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e have been carried out. under the National Crime
. Survey. (NCS) program to provide insight. into the .

- -ing some-of the gaps in crime data, the surveys,’
“carried out for the Law Enforcement Assistance

R
i

Since early in the 1970’s, victimization surveys

impact of crime on American society. As one of
the most ambmous eﬁorts yet undertaken for f1|l-

Administration (LEAA) by the U.S. Bureau: of

the Census are supplymg the crlmmal ]ustlce 2
' commumty with new information on crlme and- its

~ victims;; complementmg data: resourCes already on

; j‘hand for purposes” of plannmg, evaluauon, and -

" -analysis.

Based on representative sampling of -

",'i f~housenolds and commercral establishments, the
“program has had two major elements, a continu- o

~ous. national’ survey and ‘separate surveys m 26 -
’central cities across the Nation, :

: housmg units ‘within- each jurisdiction, 'the <city
" surveys had a- twofold purpose: the assessment of
pubhc attitudes about crime and related ‘matters
“ and:thé development of information on the extent

Based on .a screntrﬁcally desrgned sample of

" and nature-of residents’ ‘experiences with selected

.

-necessary ‘to - ass

o owith -this‘-portion,
0 queries. made: reference q0 - penod of time ,
precedmg the survey. On the' other hand the viC-s
. timization :questions referred to a “fixed - tlme
- frame—the 12 months precedmg the month of m-'
.. terview--and respondents ‘were asked 1o recall
-~ details concemmg therr experrences as - 'ctrms of
../ ‘one or more - ‘of the followmg crimes; g
- completed or attempted rape; persona,robbery, ol
. ;«assault personal larceny, burglary, household tar-. .
o ‘ceny, -and* motor. vehrcle~ thett In addrtron, mf

.. forms of cnmmal victimization, The attitade ques- -

- fions were asked of the occupants of a random

., half of the housing units selected for the victimi-

. zation survey. In order to avoid brasmg respon-
" dents’ answers to: the attitude questions, this “part

of the survey was admmlstered before the victimi-

. zation questions. Whereas the attitude questions:
- were_ asked of persons age 16 and . over, the v1c-
s timization - survey applied to mdrvrduals age 12
" and over. Because. the attrtude questrons were ..

designed to elicit personal -opinions and percep- ;
tions ‘as of the date of the mtervrew, it ‘was. not -
jate a partrcular time - frame
the survey, even though some

: .“estabhshments, conducted separately from the;
~ ' household survey. A prevrous publication, Crimi- -
~nal Vrctrmrzatron Surveys m Minneapolis (1977), "

"+ 16 and: over and to demographrc and social subz
-groups of that p0pulat|on Because they denved Ty
,from a survey  rather than wa- complete census,;

. -can be: accurately determined in a carefully de-
~ signed survey. f
. ments" mvolvmg comparlsons have met the test i

*than approx1mately tw¢ standard. errors -in_other
" .the dlﬁerences did not result solely from: sampling

~ " reliable and were - not . used in, the analys:s 0
~surveyresults.: :

_sponds to the analytrcal discussion; Two" techmcal'
£ appendrxes and a glossary follow the data tables:
" Appendix. 11 consists of ‘a facsimile of the survey =~~~
- guestionnaire (Form - NCS 6), and Appendix TIL
:supphes ‘information on sample design and srze,'

- and. srgmﬁcance testmg, it also contams standard '

provrded comprehensrve coverage of results from

- both the household and commercral vrctlmrzatlon LA
', surveys :

Attrtudmal mformatron presented m thls reportff ‘

_ was obtained. from interviews with the occupants; o
~of 4, 965 housing units (8,794 residents age- 16 and =
s ;yover) or 95.7 1 rercent of ‘the units ehgrble forin- .

~terview. \Results of these interviews were mﬂated S
by means. of a multlstage werghtmg procedure to el
produce estlmates applicable to all residents age

these estimates - are sub]ect to - sampling error. -
They also are sub]ect‘ to response and processing -
errors. The effects of samplmg error or. variability

In  this report analytrcal state-~

that the differences cited are equal to or greater. e

words, the .chances are at least 95 out of 100 that, 7

varrabrhty Estimates b‘\sed on zero 01 on about., i
10 or fewer sample cases : wele consrdcred un--

The 37 data tables m Appendlx I of thls report, : R
are organized in a sequence’ that generally corre- -

~ the estimation procedure, rehabrhty of estlmates, B

error tables

e We have provlded an evaluatlon sheet at the end of !hls
'Ni publicatlon twill aum us lmprovlng iture | rep g
i youcompiete and retum it at your. con! nience: Itis

'.,posnge-pald and needs no stamp
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*. see crime

those that the public believes to be the necessary

* " ones.”” Recognition of the 1mportance of societal
, perceptrons about cnme prompted the Commrs—,. '
" sion to -authorize several publrc oprmon surveys .
“on the matter.1"In- ‘addition to' measuring the de--
gree of concern over cnme, those and subsequentﬂ

_surveys provrded mformatron ona vanety of re-

" Jated- subjects, such as the manner in which fear -

“of crime affects.: people s lrves, _circumstances
engendering fear for personal safety, ‘members of -

the populatron relatwely more - intimidated by or'.

- fearful of crime, and. the eﬁectrveness of crimmal‘

" justice systems Based-.on a. suﬂ‘icrently large
: . sample, moreover, attitude surveys can provide a
‘j_,means for ‘examining" the ‘influence of - victimiza-

 ticn ' experiences

‘ upon personal - outlooks.,
' ,Conducted perlodrcally in the’ same area, attitude

surveys drstmgursh fluctuations in .the degree of
--public-concern; - conducted under the same proce: .

' dures in different areas they provrde a basis for- _'

- comparmg attitudes in- two or more - localities.
With the advent of the National Crime Survey

- o (NCS) program, it became possrble to conduct
i large-scale attrtudmal surveys addressmg; these .
and- other rssues thereby enabling individuals to -

partrcrpate in appralsmg the status of publrc safe-
.ty in their communities.” e
- Based on data from a 1974 a*trtudmal survey,

:;.thrs report analyzes the responses of aneapolrs
o .‘resrdents to questions covermg four topical areas:
. crime: trends fear of “crime; residential problems
~and " lifestyles,
p Certam questrons ‘relating to household activities,

and Jocal pohce performance

were asked of 'only one person per household (the

G “household respondent”), ‘whereas: others: were

g ‘-:’admlmstered to all.persons age 16 and over (‘‘in
drvrdual respondents”), mcludmg ‘the household

o f.;respondent Results were obtained: for the total :

measured,-‘populatlon and for several demographrc
'“.and socra 'subgroups ¢ , S

vzWashmgton 'D
l967 pp 4‘)—

PN

: Dunng the l960’s, the Presrdent’s Commrssronr ‘
o : on‘Law Enforcement and Admmlstratron of Jus-
o tice” observed t‘hat “What Amenca does’ about ,
. crime depends ultlmately upon how Americ
o . The lines- along which the; Na- -
.. tion takes specrﬁc action- against crime wi wbe:

rmportant because the /' may-influence

brmg about changessm certam routme ‘actrvrtres
: aﬂ'ect household securrty measures or result n(-,'
‘ upree‘ ures on local authorrt"es to '

Conceptually, the survey mcorporated que

trons pertaining to behavmr as_ well as opinion. ‘' .
Concerning behavior, for example, -each Tespon-
‘dent for a: household was asked’ whére its mem-
bers shopped for food and ‘other merchandlse
“where they lived: before moving to the present‘ :
' neighborhood, and kow long they had lived at

. that address. Addrtronal ‘questions: asked of the ,  ~ °

: household ‘respondent were deslgned to - elicit” e
- ‘opinions about the nerghborhood in general about S
 the rationale for. selecting that- partrcular commu-fff [

mty and leaving the former residence, .and about

factors that - influenced shoppmg practrces None ;
" ‘of the questrons asked of the. househeld _respon--

dent raised the- subject of crime, Respondents G

were: free to answer at will. In contrast inost of - .
“the mdrvmual attrtude quesuons, “asked" of all -

“household members age 16 and over;. dealt: specrf-‘

ically with matters relating .to_crime. ’Ihese pers.
sons were asked for viewpoints on sub]ects s ich
~as crime trends-in; the local commumty and in ‘the - i
" Nation, chances of being perscnally attacked:or . -
robbed, nerghborhood safety durmg the day orat

mght the impact. of fear of crime ‘on behavror

and” the effectrveness of the" local polrce For‘f, gl
', mainy, of . these questrons, response categorres‘,i g

- WeTe predetermmed and - interviewers werein- .
: structed to probe for answers matchmg those on

the questronnarre

Although “the attrtude survey has provrded a-

wealth of data, the results are oprmons For ex-~ .

ample, certam tesidents may have - perccwed

- crime as a growing threat or. nerghborhood safety Y
..as deterroratmg, when in fact crime ‘had declmed‘ g
and nerghborhoods ‘had become safer S

thermore mdrvrduals from the same nergh:'

hood or wrth srmrlar personal characteristics and/ .
or experrences may ‘have had conﬂxctmg opmrons’

about any. given |SSue evertheless people
. opiniops, belrefs, and perceptrons about cnme are

. services. :
The relatronshrp between ‘v




e (1977), _Wthh also contams a detatled descrlptron E subcategonzatlon of vrctrms would have weak-v
" .of the . survey-measured crimes; a dlscussmn of * ‘ened the statistical validity of comparlsons be- :
~the. ltm:tatrons ‘of the ‘central city - surveys, _and tween the v1ct|ms and nonvrctlms ' Cam
- fa csrmlles of Forms NCS 3 and 4. For the pur- R R A ,
» . pose of this report, individuals who wete victims G T
 of the' followmg crimes,: whether completed or. - ER IS
attempted during the 12 months pnor to the.- o
* month of the nterview were consrdered ‘victim- P O T e e
ized”: rape, personal robbery, assault, and per- . Ut e e
~sonal. larceny Slmrlarly, members of households =~ h N R s S
- "that expenenced ‘one or more ‘of three types:of
. offenses—burglary, household larceny, and motor - - )
= . vehicle theft—were categorlzed as viciims, These = ¢ T ¢
. crimes are defined in the glossary Persons who L S
“oeL L experienced crimes other than those measured by = e ARSI
.7 theprogram, or who were victimized by any of the - = .
o relevant olfenses ‘outside’ of the 12-month. refer- e :
"ence period, were classified as ‘‘not v:cmmlzed ” S S A
~ Limitations inherent in the victimiZation survey— .
~ " that may have aifected the accuracy of distinguish- -~ ¢ e BT
o kmg victims from nonwctlms—resulted from the
fproblem of victim recall’ (the differing ability of -
"frespondents to. remeémber crimes)> and from the
phenomenon of telescopmg (the tendency of some
“ respondents to recount incidents -occurring out- -
o side, usually before, the approprsate time frame). = . A R
. Moreover, some crimes’ Were sustained by victims - e e A T
~ " outside of .their city of residence; these may have =« .. e iy
" had little or no effect in the formatlon of attltudes ‘ : RN B
L 7:ab0ut local matters. ‘

‘Despite: the dltﬁcultles in dlstmgurshmg precise- .

i

o

“ly between victims and nonvictims, it was deemed B R i R
i }glmportant to explore the possibility ‘that beinga . o
- victimrof. cnme, 1rrespect1ve of the level of seri-=~ e o ;

ousness or the frequency of occurrence, has an. T T B T L e R
impact on behavior and attrtudesz AdOptmg a oo v e ey e
~‘simple. dichotomous vrctlmtzatlon experience vari- S et S
;"able—-—wctlmlzed and not vrctnmlzed-—-for purposes . T

of: tabulatlon and. analysis’ also stemmed fromthe R

& slrabrllty of attammg the hlghest possible de- oo
gree of statistical- rellablhty, even-at. the cost of .. i
usmg these broad categories. Ideally, the v-ctlm.' R
category should have dISllngUIShed the type or oo
seriousness of crimes, the recency of the events, . = .
andlo, the number of olfenses sustamed 2 Such a. .

results. presented m thls report contam atmudmal‘ k T
d:tlak fur;nshed Y the v:cums of “senes vrcttmlzatrons" (qee i
glo; ry , i - : :




'.AlthOl‘lghA residents of Minneapolis “believed
.crime: was on the ‘increase "in. the ‘Nation and

their own chances of falling prey to an attack or

robbery had increased; they also maintained that :

' thelr way of life had been relatrvely unaﬁected by
crime or the fear of crime. For example; only 3of

- 10 individuals acknowledged that they had limited

or changed their darly activities as a’ consequence

- of crime. When plannmg personal actlvmes such

as’ dmmg out .or going to the theater ‘or cinema,

..crime’ was rarely’ regarded as ‘the most unportant;
“consideration. Similarly; crime was not the prime

*conceril with regard to 1mportant household activ-
ities, such ‘as moving from an old nelghborhood

selectmg a new one, or shopping.

o The fact that crime was not a partrcularly Tele-
: ~vant issue to most Minneapolis residents mlght.
; have been the result of a relatively strong and
secunty i
Whereas few respondents were ‘sanguine enough
~to believe the crime rate had declined, most felt
“that nelghborhood cnme had remamed ‘unchanged
over the past few years, and it ‘was also- evident
+that” one’s vicinity was usually regarded as less
'V;dangerous than other. places in the metropohtan
“area. Furthermore, when asked about their per- =
- sonal safety when out alone in the nelghborhood '
- a majority of residents said they felt very safe
. during the daytnne and at least reasonably safe at

pervasive . sense of nenghborhood

: , mght

‘ Oprmons about cnme, although not precrsely“; -
- the same for all measured sectors. of ‘the popula-
o tron, tended to be somewhat homogeneous Asan

ER 1llustrat10n, most pe: ‘sons, regardless of theirrace,

: age', sex,  or VlCtl" ization experrence, believed -~ e

er e_to be on the ‘upswmg in the United States, N

. were : questrons op whlch the populatnon was.‘;“f
T sharply drvrded Concemmg relatlve nelghborhood,_j

%

A majonty of aneapohs resndents belrevedfv' L
- the local police were doing a good job of law en- -
. forcement. Blacks, however, disagreed, the larg- -
~est_single. group statmg that police performance :

.. 'was about ayerage. Regardless of the rating;. most
individuals felt that the quality of law enforde- -
‘ment could be upgraded many suggested increas- .- .
‘mg the size of the force or deploymg its personnell

ore eifectlvelyc

L5 Galedd e 4



' ChartA. Summary findings about crime trends
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. tlms to ,percelve -an: mcrease in" nelghborhood
. crime- (34 vs. 24 percent) and less: \apt to, regard

e T Thls seouon of the report deals wth the percep- .
e f:v,-,ftlons of aneapohs resndents -with respect to
et = communlty cnme trends and personal safety, is- :j
. ‘rylsues relating’to crime in the Nauon and the dccu- .
S racy wrth -which' newspapers and telev1s10n were g
e thought to: be: reportmg the _criine problem “The"

, ﬁndmgs were’ ‘dirawni from Data Tables L through
Ko -“6 found in Appendlx I “The relevant questrons,
e appearmg in-the facsnmrle of the survey instru-

: a.‘

ot' nerghborhood crime,

‘15b; each questlon was asked of persons age 16

U S. crime trends

¥

. Most. resndents of aneaPOIlS Wel‘e Of the Opm- : f less dangerous, On the-other hand, only 1in 10
:lon that cnme in the Umted States was on. the constdered thelr nerghborhoods more or. much

c agreement regardmg the,_ rise m crlme across sex, . - safe.

o hlgher proportlon of females or persons age. 35 s
~+ and over.than of males or ‘those under age 35 con-

from average to “‘much less dangerous o For

7'-“~"'ne|ghborhoods ‘Persons who believed ‘crime. was : penlous than others in the city.

L populatlon, whereas those who felt it had res o

' Relatlve nelghborhood safety, that 1s, how wellfk'
. ment (Appendrx 1) are 9a, 9c, 10a, 12, 154, and - ‘the local .vicinity measured up to other ‘parts of -
g . the aneapohs metropohtan area, was also
and over R e i : - gauged by the survey. The vast ma]or.ty of, resr-"’ “
: DR - * oo dents (89 percent) belleved thelr nelghborhoods to: o
- v be at least' on a par with other vicinities;, and |
TR many (53 percent) regarded them as less or much' :

upswing. Seventy-three percent sald crime: had  more dangerous than. others in the area. This lop- =
s increased in, the PdSt year or tWO 19 percent - be- sided. dlstnbutlon of responses perhaps could be
= lieved it was. unchanged ‘and only 4 percent felt anttCtpPated because it would ‘seem readonable. to
. crime was declmmg The: remamder erther did not expect: resrdents to look wrth favor on lhelr own .
. know or did not respond. There: was . -general nelghborhoods even it they were rela(nvely un-

"'i‘é,"ately so (78 vs. 72 percent). Similarly, a slightly own communltles Blacks, on the other hand, -
TE - Mo kely than whltes to rate thelr nelgh- ‘

‘ ~s1dered crime a growmg natlonal problem L to sayf;thelr nelghborhoods were more or much e
: : AR o g more _angerous Hence, dlﬁerences of opmlon i

Neighborhood crime trends S ;".: i were’ mamfested along the . range. of responses*_é/ |

o the- populatlon asa whole Lin 10 persors felt SO
ey res1dents were asked about cnme in thexr own z.;»,, endangered th‘lt they rated ‘their vncmmes as morel s

. the. sithation  as unchanged Age was ‘also relatedjyf
10 perceptlons of nelghborhood crlme wnth ‘per: .
sons age 16-34 less mclmed than those age 35 and: .
over to beheve crime was. growmg In addmon, .

