) the domaged item(s) repoired or reploced?

@) 13 Yes - SKIP to 19d
2[JNo

Zla. Did you have o job ot the time this incident hoppersd?

1 [J No - SKIP to Check Item H
2] Yes

b. What was the job?

ibed in'NCS-3 items 28a-e — SKIP to
1 [] Same as described in m O em 1

2 [] Different than described in NCS-3 jtems 28a—e

¢» For whom did you work? {Nome of compony, business,

organization or other employer)

d. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV

and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Lobor Dept., form)

e Were you —

1 ] An smployee of o PRIVATE company, business or
lndlvldun( for wages, salary or commissions?
2 [] A GOVERNMENT employee (Federc!, State, county or local)?

3 [ SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or farm?

4 ) Warking WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

f+ What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electrical

engineer, stock clerk, typls:; former)

9. What were your most important activities or duties? (For example:

typing; keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.)

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

domaged item(s)?
} SKIP to 20a

BRIEFLY summarize this incident or series

CHECK of incidents.

ITEMH

@ | JENSETEY
d. How much was the repair or replacement cost?

% [[] Don’t know
@ % {1 No cost or don't know — SKIP to 20a

s B2

Look at |2¢c on Incldent Report, Is there an

CHECK entry for “‘How many?"
! 1 Ne
e {71 Yes — Be sure you have an Incident Report

for each HH member 12 years of age
or over who was robbad, harmed, or
threotened In this incident,

«: Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
(Mark all that apply}
*

1 [ Household member
2{J Landlord
3 [ Yinsurance

4[] Other =~ Specify

Is this the last lncld;nz Report to be
filled for this person
CHEMCS( [ No — Go to next Incident Report,
ITE [ Yes — Is this the last HH member
to be interviewed?
[ No ~ Interview next HH member.,
{T1Yes — END ENTERVIEW, Enter
total number of Crime
{ncident Reports filled for
this household in Item {3
on the cover of NCS-3,

FORM NES-4 {8:20.78)

Page 16
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O.M.B, No. 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 31, 1977

law (Title 13, U,$, Codel.

NOTICE « Your report 1o the Census Bureau is confidentir’ by 1701423y
It may be seen only by sworn Census
employees and may be used only for statistical purposes.,

FORM CVS.10)

N

1. IDENTIFICATION CODES
a PSY b, Segment {e, Line No, | d, Panct

« DCC

. Interviewer T
code

olal number

(1) tneidents

] {2} Incldent sheets

CITY SAMPLE

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY

U.S) DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SQCIAL ‘AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN,
SUREAU OF THE CENSUS

Goad morning (aft b I'm Mefs.)

INTRODUCTION

{your name), from the U.S. Bureau of the Census,

We are conducting a survey In this area to measure the extenl to which businesses are victims of
burglaries and/or jobberies. The Govemment needs to know how much crime there s and where 1t Is
to'plan and administer programs which will have #n impact on the crime problem.
answerlng some questions for-me,

You can help by

Part | ~ BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS

b. How is this business owned or operaled?
1 [7] Individuat peoprietorship
2[7] Partnership

of transportation
4 3 Other ~ Spoc[[y7

2. 1s this establishment owned o perated iis. an | ted
buslness? ;
VT Yes ~sKipto3
2{"]No

3 {7} Government = Continue interview ONLY It
lquor store or any type

1. Did anyone eise operate any departments or
concessions or some olher businass actlvity
In this establishment during the 12 month
period ending _— 7

a sample line,

27 No

v [ Yes = List each deparimenl, concession, or othor
businass activity on a Separate Iline of
Section V of the segment folder, it not
already listed, Complete a separate
questionnaire for each one thal falls on

DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART Il AND AN
INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETE);)

1) Yes
2 {7 No

3. Do you (the owner) operate mere than one wstablishment?

for the previous 12 months ending

business for entire 12 months.)

ending

4. DId you {thé owner) operate this establishment at
this locatlon dusing the ezhltre 12 month pesiod
——

t I None

2.} Under $10,000
3] 510,000 10 $24,999
4[] 525,000 to 349,999

8, What were your approximate sales of merchandise
dnd/or receipts from services at this establishment

?
(Estimate annval sales and/or receipts if not in

1 {7 ves . 5[] $50,000 to $99,999
2[JNo — How many months during & [ $100,000 1o 549,999

the designated period? ,MWM 7 [T $500,000 ;: £999,999

8 [7] $1,000,000 and
5. Excluding you (the owner) (the partners) ho ) gomer-sm:r/‘lyom

many paid employ 1d this establish average ]
during the 12 month period ending ? INTERYIEWER USE ONLY
1 [T} None s[Je-19 92, Record of inferview
2] -3 3 [T} 20 or more {1) Date
3[4y

(2} Name of respondent

6a, What do you consider your kind of business
tc be at this locatlon?

{3) Title of raspondent

OFFICE USE ONLY

b. Mark (X) one box
RETAIL

1 [} Food

2] Eating and drinking

3 [} General merchandise

4[7) Apparel

L Eurniture and
= applianca

&[] Lumber, hardware,

9 {1 Liquor
A [7] Gasoline service

MANUFACTURING
£ [ Durable
7 7] Nondurable

REAL ESTATE

6 17] Aparsments
H] Other feal estate

K ] TRANSPORTATION

{4) Telephone [Area code] Number
R

Extension

b, Reasan for non-interview
TYPE A

1 7] Presant occupant in business at end. of
survey period but unable o <ontact,

3 [T} Other Type A - .':paz:lly7

2[7] Refusal and in business at-end of survey period

TYPE B s

moblle home dealters 4[7] Present oeeupant not In busine:
A 53 at end
7 ] Actomotive ! D SERVICE ;( furvey pariad, "
# (7] Orug and proprietary 3 ] BANKS s K] Yacont or clased

€[] Other Type 8 {Seasonal, etc.) -Speclly?

stations L[] ALL OTHERS - SM/IY7 TYPEC
8 ] Other retall 7] Occupied by nonlistable actlivity
8 [7] Demolished
. WHOLESALE —————————
1] T -
¢ 3 owraore ] Other Type C 8poclly7
© [ Nondurable B

e e K R S om e«
Py LT

3
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Part || = SCREENING QUESTIONS

Now I'd like 10 ask some questions about particular kinds of theft or attempted theft.
These guestious refer oniy to this establishment for the 12 month pericd beginai and ending

10, During this period did anyone break into or some-
how illegally get into this place of business?

