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PREFACE
This report is based on the findings of a victimization
survey taken in Compton, Calif. or, as part of a statis-
tical program known as the National Crime Survey. The
program assesses the extent and character of criminal
victimization through a representative probability

sampling of households and commercial establishments.

" It has had two main elements--a continuous national

survey and surveys in selected cities. The surveys are
designed and conducted for the Law Enforcement Assistance

Administration by the U.S. Bureau of the Census.
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The survey conducted in Compton gaged the extent
to which residents age 12 and over, households, and
places of business were victimized by selected crimes,
whether completed or attempted, that are of major
concern to the general public. For the personal sector,
the crimes are rape, robbery, assault, and: personal
larceny; for the househoid sector, burglary, household
larceny, and motor vehicle theft; and for the commerciail
sector, burglary and robbery. The surveys enable
examination of the characteristics of victims and the
circumstances of each recorded incident (or victimization),
exploring, as appropriate, such subjects as the number
and relationship of victims and offenders, time and
place of occurrence, injury or economic loss sustained,
whether a weapon was used, victim self-protection
measures, whether the police were notified, and if not,
reasons advanced for not notifying them. The survey in
Compton was intended to provide a baseline measure of
common crime prior to the implementation of new criminal

justice programs in that city.
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It was carried out during the last quarter of 1974
and covered criminal acts that todk place during the
12-month period prior to the month of the interview, a
time frame roughly comparable with the last quarter of
1973 through the third quarter of 1974. Information
was obtained through interviews in approximately 6,300
households (encompassing some 15.800 residents age 12
and over) and in all of the city's commercial establish-
ments (about 1,700). Respondents furnished detailed
personal and household data (or information about .
commercial establishments) in addition to information
on each criminal act incurred.

With respect to crimes against persons, information
recorded by the National Crime Survey program is based
on either incidents or victimizations.. An incident is
a specific criminal act involving one or more victims
and one or more offenders. A victimization is a specific
criminal act as it affects a single victim. Thus, the
number of victimizations usually is greater than the
number of incidents, because more than one victim may
be involved in any given incident. For crimes against
households and commercial establishments, "incident"
and "victimization" are synonymous,‘each criminal act
against a household or business being assumed to.involve

a single victim--the affected household or establishment.
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Analysis in this report focuses on selected criminal
victimizations experienced by residents, households, and
businesses of Compton. A1l data presented for the
personal and household sectors are estimates and are
subject to error arising from the fact that the information
was derived from a survey rather than a complete census
and that the sample used was only one of a large number
that could have been selected. In a carefully designed
survey, however, the variation in the final esiimates
that arises from sampling error can be determined rather
precisely. For the commercial sector, the data are
based on a complete census of all Compton businesses
and therefore are not subject to sampling error.

The survey data tabies in this report (Appendix II)

" display all statistics on which the analysis was based.

- Estimates based on about 10 or fewer sample cases were

considered statistically unreliable and have been

replaced in the data tables with the symbol (z).
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Attempps Fo compare information in this report
with data collected from the Compton police are inappropriate
because of substantial differences in coverage between
the survey and police statistics. A major differencc
arises from the fact that police statistics on the
incidence of crime are derived principally from citizen
reports to the police, whereas the survey data also include
crimes not reported to the police.

Survey data reflect only those crimes experienced by
residents and commercial establishments of Compton, even
thqugh some of these acts took place outside the city, and
they exclude criminal acts committed within the city against
nonresidents. On the other hand, police statistics include
all crimes that occur within the city limits regardless
of the victim's place of residence, and they exclude
crimes experienced by city redidents in other localities.

Personal crimes covered in the survey re]éted only
to persons age 12 and over, whereas police statistics
count crimes against persons of any age. Furthermore, the
survey does not measure some offenses, e.g., homicide,
kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and commercial larceny
(shoplifting and employee theft), that are 1nc1uded in
police statistics, and the counting and c]assifying rules
for survey and police statistics are not usually fully

compatible.
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Unlike the crime rates developed from police
statistics, the personal victimization rates cited in
this report are based on victimizations rather than on
incidents and are calculated on the basis of the resident
‘population age 12 and over rather than on the total '
population. Victimization rates for crimes against
households and commercial establishments are based,
respectively, on the number of households and businesses,
whereas rates derived from police statistics for these

crimes generally are based on the total population.
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HIGHLIGHTS
SELECTED FINDINGS FROM THE HOUSEHOLD SURVEY

General Findings.

Personal victimizations of persons age 12 and over were about
equally divided between crimes of violence (assault, robbery, and
rape) and crimes of theft (personal larceny without contact, purse
snatching, and pocket-picking).

Household victimizations most often involved burglary (57%).

- STightly less than one-third (30%) involved household larceny and
the remaining 12% involved attempted or completed automobile theft.

Victimization Rates for Personal Crimes of Violence By:

Sex: Victimization rates were almost twice as high for males
(104) as for females (58).

 Marital Victimization rates were highest for never married males
Status: (166) and lowest for married females (35).

Age: The highest rates occurred among people under age 20
(121, 141) and the lowest rates among people over age
35 (43, 41, 46).

Race:  There was some evidence that rates were higher for persons
belonging to racial groups other than black or white.

Income: The highest rates occurred among families with annual
incomes of less than $3000 (121).

Victimization Rates for Personal Crimes of Theft By:

Sex: Victimization rates were somewhat higher for males (89)
than females (72).

Marital For both men and women, victimization rates were highest
Status: among divorced/separated persons and lTowest for widowed

persons.

Age: The highest rates occurred among persons between ages
20-34 (107, 99) and the lowest rate among persons over age
€5 (30).

Race: Victimization rates were higher for blacks and "others"

than for whites.

Income: Families with annual incomes over $25,000 had the highest
victimization rate (130)..
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Crime Characteristics

Time of Occurrence

The majority of ALL personal crimes (56%), as well as of personal
crimes of violence (57%), occurred in the daytime.

Approximately twice as many motor vehicle thefts occurred at night
as during the day.

Place of Qccurrence

The majority {61%) of personal crimes of violence occurred on the
street or in other outdoor areas.

Half of personal Tarcenies involving contact (purse snatching and
pocket picking) occurred on the street or outdoor area and about
one-third happened inside non-residential buildings.

About 6 out of every 10 mctor vehicle thefts occurred when the car
was parked on the street or outdoor area; 3.5 .out of every 10
teok place while parked at the victim's home.

Use of Weapons

Weapons of some type were used in about half of all personal crimes
of violence.

Of the personal crimes of violence in which weapons were used,
firearms were present in one-half of the incidents, and knives
and "other" weapons in almost one-quarter each.

Physical Injury to Victims of Personal Crimes of Violence

Physical injury occurred to victims of personal robbery and
assault in about 25% of all victimizations.

Victims incurred some medical expenses in 11% of victimizations.
Victims .received some hospital care in 11% of victimizations.

Economic Lesses

Economic losses occurred in about two-thirds of personal crimes.
Ninety-three percent of household crimes resulted in economic loss.

Recovery of Losses

For personal- crimes none of the loss was recovered in 87% of victimi-
zations.




For household crimes none of the loss was recovered in 79% of victimi-
zations.

Time Lost From Work

Loss of time from work resulted in 7% of all personal and 11% of
all household crimes.

Offender Charactéristics in Personal Crimes of Violence

Approximately half of all personal crimes of violence involved .
more than one offender.

Robbery was more likely than either assault or rape to have invoived
more than one offender.

Crimes of violence between people who knew each other were more
Tikely than those between strangers to have involved only one
offender.

About half of the offenders were perceived by their victims to
have been under 21 years of age.

Vicfim—Offendgr Relationship in Personal Crimes of Violence

‘The offender was a stranger to the victim in three-fourths of
victimizations involving personal crimes of violence.

* Robbery was the most likely and assault the least likely to have
involved strangers, with rape mid-way between the other two
categories -- but the majority of victimizations for each of these
crimes still involved strangers.

Reporting of Crimes to the Police
Thirty-six percent of personal crimes were reported to police.

Crimes of violence (46%) were more Tikely to have been reported
than crimes of theft (26%).°

Household crimes were more likely to have been reported than
personal crimes. -

The most common reasons given for not reporting a crime to police
were the feeling that nothing could be done about the crime or
that the crime was not important enough to report.




SELECTED FINDINGS FROM THE" COMMERCIAL CENSUS

® | General Findings.

Commercial data are based upon a complete census of businesses
in Compton.

Eighty percent of measured commercial crimes were burglaries

® : (55% completed; 25% attempted) and twenty percent were robberies
; (14% completed; 6% attempted).
5 _ The victimization rate for burglary was 748 per 1000 establishments
and for robbsry 186 per 1000
® Of the varicus types of commercial establishments (retail, wholesale,
service, and other) retail businesses had the highest rates for
burglary (993) and robbery (313).
Time of Occurrence
* Commercial burglary usually took place between 6 p.m. and 6 a.m.
-(83%).
Commercial robbery was more likely to occur during the daytime than
at night.
o Use of Weapons
Weapons of some type were used in 72% of commercial robberies.
Firearms were used more often than weapons of other types.
® Economic Losses
About 86% of all measured commercial crimes resulted in some form
of economic loss to the business, either from theft of or damage
to property or from both.
Y Property damage 1oss occurred much more often in burglaries (73/:)
than robberies (15%).
Theft losses occurred somewhat more frequently in robberies (69%)
) than burglaries (56%). :
) | Eighty-five percent of robberies and 62% of burglaries involved
g losses of at least $51.
i None of the property was returned in 90% of burglaries and 87% of
: robberies.
o
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Reporting of Crimes to Police

Commercial crimes, unlike personai crimes, generally were
reported to police (90% of robberies and 80% of burglaries).
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INTRODUCTION

Compton, California, which is adjacent to Los Angeles,
is situated in the center of the general area commonly
known as soutnern California. It is a chartered city,
with a council-city manager form of government. In
1970, the city nad a population of 78,611. .More than
70 percent of tne population at that time was black and
10 percent or more was Spanish speaking.

Compton, like most cities located within large

metropolitan areas, nas a mobile population. According

to the 1970 census data, 60 percent of the city's residents

had moved to their current residences ‘within the previous

5 years. idore than a quarter (27 percent) of the city's
popula’ion had lived at their current addresses for 1 year
or less. Only 3 percent of the population had had the
same address for as long as 20 years. Almost half

(45 percent) of the 1970 residents of Compton were born

in a State other than California.

e




The average income in Compton in 1970 was $9,332.
Seventeen percent of all families in Compton at that
time had an income lower than the poverty level as

defined by the government.