- the data showed that many younger mdwnduals
‘ partlcularly young adults age 20-24, ‘were. new ar*l"
“rivals in the commumty and, as a_ _consequence, e _
~did: not feel: quahﬁed to comment on the dlrectlon,; R

RN

_ race, age, or victim. experience categories, even Whltes and blacks had decrdedly dlﬂ’erent vnews’ C
" though some groups were somewhat moré pessxm- , about relatlve nelghborhood safety. Whereas over
5 "lstlc in thelr assessment than ‘were others To ll- : half of ‘the whltes said thelr nelghborhoods were. .
S ,lustrate, blacks were hkeher than whites to be- less. or much- less dangerous than others, 35 per- - L.
_“lieve there was an upward trend, but, only moder- . cent ‘of the blacks. shared thls view about their

fii‘on the mcrease made: up. only 28 percent of the Wlth regard to experlence with " crlme, 1t wasvb s
found that persons who had been: v1ct|mlzed in:

th', past- 12 ‘months were somewhat less apt than% e
e ‘who had not to rate their nelghborhood as' o0,
les‘ -or "much less dangerous (48 Vvs. 57 percent) SR
] _the response differences: by race, however; S
' vnctrms were somewhat more apt than nonvrct:ms'ﬂ :
to characterlze therr areas as.more’ or much more
‘dangerous { l3 vs '8 percent) Opmlons were rela—_ [
. tlvely h mogeneous across sex or age categones,"’, G




response drﬁerences v

Who are the ottenders”

Tummg to the |dentrty of oﬁenders, mtervrew-_
ers asked resrdents if they thought most- nerghbor—f :
"“hood crimés ‘ were commrtted by persons hvmg
wrthln or outside. the immediate vicinity. Two of -
every 5§ individuals  believed - ‘outsiders - were 107
blame, 27 percent felt nelghbormg restdents were ‘

: responsrble, and 4 percent held both types of per- i
sons liable, Of the remamder, 26 percent did not
~'know ‘who the ‘malefactors were, and 3 percent‘

sald there was no® nerghborhood crime.

Lackmg drrer't evrdence on the matter respon-, :
dents no doubt had a natural reluctance to blame
nearby resrdents for - nerghborhood “crime,, yet'
some groups were. less hesitant to doso than oth-
ers. Persons. who were actually Vrcttmlzed (many'

~ of ‘whom were attacked in the nerghborhood and.
‘ '_ saw therr assarlants) blamed rndrvrduals lrvmg in
the area and’ outsrders ‘with roughly equal frequen- ,
et cy. Nonvictims, on ‘the other hand, were- nearlyl
- twice as lrkely to blame outsrders as people in the’r

commumty

Age also was related to perceptrons “of the orl-.

grn ot' oﬂ:'enders Beyond age 24, there was a de-

crease in’ the; proportton of mdrvrduals who be-‘“:‘
lieved local Tesidents were responsrble for crime. .
At the extremes, 40 percent of persons age 20-24 .
ose 65 ‘and over held .
In |ghbonng residents to blame. Furthermore, per—_

'ba t‘vonly 13 percent of -

sons age. ‘35 and over appeared more mchned than

, therr younger counterparts ‘to feel there was no-
~local cnme or. not to. know who ‘was responsrble
Males or ‘blacks. ‘were: sllghtly more apt. than fe-
males or whltes, respectrvely, to tdentrfy the per-,: =

petrators a perscns from the commumt

, nsk of attack had mcreased whereas the Teverse. -
~~was true for those who saw ‘their. chances as re G
*_maining about the same or ‘declining. Other mea-
a ;sured subgroups gave. roughly comparable respon- Ll
7‘~ses,“'although there were some: srgmﬁcant interca: e
tegory dlﬁerences. Thus whrtes ‘were more Ilkely S

although there were certam statrstrcally srgmﬁcant

: llkely to be alarmed as. therr less-vnctrmrzed coun-
Crime and the media -

. compare their: perceptrons of the crime problem B

'hrbrted in previous responses, it followed that re- '

s SETICI e ‘Unlted States Natronal Cnmrnal Justrce lnformatlon and

- ;~:Chances of persona| v|ct|n||zation 2 : Statlstlcs Servrce Cnmmal V:cumlzanon Surveys‘ in 13 Amen-x S
. Notwiths o fomce.June 1975 p. 131,

borhood secunty mamfested by most aneapolrs,i L -

'resrdents {,there was a popular behef that personal; S

than blacks, vrctrms more apt than nonvrctlms, e

_and PCTSOHS age 35-64 more inclined than younger =
‘ofiesto see a- growmg threat of “attack.:

Interestmgly enough ‘two groups wnth hrgher than S
average vrctlmlzatlon ‘rates:. for vrolent cnmes mjm

11973, males and persons age 16-34, were not as

terparts 3.

Medra portrayal of cnme was: the. sub]ect of :
another survey questron. Resrdents were asked 16

with’ televrsron and newspaper coverage and to - .-

» decrde whether cnme was' less serious’ than, about
_as serious as, or ‘more serious than reported ‘The

greatest number “of resrdents 9 percent) said -~ .
media’ coverage - reﬂected a level ‘of seriousness '
whrch approxrmated their own evaluatron ‘where- -
as: 35 percent felt the reportmg did not adequately,ji SR

~ portray the gravity ‘of the situation. Given the

generally modest level of concem with crime ex-

latrvely few mdlvnduals (a1 percent) qx,targed then : )
media with sensatronahsm .or overcoverage. -

~ Populatron subgroups ‘were - in" general agreement:"* :
: about ‘media coverage, although males ‘or. persons,*

age 16-34 were more apt. ‘than™ females orindivi-

~duals 35 and over, respectrvely, to indicate that e

the crime problem was’ less serlous than audrencesf_ e
were led to belreve e : : S




- Among other - things, ‘results covered thus far

have shown that ‘many : resndents of aneapohs
belleved crime had mcreased over ‘the years lead-=
"ing up -to ‘the survey, and, in addmon felt their

“own’ chances. of being attacked or robbed had ris--

en. Whether oF not: they feared for thelr personal -

“safety s’ a matter treated in’ thls sectlon of the
', report Also’ exammed is the 1mpact of the fear of,

‘Crime on actnvrty p'lttems and -on- consrderatlons

regardmg ‘changes of residence. Survey questlons,

T 11dy 11, 1cy l.‘ia 13b, 16a," 16b, and 16c-—all
- asked of persons age 16 -and over——-and Data Ta-
bles 7 through 18 are referenced here '

Crlme as a deterrent to moblllty

To e.v;amme the effect of crlme on movement

wrthm the city, 1nd1v1duals ‘were. asked if there

were parts of ‘the. aneapolls metropolitan area
. where they had reason to. go- or wanted- to go.-but

“were afraid to enter because of crime: Elghty-ﬁve -

percent of the populatlon said they were unafraid

durmg the daytlme and: the rest were elther fear-“

ful or. thelr answers went unrecorded 4

There were only modest Tesponse dlﬁ'erences to-

thls “question; -and for: none of the groups exam—
med was’ the proportion answenng in-the negatlve
(e, those who. said they were unafrald) less than

.83 percent “of the total. The data show,’ however, . -

- that males: or nonvrctlms were sllghtly less fearful
~“than : females or vrctlms respectlvely, for whrtes :
~and blacks, there was no srgmﬁcant drfference of o

o opmlon
: . When the; resndents ‘were asked to consrder the

'ore pronounced For example 73 per

y spondents Had the quesuons 'lpphed un
|lly 1o all sectors ol the '\rea, lhe‘ pattel f -
£

L safe do: you feel or would you feel bemg out alon e
in’ your nelghborhood durmg the day?” 70 per~‘ i

" evening hours, fear of crime was more, frequently -, cent responded very safe, 26 percent reason bly; ;

f clted .as mhlbltmg movement WIthm the area,-al-
though a majority contmued to maintain that they( .
were. unafrald erty-four percent of the popula-
tlon, compared with 85 percent for ‘the questlon
. about daytlme stated they were not fnghtened In -

p'lttern ‘set in the . precadmg questlon B

$ |tf s re'\sonable to assume that hlgh nsk .
\ ghly fearéd, were cxcludcd from. consrd-', -

were unafrard of movmg about at mght and the e

percentage of “‘no fear™’

-Tésponses. .was- ‘68 for - I
males and 61 for females Furthermore, the: rela- -

twe number of these responses generally tended

to increase with age, although the pattern was nei-
ther consnstent nor- statlstlcally srgmﬁcant with. 7
: respect to specific ge groups. At the extsemes ST
percent of persons age 16-19° and 70 pexcent of: thef.;»
. senior cmzens sald they were: unafrard ThlS?OS-f Sy
tensrble increase in conﬁdence with’ age was con-"

trary to what mlght be expected - a8, older persons

R

Lare generally believedto be. ‘more: fearful than

" younger persons. - Tt is possrble that " this finding = -
‘was an: artifact:-of questlon desrgn rather than - aj -
true-indicator-of disparate: attltudes As expl'uned a
rrespondents- were asked to consider only those
parts of the ‘metropolitan area where they> would
have reason or would want to go and if is’ llkely i

“that the  areas under consrderatlon varied . with

age Perhaps for reasons unrelated o, crrme older ..~
persons, particularly senjor-; cntlzens “may haveJ
crrcumscrlbed the-areas- they consrdered An an--

swering the question, - whereas younger persons

may have been much less restnctlve L

i E

Nelghborhood safety

Survey results prevrously drscussed showed

that fost’ individuals: viewed thelr own. nerghbor—i o

hoods as ‘more secure than the Nation as'a whole .

or other parts of the. aneapolls metropolltan‘f‘
area This feellng of safety in one s nelghborhood S o
'was also evident in the response to a question -

concernmg fear of attack “When asked "“How

safe and only 4 percent elther somewhat ‘or

whltes more 0 than blacks dlsplaymg conﬁdence A




: nelghborhood safety.

;m the safety of the commumty. Once agam age
asa controllmg variable- did not appear to: weaken, N
. the relatidnship between race and perceptlons of
T daytlme safety, as a. result of large variances re-
j"sultmg from -the small- size of ‘the black ‘popula- -
tion, hoWever ‘relatively  sizable response differ- .
. efnces were not always statrstrcally srgmﬁcant By

itself, age had some - effect on opmlons about* .
: Persons age 16-49 were

" 'somewhat more hkely than those age 50. and over
1o say they felt very ‘'safe, whereas: older persons

o were more apt to’ regard ‘the nerghborhood envi-. -
. ronment as reasonably safe Victimization experi- '
 ence, on the other hand, did not substantially alter -
~impressions of nelghborhood safety, despxte the
fact. that' the differences between  victims - atd

- nonvrctrms who selected the “very” and “rea-

-~ sonably safe categones Were statrstrcally srgmfr—’ :

sgant; e :
S “When - asked about nerghbo:hood safety ‘at
mght residerits dlsplayed 4 good deal more appre-"

- hension’ than exhibited by responses to the day- -

_time question. Fewer: individuals were’ wrllmg 1o
vcharactenze the envrronment as-at least reasona- e
~ bly safe, and the propertion who expressed great :

: rconﬁdence in their safety. dropped oft sharply In =

. ’summary, 26 percent felt very safe and 39 percent ;
reasonably safe (a_combined total 30 percentage'

- points lower than :for the daytlme query), 20 per-

o .cent sald somewhat unsafe and 15 percent very
unsafe

Intergroup dlfferences apparent for the daytlme'

e ‘questron were: strengthened for ‘that about night-

- timé. Males were roughly three times as hkely as
females to feel very safe and also were more apt.
- to feel reasonably secure. Overall ‘some 86 per- .
" cent of men compared with 47 percent of women
regarded theu}‘” Wghborhoods as.no less than rea-~
: . sonably secure at ,mght By contrast women were -

- about 4 times as_likely as mento feel at least
S way of l\fe, orif they though: people in gene

‘somewhat unsafe (53 vs. 14 percent). These dif-

: ferences exrsted at each age level. To 1llustrate, ~
" 93 percent of all males 20-24 said they were very.
O reasonablv safe at mght and 7 percent Sald they
. were somewhiat or very unsafe, contrasted with

52 and 48 percent respectrvely, for: females of the. o
:fsame age; for persons age. 65 and over the compa—-]
P rable pr0portrons ‘were 66 and 33" perc_ent for‘; i

males and 29 and. 70 percent for females e

_ 'When out alone in their neig! borhoods at mght i
“a higher proportion. oftblac ~ white:

’lleved‘themselves to:
: ,lated"‘ o perceptrons of

T’portlon of resrdents regardmgrthe nelghborhoods as

120-24 and 25-34,.then declined ‘thereafter. Thus,‘
76 ,percent of those age 25-34. beheved themselves R

‘to be very or reasonably safe, but only 43 ‘percent Gt
~of residents age 65 and over agreed As “before,

'attrtudes about nerghborhood safety was
. quentral :

o celved :peril from crime mlght prompt s0me mdrvr-, v
" duals  to - consider moving-‘out of the . neighbor- - . %'

“in the nerghborhood either in the day or at nlght“‘?"

- lesser degree felt unsafe had not ‘considered leav-
- appeared to have some effect on’ Tesponses; vic-"

. tims were. twice as. hkely 2s nonvictims (22 vs.. 11" .
,percent) to, have consrdered a move In addmon, R

- "Cﬂme asacause . - f’ e =
- for act""tv modmcatuon o

‘.‘.fear of cnme “with general actr_ ity modlﬁcatron
‘Resldents were asked lf over the’ ‘past few years,
‘thelr nelghbors ‘had. done i S0 §pec1ﬁc -activiti

questron was a broad assessment of change,

: SAs shown in, Data Table IS maies appeared to: be shght
'more likely than’ females to say they ‘had thought about mov=: . 5
“ing. 'The observatlon s somewhet‘mlsleadmg hOWever, ‘be- o

' _/s/rffe.-'Ag"was also re-
,.ghttlme safety Theﬁpro—'f

at least reasonably safe increased between ages‘*f L

the relatlonshrp ‘between victim experlence “and

"\1 :

Cnme as a cause for movlng away :

It is not unreasonable to assume that a per-l.

hood: To: determme the ‘extent to whlch this view- .

~ point was shared by the resrdents of aneapolrs e

those who expressed ‘some: feelmgs of - mseeunty‘

(or both), were asked é{ they had consrdered mov- -
ing. Flfteen percent S, ‘d the situation ‘was.. peri-

lous enough to make them thrnlf senously about -

relocatmg, but 83 percent sard' it 'was not. Hence,f st
the bulk of: those respondents ‘who toa greater or.

ing the nerghborhood The trauma of thrmrzatron :

blacks or - persons ‘under age 50 were more in-

“clined than whites.or older persons respectwely, . .
to' contemplate leavmg the area Sy 3

(l

‘A senes of questlons in the survey assocrated S B

asa consequence of crlme, they had - altered thelr

were not. mentloned since the ob]ectrve Q)

i ‘the question mcluded 14 percent. ol all males.coat ted wi
. 53 percent of all females Thus,, 5 percent. totg




E e. in . the nerghborhood had hmlted or L
fv"changed their. activities because of fear of crime, s
- buit 68 percent’ rephed in a similar ‘manner ‘when_ - S G
. the activities of ‘people in general were consid- - © L g
. ered. Perceptrons abouit-the relative: tranqmlhty of - ‘ R ‘
V'one s own nelghborhood—apparent in other re-
sults of the survey—evrdently led: many respon-‘—"r L
.. dents to conclude that life in therr own vncrmtlesf
T contmued essentrally unchanged S !
S o Indlvrduals were-even less apt to suggest that :
. crime had ‘made an: |mpact on their’ own ‘personal
':’hablts, only 29 percent sard ‘they had changed
) thelr way of living,’ whereas sthe remamder said.
they had not. Thus; the overall pattern in this se-
. ries of questions’ was a dlmmutlon ‘in the propor- -
g “tion of affirmative responses @.e., that ‘there had -
- been an alteratlon in living patterns) ‘and a. con-
i comltant rise in negative responses as the group m
*'fi_questron became more: identifiable. ‘This finding is
. consistent with. ‘results of a study ‘based-‘on Na-.
' ,tlonal Cnme Survey attltude data from erght other
cities. 6 o
S Popu]atlon groups that prevrously were: shown '
" to be more fearful were also more apt to admit to -
e f changes i personal actrvrty patterns Women -
,.,;Were roughly twice - as hkely as ‘men to have al-
~ * tered their way of life as"a consequence of crime,
" a characteristic that to a greater or less'er"degree
~maintained at each age level. Similarly, blacks as
S a group reglstered a hlgher proportlon of affirma-
- tive responses than whltes (38 vs. 28 percent),
S although statistically srgmﬁcant drfferences existed: -
R only for ‘the 16-19 and 35-49 age groups. ‘With re-
. gard to age, semor citizens (age 65 and. over) were
‘more hkely than any other group to. have modlﬁed'
-, their personal actlvrtres, some two-ﬁfths atﬁrmmg B
o achange o : Ci ,

: 6Garofalo James Natlonal Cnmmal Jushce lnformatlon and = S
tatlshcs Servncc ‘Public Oplmon about ‘Crime: ‘The Attitudes: - Lo
of Vlcnms “and Nonvictims “in” Selected: Cmes Washmgton )
D.C U S GovernmentPrmtmg Ot’ﬁce, l977 L LT




,was the central i

B - consrdered to’ ‘be the most" unportan 'y
e selectmg the present: nerghbor]hoo , : o
" “the old one; Results showed th_lt crime was’ not af~-
- ‘common response in fact only 3 percent of those '»
*querled said - it -had’ ‘been the ma]or reason for ‘
ar leavmg the old nelghborhood and a nommal os

. »f*ff‘yfRe5|dentlal problems
. and llfestyles .

s The mmal attrtude survey questrons were - de-'
," srgned to: gather mformatron about certain specrﬁc w0
o V,,,behavroral practlces of aneapohs householders L
““and to explore perceptlons about a wide rarige of

S commumty problems -one..of: whrch was Crifne; As mentloned related matters, such as the

‘mdlcated in “‘the section entrtled “Crlme and Attl- g bad element" or

’ cettain: questrons ‘were. asked -of “otily one‘ :
»member of each’ ‘household, known as the house— g
‘f,hold respondent Informatron gathered from such, o
_persons is treated in this section of the report and -~
ffound in Data Tables 19 through 26 the peitinent

: :.,t,data were. based on: survey questrons 2a: through B
**g}_7b In- addmon, ‘the- responses to. questions 8a .
‘”through 8f, relatmg to cerfain aspects of personal
lifestyle, also are examined in_this. section; the =

" relevant questrons were -asked of all household‘,:,-

: meinbers” ‘age ‘16 and over, mcludmg ‘the  house- i
. "hold respondent, and ‘the results are: drsplayed am o
' " Data Tables 27 through 30 As can be seen from

. the questronnarre and unlike the procedure used

. “tudes,”

“in developing the mformatron discussed in the two -
: precedmg sectlons of this report, the" questxonsl
~ that served as a basis for the topics covered here
~did not reveal to respondents that the: deveIOp--
k ment of data on cnme was’ the mam purpose of”

- the survey

| Nelghborhood problems
© and selectlng a home

For most. persons ' :movmg away from a nergh—; o
: éw commiunity is an impor- i
tant event To de rmine to what extent crrme_'v,?
motivation for relocating, respon- .
"~-dents for households ‘that* ‘had - moved - relatrvely? i

‘ iborhood and into

recently (5 years or: less) were asked’.