Number -
t {7} ves — How many times? ———
(Fili an {ncident Report lor each)

2[T)No

18. Why hasn't this establishment ever been Insured against
burglary and/or robbery?

1 {T] Couldn't afford it

2[] Couldn’t get anyons to Instre you

3 [ Didn't need it

& ] Self-Insured

5 ] Premium too éxpensive

11, (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,) during this
petiod did-anyore find 2 door jimmied, a lock forced,
or any other signs o’;an ATTEMPTED break-in?

(Fiil an Incident Report lor each)
2{T]No

6 ] Other — speclly,

b. When were these

19a. What security measures,
security measures

Number if any, are present at
this jocation now, to {irst installed

+ ] ves — How many limes? ————p—
e protect it against s ot atherwise

buiglary and/or robbery? undertaken?
Snter the

12. During this period were you, the owner, or any
employee held up by anyone using a weapon,
force or threat of force: on these premises? !
Number
¥ {71 Yes — How many times? ————
(Fill an Incident Report tor sach)

271 No

appropriate code
" from the list
B given below,

a. Mark (X) all thet apply
b, codes

1 ] Atarm system = outsid|
L R S R

2] Cential Blarm c s usviv e nn

13. (Other than the incident(s) already mentioned,)

did anyone ATTEMPT to hold up you, the owner, or
any employee by using force or threatening to

harm you while on these premises?

3 0] Reinforcs devices, such
a3 bars on Wwindows, grates,
L3188, €€ o s e s b sarniian

4[] Guard, watchman . s ey s a v e

Number
{7} Yes — How many times? ——mm—s-

S[TIWatch dog <o evinivnsnes

{F1H-an Incident Report lor each)
2[INe

S Fiteatms o ouvneatresrsan

14, (Gther than the incident(s) just meationed,) during

this period were you, the owner, of any employee held up
while delivering merchandise or carrying business money
outside the business?

Number
11" Yes ~ How mapy limes? ———»
{F11 an Incident Report lor each)
2{7No

I Cameras.syeavrcianerne

B IMirrors. Lo uev e n e

I TILOCKS cvvnnniasnaronan

A Comply with National
D Banking Acs (For
Banksonly) coaiatenasen

8 {7 Other — Specity 7

15. (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned,) did
anyoze ATTEMPT lo hold up you, the cwner, or any
employee while defivering merchandise or carrying
business money outside the business?

Number
1.7 Yes ~ How many times? ————s
« {Fill an Incident Repori for gach)

2. ‘No.

16a Is this establishment insived against burgulary and/os
robbery by means other than self-insurance?
17" Yes

207 No }SKIF 10172
w

3{7"Don’t kna

c ["1None
Codes for use in item 19
LESS THAN. 1 YEAR AGO MORE THAN 1 YEAR
1 = Januvary 7 - July D ~ -2 years ago
2 —~ February B ~ August
3 = March ‘ 9 ~ September € ~2-5 years aro
4 ~ April N -~ October F - More than §
5~ May "8 - ‘November years aga
6 ~ Junhe C-= 'December

20, INTERVIEWER Were there 0" incidents

b. Does. the insurance also cover othet types of crime losses,
such as vandalism or shoplifting and eitiployee theft?

CHECK ITEM reported in. 10152

{7] Yes ~Detach Incident Reports,
entar**0"* {n ltems 1g(1)
and (2) on prge 1, and
continue with ltem 8.

17a. Has this establishment ever been insured against
busglary and ‘or robbery by means other than
.seli-insurance?
1T Yes
27 ) No = SKIP 10 18
3§} Don't know — SKIP o 192

{TINe -,En;ler m;mbe)r of Im:lda’nu
n {tem 1) on an
zonunua %m llrg?%clhnl
o)

NOTES

b. Did the insurance also cover other types of crime losses,
such as vandalism or shoplifting and emplovee theit?
1] Yes
23 Ne

c. Did you drop the insurance or did the company cancel
¢ your policy? 0\

1 3 Businassman. dropped 1t & 4 so 0 s SKIP 10 192

2] Insurance company-cancailed pollcy

FORM CVS 101 {1+11.78)

Page 2

Survey Instruments

O.M.8. No, 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 31, |§77

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INGIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INGIDENT.

roprm CyS.101+ U.5: DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
{7-11-73) SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMIN;
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

. INCIDENT REPORT
COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY

IDENTIFICATION CODE

CITY SAMPLE

a PSU b. Segment < Line No. d. Panel fe. DCC

Record which incident (1, 2, etc.)
is covered by this page

b lsigent ‘ INCIDENT NUMBER

You sald that during the 12 months beginning
and.ending_.._.__._ (refer to screening questions
1015 tor description of crime},

1. In what month did this (did the first) incident happen?
1{7 Jan. « ] April 7] July A[]oee
2{"] Feb, 3 [C]May &[] Auz. 8 [ Nov,
3 [} Mat. &[] June 9 ] Septs c [} Dee.

Ta, Were you, the owner, or any employee injured in this
incident, seriously erough to require medica) altentior?

L[] Yes — How many? o, [Nimber
2 [Z]No ~ SKIP to 92

b, How many of them stayed in a Number

2. About what time did it happen?
1 [ During the day (6 a.m. — 6 p,m.)
At night (6 p.m. « & aum.)
2{7] 6 pum. = Midnight
3 ] Midnight — 6 a.m.
4[] Don’t know what time at night
5[] Don't know

hospital overnight or ionger?

8., Of those receiving.treatment in of out of 2 hospital, did
this business pay for any of the medical expenses not
covered by a regular health benefits program?

1 [2) Yes — How much
waspald? s____ .,

3. Where did this Incident take place?
t [] At this place of business
2] On delivery
3 ] Enroute to bank
4 [ Other — Specity

2] No
3[C] Den't know

9a, DId any deaths occur as a result of this tacident?