Comptén was chosen as a site -for a victimization
survey, because special programs to improve the criminal
Jjustice system were planned. The victimization survey
was designed to provide a measure of both reported and
unreported crime experienced by city nesideﬁts and

businesses before implementation of these programs.
0g
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THE SURVEY |

The National Crime Survey program is designed to
develop information not otherwise available on the
nature of crime and its impact on society by means of
victimization surveys of the general population.

In each locality surveyeaq, samplings are made of
representative households and commercial estab]ishments
to-elicit information about experiences, if ény, with
selected crimes of violence and theft, including events
that were reported tc the police as well as those that
were not. By focusing on the victim, the person likely

to be rost aware of details concerning criminal events,
the surveys generate a variety of data, including informa-
tion on the circumstances under wnich such acts occurred
and on their effects on the victim, such as injury

and economic 10ss.
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As one of the most ambitious efforts yet undertaken
for filling some of the gaps in crime data, victimization
surveys are expected to provide criminal justice officials
with new insights into crime and its victims, complementing
data resources already on hand,for purposes of planning,
evaluation, and .analysis. The surveys subsume many of

the so-called hidden crimes that, for a variety of

reasons, are never brought to police attention. They

also furnish a means for developing victim typologies

and, for identifiab]e sectors of society, yield information

necessary to compute the relative risk of being victimized.
Victimization surveys also can distinguish

between stranger-to-stranger and domestic

violence and between 'armed and strong-arm assaults and

robberies. They can tally some of the costs of crime

in terms of injury or economic loss sustained, and they

can provide greater understanding as to why certain

criminal acts are not reported to police authorities.

Conducted periodically in the same area, victimization

surveys provide the inputs necessary for developing

indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the levels of

crime; éonducted under the same procedures in different

locales, they.provide a basis for comparing the crime

situation between two or more cities or other geographic

areas.

30
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Victimization surveys, such as those conducted under
the National Crime Survey program, are not without
limitations, however. Although capable of covering those
crimes that are of major interest to the general pub]ic,»_
they cannot measure all criminal activity, as a-number of
crimes are not amenable to examination through the survey
technique.

Surveys have proved most successful in est}mating
the extent of crime with specific victims, who are willing

to report what they know and who understand what happened

“to them and how it happened. More specifically, they have

been shown to be most applicable to rape, robbery, assault,
burglary, and both personal and household larceny, including
motor vehicle theft. Accordingly, the National Crime Survey
is designed to focus on these crimes. Among other offenses,
murder and kidnaping are not covered, since obtaining
information from the victim is impossible in murder and
unsuitable in the kidnaping of children. The so-called
victimless crimes such as drunkenness, drug abuse, and
prostitution are excluded, as are those crimes for which it is
difficult to identify knowledgeable respondents or to

locate comprehensive data records, as

31
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in offenses against government entities. Y Examples
of the Tatter are income tax evasion and the theft of
office supplies.

Crimes of which the victim mdy not be aware also

cannot be measured effectively by the survey technique.

"Buying stolen.property may fall into this cateéory, as

may some instances of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted
crimes of most types probably are underrecorded for tnis
reason. R
Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft and shop-
iifting) have to date not proved susceptible to measurement
or study by means of the survey approach because of the
limited documentation maintained by most commercial establish-
ments dn losses from theée crimes. |
Finally, crimes in which victim's have shown a willingness
to participate in illegal activity also are excluded.
Examples of the latter, which are unlikely to be reported
to interviewers, include gambling, various types of swindles,

con games, and blackmail.

1/ Government institutions and offices do not fall within
the purview of the National Crime Survey. Pretests have
indicated that government organization records on crime

generally are inadequate for survey purposes.
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The success of any victimization survey

"hinges on the degree of cooperation that interviewers

receive from respondents. In the Compton Victimization
survey, interviews were obtained in an average of 94
percent of the households occupied by persons eIigible.
for interview. In the commercial census, the average
response rate was about 97 percent of all business
establishments in the city.

Data from victimization surveys are subject
to response error. In an attempt to measure errors in
reporting incidents and check on the consistency of item
response, reinterviews were conducted in 8 percent of
the originally interviewed households in Compton.

Original responses were checked against those provided

in the reinterview and, when necessary, the data

reconciled. Significance tests were calculated

on both personal and property crime incident rates
generated from the original, reinterview, and reconciled
data to determine if there were significant differences
among them. In Compton, the reconciled rate for
property crimes was significantly higher than the
original rate. There were no significant differences

for personal crimes.
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Closely related to the problem of victim recall is
the phenomenon of telescoping, that is, the tendency of
some respondents to recount incidents occurring outside
(usually before) the referenced time frame. This
tendency can be controlled by using a bounding technique,
whereby the first interview is used as a benchmark for
data gathered during the second and subsequent interviews,
as is employed in the National Crime Survey:s nationwide
sample. Because the Compton survey was not con-
tinuous, however, such a technique was not used. Thus,
the data derived from this survey have not been adjusted for

telescoping, nor the magnitude of telescoping determined.

34
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While telescoping may have tended to somewhat
~inf1ate the number of criminal victimizations tallied
in the survey, substantial numbers of victimizations
were purposely excluded from the main tabulations of
survey results; they also were excluded from considgration
in computing victimization rates. These were the so-
called series victimizations, groupings of three or more
criminal events similar 1f not identical in nature and
experienced by persons who were unable to identify
separately the details of each act. In some cases, the
victims were unable to recount accurately the total
number of such acts. Had it been feasible to make a
precise tally of all instances of victimizations that
occurred in series, their inclusion in the processing
of 'survey results would have caused certain alterations
in the portrayal of criminal victimization. Rates of
victimization, for example, would have been higher;
however, because of the inability of victims to furnish
details concerning their experiences, it would have
been impossible to analyze the characteristics of the
acts. But, while the estimated number of series victimizations
was appreciable, the number of victims who actually
experienced such acts was small in relation to the
total number of individuals who were victimized one or

more times and who had firm recollections of each

event,
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While it might be assumed that a victimization survey
in Compton would reflect the occurrence of crime within that
city, this is not precisely the case. The survey examines
only those vicfimizations experienced by city residents age
12 and over at the time of the interviews and by businesses
in the city. The data thus generated pertain solely to these
residents and commercial firms, and consequently the number
of incidents reported does not coincide with the actual incidence
of corresponding crimes in the city. .Excluded from the city
survey are victimizations experienced inside the city limits

by nonresidents. Thus the survey is unable to provide estimates

‘of the volume of such crime.

Furthermore, the survey covers all of the relevant victimi-
zations experienced by city residents anywhere in the United
States. These could have taken place while victims were on
business or vacation trips, or were shopping or visiting
outside the city. Moreover, if victims had moved to the
surveyed city during the 12 months before the interview, the
victimizations may have occurred at the previous places of
residence. For example, the Compton data indicate that

17 percent of incidents of personal theft and 14 percent of

RIE - e P E s

incidents of assaultive violence with theft occurred cutside Compton.
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Data emanating from the National Crime
Survey program can be examined from various perspectives.
They can be analyzed along conceptual lines, by subjects
such as time and place of occurrence. They can be ‘
grouped into crimes against persons and crimes against
property. Or they can be classified according to victim
typology. Within the three basic targets, or sectors,
of criminal victimization dealt with by the National
Crime Survey--persons, households, and commercial
establishments survey results used in the preparation
of this report have been grouped by type of crime. In
the following discussion, the relevant crimes for each

sector are described in detail. 2/

2/ Definitions of the measured crimes do not necessarily
conform to any Federal or State statutes, which vary
considerably. They are, however, compatible with

conventional usage and with the definitions used by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation uses in its annual publication
“Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime -Reports."

Succinct and precise definitions of the crimes and

other terms used in National Crime Survey reports

appear in the glossary at the end of thii report.
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CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS

Crimes against persons have been ’

divided into two general types: crimes of violence and
crimes of theft. Personal crimes of violence comprising
rape, personal robbery, and assault bring the

victim into direct contact with the offender. Personal
crimes of theft may or may not involve contact between
the victim and the offender.

Rape, one of the most serious and ]eést common of
all the crimes measured by the National Crime Survey, is
carnal knowledge through the use or threat
of férce, excluding statutory rape (without force).

Both completed and attempted acts are included, as are

incidents of both'homosexual and heterosexual rape.
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The object of personal robbery

is to relieve a person of property by force or the

threat of force. The force employed may be a weapon
(armed robbery) or physical power (strong-arm robbery).

In either instance, the victim is made to feel that he or she
is in physical danger, and physical injury can and
sometimes AOes result. The distinction between robbery
with injury and robbery without injury turns solely on
whether the victim sustains any injury, no matter how
minor. The distinction between a completed robbery and
an attempted robbery centers on whether there is any
loss of cash or prop.rty. For exaﬁp]e, an incident

might be classified as an attempted robbery simply
because the victim 1is not carrying anything of value
when held up at gunpoint. Attempted robberies, however, -

can be quite serious and can result in severe physical

injury to the victim.

The classic image of a robbery is that of a masked
offender with a gun approaching the victim on the
street and saying "Put your hands up." Robbery
can, of course, occur anywhere, on the street or in the
homeé. It may be an encounter as dramatic as the one
described, or it may simply involve a victim's being pinned
briefly to a schoolyard fenée by one classmate while another

classmate makes off with the victim's lunch money.
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The object of assault is to do physical harm to
the victim. The conventional categories of assault are
"aggravatedf and "simple." An assault carried out with
a weapon is considered aggravated, whether there is
any injury or regardless of the deéree of injury. An-
assault carried out without a weapon is also an
aggravated assault if the attack results in serious
injury. Simple assault occurs when no weapon is used'
and there is no injury or injury is minor. within

the general category of assault are.incidents with

results no more serious than a minor bruise and incidents

that bring the victim near death.

o

40

R o S e L b R e otk R e

p .

ST ETCTTT T ATONIES.
o
A




i st i e .

»oss

Somah AL (o it ashL Ay ot Lorh A Y e ke B e A e B kA S M b gt s e & sinsais

Attempted assault differs from assault carried
out in that in the latter the victim is physically
attacked and may incur bodily injury. An attempted
assault could be the result of bad aim with a gun,or it
could be a nonspecific verbal threat to harm the victim.
It is difficult to categorize attempted assault as
either aggravated or simple because it is conjectural
how much injury, if any, the victim would have sustained
had the assault been carried out. In some instances,
there may have been no intent to carry out the crime.
Not all threats of harm are issued in earnest; a verba1'
threat or a menacing gesture may have been all the
offenéer intended. The intent of the offender obvioqs]y

cannot be measured in a victimization survey. In the

.National Crime Survey Program, attempted assault with a weapon

has been classified as an aggravated assault and attempted

assault without a weapoii as simple assault.
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Although the most fearsome form of assault is the
brutal, senseless attack by an unknown assailant, it is
also the most rare. Much more common is the incident in
which the victim is involved in a minor scuffle or a
domestic spat. There is reason to believe that incidents
of assault stemming from domestibfﬁuarre1s are underreported
in victimization surveys because some victims do not

consider such events as crimes.