- portion also said a low crime rate -

:respondents sald yes and two hl
_trmrzed mdrvrdual"” ving

T'(40 vs. 30 percent) Of those who rdentlﬁed pro

1enV1ronmental concerns, y
~percent: of ‘the . responses 8
- ized:or members of families earmng “less than“f, '
$10 000 'were more llkely than nonvrc&,rms orv
: weaithler mlelduals
e cnme the. most serxous nerghborhood prob

Ced decrsrons about shoppmg, household Tespon-;
; jdents were asked where they did- therr ma]or food ..
- shoppmg and what their: reason: was for. shoppmg
“there. In‘answer to the first. question,’ ‘74 percent:
'.-”.replled that nelghborhood stores were: customarllyr
_patronized, whereas 25 percent . sal‘,
_.--outside the vrcrmty Blacks grocery shopped out- - .
- _side the  neighborhood _
~ + whites. 'Respondents mamly pointed  to the ab-"
. ~sence’ or madequacy of. nerghborhood stores, or to -
-~ high prices;
i places but rarely sald cnme

than- those not. vrctrmlied to express drsco'

problems wrth ner

en.. Persons vrctrm—

respectively, ' to nsrderk

g”' JS

| Food and merchandlse L
’ :,Shopplng practlces

In an; effort to determme lf fear of crrme affect—

.they went . v

‘relatively - more than

A reasons for:..shoppmg in’ other

7"‘crucral factor behmd the chor'efof the curren<



remamdef " patromzed suburban facnlmes S

Three percent of those. who- sought entertamment

" "'the city.

5 utSIde Mlnneapohs did so- because of fear of
- ‘crime, whereas 62 percent did so because they'i.
referred the facﬂmes or found them to be con-:
venient, easy: to reach, or the. ‘only ones available. @ -
.‘Convemence ‘was by far the ‘most important rea-

- son g:ven by mdlwduals who usually remamed |n~,

A




. which : police effectweness might- be ‘rmproved '," - L

o Roughly 4 percent ‘did not know how

\.-'LOC‘.al'POlice.performance; G ’
TR T e T B e assessment ‘as age mcrease :
S Lo IR _when sex and race were. Controlled; even - th0ug i
) Followmg the senes of questrons concermng“.‘ the drﬁerences ‘were.not always’ statrstlcally signif-
- nerghborhood safety and ‘crime as.a deterrent to lcant Fmally, gender, whrch had been an’ 1mp0.
,personal mobllrty, mdlvrduals age 16 _and over:
‘were asked to assess the overall performance of ‘
the local ‘police. and to’ suggest ways Afany, in ences about the pollce

. Data Tables - 31 through 37, denved from- survey
‘questlons 14a and - 14b, contam the results on‘

. Wthh this dlSChSSlOﬂ is. based L e e Although favorably drsposed toward therr localv" _
: SR L O pohce most aneapolrs residents “nonetheless
i Are lhéy domg 'a"good'—”' R j oﬂ‘ered suogfge;tlons gn hwitiys 1o 1mprov§ p;)lllciei '
2 L -services ose who. had an oprmon about the
:_average, or poor job? pOllCe only 16 ‘percent elt: there ‘was’ no need for
" In ‘response to an initial questron on overalli - improvement; included in this group was a hlgher
- effectiveness, some 53 percent of the residents ~‘than average PTOPOFUOH Of semor crtrzens (26 Pf—‘,.
i felt the police were domg a good. ‘jOb 37 percent‘v, cent) “ : R
‘an average job, and only 6 percent a poor job. . A ‘variety of specrﬁc suggestlons ‘was. made o
>, tate the concermng the ‘most 1mp0rtant ’;w Vi to- upgrade R
*ocal authontles Although the query “did not pohce performance Two. of these, the, belief ‘that
- touch upon specific aspects of the job, it may be . more police were needed on. the force: (26 percent).
reasoned that the favorable ratmg—'une-tenths ~and that additional POhCC should be on duty in -
'reportmg either good or average—-—could be attrib- ~certain areas of the city or at certam times of ‘the e
~uted at least in pari to the prevalence of generally:, - day (22 percent) accounted: for sroughly half the G
positive assessments of nerghborhood safcty, as;_‘ “total: Also relatlvely common were the views that ch
g drscussed prevrously in this report e “the police could be. more effective - if they were <
Not all -the city’s residents were equally satls-' -¥more’ prompt, responsive, and alert; or it police=
fied wrth ihe performancc of the police. Persons commumty relations were better. Relatrvely few

How can the polrce |mprove"

\

' of dlﬁerlﬂg race gave the most Stnklng contrasta - lnlelduaIS Oﬁered the VleW that there WaS a need o

: S good ‘whereas 43 percent ; of blacks and 36. per-

. blacks were about 4 times more likely than whites ational practices, one-third to ‘quantitative or qual-

of whites age 16-24 but only 18 percent of blacks L0
S in “the . same age bracket sald the pollce dld a o

- their performance was substandard o

of opinion. Only 30 percent of ‘blacks, compared ~ for better trammg, a focus on more lmportant du-{ :

- with 55 percent of whites, judged the police - as._ -~ ties; increased- traffic control ‘or an end to dis-
: v cnmmatron7 of all recommendanons, ‘some two-:

centof whites said. they did”; an average job. Thus, fifths pertamed to more effective or efficient. oper-

to have rated police pertormance below par. . itative personnel matters, and roughly. one-fifth to
" z"Sharp differences of opinion generally prevailed commumty Telations. Eight percent of therespon-

- regardless of age level. For example, 42 perccnt' ses.could not be assigned to any of: th ategories
desrgnated on the questlonnalre i T

; "good jOb On the other hand 7 percent of whltes i
i and 34 percent “of blacks m those age groups sald .

* Persons.who ‘had,, been: vrctrmlzed over. the l-f.'
S Tyear reference penod were less lrkely than ‘Were.
" those who had not to rate. the’ police as good' (48:‘.
“ivs, 57 percent) and more lrkely 1o consrder them:
;'javerage or poor By the same token younger per-
sons: were more apt than older ‘ones to offer criti- -
o cal appralsalsv,,of the' pollce Two-ﬁfths of -the .
’:youngest respondents charactenzed ‘the: pol,rce :
ﬁ “good s but two thlrds

; ,.7For most of the remamder of this_di cussron the elght de:- e
ailed: response items covered in Question ‘14b: ‘Were ‘combined’
mto three’ categones, as' follows: mm“ m{y relalrons (l) “Be k

mcre courleous |mprove attltu :




v ‘ere 15 and l percent respectrvely

L ,;assocrated wrth age and vrctrm experlence Evenv

-though the. dtﬁerences were not always statistical-

ly_srgmﬁcant older persons -appeared more - dis-
- posed than younger ones to feel that |mprovement_ o

needs lay incthe area of personnel resources “(es-

he need for better pohce commumty relatrons

,~‘x"

"Whlve resrdents stressed changes in- personnel._
‘esources relatxvely ‘more than did blacks, who
""_'_;emphasrzed lmproved commumty relatlons B
~~ Within the latter category, some 34. percent of =
-,iblacks said the pohce should be more ‘courteous, .
- improve thelr attltude, or ‘advance community re:
i latlons and 10" percent- t'elt they should stop dis- -
"cnmmatmg, the correspondmg ﬁgures for whrtes'"

......

ecrally augmentmg the force) and were Iess like-"

ly fo. stress better operatlonal practlces or commu-‘ o

nlty relatrons As .an example, 43: percent ‘of the: ;
i \elderly said the. greatest need ‘was:for more pohce, B
. but :only 15 - percent’ of - persons age-16-19" con= "
»?lcurred In thls regard persons who' had not been: .

. vrctrmrzed in the precedmg 12 months were more

" likely than victims to suggest enlargmg the police " -
- oree. Victinis, by: contrast ‘'were. more apt to see
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Appendlxl
Survey data tables

-l;-H

The 37 statlstlcal data tables in thrs appendlx_.{

E present the tesults of the Mlnneapolrs attltudmalf «
- survey conducted early in 1974. “They ‘are- organ-"'.., R
~ized: toprcally, generally parallelmg the report’s .
r»vanalytlcal discussion,“For each subject the data’

* tables: consrst of cross-tabulations of personal (or =
~'household) - characteristics “and the relevant re-

E gsponse categorles For a glven populatlon group, . :

'each table drsplays the percent drstrlbutron of R
,answers to-a. questlon ) e

All statrstrcal data generated by the survey are

‘estlmates that vary in thelr degree of rehablllty' :
‘and are subject to variances, or errors, associated
_*wrth the fact that they were derived from a sam- .
-ple survey rather than a complete enumeratlon’
Constraints. on mterpretatron and other' uses. ot"' o
the data, as well as gurdelmes for determrmng Ll
their rellabrlity, are set forth in. Appendrx 11, As

o a general rule, however, estimates based on . zero. -
v OF On about 10or fewer sample cases have been:

_ ‘considered unreliable. Such estimates, qualrﬁed‘
. by footnotes to the data tables, were not. used for .

analyncal purposes in this’ report

~Each data table parenthetrcally dtsplays the srze"

of the group for whrch a drstrlbutron of responses -
Cwas calculated. 'As with . the percentages, these
x base ﬁgures are estimates.: On tables showmg the =

o

The ﬁrst six data tables were used in preparmg

3 'the “‘Crime Trends™: section of the report. Tables :
'_,7-18 relate to the topic: “Fear of :Crime’”; Tables. :
19-30 - cover

AV

answers of ' individual respondents /(Tables 1-18

; .and 27-37); the figures reflect an adjustment basedi:'fh 3
. on-an mdependent post-Census estrmate of the . e
[ city’s resident populatron For data from house-v s o
" hold’ respondents (Tables. 19-26), ‘the. bases were SN

rgenerated solely by the: survey 1tself

A note. beneath each data’ table rdentlﬁes ~the* :
L questron that served- as source: of the data. As’ an_ e
e "expedrent in. preparmg ‘tables,, certam -response i
c "categorles were: reworded andlor abbrevrated The N o
' questionnaire facsimile (Appendrx 1)) should be -
_consulted for the ‘exact wording of both the ques—l"k
L t|ons and ‘the . response categorres For questlon-- S
' nalre rt ms that carrled the mstructron “Mark all
i : " thereby | enabling ‘a respondent 10 .
o furmsh more than a smgle answer, the data’ tables S
: reﬂect only the answer desrgnated by the respon—_ T
IR dent as bemg the most 1mportant one rather than
S Aall answars grven. g L i

“‘Residential Problems and Life-
styles’’; and the: last seven tables display mform't—
tion concerning Local Pohce Performance ‘

N




e ?;’;: Table 1 Dlrectlon of cnme‘trends in the United States

(Percont distribution of responses for the population age 16 and over)

:Population cheracteristic ' e Total Sk Increased o Decreased 4_’.'} i seme ‘ £ “Don't }cnow LA Nk ejveilablef' i

35

AL persons. =<29o,7oo>?i‘ o wo . 5 EEriEEETT
Sex - BT B T PO D : S DR i
‘Male (129,700) ERETR N GUTA0060 R 70;.5 - R 75 S
: Female (161 ooo) S T 1oo.o S R kel T i B0
.Race B I R T R SRR :
‘White:® 273 100) o St 10040 SN RN - S By
-Black 1&mm) S R 100600 L M8y L B
a Other . (5,300) . , Sl 100400 E 3 0% AP ; 23,5

Thge o0t e e T s e
.16-19 : 28’,6002 Lol el 10040 T 6642 . 8.3 ' SR 2
20~24 {51,000) T L e 100,000 T L 70,2 ST Le2 T
25-34 5eam§= el : 00010040 R L2 L L3
3
3

2
2141
21,0

19.2°

7

3

:35=49 7 (45,600) i 1000 S 72487
50-64 (554200 s e s 100600 E o 1 .
_ 65 and over: (52, ooo) S 20040 L hGB A8,
. Victimization ‘experience . T S Lo E : L T : Sl e
" Not-victimized : (172,800) ) , 100,00 TR o s 1B T g 02
Victimized (117,9005 , o 1000 - LR LB 9 ka2 ST 0,3

O ks
Ak

ri{}-‘

- NOTE: Data based on questlon 10a. Detdil may not add to total because ‘of rounding. Figures in: parentheses refer to population m the group
1Est:l.mete, based: on Zéro. or-on about 10 or fewer: sample cases, is statistica].‘l.y unrel:.able. :

Table 2 Dlrection of cnme trends m the nelghborhood

(Percent distribution ‘of responses for the population age: 16 and over) R N x R

B ‘ S 3 o S L N o Haven'tli"red‘ ‘ ,_:7_"
"'Population characteristic P e Totel: Increased v Decreased e Bamen here: that, long ~ - Don't kmow - Not available

Hale (129.700) JE e e 100640, Be8i T 53400
Female (161,000) S 10060 heg N

: .7.'6“"5 g
a3 U100

1+ /10040
1100.0

J'ﬂ"; [RERT ,5;2,' T 50.6T ' Aok 90
e T GBI e B s T BER T T e g
e ‘22,9 - e [&14—-0 Sl ,-: 12.5. L - ,“.19.“;;

100600 (R 1% REERE
10040, 70 s 20a30
2100600 b 281
10040 25T 0324000
10040 N33R
1000 . © 30,0

25-34 - 58'300 ;
T 35~49" ;
506+ 554200

65 and- over (52,000)

o - Victimization expertence SR
o UNob victimiged (172 800);
. Victimized (117,9005

g "1',100-0; S g
100.0 _‘ ,~33 6, :

Detail may not add to total because\of roundingﬂ >
fewer sample cases, statistically um"li\able

'Data:baged on quest.ion 93.
im te, based on ubout 1




hE

~~Much 1ess J P T
dangerous et Novavailable oo

14. L

More
dangerous :

Popﬂetion"cﬁeracferisﬁic’ v e -:, Tc}j;al i

An persons (290,700)
' ’:'Sex R S ST I
o Male (129 700) B I iz [oLo M ¢
i Female, (161 ooo) SO 10040,

“White 5273,100) e 00,0 e e QG By Q T B R e g
Black " {12,400) Sl 900,0 T T AR U U102 e BT et g
7 Other (56300) - oo 100,00 AL 10,30 U560 29,8 10,87 5 ST RO

'.A_ge G e L R e g e ', L L ’ g f. LT ‘, L

16-19 28,600; S e 100400 T Ty . [ SR R . DR SR i

- -20~2h- {51,000) - SRR AE : -
{25234 ,58.300%:

53549 (45,600) " -
50-6L > (55,200) . o
‘65 @ndiover (52, ooo) LU e

85 g :_713.9&\\..

Vic’bmizatmn ‘experdence, B I T SUB A
' Not victimized - (172,800).. .. v 200,07 T G
Victimized (117,9005 a0

R W TR v T S T
*;\_37.’6, L "3,.3_, L ,4_128 SR 1,2

. NOTE: Data based on questlon 12 Detan_‘l. may, not ‘add to total becausé of round:.ng Fa.gur ‘si in. parentheses refer to populatlon in hevr mu Tt : PR
’-Estimate, based ‘on_about 10 or i‘ewer sample cases, is: statlst:.cally unrelmble. L k . g L e S

Table 4. *Place of residence ot persons committing neighborhood cnmes -

(Percent distribution of responses for the population 8ge 6 a.nd over)

“No ne:Lghhorhood ., : 1=’eople l:.v:Lng L Equally
e cr:.me R S here KR Outsiders by both’

.,394@‘. BT 3.79;’;;,’, ‘

S 'Pepulatioﬁ chéréctez;iet;.:c" - Don'tknow ~No£"'5}i§ﬁp‘b1e.

=

A]lpersons (290,700) S

Sex e T,
Male ( ) 5
, Female (161,000)
¥ Race S
. sWhite. . 273.100) ;
Black 12,1,00)
" Other, 5,300)
: "“"Age (RIS R
UR649. (38600)
20-2); . (51,000) "
253k (58,300}
2.35-49: . (15,600}
506 (55,5200
7 65, and over: (52,000)
. ’{Vmctimizationaexperience .
- 'Not-victimized -~ (172 &00)
 Victimized. (117,900)

. 5. :l. .

- VI‘DTE -Data based on quest:.on 9. ;
‘Estimatg; based on: aboub 10.or: fewer sample case



-+ Population charactéeristic. Not.available

All persons (290,700) : S

"Sex o
Male (129,700)
‘ Pemale, (161 ooo) w4

‘:"nace i
S White 3273 100)

RN Black: "(12,400) .
Sy Other ,300) BRI ST S R
T age 7.,;

16-19'.%28,600;; EICHE RS S

el
'Of‘“l\) .

"1&19" -
S 1
LSS
383
.'36-3;ﬁ"

20-2; - (:
25231, (58,3 -
: 35-&9‘1545,6003
506} i
. 65 ‘and over (52,000)

i Victimization exper:.ence “ LT
. Not victimized (172,800) . .
I Victimized (117 ,9005 o

vmo\,oam'mh Fovp Tl ,-f.i_"_’

SN ey

’ ‘.100,0 S e B3 e L 38

NOtlE. Data based ‘on- questn.on A5a. Detaﬁ may . not “add: to total because of round:mg.r Flgures in parentheses refer to populat:.on :.n the group. e
1Estimate, based on. zero. or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stat:.stically unrellable. . o S

i

Less serious

o kPopula'o:.on cheracteristic T

Al_‘L persons (290,700)

'Sex Sihe
- ‘Male': (129 700)
,‘Female (161 ooo)

L

506 §55 2'oo§'

o 65 and ‘over - (52,000)
timization experlence :
ot victimized - (172, 800)

ctinized (117.9005 _




'Populatmn characteristic v

m persons (290,700) 1oo.ov-~.. S130 0 es3 7 o A,
- Male (129,700) SR 1004000 108 BT :
‘ “Female (161,000) ;s G el 00200,000 1 L8 L 83430
Wmite 3100) SO 00,0 ;="_13.15~'1: 8542 L7
- 'Black - 12,400) PR 100,00 10080 8805 1.0
... Other (5 300) : ,f T U 100,00 TRl 8.5 22,8 ,
LR T e T e C 69 28600 e 12.4 . L
, SR RS I ) R 20-21‘,-'x51000 G 11,9 . i .
P Sl e 253, (58,300

23549 (45 ,600)
. ‘50—6h 554200
“: " 65 and. over - (52, OOO)
Victimization expe"'ience
- Neb vigtimized” (172,800)
- Vickimized ' (117,900)

[y

=

:

w0
@RRGAE
OB OV N

k NO'I'E Data based on quesmon 133. Détail may not add to total because of *ound:mg. Fig’ﬂigs
e i parentheses refer to population in the groupe o

1Estma’r.e, bas d

about 1 ,°r i‘ewer sample cases, is statlstlcan unreh ble.