4, Were you, the owner, or any employee present while this
incident was occurlng?
1) Yes
2[INo ~ SKIP 10 10
3] Don't knew

1) Yes
2T} No ~ SKIP to 15a

b. Who was killed? .~ c. How many?
{Mark (x) all that apply)

1CT0wneds) v iiiiininas

5. Did the person holding you up have a weapon or something
that was used as a weapon, such as a bottle or wrench?

1[7] Yes
2 N
) 8 Don't k,m;} SKIP to 6a

2[1Employees . ouiyiiiiaaan

I[C]Customers. .o inuaan,

4 {7} tnnocent bystander(s) oo o0y 4

b. What was the weapon?
t ] Gun
2 {7} Knife
3 [] Other ~ Specily

s{3O0Mender(s)e v vnennnenss
S Police. covn ittt
*J (7trusr—$‘pe¢:lly7

63. How many persons were involved In committing the crime?
1 C] One — Continue with 6b below

2[}Two
3{"] Three }SKIP to 6e

4[] Four or.mere.
% (7] Don't know ~ SKIP to 7a

SKIP to 150

10. Did the offender enter, attempt to enter, or remain in thi
establishment fllegally? v o temaio in this

b. How old would you szy the person was?

3 {7] Don't know

1
1 3 Under 12 «{118-20 Cves
3 12-14 s[5} 21 or over 2LNe o
N - "
O 15-17 6] Don't know ﬂllscqzllnug use of incident Reporl, Enter at ihe lop of
c. Was the person male or female? nu,f.bir“‘i'na.g‘é‘ r‘l’v’ascwe_u’geny' sing g I"c,fm'n 15
g bR
V[T Male change number of Incidents in item 19{17, page 1, ana go ‘
2[3 Female on 1o the next reported inciden!.. If 0o other inciderite

are teporled, return 10 page 1 and comple
8, and 9 and end the Inla?vlew. ompiete items 19(2)

d, Was he (she) -
1 ) White?
2] Black?
3] Other? -Specity ________ pSKiPtoTa
4[] Don't know

11, - Did the oifender(s) actually get in or Just tey to get in?
r [ Actually got in

27 Just teied to get in

e, How old would you say the youngest person was?

12, Was there a broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any
other eyidence that the otfender(s) forced (tried to force)