42
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Personal crimes of theft, synonymous with personal
larcenies, involve the theft of cash or property by stealth.
Such crimes may or may not bring the victim into direct contact
with the offender. Personal larceny with contact encompasses
purse snatcning, attempted purse snatching, and pick p;;king.
Personal larceny without contact embraces thé theft by
stealth of numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly
personal in nature. It is distinguished from household
larceny solely by place of occurrence: Household larceny
transpires only in the home or its immediate environs;
personal larceny can take place at any other location.

Examples of personal larceny without contact include
the theft of a briefcase or umbrella from a restaurant,

a portable radio from a beach, clothing from an automobile
parked in a shopping center, a bicycle from a schoolground,
and food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket.

Lack of force is a major identifying element in personal
larceny. For example, should a woman resist a purse=snatching
ttempt and the offender then use force, the crime would

escalate to robbery.
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CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS

The three measured crimes against househblds--
burglary, household larceny, and motor vehig]e theft--
are-crimes-that do not invoive personal confrontation.

Were such confrontations involved, the crime wéuld be
transformed from a household crime to a personal crime,

and the victim would no Tonger be the household itself but :“
rather the member of the hcusehold involved in the confrontation.
For example, if members of the household surprised. a burglar

in their home and then were threatened or harmed by the
intruder, the act weuld be classified as assault. If the
intruder were to demand or take cash and/or property from the

household members, the event would be classified as robbery.
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The most serious of the crimes against households
is burglary. Burglary is the illegal or attempted
entry of a structure. While the assumption is that the
purpose of the entry was to commit a crime, usually
theft, no additional crime need take place for a burglary
to occur. The entry may be by force (such as picking a
lock, breaking a window, or slashing a screen) or it
may be through an unlocked door or an open window. As
long as the person entering has no legal right to be
present in the structure, a burglary has occurred.
Furthermore, the strdcture need not be the house itself
for a household burglary to take place. Illegal entry
of a garage, shed, or any other structuré on the premises
also constitutes a household burglary. In fact,
burglary does not necessarily have to occur on the
premises. If the breaking and entering occurs: in a
hotel or vacation residence, it would still is
classified as a household burg]ary for the household

whose member or members are involved.
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As mentioned earlier, household larceny occurs
when cash or property is removed from the home or its
immediate vicinity by stealth. For a household larceny
to occur within the home itself, the thief must be
someone with a right to be there, such as a maid, a
delivery person, or a guest. If the person has no right
to be there, the crime is a burglary. Household larceny
may consist of the theft, for example, of jewelery, clothes, lawn
furniture, garden hoses, or silverware.
The theft or unauthorized use of motor vehicles,
commonly regarded as specialized forms of household
larceny, are treated separately iﬁ the National Crime Survey Pro-
gram.  Completed as well as attempted acts involving
automobiles, trucks, motorcycles, and other vehicles

legally entitled to use public streets are included.
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CRIMES AGAINST COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS

Although commercial crimes, as the term is used in
this report, consist primarily of victimizztions of
business estab]ishments, they also include a relatively
small number of offenses committed against certain

other organizations, described in the introduction to

Appendix I11.
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Only two types of commercial crimes are measured
by the National Crime Survey program: robbery and
burglary. These crimes are comparable to robbgry of
persons and burglary of households except that tiey are
carried out against places of business rather than
individua1§ or households. Unlike household burglary,
however, commercial burg1aﬁy can take place only on
the premises of business firms. In a robbery of a
commercial establishment, as in a personal robbery,
there must be personal confrontatiqh and the threat or
use of force. Commercial robberies usually occur on
the premises of places of business but can happen
away from the premises, such as during the holdup of

salés or delivery personnel away from the establishment.
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GENERAL FINDINGS

As determined by the National Crime Survey Program,
there were about 18,000 victimizations stemming from
selected crimes of violence and common theft, including
attempts, reported by residents of Compton, Calif.,
as having occurred between October 1973
and September 1974, About 7,500 of these victimizations
were against persons age 12 and over, about ‘
9,300 were directed toward households, and about
1,200 affected business establishments and

other organizations. 3/

3/ Although commercial crimes, as the term is used in
this report, consist primarily of victimizations of
business establishments, they also include a relatively
small number of offenses cpmmitted against certain
other ordanizations, such. as those engaged in religious,

political, or cultural activities.
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-Of the crimes against persons age 12 and over, victimizations
were about equally divided between those involving crimes of
violence and those involving crimes of theft. Almost all of the
personal crimes of violence involved robbery or assault and almost

all of the personal crimes of theft involved personal larceny

.without contact. Rape and personal larceny with contact together

accounted ‘for only about 5 pekéent of victimizations within the
personal sector.

About 57 percent of victimizations against households involved

“burglary, about 30 percent involved household larceny, and about

12 percent were motor vehicle thefts.
About 80 percent of victimizations against business establish-
nents and other organizatidns, involved burglary and the other

20 percent involved robbery.
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In order to assess the impact of these criminal acts
upon society and the business community, rates of victimization
have been calculated for each crime. Victimization rates are
measures of occurrence; they are derived by dividing the number
of victimizations associated with a specific crime or groubing
of crimes by the number of persons or units (whether households
or businesses) in the particular group under consideration. ‘For
crimes against persons, the rates are based on the total
number of individuals age 12 and over or on whatever portion of
this.population is being examined. Since crimes against house-

holds are regarded as being directed against the household as

‘a unit rather than against individual members in calculating
a rate, the denominator of the fraction is the number of households

in question. Similarly, the rates for the crimes against commercial

establishments are related to the number of businesses being

studied.
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As indicated previously, a victimization is a specific
criminal act as it affects a single victim. In crimes against
persons, more than one victimization can occur at the same
time, as in the simultaneous robbery of two or more individuals.
Also, one person may be victimized several times during the
course of the reporting period. Some individuals no doubt
are more vulnerable to victimization than others, whether
because of lifestyle, occupation, place of residence, careless-
ness, or circumstances beyond personai control. Victimizations
of households and businesses, unlike those of persons, cannot
involve more than one victim during any given criminal act,
but there can be repeated victimizations at varying time .
intervals. As expressed by victimization rates, therefore,

the risk of having become a victim was not equal.

R B T e A Rt e . T Y e S s TR

3 wey




g ARSI, T
BT CRRI: Sy <1 S N

‘ 5 L i
s e e B a1 R S A B R Ay K T e R S i Ll B AN A1l b PRSI RTYATAN

.The use of victimization rate' data makes ié possible
to convert levels of victimization into more meaningful
form. For example, although commerciai burglaries account
for only 5 percent of all crimes and household burglaries
account Tor about 30 percent, the risk of victimization from
burglary was about 2-1/2 times as great for commercial
‘establishments, as for private househo]ds. And the risk
of victimization from a robbery was about six times as great

for a commercial establishment as for an individual.

Victimization rates for personal, household
and commercial sectors, by relative risk of
victimization for various crimes.

Type of crime " Rate per thousand

Commercial burglary 748 .
Househoid burglary ' 293 |
Commercial robbery 186

Household larceny 156

Personal larceny without contact 74

Motor vehicle theft " 61

Personal assault 45

Personal robbery 31

Personal larceny with contacf 6

Rape 2
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‘In the various categories of personal crimes,
the risk of victimization generally was lower for the
more serious crimes. For example, personal larceny
involving contact posed much less risk (6) than did personal

larceny without contact (74). Likewise, the risk of robbery

involving injury was less (9) than robbery without injury

(22). An excéption to this trend occurred with assault, in
which the rate for the more serious crime of aggravated
assault was higher (26) than for simple assault (19). In

the categories of simple and aggravated assault, however,

the rates for the more serious crime of assault with injury
were lower (4, 7) than for the less serious crime of attempted

assault (15, 19),
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In crimes against households, the trend was reversed,
with victimization rates for the more serious offenses
generaliy being higher than for the less serious ones. For
example, the victimization rate for burglary with forcible
entry (the most serious form of burglary) was much higher
(174) than that for either of the less serious forms:
unlawful entry without force (57) or attempted forcib]e'
entry (62). For motor vehicle theft the victimization
rate was higher for completed thefts (45) than for attempted
thefts (16). In the category of household larceny, the
rate was lower for the costlier offenses--those involving
thefts valued at $50 or more (65)--than if was for thefts
of less than $50 (74). However, the rates for these two
categories of completed larcenies were much higher than
for the least serious form of the crime, attempted househo]d‘
larceny (12).

In commercial crimes victimization rates were much
higher for completed burglaries and robberies than for

attempted crimes of these types.
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DETAILED FINDINGS--CRIMES AGAINST
PERSONS AND HQUSEHOLDS

VICTIM CHARACTERISTICS

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS

In order to indicate the extent to which different
sectars of Compton were affected by crime, the general
rates of victimization discussed in the previous section

were recalculated on the basis of personal

" characteristics: sex, age, race, marital status, and

annual family income. Family income reflects the
monetary income from all sources received by the head
of the household and all of his or her relatives
living in the same household unit; it excludes the

income of household members unrelated to the head

of household.
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Sex

For personal crimes of vio]enfe, the victimjzation
rate for males (104) was almost twice as high as that
for females (58). For parsonal crimes of theft, the rate
for males (89) also was higher than that for females (72),
but the difference betwszsn rates for the sexes was not
as great as for violent crimes..

Marital Status and Sex

Among males, the victimization rate for personal
crimes of violence was rore than twice as high for fhose
never married (i66) as for those in any of.the other
categories--married (56}, widowed.(59), or divorced/separated
(72). The victimization rates for persona]‘criﬁes of violence
were higher for divorced/separated (85), never married (78), and
widowed females (53) thzn for married females (35).

The victimization rates for crimes of theft were
highest for divorced/se:-arated persons and lowest for
widowed persons of both %exes.

Interpretations of data about victimization rates
according to marital stztus must consider that there
is an interaction betwezn marital status and age, with
never=married persons 1ikely to be very young and widowed

persons likely to fall into older age categories.
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Age

For personal crimes of violence, there was a
relationship between age and risk of victimization,
with the highest victimization rates occuring in the
two youngest age categories, covering persons under age
20 (121, 141).

The rate for viﬁ]ent crimes began to decline
among persons age 20-24 (95) and declined further for
those age 25-34 (68). The Towest victimization rates
were found in the three older age categories, covering

persons age 35 and over(43, 41, 46). The lower risk of

‘victimization from violent crime among the older age

categories may result from differences in lifestyle
between younger and older people.
For crimes of theft, the highest rates of victimi-

zation occurred for persons age 20-24 (107) and 25-34

(99). The lowest rate was for persons over age 65 (30).
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Race
For personal crimes of violence, there was some
evidence that the victimization rate was higher for

persons categorized as belonging to the "other" racial

~group 4/ (106) than it was for blacks (73) or whites (74).