Powlation charact.eristic L R
(290,700) N

g wA]J. persons

CSex

Male (1291700) ;
: Female (161 000)

s Race Tl

Wh:.te

7 Blacks

7. Othex ”

Bge oo
: 16—19

253

273,100)

,V:Lctmizatlon experience
Not: v:Lc’oim:Lzed (172 800).
: Vlctimz.zed .9005




Table 9 Neighborhoed safety when out alone durmg the day

: ‘(Percent distribution of responses for the populatlon age 16 and- over)

“Population’ characteristic

. Reasonably safe: ' Somewhat unsafe .- Véry unsafe” ;.

" TNot available

-A1L persons +(290,700) .

SEX o
“Male. (129,700)
- Female-. (161,000)

Race .- -~
> oo White z73 100)
g, Blaek 1z,L,oo)
'Other -(5,300)
Age:
16-19, “(28,600)
L R0=2L ~é51,000
= 25-3h- 58,300

35219, "545,600
506 (5
65. and. over - {52; OOO)

) Victimization experience

Victmized (117 3900

. Not victimized: (1725800)

. 53 1: :

Lo 6«3 R

'Data based on. quest:.on 11b. Detail: may ‘not add to total because of round:mg. 'F:Lgures in’ parentheses refer to population m t‘:
{ te, ba ed -on zero Jor: on about 10 PRy

ewer sample cases,; g statlstically unrellable. Ch




Table 10 Neighborhood safety when out alone during the day

L ,(Percent distribut.ion ot responses for the popu.lation age 16 and over)

whys L

: Populéfgiqn }ch'ai"a‘ctex"isfig :

' | Tobal e Very :saf‘ek, T ‘Eea_sonab}y safe - - Somewhat unsafg iy Veryf‘imskai'e‘l‘ R Not. available.

16-19:7(13,000) - ¢
o 20-24 (22,7003 "
C 2534 :(29,400)
3559 (21,600
£50=6l

: (24, 000
".°65 "and: over (18 900) i

:Female- )
16019 15,600)

35 - = f :
5064 (31,200)

16—19 oo)
R0=2 w.soog
©25-3477(53,400,
35449 - (h1,500)

! 1 600 oA
: .hoo R
25—3h 2,900}
35-&9 2,900

“Fo :
65 and crver (900)

100,07 87 T E I U Y- SNSRI 10,5 . 10,_0;‘ N "'10,02‘

00,0 s e R IC I R
W00 Rl

00,0 et e

65 and over (33 000)

< 710060
w0 10040:
100,01
C e A000 T
30060
110040 07

50-6, " (52,900) T
65 and over (51 100) K

“l00500

4 100.0: T an s

0.0 . esq o ass . agso el s

100400 B6R A N P S 002
1000 v i U805 FE AT A IR b

‘2.6 B

‘,.‘ _~:[“
LU Bege

1000
100,07 i
100.0

660 ¢

Ca00i00
L1000

100.0 " 69T
Rt 3,59.5"
100,075 <5 T 03

Detall may not add: to total because of roundmg.

L _' NOTE: ' Dats. based on questlon 11b,,
. ‘Estimate, based -on zero or.on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s stat:.stlcally



e

TabIe 11 Nelghborhood safety when out alone durmg the day i o .iit

(Percent distribu’oion of responses i‘or the popu.lation age 16 and aver)

‘fpoi,;lgﬁj’_m;cha'racterj_stic” o ;'qtal A ~Vexfy's,afe : k 3 »Reasonably ‘gafe . .. Somewhat .unsare’ : ,‘ : Vex-y 'unsafe’.'"’ ")l Not available o

Race, sex, and age . : STl et : B .
Wnite . S AL e e FRERE o TR
Malev’ - L T T : L s
16219 (124 100) 100.0

20247 (21,400) ) 100,0
25-34 (26,800) - ©.7100.0
35549+ §19,700g [ L 10060

- 50-8k: {23,100 G o 100.0 .".
65 and over (18, 500). R 100.0 :

16-19 (u, 760y, - R 1oo.o¢ B
O 20-2L 526 Y100} - T 100600
e2523)( 26,500 e 71000
35449 . (21,800) : »100.0:
50264, ~:(29;800) S 100600
65 and over (3,300)' o LU 10040
Black ok o
Male o o e . -

CX0,0 L L 0,0 e _:oo
: 149"0‘, . N ‘.‘10;.’0 o ,«(10.9_‘ SN
Y 010,0 TR RO e T 0,0
T - e PERRE S To PCo RO St R E s D |0 Mo R BRI

20,0, STRNER ) % Bl S ARG

SQ,0 T T T A0 0 s ST 0,0

w0 T g,
o 2040 L
DR S T

7 1 NEE DR

28,0

120,20

“20-2L; ' {800} 11100.0%
.,_:25_31* ‘.1’,‘600{ ; g
35-49.-°(1,300 X S
50-6l;.. (800) SoET 100.0 T
65 -and. over - (400) o 10040

Female i ST

i w16-19 00) R
2R0-24 (T, 6oo§ el L 100.0: R

252347 (1,300 200.0
© 352397 (1,600) LT 10050
4508 (1,100) L S 0000 0
265 “and: over (500) " e 100.0,,: :

M)TE Data ‘Based on questlon 11b. Detall may riot: ‘add £0: total because of: rounding. Figures mnarentheses refer “to: pcpulation in the group
L *Estimate, based on-zero or on about 10 or fewer sanmle cases, ids; stat:.stically unrelmbl‘ : : S ;




Y

i

"(Percent distribution ‘of responses i‘or the population age 16 ‘and over)

& Popﬂ.ation chevacteristic = - Totel . Verysafe Redsonably safe -~ Somewhat unsafe Very unssfe - Not aveilable. = -
B S T

Sex ) : Wl o ot S s o B : e

Male.. (129,700) 1000 a0 s e e
Pemle (L00) e o Ba R omEo oAl ok
Race S L T e T T T T R T ek

. “White 2273 100) ‘ 10000 e e 26690 T T 385 S 2040 S S £

o
M

T

Black :(12,400) e 100,00 0.8 T35, . . 21.1; Ll 2k,
. Other _5,300) , Gt Ll I0060 e 3940 T KR s 1706 . Al

BT TU6019 (28,600) T 00,0 3l 4065 ’ S 17,2.‘_ e 0,5
Corm I T 20-20 (51,000 10060 28,8 S Y I CRTP I RSy P F1. Ve 010,90
25-3k (58,300} 100,01 ED \35‘.?; Sl AL 60T s
. i ,
3

3549 (45,600 e e T 00,0 29,1 CL89RL T L 20,20 e T T R

50-6k {55200 R Lo ¢ T1s AT SRR - PUo I B e e RPN T 8BS

65 and over: (5z,ooo) L 100600 2 . 30.1,: E LT Rl b e R,
: Vict:mizatlon experience B ‘ e e L T T e T Ty

“Not. victimized -(172,800) L TA0060 i Rl TR '38;0 I R R~ o I3 L1867

Victimized (117,9005 T 10060 L 268 . ,:\;39.5.' R e T~ - R L R LR & Y1

MWOTE: Data based oil “question g Detail méy riot add o total becauss of rounding. -Figires in parenthee‘es ‘refer o ,pbpulgt:ibh;in the group: ...
iEstimate, basged on about 10 or Tewer aample ‘cases, is stat:.stlcally unreliable. N SR VI




vz

ok

B

S , Table 13 Ne.ghborhood safety when out alone at mght

- (Percent dlstribut:.on of responses for the populatlon age 16 &nd over)

‘ Populatidn»charée{;exjistic o - Total Very safe o " Reasonably- safe ‘Somewhat Pnsai‘e Very unsafe : Mot -available..
Sexandage' I e : L
wMale . . Ll S ‘ o
1619 (13,000 ; L 1006 - 4045 © 7.0 13.6 - 10,8 .
20-2, -7 (22,700 100,0. .0 . i L TG 6.2 0.6 -10:1 .
253l . §29-gg° 10000 0 os2 i e e 103
35-49: (21, 100,09 Wl 4346 Wi 3.25 10,87
50-64 {24,000 : 710000 32,00 49,8 TR 150 20,3
65 _&nd over (18,900) ~100:0 22,6 3 18,9 TP T 20,5
Female S T R : R PR s CLnE
16-19 {15, 600‘ 100. o' . 15.8 40,5 BR5 1q.se BN Yo p-1h
20-24 - (28,300). 100,057 s 15,5 36,6 28,5 19,3 LAQeR
© o 25-3) - (28,900) 100,00 17,07 R 2745 13,8 10,2
35-49 233,900, 100.0: - 48,3 - 35.0 - b28.3 - - 185 SAQLY LT
. 50=6l; 1 (315200 U000 S 18,0 31,4 3042 2846 AR T
165, and .over. (33, 000) 210050 buli - 22.9 .4 L2780 2 220,77 S
Race and ages ERTEE RISER . e MRS AR
" u16-19; (46,7oo§ o “100.0 32,2 QYT 2005
3?’??, (31700) 1000 o 93 B
3559 41'500; 110040 29,8 ‘13:‘7 : S A0 L
50-6l. (52,900): .0 100,0. <194 L1781 10,5 5
65kand over (51, 100) 100.0." 12, ©31.9 7 0.6 :
: 16-19 i, 600 i R ©23.0.¢ .‘;-eio.o.' )
0"2!+ 140Q o 16 3 o 8.1 = L 10-,0‘ T
STETS (2,900) " T.29y . 113,80 T 20,00
©35-49 {2,900) 23 ST 11,070
©. 50-64  (1,800). < 100 0 2131 33eh (R B - Rt s
= .65 and over (900) 100.0 19,1 B L2500 : ~> g

I\DTE'

Deta based .on: quest:.on lla.L
1Estnmate, based on zero or on’ about 10 or: i‘ewer sanple"cases, is statlst:.call i

Deta:.l may no’c add to total because of roundipg. Flgures :m parentheses refer to populat:.on 3.!1 the ‘grcup




(Percent distrimtion,of responses i‘or the pogalation age 16 and ove;r) SR ; 

“Total " o Very safe; “  Reasonably sai‘e " Somewhat unsafe " L Very unséfe»yf

, 41800'
St 50-6l, (29,800)
165 and overv (32 600)

202l
LRE=3)0

iﬁém gnv;; a
25-1.9 Eé 3())03

i &0 " ’
65 and’ over (500)

WTE Data based on questio::\ 113. : Detul may not addl to: total because of rounding. ¥ Figures in parentheses refer 0. pOpulation in the group




n: a'{ge 16 and over)

xk No.o Not ava:lable B

. Ma'l.e (18,300)
o Female (85,100)

o B BRI e
“Hlack %5,‘3003 LB 0,
Other “(1,700) . 76.’1 U o & I S
CUAgel o o L T e T
16519 .(8,000). 10060 e 2602 81 7
20225 °.(15,200) o - n10000 522 el e 5.6
B5-3)0 (13,7000 1 ST 10000 L A9 ';, 79457 &
3549 (14,4400) . 0 0080 9,9 e s S
50-6L {22,700 RIREREE & T 100,07 2. 4246 0BG o
65 and “over - (29,500) ‘ Qo srx

‘S.‘V:.c{;lm:.za‘c.lon experience’ _~ ?
CNot vietimized (634 900) 869
 Victimized: (39,Aoo) : e

‘ NOTE: ", ‘Data’ based on questlon 1ic.. - Detail may not add 0. total be}cause of roundmg. Figures i
I .+ in parenthesgs refer to’ populat:mn in the: groun. o 3 j S
1::Ntlmate, based o’ about 10~or l‘ewer sample cases, A5, statlstlcally unrel:.able.

- Peop]re in general o ‘  a People in nelghborhood "
‘ Yes "toWNo - Not ava1.1able - Tobal ™ - Yes.. " No ... Nob avallable o

Total -

. .Popl‘l,lé;“!}io'n ‘éharécferiétiéf

All }efsoﬁs (290 700)

12
S ,é&"‘é%o)

{(12,400)
300);

§273 1oo)

28,600)
(51;000)
. (58, 300

359 (57600
i 50~ 61«-

: (55,200)
.65 and -over (52 000)
'Vlct:.m:.zat:.on expe-r:.ence

" Not victimized (172, 800)k
; V:Lct:.mlzed (117 900)

NOTE Data based on quéstion. 16a, 16b and 116
J-F.,si',_med;e “based on about 10 or few



Table 17 Personal l|m|tation or change in actwmes
& because of fear of cnme ‘

(Percent d:.str:.but:.on of reaponses for the populat:.on age 16 znd over)

Populat:.on charac’cerlsnc e : Total - L xes L ’A "jNo- o -Not ava:_’l.able

< Sex and age B T S e e Sl o
: » “Vale ; I e et e e e A
R : . e wm(nme;ﬁu T 10040 B 75 R T&L,g,. W5f@
EEERE Peh ol e Rt 20=20 - (22,900) D e B e : V30u
: . i e : 25-34,° 29,u00 DRI W 10,6
35%49. - {217600) " =i 30,8
_ - +50=-64;" (24,000) Se
SRR e R e 65 and - over (18,900), ’
g ‘, R o : o ) : Female o "
T P T g (15 600) :
< 20e2 28,300
-25=34 " (28,900,
35-49 % (23,900
<506k (31,2000 o R
E 65 and’fcver (33,000) et T

¥ :?:,1"0_9 i

16-19 (46,700
20-2k §h7,500
d 12534 (53,400
ST B9 zl»l,SDO; L
S L 5000 (525900 i

65 and over - (51,190)

2
e 65 and over (900)‘: ‘
- ‘_Nom




Populatmn character:.st:.c

Race, sex, and age s

White -

Male : o
26:19.(12, 100 o
20-21," zl,t,oo
72530 . (26,800 )

35-49 (19,700)
,_50-64 A23,100) o
65 and- over (18,500)
Female
1619 z,

20=2" (26y 100)
25234 (26,5003
35249 (21,800,
*150~6l (-’-9,800)
' 34600)

"50-64 * (800)
85 “and over: (hOO)
Female
S 1165195:(900)
202207 (1 600)
L R5=3h (11300)
35-49. (1, 600;
" 50-6. (1,100
1765 end"over (500)

Data . based on quest:.on 16c.

Deta:.l may not add to: total becausb



L Kways Tived: in -Neighborhood

ﬁogséhoid‘:.havracf‘c,éfiis,"c.ilé» : {Total: :neighborhood .characteristics. VGood schools ' ‘crime

(Percent distribution oi‘ #nswers: by household respondents)
Sate from Lack of

choice *

By : . Characterism.cs :
R:.ght pr:.ce Locatlon of: house

ther and L
+not; avaﬂable R

‘M1 households - (88,800) 10,00 65

“Rage: . voa i e T ’ S
: wﬁtéﬂ{%ﬂw} o 100,07 R 1 P A
Black: {5,300) - 100,0 - 20T LGS Xk
Other -{2,800). ; +-100,0° - B i 13 CABY
i ’!Lnnual famnly :mcome R S s S
Less ‘than $3;000 (17,200) “100,0. b8 11,
100.0 11 :

L 83,000-87,499 §z7 4700
. $7,500-397999 (9,900)
'$10,000-81%,999: - (15, 600)
. $15,000-$24,999 - (9,200)

7/$25,000" and over: - {1,800

Not' available (7,500)

g :
A e g
L24.0
28.0
18,2

100.0:
R
L100.0 0
SA00.0
L0060 T

U Not victimized: (l,,95500)

Victimized (39 200 7:100,0° g 6’,2.’ S h AR

Ce136 T 0  —»_,,1.\67

1 yictimization. exper:.ence o GAn 7},'? e (RN S S S
g 100.0 B O R LR T R S o ) 1,80

s

388

710,507 a5 )
PR30 13,3 C45.37
6.8 010020 0 7.8
Kok Sz, KR
1,7 . 9.8 °33.,0
Lot RN 25.0 -
7.9 9.0

R Tl

9,7

395

s e oms
6O 1B :_.2;27,

<

b

s
&
.

-3
N
crowE W o
P St RN AV

2Es‘oima‘c.z—z, based on: 2ero or on about 10 or i‘ewer sample cases, is: statlstica]_ly unreliable.

: '_‘NO‘I'E Data ‘based -on question 28, Deta.ﬂ. mey not add %o total because of round:mg. Flgures in paren‘bheses rei‘er to: households m the gronp. ik

B Gharacteris‘bics Wamted better Wanted cheaper 5
Total Location of: ‘house. ;. " - house "% houge .o

E ‘Houséhold"éﬁar\écteris*t:ic

Forced om;. changed :

Living Tnflux’
arrangements ‘of’ bad

 Other ‘

Neighborhasd - “and not -

elements ' Cring. eharacteristics avaﬂablelb i

‘A1 hcmseholds (88 Boo) . 100.0 "'23.3 o3 B:; B
White 80,700) .‘ : RIS R 1oo.o‘,; 23,900 :13.L S
Black 5,3oog Sl S TR 100,07 1460 516 .2, B
SnlonOvhery, {23800 o e e e S :
i Annual fam:lly income - : i
' Less! than $3.ooo (17,200) ST
-4$3,000-$7,499 © 527,700) a
$7,500-$9,999(9,900):
- $10,000-814,999 {15 ,600)
e $15 '000—&1"999 B
. 1:$25,000. and over ‘(1,800),
~-Not svailable (7,500) :
: Victimization experience i
i Nobrvietimized {49 500)
‘Victimized: (39.2005

18

b
1362 0
S R3e

“'NO'IE~ Data based on: question ha, - DEtail)mag’ not add 4o fotal’ becauge of rouming. Figures_in par' theses
’Estimnte, based on zero-or.on abaut 10 or i‘ewer sample cases :I.s statisticauy unr: liable. -

‘x' to households :Ln the group. i




T Black:

k ' Table 21 Whether or not there are undesirable

; neighborhood characteristics
(Percent. dlst.ribution oi‘ answers’ by household respondents)

“‘Househald character*stic S motal v Yes . )No_"' S0 Not available . R e

K11 households (160 700) ©o 00, o«_*' a0 65T

White‘§150,500) SRR 'v1oo 0 oI 656
Biack (7,300). o 1000000360 6k
Other(3,000) ..o 10000 2 me2

Annual fam:ly incame . - o L R L L o
-~ Less than $3,000 (25, 100) CA00,0 T AT 625k ,;O.l_
- $3,000-87, 499 §h7.300; L ’ 100.0- LBk 65.2 R 1;(0.1
87, 500-89, 999 (47,300 S 300,00 374 62,2 L 0.4
"o $10,000-$14, 999 (28,800 S 10000 0 i 38 65,07 O
; s15,000—$24,999 20,100 L T 300,00 30,6" L6937 S k0
+$25,000 or mare (6,000)" - 100,07 . 274 725 3000
" Not-available. (18, 200) L S100.0 e 29.4 69,30 L2
- Vict:.m:.zat:.on experience S e e i T TR
o Not vietimized (100,300). 100,00 30,2007 7 69.6 10,2 5,
Victimized: (60;400) - vt e 100,000 403 59.3 : 20.4

$ = NOTEs Data based on’ questlon b, Detail may not. ‘add to t,otal because of’ round:.ng. Figures -
‘in parentheses refer to households in the group. : :
’Est:_mate, based on ‘zero or.on sbout 10 or .t‘ewer sample cases, is statn.st:.cally unreliable.