1 under 12 47} 18-20 his {their) way in?
23 12-14 s[£).2) or over = SKIP to 69 . i
33 15-17 6 ] Don’t know VEves ’
f. How old would you say the oldest person was? L3N —sKiP 10 14
der 12 -
; E ‘l;\_«:: ;El ;"3 :roover 13, What was the evidence? /Mark alf that apply)
) D 1517 & [7] Don‘t know 1 {77 Broken lock or window
g. Were they male or female? 2] Forced door
t O At male 3 {T)Matfe and female 3 Alarm SKIP to 152
\ z'[:] All female 4[] Don’t know 4} Other = Spacity
. Were they -
VO Only white? 14, How did the oftender(s) get in (iry to get in)?
2 {77 Only black? v £ Through unlocked door.ur window
3] Only other? - Specity 2] Had a koy
«0 Solu.l binatlon? - Specity 1 ] Other = Specity
8 [2] Don't knew 4[] Oon't knaw
Page 3 ;
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i - £ R €V3-101 S.
S i L JUEIDRLRERCRT D;""“""‘;‘” e TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FRON ITEM 1 | Prvrs
a. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident? For a. Did you, the owner, or any employee here lose any time OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLET
example, a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc. from wn;k b of this Incident? Nomber : INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIf)EfJ:. SEPARATE INCIDENT REPORY il{
1 Yes Yeu'~ How many psople? : 4 COMMERCIAL, CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY
2] No — SKIP to 16a 1QYes - Ho Y proplet ~ ; IDENTIFICATION CODE CITY SAMPLE c .
~ ~ — — 2[00 No ~5KIP 10 192 » a. PSU | b, Segment ©. Ling No. [ d, Panel . DCC |- lacident INCIDENT NUMBER i
b. Was (were) the ged item(s) rep or rep ? : Record which incident (1, 2, etc.)
[} :es — SKIP to 15d b. How many work days were lost altogether? ’ is coverad by this page o D
20w : t[J Less than | diy You said that during the 12 months beglaning 7a, Were you, the owner, of any employee injured in this E
cc How much would it cost to repair or replace the damages? 2[]1-5days "y and ending______ (refer to screening questions incident, seriously enough to require medical atiention? N
(Estimate) . it 1 10—15 for description of crime).
o[ 6 ! ! _
. Dy 6=10 dars Day 1. In what month did this {did the first incidast happen? 13 Yer ~ How many? ., [Number T ‘
——————t SKIP to 158 4 [Z) Over (0 days — How many? ——s : \[Clsen aCTAeril 2 [July » ] Oct. 2] No ~ SKIP to 98
% ] Don’t know Don't ki 2] Feb, s [JMay o [] Aug. 8] Nov.
d. How much.did it cost to repair of replace the damages? P : 3idMar  sCldune  s{)Sep.  c[]Dec b. How many of them stayed In 2 Number R
* P P t 192, Were any. security measures taken after this incident to . 2. About what time did it happen? ght or fonger? E
s @ protect the bl t from luluce incidents? 1 (7 During the day (6 a.m. — 6 pami) [
—_— At night (6.p.m. — 6 aum.) . 8. Of those receiving treatment in or out of a hospital, did
v ] Ne cost — SKIP 10 162 1 ves 2 [T} 6 pom. — Midnight this business pay for any of the medical expenses not 0
% ] Don't know 3 [} Midnight — 6. a.m. covered by a regular heaith benefits program?
2 [ No — SKIP to 202 4[] Don't know what time at night R
¢. Who paid or will pay for the repaits or replacement? . 5[] Don't know 1 [ ves — How ""“; .
(Mark (X) all that apoly) . b. What measures were taken? ‘ was paid?  $ ‘ T
1 [ This business (Mark (X all that apply) ! 3. Where did this incident take place? 2{TJNo
At this place of busi .
:8 Igsurm:'a&mdl (landiord t [J Alarm system ~ outside ringing : ; [:[:]] o:nldal’tfe:y“ [ siness 3] Don't know
wner o ing {landior: :
« 5 Other  specity 2 [ Central alarm ; :E g‘;::‘: ;;:"/‘; 92, Did any deaths occur as a resuit of this incident?
5 [ Don't know E ] S:lnforclr;gddavlces. grates, gates, 10 Yes
rs on window, etc, . 4. Were you, the owner, o any employee present while this -
16a. gld the offendes(s) take any money? (Exclude money 4[] Guard, watchman Incident was occurln'l‘l yome 2L No - SKIP fo 15
ging to of store p s [ Watch dog . 1] Yes b, Who was killed? ¢, How many?
1 ] Yes — Whal was the s Ei 2 No —SKIP to 10 o f (Mark (X} all that apply}
total value?—wS___ [ Firearms 3 ] Don's know ‘Mo
:O%e 20] Cameras — “dl - - I Owner(s) tevusrnecacncns
e — o a, e person holding you up have a weapon or something
b, [s)::ptl,;:s‘l (Excl‘ugeupk:rs‘ony:l chandlse, saulpne or 8 & Mirrors thiat was used as 2 weapon, such a3 & boltle or wrench? 2 Employees . ovuiiiienint
nal property belonging to 9 [ Locks ‘
customers or store personnel,} R g o‘:” — Spoclty : ;Ell ::' 3 JCustomers cvysiaianaanns
t (13 Yes — What was the 7 3 (5] Don't know ] SKIP to 6a 4[] tnhocent bystander(s) « o v s v v
total valye? —>- S . b. What was the weapon? s 7] Offenderts)
2 [T] No — SKIP to 17a if answer to 16a : ) s the weapon L
is yes; otherwise SKIP to 18a : ;%2“;‘“ S JPolice. v eovrneansvaanss .
20a, Was this incident reported to the police ) s
¢. How was the value determined? o rep o the police? . 3 [] Other - Specily 7] Other - s'm"y?
1 [7] Qriginal cost $ [ Yes —skip to 21 . 6a. How-many persons were fnvolved in-committing the crime?
2 ] Replacement cost 2{7]Neo 1 [Z) One ~ Continue with 6b below”
2 [ Other ~ Specil, 2] Two :
£ Oher — Spectly b. ,Vlh?; was“lhe?msnn this Incident was not reported :%Thvca }SKIP fo 6o SKIP to 150
172; How much, if any, of the stolen mo o the police : 4 L] Four or more, .
e much, 1 b;.lnsmm"? n monéy and/or property (Mark (x) all that appty) 5] Don't know = SKIP o 72 10, Dlgl !ha glllﬁlllh:::llz; ;!lanpt to enter, or remalin in this
H . t {7 Potice already knew of the incident b. How ald would you say the person was? 13 ves
v ] None — Why not? 2 [ !'Nothing could be done = lack of proof : ; E :J;ji" 12 : % ;7:1’0“" 2[Ne 7
¥ [7] Dida's report it 3771 DId not think It Important enough : s 5-17 &[] Don't know Discontinue use of [ncident Report. Enier at the top of
';' g ;b:s ":: l';ave ifsurance 4 {71 Did not want 1o bother police ¢. Was the person male or female? :l':lll:t:a';,”c'hanq#' l%’!scm-'..l,:my' a‘ra;a Incldm!,o_'s'
ot settied yet chi ber of Incidents I 19(1), , and
4[] Policy has a deductible ¥ (2 01d ot want 1o take the time ; E] rl;':rl:nle mw;"’:m"""’wnﬁd incider "‘7’ "%{m"g:w 1‘ anis
5 [Z] Money and/or merchandise was recovered 6 77 Did not want 10 get jnvolved ) 3 7] Don’t know ;f'l" 9 %;’K'i“mﬁu;n‘:?:loiwfnd camplete items 1g(2)
*x () Don't know 7 [T Afraid of reprisal ; d. Was he (she) - ) ) :
b. How much, if any, of the stolen money and/or property 8 7] Reported ta semeone clse’ : 1 [ White? 14, D4 the oftandar(s) actually get in ot just by to get In? .
was recovered by means other than insurance? " {1 Qther ~ Spoct . ; 27} Black? SKIP 1072 V[ Actually got in
s : poclly — N 3 () Othet? — specity 2] Just tried to get In -
————————, * 4 Don't know
v 3 None SKIP 1o 78 : (] on't kno 12, Was there a bioken window, broken tock, alarm, or any
x £ Bon't know 2 21. INTERVIEXER \ (s this the Jast Incident ; e. How old would you say the. yousgest person was? ::M(vmevlld)cnco :h;l the offender(s) forced (trl«l to force) N
: \ [T] Under 12 18-20 s (their) way in
¢. By what means was the stolen money and/or ’ CHECK ITEN ,F}.e]p::: to ::':,:"::le“:!' and ' 2 [L:__Il l;-?'4| :8 21 or over = SKIP lo &9 t[Ye '
- ! . -
Woperptylrecovmd? L : wmpla’:s '°?"f o, ; . 307 15-17 &[] Don't know £ N SK1P 1019
;D 0:"“ soncity. [Ne= F?;lg;n: M:ﬁ,,:;:c’:,GWi ‘ < t. How ald would you say the oldest person was? .
j ] Other — Spectly, Report. ’ | ; E]’J :1;'_4:: 12 :E] i?-;"“" 13, What was the evideace? (uark ail that spply)
NOTES B § 3 15-17 o ] Don't know ¥ (2 Broken Jock or window
: ‘ 2. Wete they male or female? 2 [0 Foread door SKIP to 150
» ‘, : 1 [0] Al rhale 3 ] Male and female A Aarm
=t 2] All female 4[] Don't know 4 ] Other — Specity
g : i h, ¥Wei -
: , ; 4 ] g‘:l'y 2 1. How did the oftender(s) get In (try lo get In)?
| ; 2] Only black? + ] Through unlocked door or window
i * 3] Only other? - Specity 2] Had 2 key ;
i 4[] Some combinatlon? ~ specity — 3 [} Other — Spacity :
§ 8 [T] Don't kiow ) 4[] Don’t krow.
FORM CVS 101 {7-11.TH) PI[Q 4 ; v P 5
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INCIDENT REPORT ~ Continued !

15a. Was anything damaged but not taken in this incident? Fer
eunplz, ] I.ock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc.
173 Yes

2{7] No ~ SKIP to 162

18a. Did yu, the

ny en?‘loy_o.,a he!

lose any time

i 01
from work b of this i
1.3 Yes ~ How many people? ————»
2} No — SKIP to 192

Number

b. Was (were) the damaged ltem(s) repaired o teplaced?
1 {71 Yes ~ SKIP to 15d
2] No

¢. How much would it cost to repair or ;lpll“ the damages?
(Estimate)

[y} '
| — .}sxtp to 15¢

% [] Don't know

b. How many work days were lost altogether?

1 [[] Less than | day

2[]1=5days

s 6-10 days

4 J Over 10 days — How many? cc—e|
s [] Don't know

Oays

d. How much did it cost to repair or replace the d ?

s .