Victimization rates for personal crimes of theft
were higher for blacks (85) and hothers"(83) than for
whites (56). |

Income

The highest rates of victimization for personal crimes
of violence occurred among members of families with incomes
of less than $3,000 per year (]21). The victimization
rates for those in families in each income category above
$3,000 were one-half to one-third lower.

For personal crimes of theft, members of families
with the highest incomes (more than $25,000) were the most
likely to be victimized. The rate among these upper
income persons (130) was at least 1-1/2 times higher than

that for members of families in lower income categories.

4/ The "other" category includes American Indians, Eskimos,

and Orientals.
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CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS

The age and race considered in crimes against households
are the personal characteristics of those wﬁo headed the
househo]dé at the time of the survey. The number of
persons in the household refers to all members of the
household, regardless of age or relationship to the head
of household. Annual family income includes all income
from the head of household and from his or her relatives

living in the same household unit.
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Race

Victimization rates for burglary and household larceny
were higher for households headed by persons classified as
belonging to the "other" racial group and for black households
than they were for white households. Calculated on the basis
of 1,000 vehicles owned, motor vehicle theft rates were about

the same for black households (46) and white households(41).

Age

Victimization rates for burglary and household larceny
were highest among households headed by persons in the
middle range of the age spectrum (20-49 years). The lowest
rates of burglary victimization occurred among households
headed by persons at either end of the age spectrum-the
youngest (age 12-19) .and the oldest (65 and over). The
victimization rate for household larceny was lowest for
persons 65 and over; the rate was one=half or less that of
persons in other age categories. )

Based on 1,000 vehicles owned, the motor vehicle theft
rate was highest among households headed by persons age
20-34 and declined for household heads in age groups over

35, with the lowest rate-occurring among household heads

65 and over.
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Form of Tenure

Burglary and household larceny victimizatibn
rates were higher for households in which the
home was owned or being bought than they were for
households in which the home was being rentedf

Family Income

In general, the risk'bf victimization from
burglary or larceny was greatest‘for families in
the higher income categories, although there.was
not a]ways‘a direct relationship between income
and victimization risk. Burglary victimization ratés.
were higher in the.three upper income
brackets, covering incomes of $10,000 and more, than
they were for the categories of income of less than
$10,000. Household larceny victimization rates were highest
among families with incomes of $25,000 and more and
with incomes between $10,000 and $14,999. They
were lowest among families with incomes in the two
categories of less than $7,500.

Rates for motor vehicle theft computed on the
basis of rate per 1,000 households tended to rise

as income increased.
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CRIME CHARACTERISTICS

This section of the report details certain characteristics
of the crimes measured by the National Crime Survey in Compton.
For crimes against persons in which contact occurred between
victim and offender, some of the topics are based on incident
data and others on victimization data. This difference in
treatment stems from the fact that incident data permit study
of certain circumstances surrounding the occurrence of criminal
acts, whereas victimization data enable a more accurate -
assessment of the consequences of such acts for victims.
ihus, the analysis of four subjects--time of cccurrence, place
of bccurrence, number of offenders, and use of weapons--is
based on incidents. The victimization is the basic unit of
measure for the three remaining topics: victim injury, economic

loss, and time lost from work.
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Another difference in the analytical treatment of
data stems from the relevance of given characteristics
to various types of crime. For example, characteristics
such as time and place of occurrence are pertinent to
each of the survey-measured crimes. Other characteristics,
including use of weapons and injury to victims, are applicable
only to crimes that bring victim and offendér into contact
and are accompanied by the use or threat of force.

As indicated previously, victimizationg ordinarily
outnumber incidents because more than one individual may have
been victimized during any given incident of a personal
crime involving victim-offender contact. Overall, the

survey enumerated about 3,120 incidents of crimes of violence

against persons age 12 and over, compared to 3,743 personal

victimizations. Ninety percent of these incidents involved

only one victim. Of the 10 percent of incidents in which

more than one person was victimized, 6 percent involved two

victims, 2 percent involved three victims, and 2 percent

four or more victims.

B it e e R I e L i e G e T

12pd et -tk et ORI Ec i e o

o s
e




t
i & camaies o e i b Y dMn e AR A e e h et e Al S, Aek RN k3 o

TIME OF OCCURRENCE

Information on the time of day when criminal
incidents occur can be helpful to law enforcement
officials concerned with patterns of criminal
behavior, as well as to citizens wishing to lower
their risk of being victimized. For each
of the crimes measured by the National Crime Survey
program in Compton, data on when incidents occurred
were obtained for three broad time intervals: the
daytime hours (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.), the first half
of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight), and the second half
of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.).
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It is common for people to feel Felative]y more
secure during the daylight hours than at night. But
in Compton the majority of all personal crimes (56 percent)
as well as all personal crimes of violence (57 percent)
occurred during the daytime between 6 a.m. and 6 p.m. Of
the personal crimes occurring durind evening hours, it -
was much more common for them to occur in the early part cf the
night between 6 p.m. and midnight than for them to occur
between midnight and 6 a.m. Of the personal robberies énd
assaults, incidents involving armed offenders were about
equally 1ikely to occur during daytime and nightime, but
incidents involving unarmed offenders were more likély to occur

during the day than at night.



0f the household crimes in which respondents knew the
time of occurrence of the incidents; more occurred at night
than during the day; However; it is difficult to establish
for certain when the majority of these crimes occurred. Since
about 10 percent of the sample did not know when the burglaries
and household larcenies occurred in their homes. (It is not

surprising that some victims did not know the time of occurence

~of these crimes, because they may have taken place while they

were away from the home for an extended period of time.) The

| pattern for motor vehicle theft is more definite: approximately

twice as many occurred between 6 p.m. and 6‘a.m; as during the

daylight hours.
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PLACE OF OCCURRENCE

Besidés influencing the deployment of law enforcement
resources, knowledge concerning the types of settings
in which crimes occur can affect citizen mobility and
behavior. For certain crimes not involving victim=offender
contact, moreover, the classification of incidents is
determined solely on the basis of thejr place of occurrence.
Thus, by definition, the vast majority of household burglaries
recorded by the National Crime Survey in Compton occurred at
principal residences, with a small percentage being
perpetrated at second homes or at places, such as hotels
or motels, occupied by housenold members temporarily away
from home.

On tne other hand, personal crimes can occur almost

anywhere individuals congregate--in their own residences,
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in other private dwellings, in public buildings,

on the street,-in parks or playgrounds, or in the
course of travel. Incidents reported in the survey
were grouped into six main categories, two of

which pertained to the respondent's home and its
immediate vicinity. Other categories used were
inside a nonresidential building; inside a school;

on the street or in a park, playground, schqo]ground,
or parking lot; and a residual cétegory, covering
places such as vacation lodgings or other temporary

fiving quarters not belonging to the victim. 5/

5/ For purposes of brevity, the category "on the

. street or in a park, playground, schoolground,

or parking lot" is referred to by phrases such as
"on the street or in other outdoor areas" and "on

the street or elsewhere outdoors."
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The majority of personal crimes of violence
occurred on the street or in other outdoor areas.
Those occurring between persons who knew each other
were more likely to occur in or near victims' homes
than were those involving strangers. Within
particular categories of personal violent crime,
rapes were equally divided between those occurring
inside or near victins' homes and those occurring
on the street, in a park, or in other outdoor
areas. About 7 in 10 robberies occurred
on the street or in other outdoor areas; about 2 in
10 héppened in or near victims' homes; the
remaining 1 in 10 happened in nonresidential buildings,
schools, or elsewhere. Assaults were less likely
than robberies to have occurred on the street or in
outdoor areas. with about half having occurred there.
About 30 percent of assaults occurred in or near victims'
homes, while the remaining 15 percent happened in

nonresidential buildings, schools, or elsewhere.
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Household larceny by definitfon occurs  in
or near victims' homes. Half of the personal
larcenies involving contact (purse snatching and
pocket picking) occurred on the street or in other
outdoor areas, and about one~third happened inside
non-residential buildings. About two-thirds of
personal larcenies without contact took place on the
street or elsewhere outdoors, with the remainder
occurring in nonresidential buildings, schools or
elsewhere.

About 6 in 10 motor vehicle- thefts ‘
occurred when the vehicles were parked on the street or
in outdoor areas away from the victims' residences;
3.5 in 10 motor vehicles stolen were téken

while parked at victims' homes.

"
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USE OF WEAPONS

Generally regarded among the most fearsome

and potentially injurious of personal victimization
experiences, criminal attacks by armed offenders can
occur in a variety of circumstances and involve weapons
of many kinds. For incidents involving three‘of the
crimes measured by the National Crime Survey--rape,
robbery of persoris, and assault, a determination was
made of whether the offenders employed weapons and,

if so, the type of weapons used. For personal crimes

of violence, the survey recorded the type but not the

number of weapons observed by victims during an incident.

If, for example, two firearms and a knife were used by
offenders during a personal robbery, the incident was
recorded as one in which weapons of each type were
used. In types of weapons, the term fotherf refers to

objects such as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles.
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Weapons of some type weré used in slightly
more than half (52 percent) of all personal crimes of
violence. Of the crimes of violence in which
weapons were used, firearms were used in one-half
of the incidents, knives in almost one-quarter,
“other" weapons in almost one-quarter, and the
type of weapon used wa§ annown in the remaining
5 percent.

There was no significant difference in the
use of wéapons of some kind between personal
crimes of violence involving strangers and thosg
involving nonstrangers. But,in the incidents in
which weapons of some kind were used, firearms
were more likely to be used in incidents between
strangers than between nonstrangers. Firearms
were used in slightly more than half of the
incidents in which a weapon was used in
incidents between strangers, compargd with

about one-third of the nonstranger incidents.
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PHYSICAL INJURY TO VICTIMS OF PERSONAL CRIMES OF
VIOLENCE

Physical injury occurred to the victims of
personal crimes of violence in about 28 percent of all
victimizations. Females were mére likely than
males to have sustained physical injuries, with
about one-third of all female victims compaféd.,
with one-fourth of all male victims receiving
injuries. Victimizations between persons
who knew each other resulted in injury mo;e often
than those involving strangers. Whites sustained
injury somewhat more often than blacks. Apparent
differences between percentages of persons of different
ages and incomes who were injured were not statisti-

cally significant. '
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In cases in which medical expenses were known,
victims incurred some medical expenses in 11 percent of
all personal crimes of violence. Of the victims
who were injured in these crimes, 72 percent had
health insurance coverage or wey: eligible fo% public
medical services.