Table 22 Most Important nerghborhood problem

(Percent. distrlbution of answers” by household respondents)

g8 Hctls'ehold, characteristic

, “Environmental .  Public ~ °  TInadeguate = ‘Tnflux of Problems with Other and ?,-: -
Total Trafflc, park:mg problems . . - Crime- transportation schools. shopplng ‘bad elements neighbors - not‘. vailable

: All households
| ‘Race - ' :

(544700)

White 551".'3‘00)»"7‘1

2,500)-
“Other- {800)

Annual ram:.ly income

““Less. than. $3,000 " (9,400)

$3,000-87,499 uéun)
+1$7,500-$9,999 /(5;800)

VQ,momn&m&% uomm
1y 600 e

825,000 or mere.

Not_available (5, aoo)
V:Lctimi ata.on experience

“Not vietimized - (31
" Victimized . (24,400

)

300)

200,00 292 .‘,21\2:" AT aa;_ 1 CN 198 81,

110040
400,07
1000 X

N N
\.,?1:0.
TV
s
G
P
[2: 300 Bov ]
EPCE ] g
.
AR g
v
N
[
o
Py
v 5
owon
oO~oW

S Rl 29, :_All.h g
2 R6e5 0 2kl :
oBkeX o T2
C3ke2. ootk
'3.6‘1" L9
125.8. 028
28,5 21,

1oo.o~ v
.100.0°
17100,0
100,00 - -
100.0:7
£ 10000
100,07

PIFMENE O
00 ~I+HON0]

31060

OV H G E
e

1y
TloE w

...
0
o

Qo

‘ ﬁ3"2-.2
L2550

7100407
200.0

n

h109J3] 1' A9[‘e

M)'IE v Data ‘based on quest:.on 5a. Detail may. not ;add-to total because of rounding. . Figures‘
‘Estimte. based on zero or on about 10 or fewer somple cases, is statistically unrel.mble




N,

A S

SRS STt . Table 23 Whether or: not maior food shoppmg e e L e
S depein the—neighborhood N

Y ) : T D e o = K (Percent dlstr:.butlon oi‘ answers by household responden’c.s)

Household characterist:.c SRR T",t%l S Yes S e Notré{iailable

R B e T AI1 households (160,700) . © 100.0 .  gh2 251 06

o ' i . Race. - ol . ‘ IR S : ( s
: I R Lo d o White (150;500) (e 10050 T s e T Rhq 0.6 -
PR NS Hlack (7,300) " -~ ... o0 0100.0 : 6Ll B2 11,5

, : ' . Other (3,000) ~ " - 7 il 100L0 R T2 1.0 .

Anntial’ i‘am;\_'l.y incame : R O ot
‘Less than 33,000 (25,100) L 00007
L $3,000+87, 499 €I+7,300$ Dl 710040
U U87,500-89,999. (25400 . 1100.0°
810, 00081k, 999 28,8003 e g 00,00
: s15,ooo-$2h,999 20,100 o -100.0"
$25,000 or-mare - 5,900) : . 100.0. -
Not: available (18, 200)7 s 100407

10.3
. 0.0
209
(i::)

046
007

L

1S

; Coi
SNEFAg
DR 2 e PR ES RS
w
o
Ay

IP

o
T~
»

SRR P e "Victlmlzat:.on experlence G e T .
S S S .ot victimized (100,300) S 0000 ey
el : : SRR V:Lct:.m:.zed (60,500) T 200, 0’ . 73.8¢

o pRsgERy
jue

: (; NOTE:: Datd based on question éa. Deta:.l may not add’ to total because of roundlng. Flgures L R A
R An parentheses refer to households® in the group, : Sl ol D TR e
!Est:.mate, based on: Zero or on about 10 or i‘ewer sample cases, 1s stat:.st:.ca]ly \mrel:.able. el e L _— AN s

o i Table 24 Most lmportant reason for not domg ma;or food shoppmg in the neighborhood 4,4 '

(Percent distrlbatlon or answers by household respondent.s)

Household charactenstic

‘N’ nelghborhood stores ‘ : Inadequate stores \\ ngh prices o ,kCrbime, i Ncé,i available o ¢

AL households (40 hOO)

: B ‘1[“6

B rRace e
i White 37.100)
‘Black 2500) R { E
‘Other - (800).: e -5'53 S 20050 T R, 8
’e-,Annual famlly;income L T T :
o Lesg bhan /a3 OOL\ (7,600) Lol "

. $3,000-871499 éxo ,800) -

L 87,500-$9,999 {31800) ¥

©- $10,000-814,999 - £7,l¢00§

S B W A RIS G
.r,)\og__oxmoo ; R

315, ooo-sza.99,9/ 5,600
+ 7 :$25000.or more: (17500
. Notavailable ' (3,900)

> : Victimizatlon expenence E
=~ Not: v:l.ctimized :(25, 000)
 Victinized: (15,400)

BESRERE
BRI DR OW

VM)TE. Data based on question 6a. Deta:.l may not; add ‘to total‘f'ecause of. raundin Figures in arentheses refer o' households in'the group.
g ‘Estimate. based on zero or: on‘about 10 or i‘ewer sample _vcsses. is statistically unreliable. 2 )




(Percent disbribution of an.swers by household respondents) S

L suburban or
- Total: . 7,neighborhood

L
e
J?

All households (160.700) 100.0 e g 53 8

JWhite §150,500) Clege e 1100400 :51«'-. s

RN, -

7 Black 7,300; e e 00600 T Bl

“ = Other  (3,000):" - f R S R10040 7 8.0

- Anmial’ fam:L'Iy Income: " Sl T "
"~Less’ than: $3,000 (25 100) P 100,000 g, 3 .
~$3,000-87,499 iw 3003 Pl Qe 50k
' $7,500-89,999 " (15,400) 710040 L 2 5706

L ‘310'000,-311@'999_‘v: 281800 S . > 00,0 B 66'3
. '$15,000-824,999 . (20,100) 5 L 200,0 ¢ T 6306
+.$25,000:0r more (5,900) ¢ il CE e R
“/Not.availsble, (18 yR00). -7 i 00,0 ) T VB0 T

-

ion: experlenc" s ST e Ry
R “Not ‘victimized . (100, 300) PRI e 508 L
R Vlct:.m:.zed (60, l. ) i 2000 58.7 o

: f_M) Data based on question 7a.‘ Deta:.l may not add to total“because of round:mg.
Shnivdn parentheses refer to- households in the group. . )
lEst:.mate,




Fa L S T (Percent distributlon of answers: by household respondents) :

~Type of shopper and. "\ e Better '.‘Better 0T Mores o Better velect:.on, Crime in; "~ Betber . .. . L. Prefer stores,. Other and . -
household characteristlc Sude o “Total  parking transportation comren:.ent more stores other.locatinn . store’ hours Better prices loc;a-l;.ion, ete.. not available . =

- Suburban (or: neighborhood)

shoppers SRR : SR e T . . : s L e :
All households (86 aoo) 100.0 B2,007 0 TR B e B0 T s L9 TR AQU3 i N0 T A0a6 0 8.1
. White (sz,soo) 010040, 2R 23 47 E 0,8 s YL 0 909 - Yy

: 7 U.Blagk " 523/‘0 ) e 210030 13,37 AL PR 02040 . Tg 5 273 17,1
Ui Other' (15608) ST 1000 7214,9 7 o 2 A0 A4 S 20,00 SAA0W0 L 2k,E e 15,9
Annualfamilyincome", : WA_ Plw : : e - R A
~Less thnan '$3,000: (9, 900) <1000 0 83Ty 01000
$3.000-$7,h99 §23 800) 10040, 22,3 8.5 "

:87,500-89,999 - (8,900) 10040 - 2343 11,1
slo 000-$14,959 (19,;00; 210000 23 7.6
*.$15,000=824,999 . (12,800) " “100.0° " 26,4 T

- 25,000 or more (2,800} " 100.0. " 38. 3 28,3
Not available (9.zoo) 100,07, 5.8

9 yictimization expsrience
: Not:victimized- - (50,900) *. 100,
" Victinized (35,5005 S 00

: . Dountovm shoppers ; R
PR “AL households (68,800) 10060 e

Sl Whlte 63,000)" w0 100600 UG
i Blaek; - A,soo; G T 10060
‘Other: : ,300 ¥ T 100600

o Annualrumiiyincome e ; .
i Less than $3,000 (lL,AOO) ;10040

$3,000-37,;499.. §22,500) » 100 0 Q 1

= :874500-893999 - (6,000) ,;; 1000
$10,000-$14,999 é 4900 7100407

'+ $155000-$24,999: - .hoog : 100.0
$25,000 or:more. (<4700

Not* lvnilable (7 800) ¥
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Table":27 Change in the frequency with which persons , L
: went out for evxening entertamment T e
o (Percent dlstrlbut:.on oi‘ responses for the populatlon age 16 and over)
‘ Popﬁa‘cioti -character:.stlcf e Total 7'.'M‘ore i same i Less SNt avai;sble,
 ALL persons (290 700) 100.0 - 20.2 .. W6 .. 3k ‘
(139,700) 1000 R0.2 463U 332
: Female (161 ooo) 010000 020,20 S 3030 3643
Rlace : P T S R
“White . %273 100) S . 100.0%°
‘' Black (12,400) S € 100,00
Other (5,300) "~ . .- ++100.0
CioAge LT B
16-19 v28»;;600, +7100,0;
oL 20-2k {51,000 +1100.0. -
- 25-3k.(58,300) -100:0:
3549 Ew 1600 1100,0
- 50=6L- ! (55,200

: M)TE-

p :
-65 and over (52,000)

=~ Victini
“o Not vietimized s (172
Vi timlzed (117 900

zation experlence
800)

o

‘Data based on quest:.on 8b..
i parentheses. {'efer 10, ;population in the GrOUP s
’ IEstn.mate, based on aero or on about 0 or fewer sample=cases, ;Ls statlstlcally unrehable. o

Detall may not add to total bﬂcause of round:l.ng.




Most |mportant reason for mcreasmg or decreasmg the frequency - g 5 g
i with which persons went out for _.evening entertamment T ST

(Percent distribution of responses for the population age 16 and over)

‘Type ¢f change in frequency = - .’ . B ) Places. o G Tpanspor— . oL Activ:Lties, R ,Wex"xt;vt'o,' Other and not.
and: population characteristic Total -Money . go, etc. . Gomremense healt.h -tation .. Age Fanu_ly etes - Crime - etc. availeble -

; Persons gomg outmore often : . e : PR S LA . L B o RIS
Allpersons (53,700) 10040 - 19.0 233 0 306 L 2300 8.0 133,80 88 10,00 13,7 5.3

mu(%mn- vi@”fmﬁﬂ%A;@WJ,‘TL
- Female (32,500) SRUT100640 0 e 26,870 03
‘Race PERSEIE T
o White. (55,500) 10040 019.0.
 Black ) Ea ,100) . - 7100400 20,2
. Other (1,100 . T 100,0 36,90

._.
;
V)
o0 o

By
=N ON
N
woe
O

.

~::“' i
SN
..

3

H‘Q.MB\O o
e .

[= P RELCR N

10,0 s, 5.3 00 10.5' e

S : i6-19 -15.5003 S + 7710040 L5 -

S e i 2020 (16,100 710040 22,60
ER © 25234 11,600)' ST 10040 26
35-1‘9» 6,300). P T 100,00 .19
- 50-6- (6,600} 7 100.0- 713,
65 and ‘gver - (2,700) SN 100,000 0

Victmization experience SRS i
"Not victimized -(29,500). . 100,0. 1T
Victimiged (29,2001 - 100,020

e

Rk

1805 0 10,00 22,3

459 T eal At B 6
18 9.3 2000 126 ki

3N
e
1
oo
WA
e
AN
g
:

Persons going out less often L :
A1 persons (101 600) 100:0': 29.60 5

&
O

S
®
3

.
O
=

s
0
o

s
iNe)

S
B

e
[
N

:
o
F

3
o
&

g
A
O

g
N

Male (43,100) S 100,00
Female (531500) S 10050
Race : B i :
+ White: (94,500)
't-.f' Black: - {5,600)."
Other (1,400).

e
"'r,'l6—19 7:‘700)
' R0=2/, (204 500;
. 25-34:(23,000)"
35449 (1 0 o
w5064 {16,700
765 and: over (19 aoo)
: Victimization experience .
Not victimized ~(58; 000)
Victimiged  (43,500)

: NO‘IE Data based ‘on question Bb. Detail m&v not add to total because of roundin "VFigures in parentheses refer to powlati‘ :Ln"the group.
‘Estimate, based on. zero or: on abeut 10 or fewer sunple ceses, is stat:.s’c,:.cally‘unreliable.‘ e Gl S




: Population characteristic

o \'Total' Inside city : f About ‘equal CUNet available i e
A]J. persons (221 500) +100.0° B BTN S S0

m1e (103 eoo) - 100,07 [ 70.8: 1503 13,8 BRI e T R
Female (117.600) 1-100.0'; 72.2 16T 110 RIS 1075 R

Race "« ¢ : TR SIS SO
White (208,800 5100400 70:7 16.0:. 2.3 R A
‘Black: 8;500;, = 2:100.0 el 85.4 L7, 9.9 S 30,0

; Other 1,200 - 100, o Ll 8.8 SRR 23,8 »30,07
16—19 +{27,300) <100. 79,9 12.2 .9 30,100
20~24 {47,800 277100.0. $18.9 11.6 9.3 20,2
25-34 - (51,200) - . 7100400 7141 © 16,2 12,7 30,07
.35-49:(35,900) o 100.0 o Blely 18.8 v 164 20,1
1 50-61 (37,600 7100000 R ) Y O 19,9 1557 - 30,0
65 and over (21 800) 1:7100.0.7 ‘70 5 18 6 ©10.8- - 202 .

" “Victimization experience SR e T AR G

Not victimized . (124,500) - © 100,05 <170k 12.3
Vietimized (97, . : ;100' ) ;‘1‘&.2 1244

i

;'M)m. Data based on questlon Sd.

Deta:.l may not .add to total because of roundmg. ;
;- 1Es'!:i.mate, based on zZero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is® statlst:.cally unreliable.

F:.gures in parentheses refer to populat:.on J.n the group. o




Persons entertained outsii

(Percent distribution of responises. for the" population age 16 and over)

‘ vTable 30 Most |mportant reason for usually seekmg evemng entertamment insude or outslde the clty

Type of place and popu-

" Friends, -

Qihei‘ and -

A persons (35,500).

Sex
- Male' (15.900)
Female (19, )’ ‘

508, (75500) 0
;65 and- over (I.,IOO)

v1ct:|.mintion experdence=
/‘Not vigtimiged - (215700)

S Vietimised - (13.800

: Convem.ence, " Parking,  Crime-in - ~ ¥ore Prefer Otjier area r
lation characteristic Total - etcs S traffic. .- otheg place to do” ' facilities mozfe expens:_i.va e 'relatiy'es not available -
: Persons éntertained inside eity B s . : ’ e -  .’ .
‘ AI_'L persons (158.500) 1oo 0 65.3 I 0 10,1 b5 17.5 Sl,00E Tl 2.3
Male (73,500) ~1oo.o 5 61149 1,3 T0.L 7ok 17.6 S1.2 5ab 2.3
 Female (85,000 - 100.0 & 0 2002 6.0 Vb 0.9 6.5 2.3
" Rage . : o o R : S . o S
“White’ M?,?OO) ~65.0 R P K 10,1 6. S 1749 1.0 ) T2:3
“‘Black (7, zoog 6.5 Y197 10,0 haT 13,5 32,2 C79 13.3
_ou;_er (3,600 : j’75.h %09 10,0 be2 ot UBG U7 10,0 10,6 10.0
2716-19 (21, ,800). ; 'm.z/, : f’o.9 10,0 8el; 77 713 % 30,107
- 20=RY, 37'700, . 663 2O 20,0 99 16.3 10.9: S ha8 Loy
2523y (36,300) 7580 CU.20 UTTUA0,1 8. 23,2 1,0 SRR 2.
35-&9 23,100 i 69 = 20.7 .720,1 Y 3T 21,3 . 11,0 566 C 2T
50-6ly (249200 WO O Al 10.4 2,0 18, 109 b2 3.6
27765 and over. (15,400) 1100,0 © L 65,5 3. 0.2 11.3 13.7 213 12,2 247
Victimization experience G AT LT : ’ S " L S
‘Not victimized (87,300) 100.0 65,2 1.2 1051 SR8 : 1049 6.7 2.6
 Victinized (71, 200} “100. 655 1.0 10.1 25 o 1d 5.3 19

“- U NoTEs - Date baged on’ quest.ion ‘Ba..
1 lEstinute. bued. on uero or:on about: 10 or tewer smple euea, 18 statiatienuy um'elinble.

Detnn mu/ not add to totll becluse of

e ————




' ,Victimization experience < .k

Table 731 Opinion about Iocal pohce performance — B =

(Percent distribution of: responses for the populaticn ‘age 16 and over) R o i e SR £

~k‘~;Pop|ﬂ.ation “chaz%acterisﬁic ST T Total " Good ERRRETy . Average: e - Poor . SR .:Dont*t !cnow L : Not aveilable .

‘Ali‘persons (490,700) S 10000 BB T ks s

;—
s
S
O
o

“Sex, : S : : i S
o Male’: (129,700) ﬂ S 000 7 G T BB T 3T
Female (161,000) . ©100,0 T B3 e 35.9
Race ; e R SR g o
W White (273 100) IR T e S 10080 W T T GR BR 0
“Black Elz hoo) - i 100.0 EEIRE 1Y A S A3el
Other” ,300) S i 110040 © L 40l1 : 419 -

LR
onN

g §
13

o
e
o.N

L

e el
~3 0
[YCT S
N

16-19 ze,soo g LT e 100,00 T KoL o _468
+20-2l: (51,000 : : 10060, RS o I/ R k63
25-3. 58.300 Tl S I10040 48,3 S & s
35-49- (45,600 L 10040 © . 5506 - 35-7‘,
5064 (55,200) @ S 100,00 63437 28,8
|65 ‘and’over (52 000) S 10040, 665 : 24,8 .