¥ [C] No cost — SKIP fo 168
x [J Don't know

19a, Were any security

¢, Who paid or will pay for the repairs or replacement?
{Mark (X) all that apply}
1 ] This business
2 [ Insurance
3 7] Owner of Building (landiord)
4 [[] Other =~ Specily
s [ Dea't know

16a. Did the offender(s) take any money? (Exclude money
belonging to of store p 1)

t ] Yes — What was the Fﬂ

tolal value? — $
2[JNe

£.Did he offender(s) take any merch
supplies? (Exclude personal property belonging to
customers or slore personnel.)

1.3 Yes — Whal was the

total value? o $

2 [T No ~ SKIP to 17a If answer to 16a
Is yes; otherwise SKIP to 18a

or

from fulure

- measures taken after this lpr:?idenl to

protect the

10 Yes
2 [] No = SKIP to 20a

b. What measures were taken?
(Mark (X) ail that epply)
1 [] Alarm system — ousside ringing
2 3 Cenvral alarm

3 ] Reinforcing devices, grates, gates,
bars on window, etc.

4[] Guard, watchman
s [ Watch dog

6 {7] Flrearms

7 [ Cameras

8 [} Miirors

9 [] Locks

A {T] Other - Speclly7

¢. How was the value determined?
t ] Original cost
2 [[] Replacement cost
a [:] Other — Specify

172, How much, if any, of the slolen money and/or property
was recovered by insurance?

s X |

v [[] None ~ Why not?

1 ] Didn"treport it

2 [7] Does not have insurance

3 [[] Not settled yet

4[] Policy has a deductible

s [ Money and/or merchandise was recovered
X [7] Don’t know

b. How much, if any, of the stolen m‘&hey and/or property
was recavered by means other than Insurance?

s .l

v [ Nene ) .
% CJ Dere know} SKIP 10188

13 Yes ~SKIP 1021
2[JNo

20a. Was this incident reported to the police?

b. What was the reason this incident was n
to the police?
yMark (X) all that apply)

of reported

1 ] Police already knew of the Incident

2 [7] Nothing coutd be done — lack of pr
3 [T Did not think it important enough
«Joid Aot want 1o bather police

s 3 Did not wang to take the time

6] Did not want to get invoived

7 [[] Afeald of reprisal

4 ] Reported o someone else

9 [ Other = Sptabclly7

oof

21, INTERVIEWER

c. By wha! mesns was the stolen money.and/or
property tecovered?

1 O Police
2 [7] Other — Specity

Is this the [ast {ncident

CHECK ITEM Report to be completed?

Yes < Return to
] complete
8; 9, and

No - F{ll the pe.
a Report.

)page 1 and
lems 1g(2),
end Inlerview.

xt Incident

NOTES

FORM CVS 101 (711-78) Page &

L R oA I,

Survey Instruments

O.M.B, No, 41-R2662; Approval Expires March 31, 1977

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION . CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET.AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INCIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INCIDENT,

rorM CVS.101 " UiS: DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
(7:11-73} S0CIAL AND EG_QNHO':HC‘SYATISTICS ADMIN,
H REAU OF

. . i OF THE CENSUS
INCIDENT REPORT

IDENTIFiCATION CODE

COMMERCIAL ‘CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY
CITY SAMPLE

a. PSU b, Segment . Line No. d. Panel |e, DCC

b inetdent T 2 INCIDENT NUMBER
Record which incidwt (1, 2, etc.)
iz covered by this page

You said that during the 12 months beginning
and ending {reter to /
1015 for description of crime).

« In what month did this (did the: first) incident happen?
1[0 jan: ) Aprid 73 July A [ Oet.
2[7] Feb, s {1 May &2 ]Aug. 8] Nov,
3 [ Mae, €[} June 5[] Sept. ¢ [7] Dec.

—

Ta. Were you, the owner, o any employee injyred in this
incident, seriously enough to require medical attention?

t{0 Yes — How many? . [Qumber
2] No = SKIP 10 92

~

. - About what time did it happen?
1 ] Duting the day (6 aum. — & p.mi)
At night (6 p.m. — 6 a.m.)
236 pum. ~ Midnight
AT] Midaight — 6 aum,
4[] Don‘t know what time at night
5 [T} Don't know

w

Where did this incident take place?
1 [0 At this place of business
2] On delivery
3 ] Enroute to bank
4[] Other ~ Specity

b. How many of them stayed in a Nomber
hospital overnight or longer?

8. Of those receiving treatment in or out of a hospital, did
this business pay for any of the medica! expensas not
covered by a regular heaith benefits program?

1 [CJves — How much
wispald? s . .
2[JNo

3 ] Don't know

92, Did any deaths occur as a result of this Incident?

-

Were you, the owner; or any employee present while this
Incident was occuring?

1] Yes

2[T] No ~ SKIP to 10

2 [] Don't know

1] Yes
2] No — SKIP t0.15a
b. Who was kiiled? ¢. How many?

(Mark (X} all that apply)
1TJ0Mmen(s) , oviiiiniiin,.

52.DId the person halding you up have a weapen or something
that was used as a weapon, such as a bottle or wrench?

1 7] Yes
2] Ne
3 £ Dont knog» SKiP to 6a

2[JEmployees s vouyyyyuyaa.,

I Customers o ouuuyvnyaaas

4 [3 Innocent bystander(s) ..., ...

b. What was the weapon?
1] Gun
2 [} Kalfe
3 7] Other — Specity

s ] Offender(s). . .
sDPoH:e......‘,..... P

7{7] Other — Speclly_’

ter Ve e

62, How many persons were fnvolved In committing the crime?
1 ] One — Continue with’sd below

2[C] Two .
3[7] Three }SKIP to te

3 £} Don't know

SKIP 1o 15
4.{"] Four or more, 2
3 5] Don't know — SKIP fo 7a 10. Did the 9lt|ndc|;'lnt0‘=. 7aumpl to enter, or remain In this
egaily
b. How old would you say the person was? 1 [] ves
t ] Under 12 <[} 18~20
231214 s ] 21 or over 2[0Ne
31517 &[] Don’t know ﬁlls,cogllnuﬁ us'e of incident ﬁopon.' , Enter at the top of
t. Was the person male or female? numb:r:’?na:g"a %scm_l“'f:my' g o ’"cmmm-rs
1 O] Male . change number of incidents in item. 1g(1), page 1, and go
27 Female 09 {0 the noxt reported Incident. If no other incidents

are raporied, return to page 1 and complete It 19(2
8, undpg' and end the lnln;':lnw. omp ema 19(2)

d. Was he (she) -

1 [] White?