Victims received some hospital care in 11 percent
of all victimizations from personal.crimes of violence.
Of those victims receiving hospital care, three=
fourths required emergency room treatment only; the

remaining one-fourth were admitted as inpatients.

-----
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ECONOMIC LOSSES

In-this section of the report and in the
relevant data tables, the term "economic loss"
applies to the theft and/or damage of property
resulting from completed crimes and the
damage of property associated wjth_attembted
crimes. "Property" includes both cash and other
items of all kinds. Data on the measurement
of loss include references to items reported by
respondents as having no monetéry worth,
including trivial, truly valueless
objects and those having considerable sentimenfa]
or intrinsic importance. The term "recovery" is
used.in the context of compensation for or restora~
tion of theft losses from any source or by any means - —
whether retrieved by the victim; returned by the
police, returned by some benefactor, or paid for through
insurance coverage. A1thougﬁ the survey measured
recoveries - + by any of these methods, it was
designed to identify only one of them--compensation

through insurance.
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Economic Losses for Personal and Household Crimes

Economic losses occurred in 68 percent of all personal
victimizations (excluding assault, since assaults result-
ing in theft were classified as robberies). About 6
in 10 personal victimizations involved some theft
1ossland 2 in 10 involved some Toss from property damage.
Crimes of violence resulted in economic loss less often
in 4 out of every 10 victimizations. Of the personal
crimes of violence, robbery was more likely té result
in economic loss than rape. -Persona] crimes of theft
resulted in some economic loss in 94 percent of the
victimizations.

Household crimes, in which theft is often the
motive, also resulted in economic loss in a great
majority (93 percent) of victimizations. By definition,
all completed larcenies and completed motor vehicle

thefts resulted in economic loss.
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Monetary Value of Economic Losses

| For all personal crimes, the monetary vaiue of | i
the property fell between $10 and $49 in almost one-third
of victimizations. In about one-fifth of the victimizafions,
the value of the property taken was less than $10. For the
remaining 18 percent of victimizations, slightly less
than half involved property worth $250 or more, whereas
the remainder involved victimizations in which no monetary
value was attached to the loss or the monetary value was
unknown.

Among the household crimes; the majority (70 percent)

" of automobile thefts involved economic losses of $250 or

more. Almost two-thirds of household burglaries invoived
economic losses in the categories of $50-$249 and $250 or
more.” For household larcenies, three-fourths of the losses
fell in the categories of $10-$49 and $50-249.

Recovery of Loss

0f theft losses in personal crimes, none of the
loss was recovered in the great majority (87 percent) of
victimizations; all of the loss was recovered in 5 percent

part of the loss was recovered in 8 percent.

!
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None of the loss was recovered in 79 percent of
household crimes victimizations. Although victim-
zations in which none of the loss was recovered
occurred less often for household victimizations
than for personal victimizations, the majority of
victims in both types of crimes were not able to
recover their economic losses. .

There were no significant differences between
b1apk and white victims in the extent to which they
were able to recover their economic losses for
either personal or household crimes.

For both personal and household crimes, the
method of recovery of economic losses usually was

by methods other than insurance coverage.
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TIME LOST FROM WORK

Individuals who are injured during a criminal attack
and become incapacitated as well as those who‘sustain
economic losses and personal inconveniences related to
criminal events, may have to forgo working for a time. In
addition to these medical reasons, victims may have to
suspend‘their work to attend to such matters as the filing
of police reports, preparation of insurance claims, and.
replacement of stolen or damaged property. For each
relevant c¢rime, the National Crime Survey

in Compton gauged the extent to which members of a
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viétimized household lost worktime in the aftermath of
the victimization. Although it can be assumed that for
most personal crimes of violence it was the victim who
lost time from work, the survey did not record the
identity of the household member concerned.
Some loss of time from work was reported in 7 percent
of all persdna] crimes. Among persons reporting time
lost from work because of victimizations, almost three-fifths
reported losses of between 1 and 5 days, one fifth lost

less than a day, and the remaining one fifth lost 6 days

- Or more.

For household criftes, propb;fﬁaﬁapely more
respondents whb'were.victfﬁized (11%) reported loss of
time from work than for personal crimes. Of the
household crimes, the most time was lost by victims
of completed autoniobile theft, with about one-fourth of
all these respondents reporting loss of work time by a

member (or members) of the victimized household.
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OFFENDERS IN PERSOMAL CRIMES OF VIOLENCE

The accuracy of descriptions of offenders depends
upon the observational powers of the victim. The crime

may have occurred in the dark; it may have happened

. very quickly; the victim was probably under stress

when it occurred. Also, if a victim i§ uncertain about

the characteristics of an offender, doubts may be resolved
by drawing upon preconceived ideas about who usually

conmits crimes. These factors distorting the accuracy

of information given by a respondent to an interviewer

in a victimization survey should be kept in mind when inter-

preting data about offenders.
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NUMBER OF OFFENDERS

Slightly more than half (52 percent) of all violent
crimes against Compton residents involved more
than one offender. These figures contrast with statistics
for the Nation as a whole for 1973 in which the majority
(64 percent) of violent crimes involved only one offender.
These data may reflect a prevalence of gang activity, a
problem in many urban areas. .

Robbery was more likely than e%ther assault or rape
to have involved more than one offender. Half of all
assaults and about 9 in 10 rapes involved only one offender,
while almost 7 in 10 robberies involved multiple offendars.

Crimes of violence occurring between persons who knew
each other were more likely to involve only one offender
than those occurring between strangers. About two-thirds
of personal crimes of violence in which the victim knew
the offendgr(s) involved only one offender, compared with
about one-third of personal violent crimes occurring between

strangers,
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In a vast majority of violent crimes, the offenders
were perceived by their victims to be black. This
finding is not surprising, since in the 1970 census
about 70 percent of the population of Compt%m was black.
In 89 percent of the victimizations involving a single
offender, offenders were reported to be black. All of
the offenders were reported to be black in 85 percent of the
victimizations in which more than one offender was involved.
Black victims reported being victimized by black offenders
significantly more often than did wnite victims for
victimizations involving single offenders. The pattern
is less clear for multiple offenderé, since some of the
crimes were committed by mixed racial groups.

That crime by young persons is a problem in Compton,
as in many other cities, is reinforced by data from the
victimization survey. About half of the offenders in
victimizations involving both single and multfp]e offenders
were perceived by their victims to be under 21 years of

age.
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Young victims of single=offender crimes reported being
victimized by young persons significantly more often than did
victims of other ages. Three-fourths of the victims
between the ages of 12 and 19 were victimized by
offenders perceived to be under age 21, whereas
the majority of victims in age categories of 20 to
65+ were victimized by offenders they perceived as

being over age 20, In victimizations involving

. multiple offenders, the pattern was not as

clear, since some victimizations involved offenders

of ‘mixed age groups.
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VICTIM-OFFENDER RELATIONSHIP IN PERSONAL CRIMES OF VIOLENCE

Personal crimes of violence uédally were committed
by offenders who did not know their victims. The offender
was a Stranger to the victim in three-fourths of the cases.
For each specific violent crime (rape, robbery, assault),
the majority of victimizations also occurred between
straﬁgeké. Of the three crimes, robbery was the most likely
to involve strangers and assault the Teast likely, with rape

midway between.
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Variables in which significant differences occurred
in the victim-offender relationship were sex, race, and
marital status. Males were relatively more likely to be
victimized by strangers than females, whites were
more often victimized by strangers than were b]acks..
Married and widowed persons were more often victimized
by strangers than never=married, separated, and
divorced persons. There were also cignificant
differences between some age and income categories,
but there were no trends. There séemea to be some
tendency for persons over age 35 to be victimized
by strangers relatively more often than younger
persons. The majority of people in EVERY category,
though, regardless of sex, race, marital status,

age or income were victimized by strangers.
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Crime statistics are of course based on the tabulaticn
of incidents which people regard as crimes and are willing
to report to police and/or survey interviewers. Personal
violence between family members or friends, although meeting
a legal definition of a crime, cannot be recorded in

victimization statistics if those involved do not regard

it as a crime or are unwilling to report it to a survey

¢ ~ interviewer.
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REPORTING OF VICTIMIZATIONS TO POLICE

Crimes Against Persons

Victimization surveys make it possible to
obtain information about crimes that is not reflected
. in police statistics. Nationally in 1974, only 47 percent
of all personal crimes of violence were reported to the

potice, according to data from the National Crime Survey. 6/

In Compton the figures for the period October

1973 through September 1974 were avout the same

as for the Nation as a whole, with 46 percent of all

personal violent crimes reported to the police. Crimes involving
violence or the threat of violence were more likely to

be brought to the attention of police than were

personal crimes of theft. Still, crimes of violence

were reported to the police less than half of the

time.

6/ These data are based upon reports from
victims and have not been verified from police

records. ' .89
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Within particular categories of crime,
rbbbery with injury was reported more often than
robbery without injury and aggravated assault was
reported more often than simple assault. Purse
snatching was more ]ikély to be reported than
pocket picking.

Females were more apt than males to report .
per-onal crimes of violence to the police.
Persons between the ages of 12 and 19 reported
personal crimes less often than those in older
age categories. However, there was no significant
differénce between reporting rates for blacks
and whites. The relationship of victim and offender
a]so had no appareqt effect on the proportion of crimes
reported. Victimizations between
persons who knew each other were just as likely to

be reported as those between strangers.
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The most common reasons given for net reporting
personal crimes to police were that nothing could
be done about the offenses and that they were not (
important enough to report. These responses accounted
for two-thirds of reasons given'for not reporting
personal crimes of theft and half of the reasons
for not reporting violent crimes. Other reasons
were that the victim regarded the' _
crime as a private or personal matter, that police
would not want to be bothered, that the ¢rime had
been reported to someone e]sé, that the victim
feared reprisal, and that reporting was too inconvenient
or time consuming. The percentages of victims

giving some of these responses was very small. -
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| Crimes against households

Household crimes, which often have some
impact on everyone living in the household, were
more 1ikely to be brought to the attention of |
police than personal c¢rimes in which a single
individual was the victim. The more serious
household crimes (burglary and motor vehicle theft)
were more likely to be reported than the less

i serious household crime (household larceny).
! This pattern was similar to that for persbna]
! ‘ victimizations in which crimes of yio1en&e were
reported relatively more often %han personal

larcenies.
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Among the particular types of household .
crime, the more serious forms were more often
reported. For example, completed motor vehicle
thefts were almost always reported (93 percent), whereas
attempted automobile thefts were reported only
one-fourth of the time. Burglary involving forcible
entry was reported in more than three-fourths of
victimizations, whereas cases in which the offender
entered hcuseholds without force were reported
less than half the time (44 percent). Household larcenies
in which property and/or cash valued at $50 or
more was taken were more 1iké1y to be reported
than those involving losses of less than $50.