N~ BN =30

e e el e

U0 oW
by

ovww By
DS
SRR aOR Rl

AV RS}
&
Q
$
w

“Wot victimized (172,800) . 10000, . oE73 339
Victimized (117,9005 s T 100.0 RGeS sl

o0
.
Py

: _M)'IE .Data; based on questlon 148, Detail may'ndt add to total beeause of rouxid:mg. FJ.gures in parentheses refer to populab:.on 1n r.he group
- 1‘x:‘.s{;imz-ﬂ:e, ‘based on- zero ‘or on about A0° or: fewer sample cases, is statlst:.cally unrellable e el S s
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i Table 32‘ Opinion about loca! police pertormance

v
i

: "(Percent. distribution of responses for the population age 16 and over)

: Pbpilatibn;chaiiactéx;is’tic L. Total . ., Good - . .  Average 4 - o Poor onitt know Not ‘available

D07 Sexandage ol ST e e U ,f,' o ", S e Sl
L S Mae Sl , SR R R R g . RN e
- : 16-19 (13,000) 0 0 SR FIRTIE N T TR : o : L
20=24: (22,700) v hbe6
o 253L - (293400) - iy K0T
3549 (21,600) " - 35,6
O 50u8, {24,000 t 29
e 65 and. over. (18,900) : 2649
g ol Female - e :
L Gl 16-19 (15 600, : ST T MR
G 02k (28,300) P | ST
T TR -25-34.7.(28,4900) - RO 5 oV R
035-49{ 23,500, 350
50-64; .. 31,200 R 28,3 e
65 &0 over (33,000)‘;‘ 235

: * Race andafe

10,5
10,1
0,2
H ;10.2‘
20,10
g ‘!lo.~ :

LI}
e

: KN ’OI&
S A
20430
Coaga
L1037
IS VR

mu\nb,oy:o Wink onoo
NBHOLUO. Bim o R

o S w e R
- S0REES FRELREE
=2 O =N =J o B

50-8l+ {148 s
165 and: over (900) AR
i‘DTE Data based on question lha.

Detail may not add to totsl because oij‘ rounding.

Figures z.n parentheses refer to populat:.on in the group.

S52
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Table 3§ |

Oplmon about Iocal police performance =

(Percent distribut:.on of responses i‘or the populatlon age 16 and over)

Poplilatioir characteristic Total 'qud Average * Poor -/ - Don't know - Nobt: available:
S Race, sex, and age P S o
Cemsn, o White o S RIS o
S Lo Maler e e LR Sl . ’ RN
: 71619 7(12,100 10040 - bk ARG B AN 3.3 20,6
20-2L (21,400 : 10060 T 51,2 INES 8,0 346 30,1
253, (26,800). 11100.0 - 4849 40.8 S5 a3 F10,2
3549 (19,700) .- + 100,0 S 5645 o5 CBe9 2560 20,2
50—64 23,100 2100,0 . 62,8 2945 R a2.8 30,0
065 and over (18, 500) 100.0 Ble5 27.3 2,9 542 10,2
Female . : R i : e St i
16219 (14,700) e +70100¢0, L4001 ~ 49.8 64T T340 20.5
20-24, (264100 100,07 Sl h5el 5.8 6.2 10,3
25-34;. (26,500 100,0.-7 7 ° 50,3 - 40,5 L5 - A3 30,4
35-49 {21,800) 100,0 5946 S8k L2 1.9 S 10,0
50-64 - {29, 800 LU A0 e T Bl T 284 3230 © 346 o 30.3
65 and over (32 600) 100,00 w6746 12345 23 645 « ; 10,1
g Black S . . i i o B ) i
" Male : : P S o RIS e,
16-19: - 7003 -.+100,0. ; *14. 13148 45.7 : %504 10,0
20-2 (800 ) - CA00.00 T 3Bl 135.0 35y 18,3 300"
o 25-3)(1,600) 300,07 T R 46.2 R 26,9 20,0
.:35=49 .300) 10040 25,5 5241 119.7 ¥2.8 . 30,0
+50-64 800) 100,0 *1 Y S e s v 8.7 220,07 R ka3
F..+. 65 and over (400) 100,07 8307 7.8 19,2 20,07 30,0
L1619 900) S ~.10040. 1 (¥10,2: 333,5 SRk 1649 30,0
< 20-2d 1,600 7710040 SRRty 5545 9.3 . 0,0 32,1
25230 (14300} 100.Q. e T M2, T 652 =h8,2 35,5 <*0,0
3549, (1,600 100,02 o < 29,70 ChSek 15,1 279 Ly
150=6) " (1,100) 100,07 38,9 vB33.7 1155 211.9 ¥ 0,0
65 and over (500) © 30040 v A5h5 ué.v ,‘0}.0 118.¢ 0.0
: NOTE Data based on queselon 1&&- Deta:_l may not add to total because of roundlng. ) F:Lgures in paren'hheses refer to papulatlon 1n the group
B R 1Es’c1mate, based on, zero. or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, As stat:.stlcally unrel:.able. L g <




Table 34 Whether or not Iocal police performance
needs Improvement L

(Percent distm.bution of: responses for the popmation Bage 16 and cver) e o el

'Population characteristlc SR . Total ... - Yes o No . Not available

ALL persons. (277,200) S 10040823 161 16
CoBex . ' e ST e . ,
‘Male (124,100) . T I100,00 - 8R9  ABs L L5
. TFemale (153 1oo) R, . 100,07 8L8- U165 g
}’.Race ’ e D I P = : o
White (260, eoo) ST 10040 g2 1643 : .5'
Black, (11,600) S - 100,0 Tl g 212,90 o e T Lae
Othier a,eoo) ST 10040 i 8645 135 0 30,0
fge A A e S
16-19 (27, 600 e Sl 00 100,00 19042 B 1 S 95 A
SRR R R 25 553400% ¢ 0 o o 00,0 ¥ 859 12,2 - C19
L e o Lo 359 (43,900, 100,00 82,20 T 16,10 Ty R
: @ e 3 50-64 . (53,300) SLia o 10060 s P8e6 T 719,87 : 1,5
. 65-and over ' (48, 700) Ju 10040 CM2eb 2601 s 1.3
' Victimization ‘experdence . .. O E e T D :
“Not victimized (163,600) " S 100400 8045 .. . 18,1 SRS Y A
Victimized (113,600) i 10000 T 849 0 3.1 2.0

: M)'IE Data, based on quest:.on lhb. Detail’ may not add o, total because oi‘ rounding. k‘Fi.gurés S
o Tdn parentheses refer to populatlon Ain the group. : : o S e, s T
AEstinate, based on zero: samp.-.e cases, is statistically unrelisble. " - ST e L e Sl e

Table 35. Most important measure for Improving Iocal potlce performance

(Pe..cent dist.r:l.bution o!‘ responses for the populat.ion sge 16 and over)

S R S e UL sex Cet B._‘age, = . R - - 5 !géﬁ L BN Victimisation e_xErience R
G L e AL T TR T T ~ o B;andiot Lo

P LT . L e persons g " Other 16-1 - 2535 35 =49 50-8l. over - victi.mized . Victimiged .
Most important, measure ;. (153.800) (7u,soo) (79.500) (w..aoo) (7.100) (z,aoo) (15.900) (28.300) (aa.aoo) *(26,200) (28.900) (20,100) " (85,400)" - ,_(68v3,°°)

1oo.o 100.0‘.'1 1oo.o: : 1oo.oy‘v 100.0} 100,05 1oo.o 100,0. -+ 1oo.o 100,001 200,071 100,05 1 10050 ",'1()0.0,.

9,2 Cer
9.2

21,1
6

; L 33.1 L3260 33.6' 3&.
A e e R5e9 Ty - 2gaB i RT3
‘Better tradning = 702 B 6.3], :

~0pentiona1 practices PR e T

o Totals " O B0l T 388 _,;1,2,
Focusonmorcimportant. St e e T e

U dutiesy ebG. L s 5,5
Greatexz’promptnesa, etc. G TG0 Go13a7 0 I | i
;2% Increased traffic: control . l42 : BRI T R Wi | 10,000 3
oo More: pol:lce certain ERRCY ’ : T e
S g arees, times TR R B
“ Commit,y relationa I
oo Total’ : - 16, .
Cmu'tesy. attitudes. etc. s I
Don't discri.mlnate : = 1,9 "1 1.9‘ ;

“‘i?’"oihex- T (RS é.j gy T

‘.~1,43‘-'9f_ 1

21,8

L mmo Dstq based on; question lhb., Detsail may not, add to total becauae of roundin Figures: :
; ‘Estimate. baged on zero or on: abom: 10 or fcwer ssrrple casos, is statist,ically unreliable.._ o




<
. I
S

Table 36 Most important measure -for improvmg'
3 Iocal pollce performance

(Percent distr:.bution of responses for the populat:.on age 16 and over)

" Female.

Race and age

Personnel Operat,lonal Community

B '.v"?opx:latiOn'characterisﬁ{:' e To*bal "7 vesourcest pract.:.ees .= relations v,‘»Q’cher‘ e k

Sex and sge
Male: o e
16-19.7(7,200) e 110060
S20R2L - (,000) T 10040
. 25-34-(18,300) oot 100600
. 35-49. 480 ke 100600
50-6l (135600 ) L 010040 G
65. and over (8,300) o ©100.0

o 46.& "'26.7 -
38,9 - g
. 38al:
<3920 -
36
37 1

16519 ° és 600) SRR REREE O (v's Mo Ml Ml by - ARG ;51.0;,
20-2 - 14;300) - o CLA0060 e Ak e T

25-34 (16,100)  © :* et T 100,087 25,9 :
35549 13,5005 T 20000 5T RgeR
50-6ly. (15,300) . vl 100,00 L - 45.1 L 39eR

65 and over (11 aoo) S 10040 - EREAE L T T

e

HOONE ONgvd Twits ooy
: 20

bbbl il

B E Dl

White T R :
16-19 11;,600_1. S 100400 22,6
26uly
YRR,
REVES
8¢5
569

SR
h5a9
02
Y Y T
4749
“312,0

20-2l (26,400 7100400
2534 (31,600) . 0+100.0
35-49". E-?lnooo ol 100400
- 50-~6k. - (28,000 : 100600
: 65 and-over (19,900) S 0060
,16-19 {1 J300) - E T 100000
B0-2y ,500 R 10060
; 25.34. 15800) i 0 LT I0060
18549 (1700 ) s v 10060
o 50=6L 700) ’ L 10080
‘65 gnd ‘oyer (300) S 100. 0 i

)

NOOWOY - HOONI G
COOF®MN.  WOF B0

R e

}NOTE "Data based’ on quest:.on 1Lb Detall ‘may. not, add to total because of round:l.ng.: Figures - )

- in ‘parentheses refer to populatlon in the -group.
; 1Estunata based on zero Qr.ion about. 10 ors fewer sample cases,

’ stat:,stlcany ur;reiileble.‘ vf_,



Table 37 Most rmportant measure for improving
Iocal police performance

(Percent distzibution of responses for, “the population age 16 and over)

o e C T . Persornel ' Operstionsl = Community S
: : Pbpulation characteristic <, o Tokal . i resources practices . . relations Other =
S S e e ’ Race, sex, and 8ge ) . : R . T R P
o . : ’ Male .. .- : : S U o
1619 (6,600) . ‘ 100.0° g U g T e 2306 ‘
N '20-2h-(13,200) .. oo 100.0 2380 0 LT 38,9 T RBR B SR R
ST 2530 0 (36,700, i 10040 29,20 T 1039,3 LRL.8 . S = S e

35-49 (11,7009 . 100,00 363 0.2 15,2 o
50-64,. {13,200 S 0710040 B3pR 0 T o362 T Bh
P : o765 androver - (8, 200) S 100600 48,0 N 3 B e B
< g - ‘Female A o L ’ ST S
BRI .'16-19 84000) - .o 0010040 - 18,9 BLg T 21,9
-20-24 . (13,200) CE00.00 e 19T COlBW T 2h46
25-3L - (15,900) o T 010060 T 26,7 L Bl 22,8
35-49. 12,300 B 2oA00.0- 7 R1e9 SR~ © 134
750-64 (147 Sl 010060 < 458 N -8oly
65 andovex' (11,700) S 100400 B0k S 356R Ty 5.2
7 Mele - STIOR T Sl T R :
o o L 16-19,-r6003’ o o0 100.07 0 T219,0: i 13,8 L5542 . 112-1
20-2k {700 , e 100,0 o 210,60 o Ag) t_,ﬁ:,v?_,;;g@.a e AA0E
2534 ,1,100) i 100,0 :117.7‘”"““*'121” TSl AR T
35-19 {800 Do 100400 s e 310, T T BSely v 20,0
7 50-64 7 (300 100,070 3040 T 123,3 - CUALBGT T 30,00
65 and over ("100) Cr 10060 U L 20,0 '153 8'-. 323,11 123,1 -

c

0OV T 0 N0 oW
.

RWnEER. NOWeO N

e 8 & ®

~ Pém v R N S e e
' 16~19 (600) S 10000 Mee L 26 s Y9
CE e 20220 (B00) e 100,0 L RS AL K750 33,8

i R e 253l ﬁvoo 100600 Rl 8009 T R0 T Ml
Sl L I e T 350G (900), 00000 0 R L L0, s BR2eQi U300 :
: C 50.54 “(400) T 100400 30,0 ) s T 220,0 R B040 T M0
I, 65 and over (’100) Gy }J.oo. B % P S ;7,466.7 0,00 T 30,00

iNOTE: Data based ori quest:on Uy, Detail may; not: add to total because of roundlng.,,Figures R
£7 4 7 inparentheses refer to population in the group, i :
. 1Estimate, based on: zero or on sbout 10 or- fewer sample cases, -is stmtlstlcally unrellable
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Survey mstrument

Form NCS 6 the attltude survey mstrument

contams two batterles of questrons The -first of
" these; covermg rtems 1 through 7, was used to
o elicit data from a knowledgeable adult member of
"~ each household (i.e., the household - respondent)
, Questrons 8 through 16 were asked drrectly of
" each household member age 16 and over, includ-
ing the household respondent Unlike the ‘proce- ) ’
”F_dure followed in the v1ctlm|zatron component of '
" the. survey, there was no- provrsron for. proxy res-
, 'ponses on behalf of individuals who were absent :
ooor incapacitated- dunng the interviewing period.

“Data on the charactenstrcs of - those mter»

. viewed, as well as details concerning any experi-

ences as victims of the measured crimes, were:

' gathered with separate instruments, Forms NCS 3
“and 4, whrch were; admmrstered |mmedlately after
- NCS 6. Followmg isa facsrmrle of the latter .ques- :
e tronnalre, supplemental forms were avarlable for -
- use in households where more than three persons -
- were interviewed. Facsimiles of Forms NCS 3
~.and 4 have not been included in this report, but
.~ “can be found i in Criminal Vrctrmrzatron Surveys in
e ,aneapolrs 1977. :

B a
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G

_O.M.8; No 41-5720 2: Approval, Exglres gme 39, 1974

FORM NCS-G »

1742-73)

NOTICE - Your repcrt ic the Ceiisus Bufeau is confidential by law (Title 13, US,,
Code), "It may be séen only by sworn 'Census employees and-may be used only for -F
stdtistical purposes. ; SRR :

: P B S DEPAHTMENT OF. COMMERCE S
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISfICS ADMINISTRATION
. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

A, Control nuiber

PSU.- i Setial s

ATTITUDE Quesnoumms R I

R

B: Name of household head

‘C. Reason for noninterview .

1CITYPEA 2
Race of head
1 [“Iwhite
2 Negeo
a{"} Other
TYPE 2+
Interview not obtained lm -
. Line number

z[)TYPEB ¢ 3[JTYPEC:

6

L2

[EEEE]

x_- 42, Why did you leave there?: Any. othe7 1€ason? (sisik ail that apply)
a1 D Location — claser to ]oh family; tnends. schoal, shopplng. atc., hele K

ZD House (apanment) or’ propeny c(uraclerlshcs - srze, quallty, ke
yard space, etc. . . .

3] Wanted better nousmg, uwn horne ;
AT wanted cheaper housing EENE T e
* 5[] Na choice — evicted, bullding demolished;: ;-ete.

"6 Change in ||vlng arrangements - mavllal s!atuJ, wan(ed
to live:alone, etc, L

7 Ciead element moving in - : o ;
-8 ] Crime'ln:old neighhorhaod Flrald e

- 9[] Dida't like neighb aristics [
problems With r\erghhurs, etc. e u L

: 10[:| Other — Speclly

o

‘t: ore. fhan one reason) . . e

Eriiér ifem nimber

CENSUS USE ONLY

®

& @ [

- D[] Noi— SKiP o 6a’. .-
* Yes = What? -Anything else‘ (Mark an that Bppty)
@ T Teattie,: palklng S Ly TR

_ 'HOUSEHOLD ATTITUDE QUESTIONS
Ask only household respgndent

you 2 few quéstions related to subjects which seem to be of some

concern to people.. These questions ask you what you lhm}r, wha!

you-feel, your attitudes and opinions. =

1. How long have you lived at this aridress7

$§7) Less than 1 year

2[T]1+2 years,

3[T)35 years :
. a [IMore than S 'years = SKIP 1o 5a

CASK 2a

Before we get to the major portion of the survey, ! would fike to ask -

z{:} Envuonmema; proNems —trash, norse, cvercrowdlng, e(c.,
3[:] Criine of fear.of ciiie ; :
4[] Public fransportation problem:" -
5D inddeguate schools, shopping Iacillnes, elc
"8 [ Bad element moving i -
S an ooy [T] Problens with neighbors,

Fobisdle. .

istics,of

=0 e Other— Specuy

: (II mare than ope answer) : .
b Whlch prnhlam would you say is the mosk Serfous? -

Entar Ilem fumber’

"6a.. Do you do:your major food shoppmg in Ihls néidlborho!)d’

2a, Why did you select this pamcular nerghbr:uhood7 Any ‘other reason’

@ (Mark: al{ that apply)
! streets; parks, etc.,
2} 000 schools
3{]Safe, hum crime.
4[:! Dnly place housing could be 1ound, lack ot chon:e
S ,__] Price was right -
6 ) Location — close o job, tamily, friends; school, Shopping; etc,

7.} House (apartment) or property characteristics — size, quallly,
~yatd space, etey R K

GDAlways lived. ini this nelghbarhnnd
‘g7  Other Specny :

fistics — type ‘af n s envi )

1) o[] Yes SKIP to 7a y
‘No—Why not?* Any. othet masun7 (Mark B thai apﬁ/y)
1 No‘stores in: ‘nelghbarhood, others mofe convenient

. 2[:lStores {n nieighborhood lnadequale, prefers (bener)
slores elsewhere

N 3[:} Hrgh prlces, corrmlssary or Px cheaper -
4[] Criive or tear of crime :
" 5[] Other = Speciry.