2 [} Black?

s[D0ther? ~Speclty ________ (~SKIPto7a
4 {T] Don't know.

11, Did the offender(s) ctually got in or just try to get In?
1 (7] Actuaily got in
277 Just erted to gat in

e. How old would you say the youngest person was?

12, Was there a broken window, broken lock, alarm, or any
other evidence that the offender(s) forced (tried to forca)

« 2 [7] Oaly other? - Specity
&[] Soma combination? ~ Speciy

8{7) Don't know

1 ] Under 12 47} 1e-20 his (their) way ia?
2] t2-14 5 24 or ever — SKIP to 6g
I 1s5-17 a["—j’om'c know 1O Yes

f. How old would you say the oldest peison was? t0Ne~sKipto 14
; 8 :’;j;: 12 :E] ;?:300"( 13, What was the evidence? (mark a/f that apply)
s[ 15-17 & [ Don't know 1 [ Broken lock or window

8. Were they mais or female? 2 [ Forced doot
1 ] Al mate 3] Male and femata 3 {77 Atarm SKIP to 158
2 ] All femate 4[] Don's know 4[] Other — Spacilty

h. Were thay ~ 3
1 (3 Only while? 14, How did the offendsi(s) gt In (tey to get in)?
2[7] Only black? 1 T Through unlacked door or window

2] Had a key
3] Other — Specity
4[] Don't know

- ZMO -~z —

DO vwTm=o

Page 7
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Milwaukee

INCIDENT REPORT — Continued 1.

lsa Was anything damaged bul not nken in this incident? Fnr
exlmplz. a lock of window broken, damaged meschandise, etc,
17 Yes

2[JNo ~SKIP to 16a

laa Did you, the awner, or any emplayu Ime lose any llme
from work because of this incident? Number

1{7) Yes — How many people? ———»

2 7] No =.SKIP to 19

b. Was (were) the damiged item(s) fepaired of replaced?
v [ Yes — SKiP to 150

=

How many work days were lost altogether?
1 ] Less than | day

2{JNe )
¢. How much would it cost to repair of replace the damages?
(Estimate
s________t — - SKIP to 150
x [ Pon’t know

207) 15 diys
3] 6-10 days

I'B;;?__—
4[] Over 10 days — How many? —w

{ SO S———
5[] Don't know

d, How much did it cost to repair or replace the damages?

s i)

v [T] No cost =~ SKIP to 162
x ] Don’t know /

—
w
&

. Were any securlly measures taken Iﬂer this im:idenl te
protect the t from future incid

1] Yes
2] No ~ SKIP to 20a

. Who paid or will pay for the repahs or replacement?
{Mark (X) all ihat apply)}
1 ] This business
2 ] Insurance
3 ] Owner of Building (1andiord)
4[] Other = Specily

What measures were taken?
(Mark (X) all that epply)

b4

1 [[] Alaém sy stem — outside ringing
2 [ Ceneral atarm

s [] Don't know

3 ] Reinforcing devices; grates, gates,
bars on window, etc.

16a. Dld lhe ollendu(s) take anyl money? (Exclude money

4.} Guard, watchman

supplies? (Exclude personal property belnn;lng to
customers or store personnel.)

3 [} ves — What was the
- total value? —»-S______ ..

2{] No ~SKIP 1o 17a Il answer to 16a
Is yes; otherwise SKIP to 18a

Yes store P s [ Wateh doz
Yes — Wh:t was the
" total value?—> $ . 6 ] Firearms
20N 7 [] Cameras
b. Did the offender(s) take any handi of & [T Mirrors
9 [J Locks

A [J Other ~ Speci.‘y_;,

¢. How was the value determined?
1 [ Qriginal cost
2 [T] Replacement cost
3 D Other — Specify

20a, Was this incident reported to the police?
1] Yés ~SKIP 021
2] No'

o

. What was the reason this incident was not repaiizd

172, How much, it any, of the stolen money and/or property
was recovered by insurance?

s .

v [j None —Why not?
1 ] Didn’ uepon it
2 [} Does Inot have Insurance
3 [ Not settled yer
4 [T] Policy has a deductible

x [[] Don't know

s ] Money and/or merchandise was recovered

to the police?

[Mark (X} all that apply)

1 [} Police already knew of the incident

2 [} Nothiing could be done — Jack of proof
3 {7] Did not think it important enough
4]7] Did not want 3o bothei police

s ] Oid not wani to take the time

6 [] Did not want 1o get involved

7 7] Afraid of reprisal

b. How much, i any, of the stelen money and/or pmw!y
was recovered by means ofher than insurance?

s .
v [J None
% D pon'e mw} SKIP fo.18a

8 {] Reported 1o someone alss

; [ Other — Sptx't:lly7

21. INTERVIEWER Q- |s this the last Incident

c. By what means was the stolen money and/or
property recovered?

t'[T] Police
2{7] Gther — Specity

CHECK ITEM Report to be completed’

[ Yes ~Relurn to
comptle lams 15(2)
8, 9, and end inlerview,

D No = Fill the nexi incident
Report.

NOTES

FORM CVS 101 (Yo11eTH)

Page 8

o

s

APPENDIX il

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
Milwaukee, 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 househeld during the initial visit,
interviews by telephone were permissible thereafter.
The only ex*mptions 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 Milwaukee was the complete housing
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970

Census of Population and Housing. For the purpose
of sample selection, 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
cnabled the proper representation in the survey of
persons occupying housing built after 1970.

A total of 12,069 housing units in Mii-
waukee was designated for the sample. Of these,
1,119 were visited by interviewers during the
survey pericd but were found to be vacant, demol-
ished, converted to nonresidential use, temporarily
occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise ineligible
for the survey. At an additional 216 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
10,734 housing units, and the rate of participation
among units qualified for interviewing was 98.0
percent. Participating units were occupied by a
total of 23,688 persons age 12 and over, or an
average of 2.21 residents of the relevant ages per
unit, Interviews were conducted with 23,495 of
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 99.2
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 opposed 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
aliowing 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 intreduce
double counts in the tabulated data. When a

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

For household critnes, 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 1.6 percent
of the relevant population occurred in the 1974
survey of Milwaukee 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
incidents for crimes against persons should be in-
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of
1.015933. However, all relative figures—namely
personal victimization rates and other data on per-
sonal crimes expressed in percentages—appearing
on the dala 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.
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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-
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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 National
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
referénce 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 household member reports for
all persons residing in the household than when
each household 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

T
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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 200.