The reasons given for not repofting household

crimes to the police were similar to those given for

not reporting personal crimes.
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DETAILED FINDINGS--CRIMES AGAINST
COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS

The data on crimes against Compton's business
community differ from those for the personal and
household sectors in that they are based upon a
complete census of the city's businesses, whereas
the personal and household information is based
upon a household sample survey. Thus, the commercial
data are not subject to sampling error, although
they are affected by the same types of nonsampling
error as other survey and census data. A qomp]ete
census was taken in Compton because of the manageably

small number of businesses.
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The commercial data measure only incidents of
robbery and burglary occurring during the 12 months
preceding the survey interviews (September 1, 1973,
through August 31, 1974). Other types of commercial
crime (such as employee theft, shoplifting,
and vandalism) were not included in the survey.

The definitions of robbery and burgiary are

the same as for the other two sectors, except, that
the victim is a commercial estab]ishment rather
than an individual or household. Commercial
buég]ahy involves unauthorized or forcible entry
into a pusiness. Commercial robbery, like other
types of robbery, involves personal confrontatior
and the threat or use of force.

Amounts and Rates of Victimization

A total of 1,176 commercial burglaries and
robberies occurred in Compton during the reference
period. Of these, 80 percent were burglaries, of
which 55 percent were completed and 25 percent were
attempted. The remaining 20 percent of the commercial
crimes were robberies; 14 percent completed and 6

percent attempted.
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The rates of victimization for the two commercial
crimes in Compton were very high compared with national
figures. The victimization rate for burglary was
748 victimizations per 1,000 establishments, compared
with a rate of only 226 for the Nation in 1974. There
were 186 robberies per 1,000 establishments in Compton,
compared with 39 per 1,000 for the United States in 1§74.

Amonb the various types of commercial establishments,
retail businesses had the highest victimization rates,.
for both burglary (993) and robbery {313). Wholesale
businesses had the second highest rates for both crimes.
The burglary rate for wholesale busﬁnesﬁes (921) was
almost as high as that for retail establishments, whereas
the robbery rate for wholesale companies (171) was some-
what lower than for retail stores. Service establishments
and businesses classified as "other" had the lowest rates,
although their rates were still high. Burglary rates for
service establishments were 605 per 1,000 and robbery rates
were 103. For "other" establisnments the rates were:

burglary (567) and robbery (145).
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Victimization rates computed on the basis of gross
annual receipts were lowest for businesses with no sales
and businesses with gross annual receipts of less than
$10,000.

Although the victimization rates for commercial
estabiishments in Compton were high when compared to
national rates, businesses were not equally affected, since
some may have been victimized several times and others
not at all. The majority of all businesses in Compton
(62 percent) were not victimized during the reference
period.

When examined by type of business, almost half the
wholesale businesses (49 percent) and retail businesses
(48 percent) were victimized at least once ﬁuring the
reference period. The. percentages were lower for other
types with 30 percent of service firms and 29 percent of
businesses classified as "other" having been victimized
at least once.

Time of Occurrence
Commercial burglary, a crime of stealth, usually

(83 percent) took place at night (6 p.m. to 6 a.m.),

when the risk that the burglar would encounter someone

on the business premises was reduced. On the other hand,
commercial robberies, which by definition involve personal
encounters, were more likely to occur during normal business
hours of 6 a.m. to 6 p.m. {61 percent) or between 6 p.m.

and midnight (27 percent).
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Economic Losses

About 86 percent of the measured commercial crimes
resulted in some economic loss to the business, from
theft of property, damage to property, or both. Of the
victimized establishments, 58 percent suffered some theft loss
and 62 percent some loss from damage to property.

Economic loss of some sort occurrad more often in commercial
burglaries (90 percent) than in commercial robberies (74 percent).
Economic loss due to property damage occurred.much more often in
burglaries (73 percent) than in robgeries (15 percent), whereas
theft loss occurred more frequently in robberies (69 percent)
than in burglaries (56 percent).

Economic Toss accurred in only half of the robberies in

service establishments; comparable figures for other business

types were three-fourths of wholesale businesses and "otherf
establishments and 82 percent of retail businesses. The
differences between the types of establishments were -lass
proncunced in burglaries. Percentages of burglary victimizations
in which economic loss occurred ranged from 83 percent for whole-

sale companies to 91 percent for retail firms.
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Almost two-fifths of the burg]gries {39 percent) and
robberies (37 percent) involved economic losses valued at
$251 or more; 85 percent of robberies and 62 percent of
burglaries involved losses of at least $51; only 1 percent
of robberies and 16 percent of burglaries involved losses
of less than $10.

It was .uncommon for property lost from theft in '
commercial crimes to be recovered. No property was recovered
in 90 percent of burglarigs and 87 percent of robberigs.

Some of the property was recovered in 6 percent of burglaries |
and 7 percent of robberies, and all of the property was
recovered in only 3 percent of burgiaries and 6 percent of
robberies.

Time Lost From Work

Fifteen percent of commeicial robbefy victimizations
and 8 percent of commercial burglary victimizations resu]téd :
in some loss of time from work as a result in some loss of
time from work as a result of tnhe victimizations. In robbery,
10 percent of the victimizations resulted in the loss of
1 day or more of working time while the other 5 percent.
of victimizations resulted in less than a day of lost worktime,

and only 3 percent involved the loss of a day or more.
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Reporting of Crimes to Police

Commercial crimes, unlike personal crimes, generally
were well reported to the police: 90 percent of all
commercial robberies and 80 percent of all commercial
burglaries were reported.

Use of Weapons

Weapons of some type were used in 72 percent of all
commercial robberies. The most common weapon. used was a
firearm (59 percent); knives (3 pércent) and other
weapons (10 percent) were used relatively infrequently.
Weapons of all types were more often used in completed
robberies (74 percent) than in attempted robberies
(66 percent). Firearms were more often used in completed
robberies (65 percent) than in attempted ones (43 percent),
whereas the reverse was true for other types of weapons.
Both knives and other weapons were used more frequently in
attempted robberies (8 percent and 15 percent) than in

completed ones (1 percent and 8 percent).
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Table 1. Personal, household, and commercial crimes:

of victimizations, by sector and type of crime

ey

Number and percent distribution

Percent of crimes Percent of

Sector and type of crime Number - within sector all criomes
All crimes 17,988 P 100.0
Personal gector 7,538 100.0 41.9
Crimea of violence 3,743 49.7 20.8
Rape 115 1.5 0.6
Completed rape 27 . 0.4 0.2
Attempted rape 88 1.2 0.5
Robbery 1,472 19.5 8.2
Robbery with injury, 422 5.6 2.3
From serlouy assault 261 3.5 1.5
From minor assuult 161 2.1 0.9
Robbery vithout {njury 1,050 13.9 5.8
Assault 2,156 28.6 12.0
Aggrovased assault 1,236 16.4 6.9
Wicth (njury 316 4.2 1.8
Attenpted assault with weapon 920 12.2 3.1
Staple assaule 920 12.2 5.}
With fajury 206 2.7 R
Attempted assault without weapon 714 9.5 4.0
Crimes of cthefe 3,795 $0.3 21.1
Perronal larceny with contact 263 3.5 t.5
Purse anitching 151 2.0 0.8
Completud purse sautching 119 1.6 0.7
Attespted purse snatehing 32 0.4 0.2
Pocket pleking 212 1.5 0.6
Perannal lardeny without contact 3,532 45.9 19.6
Total population age 12 snd over 47,507 res ave
Houschold sectuc 9,274 100.0 31.A
Burglary 5,332 57.5 23.%
Forcible entry 3,162 34.1 17.6
Unlawful cotry withou? focce 1,043 11.3 5.8
Attemptod forcibie entey 1,127 12.2 6.3
Household lavceny 2,823 30.6 15.7
fess than $50 1,351 14.6 7.5
$50 or more 1,194 12.9 6.6
Amount not avallahle 66 0.7 0.4
Attenmpted larceny 222 2.4 1.2
Motor vehicle theft 1,109 12.0 6.2
Completed thelt 822 8.9 4.6
Attempted theflt 287 i 1.6
Total rumber of houscholds 18,183 cee oes
Commercial sector 1,176 100.0 6.5
Burylary 942 80.1 5.2
Coipleted bucgiary 651 55.4 3.6
Atcempred hurglary 291 24.7 1.6
Robbery 234 19.9 1.3
Completed rubbery 169 14.4 0.9
Attenpted robbery 65 5.5 0.4
Total number of comnerclzl establishments 1,259 ces ces

KOTE: Detail nay aot add to toeal shown because of rounding.

ves  Represents not applicable.

Percsnt distribution based on unrounded flgurus.
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" Table 2. Personal, household, and commercial crimes: Victimization
rates, by sector and type of crime

Sector and type of crime . Rate Bage of rate
Personal sector
Crimes of violence . 79
Rape 2
Completed rape 1
Attenpted rape 2
Robbery i
Robbery with injury 9
From serious assault 5 .
From minor assault 3
Robbery without injury 22
Assault 4S
Aggravated assault 26
With injury ? Per 1,000 persons
Attenpted assaule with weapon 19, age 12 and over
Simple assault 19
With {njury . 4
Attempted assault without weapon . 15 }
Crimes of theft 80 '

Personal larveny with contact 6
Purse snatching 3
Completcd pursc snatchlng 3
Atteapted purse snatching 1
Pocket pleking 2
4

Personal larceny without contact . ?
Household secctor

Burglary 293
Forctble entry 174
Unlawful entry without force 57
Attenpted forcible entry 62

Household larceny 156 Per 1,000
Less than $50 7% N
§50 or more 66 - . houscholds
Azcunt not avaf{lable [
Attempted larceny 12

Motor vehicle thefe €]
Completed thatft 45
Attempted theft 16

Commercial suctor

Burglary 748
Completed burglary 517 Per 1,000
Attetipted burglary 231 conmercial

Robbery 186 establ{shments
Completed robbery 134
Attempted robbery. 52

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
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Table 3. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

by type of crime and sex of victims

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

e 4 ama® e memmnal o pamet it

Both sexes Male Female
Type of crime (47,507) (21,556) (25,951)
Crimes of violence 79 104 58
Rape 2 'z 4
Completed rape 1 1z 1
Attempted rape 2 iz 3
Robbery n 47 18
Robbery with Injury 9 13 5
From serious asuaule s 9 3
Froo minor assaule 3 4 ]
Robbery without {njury 22 34 13
Assault 45 $7 i%
Aggravated assault 26 36 17
With tnfury . S ? 9 3
Attempeed assault vith weapon v 19 28 12
Simple assault 19 20 18
With tnjury 4 4 M
‘Attempted agsault without weapon 15 16 14 .
Crimes of theft . 80 89 72
Personal larceny with contact 6 4 7
Purse snatching 3 1z [
Completed 3 l2 3
Attempted 1 12 1
Pocket plcking 2 4 1
Personal larceny without contact 4 a5 €5

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

group,
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000,

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sumple cases, is statistically unriliable.