332

o

T (II more..than one’ reasan)

Vlmch reason would you say lvs lhe most imaofhnl’

-

‘ @ 5 ___,_.-___Enrarllemnumber N

5a.-15 hére anything you: don't 1ike:about tl'ns neighborhood"‘ SR B

¢ (ll more (han ane.reason)
b. Whicht rcason wou|d you say was the most imporlanv

el i Enter Jtem number

@ i = Surburban

3a; Where did you live before you moved herc’
IR ,'lsrde 0.8,

* 2[~inside limits of ‘tnis ity

37} Somewhere else in U. S.~S;3ecl!y;’

SKIP toda” -

State ~

Counly

@ ‘v {7] Bester parking, Tess fraffic - -

7a, When you shop foi things othér than food, such as. clothing and genml
merchandise; do you USUALLY go to surhuban of nerghbuhwd shwphrg
centers of do you shop:“downtown?”. - ¢

nel ghbnrhood

2{7] Downtowr

x b Why is that? Any nlhet leasnn’ (Mark an that apply)

2] Better transportation
3] More convenient i : :
A7} Betfer sefection, maje stores, mcre cmlce ,,,”
- 's[C)Atisid et crime - : s S
ﬁmsmm hgbis bette?
P A Belter prices
. BD Pre'ers (bemar) smes !ccaurm, sexvrce,
9 [:]Olher ~Specify .

nipléyees’ o

a h. Dld you live inside the limits of &’ cily, lnwn, village elc.

@ g ol

2T “|¥es ~ Ehter ndme of cl(y, wwn. ete. ?

“{}:mose than‘oneireason) - ¢ o
~Vnuch one would you say.is. the mnst lmporbnl reason’

' Entec fiem nviber -

INTERVIEWER Complele: interviaw:-with househoid /espondanl, .
: beglnnlng with Indlvldual Anllude Ouesllans.
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e

INDIVIDUAL ATTITUDE QUESTIONS ~ Ask éach household membeér 16.or older

KEYER BEGIN NEW RECORD

Look atlladnd b, Was Abax'3 or.4 marked in: either item?

k @ "Tine number‘

‘|Name NI . . b -
Vl . :

~CHECK . .
ITEMB W . []ves—ask1ic’ [CINo=skiP to 12

<:11¢. Is the neighborhood dan:erous enough to make you ﬂunk serlously

lr_']onceaweekorrmre

. i 1[]Moneyslruauon

- 8a; How oﬂen do'you go cul inthe evemu for entertalnmem such 3
A restaurants ;. theaters, ele?
4|j2 or3 tlmes ayear.

- 5[] 1.ess than 2-0r'3 tlmes a:
year.or never: E

Less than once a week =
more than once a month .

3 |:|About once a’ month

‘about moving somewhere else?
@‘ . oDNo—SKIP ‘toi2 :
ALl yes — Why don't you?- Any olher reason? {Mark all that apply) “ :
@ s 1 []Can't afford to .'s[ ] Plan to move soon . -

~-2{JCan't find other houslng' 6 Heanh or age

b. Do.you go to’ ﬂrese places more of less now !han you did a yw
[ '»

A = B g of 03]0 SR
- ‘1DAbuunhesam—ser:acneck/mmA R T
{7 2T More 2
x “alLess Vhy? Any other reason (Maik all lhufapply)

: 3[JRelatives; friends nearby - 7 [:[ Qther — Speclly?
L AE]Cunvemenl 1o work, ete, . v,

(II more than one reason).. . -
- d. Which feason would ynu say is lhc most rmportant7

Enfw Item iumber.

7 ) Family. teasons. {marei
D childr{n, parents) !

eD Activities, job, .school .
9] Crime or tear of ciime
.30 [Z] Want to, like to, enjoyment
[T other < Specily Sy ‘

2 [ Places to go; people :
to go with :

R, SDCOnvenIence :
74[T] Health (own) "~
5[] Transpmtallon o

‘ sDAge .

12 How do you think your neighborhood compates with others in thts
melropalitan area in terms-of crime? - Would you say it js - -

A @ [ Much more dangerous? |
w3 ] More-dangetous?
3[_] About average?

4[] Less dangerous?
s Mch less dangerous?

13a. ‘Are there some parts of this melropalrtzn area where you have 2
reason to go. or woirld: like 10 go DURING THE DAY. but are afrald.. .

{II more thin one. reasun)
‘c, Which reason would you say is the mast Imponant?

- to because of fear of crime?

Coo[INe o Yes.— Which section(s)?

L @ ___._—_Emel Item number - S

CHECK <18 box 1,2, o 3 matked In 8a? .
ITERA B CINo—skiP wea o [T]ves _“st .

@ o } Number of 1t placas

b How about AT NIGHT - .are there same paris of this ares where you have a

d When-you do go out fo restaurants or theaters ln the evenln;, is II
‘usually in the city or outside of the cin

@» t [ Usually inthe ity
.+ 2[7] Ustatiy-outside of the city *
3] Avoiit equal ~ SKIP-to0 92

3

reason to o or would like:to go but are afraid to because of fear of crime?

. k o[TINe. Yes -~ Which section(s)? .

i = Nuimber of specitic places mentloned.”

8, Why do you usually go (outside! the cny/ in the crly)? Any other *
.7 18aSORT (Mark all that spply)

N | D More ‘convenient; fam!l[ar,easler ta get there only place availahle
: ‘-‘2|:|Park|ng problems; traffic . -+ ..
=+ 7+ 3{7] oo muchi crime Tn ather plar:e
a{"more to do - :
5[] Prefer {bétter) racllilies (restaurants !hea!ers etr:.) o o
B Dmre ‘expensive;in other area g
"7 (] Because of friends, telatives o

14a. Would you say, in general, that your local police are domg a good
* .. job, an-average job, of.a poor job?.
3] Poor

Ged) 1] Gomt

E 2[] Average

L 4[] Don'tkaow ~SKIP t9. 15 7,

- ¥ bt what ways could they improve? Any other ways? (Mark all mar apply)
1 [C]No improvement needed: ~ SKIP to 152 -,
2{3 Hire: more poIlcernen . ) :
ETm| Concentrate on more Importa: ht dutles, serious crime; etc,
4" Be more prompt, responsive, alést .

% R[] Othér- Specify...-

s[Z] improve training, raise qualifications.or pay, recrullmenl policies: -

{1 more than-one reason}
f Which feason wculd you say is Ihe mosl Imporhnt?

; @ 3y Enter Iramnumber

5[_‘_] Be more courteols, improve attitide, communlty relations
7 [} Don't diszriminate:

8] Need more traffic control

9|:| Need moré policemen of rtlcular type: (foot, car)-in-

: - o[CINo
S

- ¢ How about any crimes which mav, be happening In yoirr neldrbomood -

. Now 1'd like to get your opinions about crime in keneral

]
*.-"Within- the past year or two, do.you think that crime.in your -

@ “neighborhood has increased, decreased, or reraained about the ééme’

[} Increased
“2[ ) Decreased " .-
3[7]Same ~sKiP 10 ¢

i | Don'_l,know SKIP toc" -
5[ JHavin't fived here.
thz! tong ~ SKiPtoc

~certaln areas of at. cer(a times
10 "] Don't know.

1] other  Specity

" {}f more than one way).. .
¢ Whichi would you say is the mosl |mpurtanl7

b ‘Were you thinking about any specllic kinds of crimes when you said-
©-you think crime in your neighborhood bas (mcmsed/decmsed)? :

Yes.~ Wiat kinds oI crlmes" -

: (“2) : ____—_' Enler.item number

15a, Mow'| have some: more questions about your opinions concerning crime.
2 Please ‘Aake this card, (Hand respondent Attituds Flsshcard, NCS-574)

would you say théy are ‘committed mostly by the people wholive
hm in this neighborhood or mostly by ouIslders’

A D No ¢rimes happenfng: -~ 3 [C]¢ Outsiders’
in; nelghborhond SRR 4D Equally by bou-
2[] People:tiving here [T Don't kiaw 2

@ Look at the FIRST set of statements. - Whith one. do you' agree with mosl?

1 DMy ‘chancrs of being auar:ked or wbbed have GONE UP-
icthe past few years -

200w chances of belng ana:kcd or robbed have GONE DOWN )
in the past few years -

: 3DMy chances ot being attacked or robbed haven't o nged
‘in the past tew years, . .

: , ’o[:]Nov o

lDa Within: lhe ‘past year or two do. you think that crime In the Unlted "
~States has ncrused decreased. of remained abou the same‘l

; IDlncrezsed sxb 3[Jsame i

2[7) Decreased: a[)Don't Kngw,

.xlprona @

! 4 (| Nu oplnion

‘b, Which.of the SECOND mup do you agree with mosl7
1 I:I Ciime I LESS serlous than the newspapers and TV say *
zDCrSme 15'MORE sefious than the newspapers and TV say-;

b .Were you thinking about any-specific kinds of crimes when you sald
you think crime in the U.S. has (lncmsed/decrgased)‘* L
Yes.= Vlhqt klnds_ of crrnr,es" T

3[C]Crime s about as serfoirs a5 the newspapers and TV say -
4[] No opinion- .

: u -+ "16a: Do'you think PEOPLE IN GENERAL have IImlIed o changed their

activities in the past few. years because Ihey are aIraid ol r:rrme7

lla. How sa[e do you feel of would you Ieel bemg oui alone in your N

.. neighborhood AT RIGHT?-,
1[Jverysafe . -7 3[} Somewhat unsate S
2] Reasonably safe, 4[] Very unsafe - .

1|:lYes 20 Ne

b Do you think that most PEOPLE N THIS NEIGHBORHOOD have limlted or

b, Howabout, DURING THE DAY~ how safe do you feel or muld o
“yoir feel being out alme in your neighborhood?:, . .
F] Very. safe - -

-2[7] Reasonably.safe ;.-

3] Somewhat- unsa(e E
) Cvery yunsafe

@ g

" changed therracﬂvlties inthe:past few years becausethey are. alraid oIcnme" g L

A JYes .. v g[TINe T &
¥ * 6y In general, have YOU limited or chanled your aclivmes in Ihe past Iew
years because of crime? Lo

2f7ING f

INTERVIEWER Conllnue Interview with rhls respondem on NCS3

; FORM NC$-6 {71-2:73) !

Page 2




- Appendix m.

Technical mformatlon e
Ry ;’and rellablllty of the estlmates

Survey results contamed in tlus pubhcatton are

‘L persons resrdmg within' the crty limits of anea-
- polis, mcludmg those llvmg in: certam types of
'_group quarters such. as dormltones

ers, did not - fall -within the scepe of the strvey.
Slmllarly,
‘Armed Forces’ personnel living in, mrlrtary bar-
racks, - and - institutionalized persons,

ple were ehgtble to be 1nterv1ewed

R g

lected" for the survey was. in’ person and
‘were not possrble to-secure ifiterviews with all eli-

f_thereafter Proxy 1esponses were not permrtted

‘cessed and weighted, yielding results representa—

e, s 1 e A

o completeqenumeration,'the results‘arezestirr\\ates.r;..'

Sample deslgn and srze Grtin

Estlmates from the survey. are ' based on: data'.' .
obtained from a stratlﬁed sample. The basic frame -

from. which the attitude|'sample was’ drawn——the'

was the same as that for the vrctrmlzatron survey.:
A determination was made that-a sample roughly
‘7= half the size ‘of the v1ct1mtzat10n sample (

v JVICtrmrzatlon sample

VaI'IOUS characterl SthS

. characteristics: type of tenure (owned or: rented);

head ‘of ousehold (whrte or other than*« whrte)

based on data gathered during early 1974 from

: the constructlon of. resrdentlal housmg wrthm the

“rooming g C|ty Thrs enabled the proper representation in’ the //

e khouses and rehglous group dwellmgs. Nonresr-,
" dents of the city, mcludmg tourists and commut- '

crewmembers of merchant vessels,’

such -as
‘correctional facrhty\\mmates ‘weré not under con-
sideration. With. these exceptions, all persorfis age -

- 16 and over living in units desrgnated for the sam- "~

Each 1nterv1ewer s first: contact wrth a umt se-
At ‘victimization and attitude surveys ‘Atan addmonalf
gible members of the household - durmg the rmtrai -
visit, ‘interviews. by telephone were permrssrbler

.-for the attltude survey. Survey records were pro-_

tive both of the city’s populatlon as a whole and
of various sectors within the populatron ‘Because -
they. are based on a sample survey rather- than a -

~and over, or an average of 1 84 residents of the, :

c1ty s complete housing mventory, as determmed' :
by the 1970 Census of Population and Housmg—-—g

‘~'yleld en0ugh attrtudmal data on ‘which to base re-
“lable- ‘estimates. For the purpose of selectmg the,

“the city’s. housing | units-

were dlstrrbuted amono 105 strata on the basrs of -
‘Occupied  units, which
r .comprlsed ‘the majority, were grouped into:100
o strata deﬁned by a t;ombmatron of 2 the” followmg

- flowm\g steps determlned the tabulatlon weight for

~attitude dt\ta ‘gathered  from: individual . xespon-
dents: (1) &

-number of household members” (ﬁve categones), :
household mcome (ﬁve categones) and race of; :

~Housing units. _vacant ‘at the time.- o£ tk CenSUs
- were assrgned 0 an addmonal four stfata, where -
they were drstrrbuted on; the basrs of rental -Or .
‘property  value. A smgle stratum mcorporated e
~-group; quarters ; : .

To account, for. umts bu1lt after tbe 1970. Cen-p,;_ '

. sus;.a sample was drawn by ‘means of an inde- - .

pendent ‘clerical operatron, ofcrpermlts lssued for L

survey of persons occupymg housmg. burlt after
1970, o e S ot
In order to develop the half sample requrred for’f i
" the: attitude survey, each- unit. was randomly as-
signed-to 1 of 12 pa,tels with units in the first 6 .
panels being designated for the attitude survey)."‘-. ‘
This' procedure resulted in the selectlon of 5, 940.“ Sl
housmgun'ts Durmg the survey penod 753, of these_‘? S
.units were found to be vacant, demolished, ‘convert-

ed to nonresidential ‘use, temporarlly occupred by
nonreSIdents or otherwise |nel|g|ble for both the

222 units vrsrted byinterviewersit was tmpossrble to )
‘conduct interviews because the occupants-could =~
"not be reached after repeated calls did not wish o s
partrcrpate in-the survey,. or- were unavallable for. o
- other .réasons. Therefore, lnterVIews ‘were taken’ ‘\\\\\ <
. with the occupants of 4,965 housing; unit(; ;and the S
- rate of partrcrpatlon among tnits quallﬁed for in:. .
tervlewmg was 95 T percent P'trttcrpatmg umts'{ i
were occupred by a tofalof 9,151 persons age 16 . .

pa .

relevant ages per. umt Interviews were conductedf e
with 8,794 of these persons; resultmg ina response L
rate of 96. 1 percent among ellglbleresrdents :

Estlmatlon procedure o S
» Data records generdted by the attrt*{de survey",‘; :
‘were assrgned ‘either of two sets of final tabulatloni‘- e
" ‘weights, one for the records of individual respon- St
~“dents and another for those of household respcam-“' R
_dents. In each case, the“ ﬁnal weight was the prod- .
uct of two ‘elements—a factor of roughly twice =
the welght used ir tabula 1ng vrctﬁnzatlon data j; i
/\c:tlmates and a ratlo estrmatron factor. The fol-:t S

personN victimization ‘data and " ‘were; therefore,:
~an: mtegral part of the estimation - P! ocedure, fo_i' '

basic weight, reﬁectmg the ‘selected o

“unit's probabr ity of being included-in: the: sample.':] s

‘,('7) a factor to cogoensate for the subsamplmg of‘




=

.cenmal' ‘Census;
_view adjustm
at Ieast one but not all ellgrble persons in a house- L

' : I::(4) 2 household noninter- -

- umts a srtuatlon that arose in 1nstances where the

mtervrewer dlscovered many ‘more umts at - the

. :samples address ‘than  had. been. listed: in: the de-"
3) a wrthm household nonmter—

to. account for situations. where

vrew ad)ustment 1o account for: households quall- :

jﬁed torpartlclpate in the survey: but from which an . :
interview was not ‘obtained; (5) a household ratio -

estlmate -factor for. bringing - estimates: developed

L from’ “the"- -sample of 1970 ‘housing units into adjust-
fment ‘with: the complete Census count of such un-
L its3 and’ (6)a populatlon ratro estlmate factor that ”

o brought the sample estrmate into: accord with post-
.,'AV,‘Census estimates : of ‘the populatlon age 12 “and

over ;and’ ad]usted ‘the :data for” possnble ‘biases

‘ iresultmg from undercoverage or overcoverage of

. the population.’ . ‘ ,
The- household ratio’ estlmatlon procedure (step

\ (5') achieved a slight reduction in the: extent of
,samplmg varlablllty, thereby reducmg the margin-

" -f(of error-in-the tabulated survey. r results It also

G

;Rellabillty ot‘ estimates s

q.As. previousty: noted survey results contamed

. in this report are estrmates Despr ¢ the precau-

";‘f"tlons taken to mlmmlze samplmg ‘variability; -the
" estimates  are : subject 1o errors arising: from the.