As they appear in the report’s data tables, all
absolute values—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 II, 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 8,000
personal robbery incidents in Milwaukee. Linear
interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix
yields a standard error of about 438 for the esti-
mated 8,000 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
438, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval associ-
ated with that level of incidents would be from
7,562 to 8,438. 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 (876); i.e., the 95 percent confidence. interval
then would be from 7,124 to 8,876.

Assume further that, for a Milwaukee popula-
tion subgroup numbering 60,000, the recorded
personal victimization rate was 40 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 4.1. Consequently, chances are 68
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 40 would be
within 4.1 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68
percent confidence interval associated with the
estimate would be from 35.9 to 44.1. And, the
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate
would be within roughly 8.2 of a complete enumera-
tion; i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would
be about 31.8 to 48.2.

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 separately. This formula represents the
actual standard error quite accurately for the differ-
ence between uncorrelated sample estimates. If,
however, there is a high positive correlation, the
formula will overestimate the true standard error of
the difference; and if there is a large negative corre-
lation, the formula will underestimate the t'ue
standard error of the difference.
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Tablg l._ Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations
by size of estimate ,

(68 chances out of 100)

Personal
S:
ize of estimate Incidents Victimizations Household incidents
1g(()) 32 36 38
250 45 51 54
500 71 80 8
1,500 101 113 12§
2150 }M 160 171
2150 232 254 271
10:000 338 360 385
25,000 505 512 549
50,000 1 333 1 ng %
1 L
80,000 2,709 1,790 L3
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Table Il. Standard error approximations for estimated personal victimization rates

(48 chances out of 100)

: Estimated rate Base_of_rate 2
; per 1,000 persons 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 '5,0C0 10,0CC 25,000 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 1,000,000 3
.5 or 999.5 1.3 7.2 5.1 3.6 2.3 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 3
«75 or 999.25 13.9 8.8 6.2 ke 2.8 2.0 1ok, 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 <
. 1 or 999 16,0 101 7.2 5.1 3.2 2.3 1.6 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 5
oo 2.5 or 997.5 25.3 16,0 1l.3 8.0 5.1 3.6 2.5 1.6 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.3 =
S 5 or 995 35.7 22,6 16,0 11.3 7.1 5.0 3.6 2.3 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 0.5 3
| i 7.5 or $92.5 13.7 27.6 19,5 13.8 8.7 6.2 Ledy 2.8 2.0 1.4 0.9 0.6 0.4 ]
| ‘ 10 or 930 50.4 31.8 22,5 15,9 10.1 7.1 5,0 3.2 2.3 1.6 1.0 0.7 0.5 =
| - 25 or 975 79.0 50.0 35,3 25,0  15.8  11.1 7.9 5.0 3.5 2.5 1.6 1.1 0.8 ]
i ‘ 50 or 950 110.3  69.8  49.3  .34.9 22,1 15.6 11.0 7.0 4.9 3.5 2.2 1.6 1.1 »
! 100 or 900 151.8 96,0 67.9 48.0 30,4 21.5 15,2 @ 9,6 6.8 4.8 3.0 2.1 1.5 c
b 250 or 750 219.1 138.6 9B.0  69.3 13.8 310 21.9 13.9 9.8 6.9 Lt 3.1 2.2 2
! 500 253.0° 160.0 113.2 80,0  50.6 ° 35,8  25.3 16.0 11.3 8.0 5.1 3.6 2.5 <
i h 5
E ’
B . - . . . - . — Y
: Table lll. Standard error approximations for estimated household victimization rates z
i . c N
§ (68 chances out of 100) §
§ Estimated rate per - Base of rate
] 1,000 households 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000 25,000 ~ 50,000 100,000 250,000 500,000 1,000,000
| .
5 +5 or 999.5 121 7.6 5., 3.8 2.4 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 v
? «75 or 999.25 148 9.3 6.6 47 3.0 2.1 1.5 0.9 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2. 0i1
b 1 or 999 : s 17.0 10,8 7.6  S.b 34 2.4 1.7 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2
s 2.5 or 997.5 . 26,9 17.0 12.0 B.5 5., 3.8 2. 1.7 1.2 0.9 0.5 0.4 0.3
L 5 or 995 38,0 24,1 17.0° 12.0 7.6 5ul, 3.8 2.4 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.5 0.4
R 7.5 or 992.5 L6.5 29.4, 20.8 14.7 9.3 8.6 R 2.9 2.1 1.5 0.9 0.7 0.5
i 10 or 950 53.7 33.9 24,0 17.0 10,7 7.6 5.4 3.3 2.4 1.7 1.1 0.8 0.5 W
S 25 or 975 8.2 53.3 137.7 26,6 16,8  11.9 8.4, 5.3 3.8 2.7 1.7 1.2 0.8
o 50 or 950 117.5 7he3 52,6 37.2  23.5 16,6 11.8 7.4 5.3 3.7 2.4 1.7 1.2
i 100 or 900 161.8 102.3 72,4,  51.2 32.4 22.9 16.2 10,2 7.2 5.1 3.2 2.3 1.6
i 250 or 750 233.5 147.7 10k.4  73.9 46,7 33.0 3ok 14.8 10,4 Tely b7 3.3 2.3
L \ 500 269.7 170.6 120.6 853  53.9 381  27.0 17.1 12.1 8.5 5. 3.8 2.7
i<
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APPENDIX 1l

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-
cauge they are based on sample surveys rather than
complete enumerations, all results are estimates.