Numbers {n parenthcses refer to population in the

103




vol

Table 4, Personal crimest Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and age of victins

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

12-1% 16-19 20-24 25-34 315-49 50-64 6% and over

Type of crime (1,921) (6,126) (5,220) (8,461) (11,059) (6,330 (2,390)
Crines of violence 121 141 95 68 43 41 46
Rape 2 4 5 3 1 0 o
Rubbery 49 4 28 27 20 20 0
Robbery with {njury 14 12 8 S 5 7 11
From serfous assaule 7 10 ? 5 k) 3 8
From minor assault 7 2 h 3 2 4 4
Robbery without {njury kH 35 20 19 15 13 19
Asgaute . 70 90 62 37 22 20 16
Appravated assault 34 66 36 20 10 12 6
Wich tnjury 9 15 10 7 k] 2 0
Attempted assault with weapon 23 51 27 13 8 9 6
Stueple assaule 36 24 25 17 12 9 10
with tnjury 10 ? 5 3 2 1 14
Attempred assaule without weapon 2 18 21 14 10 8 6
Ceimas oi theft 62 88 107 99 7 70 30
Personal lurceny with contact 4 4 9 5 5 8 6
Pursa snatching tz 2 - 4 4 ) 14
Pocket pleking 4 3 3 1 1 4 13
Personnl larceny without contact 59 84 99 94 72 62 24

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

Z  Laesy than 0.5 per 1,000.

lEsL{muzu. based on about 10 or fewer sample cuses, {s statistically unreliable.

Nurhers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
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Table 5. Personal crimes: Viceimizatton rvates for porsons aje 12 and ovar, hy sex and age of victims and type of crime

(Rate pur 1,000 populavfon age 12 and over)

Rohhery Persunnl larceny
Crimea of With WHithout Assanlt Crimes of wWith without
Sex and ape . violence Rape Total tntury fnjury Total CARRTAVsted Simole theft contact contact
Male
12-15 (3,924) 169 h 84 24 60 84 47 37 70 6 64
16-19 (2,814) 211 'o 82 23 59 129 101 28 115 2 113
20-24 (2,252) 109 ‘o 35 8 27 15 49 26 105 h 103
25-34 (3,494) 80 ‘o 34 10 23 46 26 19 103 h 101
35-49 (4,907) 45 o 24 ) 19 22 11 11 48 h o 86
50-64 (3,110) 57 lo 3 10 2 26 16 10 79 7 72
65 and over (1,038) 58 1o 38 12 26 ©20 12 L) 41 % 33
Female
12-15 (3,997) 75 4 14 4 10 LY 22 3% 55 ] 53
16-19 (3,212) 82 8. 18 3 , 15 56 k) 21 64 (1 59
20-24 (2,968) 85 9 23 8 15 52 27 26 110 14 95
25-34 (4,967) 60 5 23 ? 16 31 16 16 96 7 49
35-49 (6,132) 42 2 17 () 12 23 10 13 67 7 61
50-64 (3,220) 26 1 1 4 ? i% 7 8 62 10 52
65 and over (1,355) 37 o 24 1 13 13 2 10 22 ) 1

NOTE: Detafl may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parenthescs refer to population {n the group.
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000,
Iistimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer pample cases, is statistically unreltable,
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Tadle 6. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and race of victims

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

C - 4 e

——ar w weeenss

White Black Other
type of crime (7,883) (38,782) (842)
Crimes of violeace 74 79 106
Rape 2 2 by
Robbery 38 . 29 39
Robbery with injury 14 8 18
From serious assaule 8 3 14
From minor assault 6 3 . 14
Robbery without injury 24 22 21
Assault hX) 48 L1]
Aggravated assuult 15 28 38
With {njury 3 ‘ 7 14
Attempted assaule with weapon 10 21 34
Simple assault 19 . 19 )
Wicth {njury ) 4 17
Attempted aunault without weapon 14 . 15 28
Crimus of thef't 56 ' &3 8l
Personal lurceny with contact 8 '3 14
Purse snatching : 6 3 14
Pocket picking 2 b ) o
Personal larceny without coritact 48 80 eo

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parenthescs refer to population {n the

froup.
‘Eatimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cuses, is statfatically dnreliable.
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Table 7. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 arnd over,
by type of crime and eex and race of victims

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

he v seie

Male .

White Black White Black

Type of crime - (3,775) (17,410) (4,108) (21,372)
Crimes of violence 100 103 35 60
Rape o iz 4 4
Robbery 55 44 ) 23 17
Robbery with fnjury 21 11 8 -]
Robbery without injury k1 13 15 12
Assault 45 59 23 38
Agpravated assault 23 39 6 i?
Simple assaule 21 20 17 19
Crimes of theft S0 97 62 75
Personal larceny with contace 4 4 11 []
Personal larceny without contact 46 9 . 1 68

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

group.
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000.

Estimate, based upon about 10 or fewer cases, is stactistically unreltable.
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Table 8. Personal crimea: Victimizatiua rates for persons ape )2 and over, by race and age of victims and type of crime

: . (Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)
H
Rohbory Personal luarceny
Crimes of With Without Asgault Crimes of With . Without
Race and age violence Rape Total {nfury injury Toial Aspyavated Simple theft contact contact
White ) ‘
12-15 (833) 104 ) 40 14 25 65 18 47 29 o 25
16-19 (723) 112 o 46 17 29 66 46 21 41 ‘o 41
20-24 (1,067) 73 lg » 14 22 k) 1 20 7% 11 63
25-34 (1,575) 65 1, 34 1) .22 27 15 13 60 .10 53
35-49 (1,417} 49 12 28 8 19 19 ) 13 66 '6 59
50-64 (1,342) 62 ‘o 42 22 20 20 "7 13 ' 69 9 64
65 and over (926) 89 'o. 6 16 34 35 16 18 26 13 13
Black .
12-15 (6,923) 121 2 48 13 36 70 16 34 ' 66 v 4 62
16-19 (5,309) 145 5 48 12 36 92 67 25 96 5 91
20-24 (4,007) 102 5 26 6 B 20 n 44 28 116 8 108
25-34 (6,727) 61 1:I 25 8 17 39 20 18 106 4 101
35-49 (9,448) 43 1 19 4 15 23 11 12 79 4 74
50-64 (4,894) 35 o 15 3 12 20 13 8 70 8 62
65 and over (1,414) 18 o 13 Yy e Yy 0 Yy 3 2 £}
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Mumbers in parentheses refer to pooulatfon in the groud.
Z Less than 0.5 per 1,000. !
‘Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelfable.
L]
!
1]
1
i




I Neeresiemini o aany anessarondd ) Y ) ) ) - I e B . ' T y - : - ’
¢ Qo () ® ) e o ® ¢ e =
' Table 9. Perasonal crimes: Vicuimization vates for persons age 12 and over, .
by race, sex, and age of victins and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 population age. 12 and over)
: Race, sex, and age Crimeg of violence Crimes of theft
. . White )
[l Male ' s
! 12-15  (391) 146 38 '
; 16-19 (375) 208 72
20-24  (518) 93 . 42
} 25-34  (761) 8 35
35-49 (650) . 55 17
, 50-64 (660) 82 . 55
; 65 and over (413) 116 29
[ Female
12-15  (442) ) 68 120
16-19  (348) . ‘9 . 1y
i 20-24  (549) . $5 : 104
! 25-34  (807) 56 83
315-49  (767) 43 43
* R ' 50-64 (682) 44 R * 91
f 65 and over (513) 68 23
) Black
Male
i 12-15  (3,450) 169 72
16-19  (2,406) 209 124
20-24  (1,649) 117 124
25-34  (2,666) . n 122
. 35-49  (4,199) 44 89
. 50-64 (2,401) ‘52 85
, 65 and over (601) 15 50
‘ Female ' '
' 12-15  (3,472) : 73 ' 60
! 16-19 (2,905) 92 12
1? 20-24  (2,379) 92 111
: 25-34  {4,062) 60 95
' ' . 35-49  (5,249) 43 : 70
! 50-64 (2,491) 20 55
i 65 and over (813) ) 20 22
v ) NOTF: Numbers {n parentheses refer to population {n the group.
. Upstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statiscically unreliable.
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Table 10, Perasonal crimes: Victimization rates for personn age 12 and over,
. by type of crime and marital estatus of victios

v ’ (Rate per 1,000 population age ‘12 and over)

i Never Divorced and ‘

married Married Widowed separated )

) ' Type of crime (18,237) : (21,527) (2,222) (5,258) :
Crines of violence 120 45 54 82
Rape 4 1 0 , 6
Robbery 11 i9 . 36 33
Robbery with {njury 12 ) 18 9
From serlous assault 8 ' 4 ) 4
K From nminor assault 4 2 11 5
i Rubbery without injury 32 14 19 25
Co Assault 73, 26 18 43
Agrravated assaule 45 13 7 22
With injury ' 12 3 1 7
. Atteruted asunult with wveapon 33 10 . 5 15
; Slmple ussault 24 13 . 11 21
: With injury ? 1 3 . 8
: . . Attenpted assault without weapon 21 12 . 8 13
Celmes of theft 79 80 38 98
Personal larceny with contact 5 5 5 10
Purse snatching 1 4 4 7
Pocket pleking kN 1 1 2
Personal liarceny without contact 7% 75 i3 88

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parenthescs refer to population in the
group; excludes data on persons whose marital status was not ascertained.
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Table 11.

Parsonal crires:

Victimtzat.on rates for pereone ape )2 and over, by sex and marftal atatus of victime and type of crime

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

Robhury Personal larceny
Crimer of With Without Assault Crimes of With Without
Sex and marital status violence Rape Total {ntury fnfury Total Arpravated Simple theft contact contact
Male
Never married (9,019) 166 'z 12 20 52 94 64 30 91 4 87
Married (10,622) 56 0 27 8 19 29 16 14 85 2 62
Widowed (458) 59 0 46 120 26 3 13 0 44 0 44
Divorced and separate '
(1,341) B 72 0 k) 1 24 42 19 22 118 9 109
Female ' -
Never married (9,218) 78 ? 17 5 12 53 27 26 67 5 61
Marrieds (10,905) 33 2 11 3 8 22 10 12 76 8 68
Widowed (i,764) 53 0 U 17 17 19 ‘5 14 37 7 30
Divovced and scparated 85 8 3 ] 25 43 23 20 91 10 81

- (3,917)

NOTE:

marital status was not ascertained.
Z Less than 0.5 percent per 1,000,
lEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ie¢ statistically unreliable.