~compensated for: the exclusion frcm «each stratum

- ~of any.liouseholds already mcludcd in samplea for
~certain ~other - Census ‘Bureau - programs:
. household ratio estimator was not applied to mter~f

view records gathered from residents of group -

' ,quarters or of ‘units. constructed after the Census
- For household victimization  data. (and attltude :
.'data from - household 'erespondents)
o welght 0lncorporated all’ of the steps descnbed
- above’ exc‘e’pt the third and srxth R
R The ratro estlmatlon factor, second element of -
. the. ﬁnal welght,owas an adjustment for brmgmm
: ‘-gdata from the. attltude survey (whlch ‘as indicat-
oredy ‘was based on a° half sample) into accord with -
o data from the wctlmxzatlon survey (based on the
; ff'?.whole sample) This ad]ustment required because ¢ source of nonsamplmg error is related to the abili-
~._§the attltude— sample was ‘randomly. constructed
’,lfrom the. vrctlmlzatlon sample, was -used for the
- ,_age,.sex, and race characterlstlcs of respondents ‘

the - final

t that ‘the sample emplqyed ‘was only one of a

applymg ‘the 'same

" _» veloped from the average of all\posmbl

pzmples of equal size -
L

: ~mates derlved from dlfferent samples may vary~

'somewhat they also: may diffei from figures de-

72
“even if 'the sur\/eys/ were: admlmstere

~denceé lnterval,, that is, an “interval h'wmg a pre=

~scribed- probability- that it would in¢lude the ‘aver-

age result- of all possrble samples The average

- value ‘of ‘all pos sible ‘samples: may or may not be . -
. contained in -Any parucular computed ‘interval,

‘with the
~ _‘fsamc) schedules, mstructrons, angd mtervrewers :
The standard error: of ‘a’ survey estimate is-a .
measure: of the variation among estimates’ “from all G
' *possrble samples cmd is;; therefore a gauge of the :
precision with which the estrmate from a’ particu=’
lar samplé approx1mates the” average result of all- ‘"
possrble samples The estrmate and its associated
“standard error. rnay be used. to-construct a- conﬁ-g,

e 'samples, o

However the ‘chances are ‘about’ 68 out ‘of 100

“that a survey-derrved estimate would differ from
" the average result of all- possrble 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 be2:0 times

" the standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that
The -

it would be less.than 2.5 times the standard error.

The /68 percent confidence interval ‘s deﬁned as,
" the range ‘of values given by the estrmate minus
_the standard error and the estrmate plus the stand--
Pard error: the chances are 68 i in 100 that the aver- -

age-value of all possible samples would fail ‘within
“that rangg.

sented in this report are subject to nonsampling
error, chiefly affectmg the accuracy of the distinc-

Slmllarly, the 95 percent confidence -
“interval is defined as the estlmate plus or mmus
- two standard erTors. k

~In addition to samplmg €rror,- the estunates pre—

 tion between victims and nonvictims. A: major .

N .
Sty of - respondents’ to tecall ‘whether or )not they.

were‘\vrctrmlzed during the 12 months prior to: the

time of interview: Research on recall mdlcates :

that the: ability to remember a crime varies with.

“the time interval bétween v1ct1m|zat|on and inter-
view, the type of crime; and;. perhaps , the socio=

demographrc characterlstrcs of the respondent

Taken: together, recall problems may Tesult in an
number of victim- -

understatement of ‘the *‘true’”
lzed persons and households, as defined for ‘the

_ purpose of this report. ~Another source of non-
_ : samplmo error pertaining fo victimization experi-
n procedures). Est1~ \‘ence mvolves telescopmg, or brmgmg wrthm the -

\\




f :
approprlate 12—month reference perrod vrctlmlza-

trons that occurred before or after the close of the

perlod

probably ‘weakened - the drﬂ’erentlatron “between

_ victims -and nonvictims, these ~would" not have
aﬁected the data on personal attrtudes or behav-
ior. Nevertheless, $sich data’ may have been af-’

" fected by nonsamplmg errors resultmg from m-

: complete Or erroneous responses systematlc mis- s
takes mtroduced by mtervnewers, and: 1mproper -
codmg and processing of data. Many of these er--

" ‘rors also would occur in-a complete census. Qual-

e lty control measures, such as mtervrewer observa—
' -tion - and a’reinterview program ‘as well as edit.
procedures in the fieid and at® the clerical and '
~ ‘Computer processmg stages were utilized to keep,

such errors at an acceptably low: level As calcu-

“lated for this survey, the standard errors partlally -
- measure .only those random nonsamplmg errors -

“+ arising from response-and- 1nterv1ewer errors; - they.

do: not, however, take into account any systemat- :

- ic biases in the data.
Regardmg the rehabrhty of data, it should be
i noted that estimates based on zero or ‘'on about ‘10

or-fewer sample cases have been considered unre-

liable: . ~Such estimates - are: identified in. footnotes

' ~to the data tables and were not used for purposes ..
of analysns in this report.. For aneapohs a mini-

"mum weighted estimate of 300 - was -considered
f statlstrcally reliable, as was any percentage based
on such a ﬁgure ' : :

» Computatron and 'appll'cation
ot the standard eqror

For survey estimates relevant to elther the mdr- v
;. vidual or.household respondents,’ “standard errGis -
dxsplayed on tables at the end of this appendix .

“can be ‘used  for gauging: - sampling. varrablhty
These .errors ar¢ approxn.natlons and suggest an

;- order of - magnitude of the standard error rather
- than the precise. error associated with any given.
- estimate’ Table 1.contains: standard efror approxi-.
mations apphcable to mformatron from individual -

- respondents and Table II gives errors. for data de-
" rived  from -household respondents For percen-
. tages not specifically listed ifi the tables, linear

’znterpolatron must be used to approxrmate the»‘

o standard error. : :
.To illustrate. the appllcatron of . standard errors

“in measuring sampling vauablhty, Data Table Lin
this report shows that 72.5. percent of all Minnea- .
- polis residents age lv!6 and over (290 700 persons) i

£y
i

/

e

Although the problems of recall and telescoomg' o

o
\k Q)

T

belreved ‘Crimeé in the Umted States had mcreased

iTwo way. lmear mterpolatron of r>data llsted in Ta-
-~ bleT would\ yleld a standard error of about 05
,percent Consequently, chances are 68 out of " 100

that the estimated percentage of 72.5 would -

" within 0.5 percentage points- of the average resuli
- from: all: ‘possible’ samples; i.e., the 68 perceru
.Vconﬁdence interval associated wnth the estimate .
. would:be’ from 720 to: 73.0. Furthermore, ‘the -

chances are 95 out of , 160 that the estimated pera' =

__centage would be roughly wrthm 1 0 percentage: L
the-95.
_percent. ‘confidence interval would be about 7L.5
't0.73.5. percent.. Standard errors associated’ W|th .

point. of the average for all samples, ie.,

data from household respondents are; calculated mrr_

-;,the same manner, using Table II. .
- .In comparing. two ‘sample estlmates, the stand-*

" “ard error of the dlﬁerence between the two ﬁgures
is approximately equal to the square root of the =

sum of the squares of the standard errors of each L

estimate consrdered separately As-an’ example,".' »
_-"Data Table 12 shows that 41.0 percent of imales
~~'and 13:1 percent of females felt very: safe. when Shet
~ out alone in the neighborhood at mght‘ a-differ-
_ ence of 27.9 percentage points. The standard er- *

ror Lot each estimate, determined by interpola- . :
tion, was about -0.9 (malcs) and 0.6 (females)..
Using :the . formula descnbed previously, ‘the

. standard error of the difference between 41.0and

13.1 percent ‘is- expressed as 092+ (062,

_ Wthh equals, approxrmately 1 0 Thus, the: confid-- k
ence mterval at one standard error ~around the .
“difference of 27.9 .would be from' 26.9: to :28.9
~(27.9 plus or minus 1.0) and at. two standard er-,

rors from 25.9 to 29.9. The ratio of a dltference to .

its standard error defines a value that can ‘be equat-= - ' ;
ed to a‘'level of significance. For example, a ratip
of about 2.0 (or more) denotes that the dlﬁerence L

is srgmﬁcant atr the 95. percent confidence level (or

hlgher), a ratio ranging betweenvabout 1. 6 and 2 0 L

indicates . that. the- drﬁerence is. significant ‘at & )
,conﬁdence level between 90 and 95 percent and a

: ratio of less than about. 1. 6 deﬁnes a level of con- ‘
fidence below 90 percent. In the abové exa
- the ratio- of the drfference 1.9 to the randard

ample, g

error (1.0)'is equal to 27.9, a figure well-‘Abive. the

2.0 minimum level of confidence apphed« in this -
. report. ‘Thus, it was concluded that the diﬁerence“ -
between the two proportlons was: statlstlcally srg-,
. nificant. For ‘data gathered. from household ress -

- pondents; the significance of dlﬁerences between S
. tWo sample ‘estimates:

,;tested by the same. proce-l =
durc usmg standard errors in 'Iable II” . =




i

: Table 'I“.‘j : Indlvrdual respondent data Standard error approxrmatlons for estlmated percentages

(68 chances ou'h of 100)

. Bstihated perdent of answers by indivifual respondents -

IbvErorortnm

. Base:of percent iy 1.00r 99.0. C 205 00975 L 5.0 or 95.0 1.:10,0.0r-90.0 th 25.0.0r 5.0 50.0

. 100 EE . B X7 N 9.6 13.5 18,5 26,8 30,9

250 - S 3.9 6.1 8.5 11:7 %169 1945

500, oAl s L g Che3 6.0 8.3 12,07 T 138
1,000 o T : B ~ 331 4.3 5.9 8.5 9.
©2,500 o e — 1.2 1. 2.7 3,7 5.3 A é.
.5,000 0.9 Tl 1.9 2.6 - 3. s
10,000 0.6 1,00 1.3 1.9 S27 s,
25,000 0.4 0.6 . 0.9 1.2 1.7 "2,
50, 0007 B St B o I S 0.l 0.6 0.8 - 1.2 e
100,690 L ' & 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.8 S,
250,000 - S g, 0i2 0.3 0.4 N 0.5 o
500,000 0.1 , 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.k 0.
1,000,000 ) 01 o 0.1 T 0.1 0,2 0.3 0.

: 'NOTE The standard errors i ‘this table are appl:.cable to. mformalnon in Data Tables 1—18 and. 27-37
N - . S ; o)

‘ T.abj,le I Household respondent data Standard error approxlmatrons for estrmated percentages

(68 chances out -of 100) ,

’ o R ; i Est:.rnated percent of ‘answersg by household respondents - o i ;

: Base of percen'b TR i e 100r 990 Lo 25or 97.5. . 5.0 or 95.0 o 10:000r-90.0 7 25,0008 7540 50.0
200 5.7 j 9.0 1245 A7.2 249 . 28,7

250 - 3.6 BT w79 10.9° . 1547 18.2
500 2,6 LaQ 2 56 . 77 - 11.1 o 12.8
1,000 : 1.8 2.8 . 0 5.5 % 7.9 . 941

2, 500 1.1 1.8 2.5 3.7 5.0 5.7
57000 - 0.8 =13 1.8 2.k 3.5 L1

© 10,000 0.6 . 0.9 1.3 1.7 w208 2.9
25,000 o 0.6 88 1.1 1.6 1.8
50,000 0:3 0.4 ] 0.8 AR T e 1.3
100 000 Q.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.8 0.9
50 000 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.3 05 -0.6

NOTE: ‘The standard -errorp din tfhié ‘table are ’appiic‘able" to information in Data Tables 16-26.
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 Glossary

Age—-’l‘he 'tpproprlate age category is deter—‘~. ’
AR mmed by each respondent’s age ds of the last day :
o ;of the month preceding the interview. :

Annual family mcome—-lncludes the mcomev
~of the household head and all other related per-
_sons residing in the same household unit. Covers

“the 12 months precedmg the interview Yand in-"
cludes wages, salaries, net income: from business

or.farm, pensions, -interest, dwtdends rent and

cof - persons _unrelated to the head of household is
excluded. -

Assault—An unlawful physrcal attack whether_,

faggravated or stmple upon ‘a person Includes:

: ~attempted assault with or without a weapon. Ex- -
cludes rape and attempted rape, as well as attacks_,
;tnvolvmg theft or attempted theft whtch are .clas-

sified as robbery.

Burglary—-—Unlanul or forcrble entry of a resr-”’
dence -usually, ‘but not necessarrly, attended by‘

theft. Includes. attempted forcible entry.

‘Central city-—The largest city of 4 standard-l

. metropolrtan statistical ‘area (SMSA).

Commumty relatlons——Refers to qtrestlon l4b .
(ways of |mprovrng police - performance) and in-
“‘Be more cour- .

“improve attrtude communlty relatlons S

-cludes two response. categones
teous, -
“and “‘Don’t drscnmmate

“‘ptng dtstnct of the crty where tht‘ respondent
lives:

~ ment- available in- public places, such as restau-

, rants, theaters, bowhng alleys, mghtclubs “bars; :j‘

" ice cream -parlors; etc.: Excludes club meetmgs,,
L "shoppmg, and social vrsrts 1o the homes of rela—v'

tives or acquaintances. )
- General merchandise shopplng—Refers tof,
shoppmg for goods other than food, such as clo-»»
: i’thlng, furniture,. housewares, ete. o B
<. Head of household—For classrﬁcatron purpos- T
. es, only one mdrvtdual per ‘household can be the:
“In husband-wife -households, the

‘head person.
- jhusband arbttrarrly‘vls considered to be the ‘head.
e other households; the head person is ‘the indi

: jdual SO regarded by its 'nembers generally, that; L
o person is the chref breadwinner. :

Household——Consrsts of the occupants of sepa-

i f:f, vrate living. quarters meetmg erther of the followrng
fi crlterla (l) Persons whether present or temporar—-'x" L Opei &

- rly absent whose usual place of resrdence is the,
_~housing unit in guestion, or (2) Persons staymg in :
~ the housing unit who have no. usual place of resi-

_dence elsewhere, S

"through 7 .of- Form. NCS, 6. For- households that_;‘ ;
consist of more than one member the questronsz.

of property or cash from a residénce or its imme-
“diate "vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted forCIble_* ‘

: Jentry, or unlawful entry are not tnvolved '

i any other form- of monetary iincome.. The mcome .

! “household attitude questions.”

’ answer the

_‘report the- ol’fenses are rape; persoﬁ'
Downtown shopping area—-The central shop— :

k _cény, and motor vehrcle theft; as: determmed by_~

Evening entertamment——Refers 0 entertam-]

,'takmg of a motor vehicle,
- such :acts.
~ trucks, motorcycles, Yoo
:vehrcles Iegally allowed on publrc roads and hlgh- L

ways. :

E persons not_ categonzed as

" Household - attitude questrons—-ltems l o

apply to the entire hous thold. Ly k
Household. Iarceny——’l‘heft or attempted theftf\

Household rrespondent—A knowledgeable‘

_adult member of the household,. most freQUently, o

the head of household or that. person s spouse. ° L
For each household such a“ person answers the' ‘. S e
questrons——ltems f8f

lndlwdual . attltude :

‘through 16 of Form NCS- 6. The. questtons applyi

to each person; not the entire household. o
Individual respondent——Each _person age 16
andsover; . mcludmg the ° household respondent L
who parttcrpates in the survey Al such persons e
‘individual attitude questlons S
Local -police—The police force in: the city

" where" the respondent lives at the ttme of the tn-~' S

terwew R
Malor lood shopping——Refers {o shoppmg for
the bulk 'of the household’s groceries. ' e
Measured crimés—For: the purpose of thrs*'" o
I'robbery,
assalilt; personal larceny, burglary, household lar-

the . victimization component of ' the, survey Ins

cludes both completed ‘and attempted acts that =~
“occurred durmg the 12 months prror 0" the month 8
~of interview. = - S

. Motor vehicle theft—Stealmg of unauthorlzed, SN
mcludmgf“‘tempts at
“Motor - vehicles include a ;/moblles, i
.and any. other ‘motorized -

Neighbor\hood——'l"he general ‘vr ntty of the‘f

":reSpondent s dwelling. The boundaries of a neigh-.
. borhood deﬁne an area wrth whrch the Tes| ond" g
rdentrﬁes , B

Nonvictlm—See “Not vrct':'/, 2 sk
“Not vlctlmized——For the purpose

this r;epfd;rt;j .
Vlctlmlzed“ (se :




‘~_.cludes four response categorles

ﬁ;more ‘prompt, Tesponsive, alert’’;

’7

;‘force or. threat of force) or w:thout dlrect contact
“between victim and offender. - b

Personn

......

ncemen
tlons or.. pay, recrmtment pol|c1es

= Race—Determined by the mtervrewer upon
Tobservatton and asked only about ‘persons ‘not

gorles drstmgtnshed are ‘white, black, and other.
"The category *‘other’’
‘can Indians and/or persons ‘of Asian ancestry.

Ways ot' |mprovmg pollce performance) and in--
“Concentrate on’
- more” lmportant duttes, serious crime, etc.”’; “Be'_
o “Need ‘more
‘f,:,traﬂic ‘control’’; and “Need more pollcemen of
type (foot car) in certam0 areas or at -

: Personal larceny——Theft or attempted theft of,»
property or cash; etther wuth contact (but without -

; res,ources——Refers to questlon l4b‘ ‘
\\f (ways of tmprovtng poltce performance) - and ins
cludes two response categorles “‘Hrre more pol-~

related to the head of ‘household who were not
ffpresent at the time of mtervrew The  racial cate-

consrsts mainly of Amerl—

Vlctimlzatlon rate—For crimes agamst persons,:\ S
. the vtctlmlzatton rate a measure of occurrence”,‘
- among populatron groups at. risk, is computed. on,
‘the basis of the numbet of vnctlmlzatlons per;
; 1000 resrdent p0pulat|on age 12 and ‘over. For =
f?cnmes against households; vrctlmlzatlon rates-are - .
- calculated on the basis of the number of vtcttmt- L
"zattons per 1,000 households S
, Victimiznd—For the purpose of thls report o
: persons are regarded as. Jvtctlmlzed” if - they. meet[;ﬁ :
- either of two. cntena (l) They personally expen- o
- enced one or more of the following criminal vic-
‘ ttmtzattons during the 12 ‘months prior ‘to the =
= month of interview: rape, personal robbery, as—-" %
~sault, or personal Iarceny Or, (2). they are mem-’ i
- bers of a household that experienced on€ or more = -
“of the. followmg criminal victimizations durmg the
- ‘'same time frame: burglary, household Iarceny, or
k motor veh:cle theft. :

Rape—Carnal knowledge through the usekof o

" cludes both heterosé-xual .and homosexual rape.
'+ “Rate:  of vlctimrzatlon-——See

:rate,” below. ' ’z‘“

o Robbery-——Theft }or attempted theft

o "t'rom a.person, ‘of ;

‘?threat’of force, wrth\ or without a weapon.

' 3:7{',7'events srmtlar if mot ldentlcal in. nature and’in-
. curred: by a personx

" the details of ‘each’
fcount accurately th

tgnborhood

"ﬁforce or the. threat"of force; including attempts.
Statutory rape (wﬂhout force) is excluded. ln— S

“Vrctlmlzatron‘ N

dtrectly )
property or cash by force or

Serles. vlcﬂmlzaﬁions——Three or. more cnmmal' :

unable to ldenttfy separately PR
, Or, in some cases, to re- . "

4 total number of such acts.

o ‘The term is appllcable to each of the cnmes mea-_

shopplng' G
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