Sample design and size
For the purposes of sample selection, Mil-

waukee 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 1,695 commercial establishments (in-
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 303 were
found {o be out of busiitess at the time of the field
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interviews, no longer operating at the designated
address, or otherwise tnqualified to participate. At
14 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 1,378 establishments, and the overall rate of
response among those qualified to participate was
99.0 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 produc of the following clements: (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 i:%ords 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, estimiates 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 vi 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
1V 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
7,300 commercial burglaries estimated to have

SR

occurred in Milwaukee. Referring to Table IV,

_ it is found that the relative error associated with the

a2

unrounded form of that figure (7,345) is 13.3 per-
cent. Multiplying 7,345 by .133 yields 977.
Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the
estimated number of incidents would be 6,368 to
8,322, If similar confidence intervals were con-
structed for all possible samples of the same size,

*The calculated figure (977) is the standard error of the
estimated 7,345 burglaries (shown as 7,300 on Data
Table 85).
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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 cnumera-
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 5,391 to 9,299,
would contain the total that would have been ob-
tained from a complete tally,

—
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é t‘ { Table V. Relative errors for estimated number of commertélalr i\r/:;tlmlz )
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APPENDIX IV
TECHNICAL NO'I_'ES

Infermation 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
areas, but do not purport to cover all data elements
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) cértain 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’
II) 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

Tespect to crimes against households 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 household or business, In fact,
the terms “victimization” -and “incident” can be
used interchangeably in analyzing data on household
and commercial crimes,

As indicated with Tespect 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 victim injury and
medical care, economic losses, time lost from work,
victim self—protection, offender characteristics, and
Ieporting 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 pumber 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 charactérisﬁcs

A variety of attributes of victimized persons,
houscholds, and commercial establishments appear
on victimization rate tables. The rates, or measures of

“the occurrcnc@ 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 are 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 household
as a unit rather than against the individual members;
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denominator of
the fraction consists of the number of households in
question. Similarly, the rates for each 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, households, 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 second 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 cccurrence. 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 household 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
household 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 household 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;
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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
quest‘ions 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
‘cilassiﬁed 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 events often were stressful ex-
periences, resuiting in confusion or physical harm
to the victim, it wasg likely that data concerning
offender characteristics were more subject than other
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous
responses. Many of the crimes probably occurred
under somewhat ‘vague circumstances, especially
those at night. Furthermore, it is possible that victim
preconceptions, or prejudices, at times may have in-
ﬂ}xe{lced the attribution of offender characteristics, If
vicums tended to misidentify a pkarticular 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
be.tween “single-offender” and “multiple-offender”
crimes, with the latter classification applying to
those committed by two or more persons. As ap-
pligd to multiple-offender crimes, the category
f‘mlxed 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
§ituations 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
opjects as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles. A
difference exists, however, in the manner in which
the types of weapons were classified in the personal
afld 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
ﬁr.earms 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 violénce,
information was obtained on whether or not victims
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tried to avoid or thwart attack, and, if 5o, the meas-
ures they took. The following reactxor.m, rangl?fg
from nonviolent to forcible, were.consxdered se -
protection measures: reasoning VYlth the of'fendfer,
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yell;fngd eorr
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the o en ;
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertgleél
tables distribute all measures, 1f- any, empl'oye y
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 th.e thrﬁe
personal crimes of violence. ‘Howev.ef, during - the
preparation of this report, thy requlsue. data were
not available for calculating the prol?o.rtlon of rape
victimizations in which victims were 11}]ureq. The're};
fore, information on the percent of crimes in whic
victims were harmed is confined t(? personal robber;g
and assault. For each of these crimes, the types o
injuries concerned are described in the Glossary,
under “Physical injury.”

Victims who had been injured furnished d.ata on
hospitalization and on medical expenses. Wltll; r:&
gard to medical expenses, the d?ta tables areT as.th
solely on information from vict1m§ who knevw:i \:llso
certainty that such expenses were xncprred an :
knew, or were able to estimate, their amount.d );
excluding victims unaware of such out}ays, an hot‘
their amount; the utility of the data.ls somewha
restricted. Although data were une}vgllab.le. on t.he
proportion of rapes attended 'l?y chtlm injury, ‘11;
formation relating to hospitalization and medic

SR

costs were available on that crime; these results are
reflected in the appropriate data tables. . 4 b
With respect to economic lqsses incurre tsy
persons, households, and comm-ercxal establlshm§ne;
the data tables make distinctions bet\ﬁ'een c‘r‘ltr}?eft
resulting in “theft and/or damage lo§s and
loss” only. Table titles specify the applicable categoll’ly
of loss. The term “theft loss” refers tS stolen. castc;
property, or both, wherea§ “damage. pfrtams to
property only. Items categorized as havmg. no mtoul
tary value” could include losses 'of tr1v1a.1, rbli
valueless objects, or of ones having consnder’i
sentimental importance. References'to losses. 're-
covered” apply to compensation recem?d by v1ct11ms
for theft losses, as well as to resfo;atnsm o.f sto gn
property or cash, although no distinction is ma e
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 nio attem‘p.t to
measure attempted pocket picking; by deﬁmtlon%
therefore, all pocket pickings had the outcome _oh
theft loss, and there may have been some cases wit
damage.
PTOIC;:;YaH crix%les reported to intervit?wers, the sur-
veys determined whether persons lost time from w.ork
after the experience, and, if so, the. length of time
involved. With respect to crimes agginst 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,. f9r most
personal offenses, it probably was the victim who
sustained the loss. For commercial burglary anc} rob-
bery, data on loss of time from work was appllca.ll.)le
to owners, operators, and employees of the entities

concerned.
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GLOSSARY

Age—The appropriate age category is determined
by each respondent’s age as of the last day of
the month preceding the interview.

Aggravated assault—Attack with a weapon 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 unlawfu] 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—Unlawfu] 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 IIT,

Forcible entry-—A form of burglary in which force

is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a window
or slashing a screen),

Head of household—For classification purposes,
only one individual per household can be the
head person. In husband-wife households, the
husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head.
In other households, the head person is the 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 usua] 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
éntry, or unlawfy] 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, ete.); (2) Separated ang 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 eniail-
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 Jlarceny 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.

s e e e

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 injuries, 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 Jeast one central city, and the complete title of
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities.
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Stranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
c.ontact 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.

Temfre-—'Two forms of household tenancy are dis-
tm.guxshed: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings
belflg bought through mortgage, and (2) Rented
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging’
10.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.

chtxm~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-
me?n involving a personal crime of violence
victim reactions of the following types are con-’
st.ruc?d to be self-protection measures: hitting
kl.ckmg, or scratching the offender; reasoning,
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help;
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fleeing from the offender; and/or using or
brandishing a weapon,

Vlcumfzation—A specific criminal act as it affects
a single victim, whether a person, household, or
con?mercial 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
bec?use more than one individual is victimized
during f:ertain incidents, as well as because per-
sqnal 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
e.stablishment is assumed to involve a single vic-

. t'nm-, the affected household or establishment,

Vnctn.m.zat'ion rate—For crimes against persons, the
victimization rate, a measure of occurr,ence
among Population groups at risk, is computed on
the basis of the number of victimizations per
1,900 resident population age 12 and over, For
crunes against households, victimization rates
are calculated on the basis of the number of
mc1'dents 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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