Detnll may not add to total shown because of rounding.

Numbers fn parenthescs

refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose
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' Table 12, Personal crimed: Victimization rates for persono age !2 and over,
by type of crime and annual famlly incoze of victinms

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

Less than $3,000~ §7,500- $10,000- $15,000- $25,000
$3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or rore

Type of crime (4,623) (15,698) (6,603) (11,446) (6,088) (648)
Crimes of violence 121 80 70 68 68 82
Rape 8 2 2 2 h 0
Robbery 40 33 . 2% 30 29 19
Robbery with injury 14 1 7 6 6 Q
From serlous assault 10 8 s 3 2 1]

From minor assault K k] ) 3 4 0
Robbery without injury 26 22 16 24 23 19
Assaule 72 45 4 36 38 61
Aggravated assault 43 26 23 21 21 49
With tnjury 10 6 7 5 5 114
Attempted assaule with weapon 33 20 16 16 16 35
Simple assaule 29 19 21 15 17 114

With Injury 9 4 4 3 4 Ts.
Attempted assault without weapon 20 15 16 12 12 lg
Crimes of theft 89 70 82 83 88 130
Personal larceny with contact 8 5 3 6 9 :5
Purse snatching S 3 3 3 4 5
Pocket plektng 3 2 0 3 5 0
Personul larceny without contact 81 o4 79 7 80 125

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

incore level was not ascertained.
2 less than 0.5 per 1,000,

lEstiaate, bused on about 10 or fewor sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Nutbers {n parenthesee refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons whose
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Table 13. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race and annunl family tncome of victimm and type of crime

[T YIRS i

(Rate per 1,000 population ape 12 and over)

R T R A P T ¥ | O RN
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whose fncome level was not ascertained.

2 Less than 0.5 per 1,000,

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

Rohbery Personal larceny
Crimes of With Without Anganlt Crimes of With Without
Race and income violence Rape Total infury tnjury Total Appravated Simple theft contact contact
White :
Less than §$3,000 (838) 118 14 68 1 47 13 29 18 60 m 49
$3,000-87,499 (3,522) 58 12 37 is 22 19 8 11 53 9 )
$7,500-$9,999 (1,217) 69 12 27 12 15 39 12 27 47 0 47
§10,000-§14,999 (1,453) 78 12 32 10 .2 43 24 19 61 8 $3
$15,000-§24,999 (518) 97 0 52 1y 35 44 112 33 97 17 19
$25,000 or mare (79) 176 0 0 0 0 ) 11g 1ag 0 0 0
Bluck ‘
Less thoan $3,000 (3,682) 110 8 34 11 22 ' 74 44 30 93 7 87
$3,000-57,499 (11,916) 78 2 » 10 22 52 n 21 74 4 70
$7,500-59,999 (5,204) 70 2 22 6 17 45 26 19 91 3 88
$10,000-514,999 (9,760) 66 2 29 6 23 35 20 15 86 6 a0
$15,000-24,Y99 (5,457) 67 h 27 S 22 8 23 16 88 8 80
$25,000 oc more (558) B4 (] 22 0 22 63 52 n 151 I 145
NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown bucause of rounding. Nunbers An parenthescs refer to population in the aroup; excludes data on persans
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Table 14, Mouschold crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
and race of head of houschold

(Rate per 1,000 householdn)

vLL

All rices White Black Other
Type of crime (18,189) ,217) (14,707) (265)
Burglary 293 21 308 347 N
Farcible entry 174 134 182 181
Unlawful entry without force 57 47 59 75
Attempted forcible entry 62 40 66 n
Househotd larceny 156 o 164 226
Less than $50 74 54 78 136
$50 or nore . 66 45 70 91
Amouit not availadble 4 1 4 0
Attenpted larceny 12 11 13 0
Motor vehicle theft 61 48 64 49
Completed thett 45 32 48 130
Attempted thefe ' 16 ’ 16 16 119

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

group,

lEatimite, bised on about 10 or fewer sample cascs, is statistically unrcli-ble.

Numbers §n parentheses refer to houscholds ia the

@ vr:
s
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Table 1S, Motor vehicle thefe:

Victimization xates on the hasia of thefts
per 1,000 houscholds and of thefts per 1,000 vehicles owned,
by selected houschold characteristice

..I S R Ll CE D el olREE R EURE LI L S

Rate per 1,000

Rate per 1,000 motor

Characteristic Wouscholds vehicles owned
Races of head of household
All races! 61 46
White 48 41
Black 64 46
Age of head of household
12-19 38 44
20-34 67 56
35~49 72 48
50-h4 53 34
.65 and over 12 15
Form of tenure
Owned or being bought 61 . 68
Rented . 112 38

ncludes data on “other" rvaces, not shown separately.
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Tahle 16. Household crimes:

Victimization rvaten, by type of crice ond age of head of household

e CE e i e e e b
. .‘

(Rate per 1,000 hougeholds)

B i LI

B L T TR

12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over
Type of crime (156) (6,077) (6,463) (3,97%) (1,517)
Burglary 167 336, 321 233 173
Forcible entry 128 206 184 139 98
Unlawful entry without force 19 67 64 39 40
Attempeed forcible entry 19 . 63 73 55 36
Houschold larceny 135 169 ' 178 135 €8
Less than $50 77 82 79 70 39
$50 or more 38 72 81 48 23
Arount not avatlable 0, 2 3 4 2
Attempted larceny 19 13 13 12 T4
Motor vehicle theft ‘38 67 72 53 12
Completed theft 138 51 52 39 12
Attempted theft 0 16 20 14 0

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

Nurhers in parcentheses refer to houscholds in the group.
lgstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sanple cases, {s statistically unreliable.
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Teble 17, Household crimess VYietinfzatfon rates, by type of crire a=4 anzcal fazlly lzceme

(Rate per 1,000 houscholds)

Lesa than $3,060~ $7,500- . §10,000~ $15,000- $25,000

$3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $164,999 §24,999 or rore

Type of crime (2,458) (6,275) (2,394) (3,893) ' (1,975) (190)
Burglary 283 276 ' 284 325 309 321
Forcible entry 172 o164 172 196 172 200
Unlawful entry without force 31 . 57 48 65 66 1%
Attempted forcible entry 61 55 64 64 n 105
Houschold larceny 139 136 s 190 164 205
Less than $50 72 64 80 82 83 74
§$50 or more . 52 56 64 S0 66 24
Amount not avallable V2 6~ 'y 12 iy 0
Attempted larceny ' 12 10 11 15 12 58
Motor vehicle theft 39 &2 56 10 82 63
R Conpleoted theft 3l 49 43 49 53 142
Attempted theft 8 13 13 21 29 132

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Nurbers in parentheces refer to households n the group; excludea data on persons whose
incame level was not ascertatned.

! Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sanple cases, {s atatistically unrelfahle.

Lexd
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Table 18. MHousehold burglary: Victimization vates, by vace of head of household,
annual family {acome, and type of turglary . ¢

(Rate per 1,000 houscholds)

Race and {ncome All burglaries Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force Attempted forcible encry
White .
Less than $3,000 (488) 217 121 45 51
$3,000-57,499 (1,468) 206 127 37 ¥
$7,500-59,999 (439) 191 114 46 32
$10,000-$14,999 (510) 275 163 k) 39
$15,000-524,999 (173) 376 249 81 L6
$25,000" or move (20) 1150 1150 0 0
Black
Long than $3,000 (1,932) © 298 185 59 61
$9,000-87,499 (4,72)) . 297 176 63 58
' $7,500-59,999 (1,921) 301 184 48 69
) $10,000-514,999 (3,716) 33 200 65, 64
4 $15,000-$24,999 (1,769) 302 163 64 75
$25,000 or more (167) 1% 210 118 120

NOTE: Detoll may not add to total shown because of rounding, Numbers in parenthesce refer to houscholds in the group; excludes duta on persons vhose
Income level was not ascertained. .
'Estinmute, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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' Table 19, MHousehold larcenyt Victimization rates, by race of head of household,
annual famtly {ncome, and type of larceny

(Rate per 1,000 households)

wwiione

Completed larceny

Race and income All household larcentes’ Less than §50 §50 or more Attempted larceny
Wnite '
Less than $3,000 (488) 107 61 40 26
$3,000-57,4%9 (1,468) 8 39 27 10
$7,500-59,999 (439) 150 . . 59 84 4
$10,000-514,999 (510) 186 62 88 216
$15,000-$24,999 (173) 98 o4 217 in
$25,000 or more (20) . 0 0 0 0
Black ’ .
Less than $3,000 (1,932) ° 146 73 55 14
$3,000-§7,499 (4,723) 151 70 64 10
, §7,500-59,999 (1,923) ' 161 g6 60 . 12
. $10,000-514,999 (3,316) ) 188 ) 91 15
$15,000-524,939 (1,769) 168 8} 70 12
$25,000 or wmore (1A7) 236 84 66 66

NOTE: Datall may not add to total shown becaus¢ of rounding., Nurbers in parentheses refer to households in the group; excludes data on persone whose

incone level was not ascertained.
' ilncludos data, not shown sepurately, on larcenies for which the value of Yosa was not ascertained.
“Egtimate, based on zero or on about 10 ov fewver sample cases, ia statistically unreliable.
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Table 20. Motor vehicle theft: Viceimization rates, by race of head of kuusehold,

annual family income, and type of theft . -

.

e

(Rate per 1,000 ﬁouigholdn)

Race and income ; All vehicléd cthefts Completed theft Attempted thefe

White . \ ) :
Less than $3,000 (488) : ‘18 a2 RYS
$3,000-57,499  (1,468) a 46 3 12
$7,500-59,999  (439) : 59 39 21
$10,000-514,999 (510) 18 ) 33
$15,000-524,999  (173) 4 5 129 146
$25,000 or more (20) . 0 0 0

Black '
Less than §3,000 (1,932) 4) . 35 9
$3,000-87,499  (4,723) o8 55 13
$7,500-59,999  (1,522) 57 45 12
§10,000-514,999  (1,316) . 6 49 17
$15,000-§24,999  (1,769) . 84 56 28
$25,000 or more (167)° 72 136 136

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers i{n parentheses refer to houscholds in the

proup; excludes data on persons whose income level was not uscevtained.
IFetimate, baned on about 10 or fewer sample cascs, is atatistically unvreliable,

vy -
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Table 21, Household crimes: Victimiiation rates, by type of crime
and number of persons in houschold

(Rate per 1,000 houschelds)

One Tvo-three Four-five Six or more jo
Type of crime (2,873) (7,064) (5,282) {2,970)
Burglury 236 ' 292 326 29) )
Forclble entry 151 180 193 148
Unlawful entry without force 33 47 68 85
Attemptued forcible entry ‘ 52 65 65 60
Houschold larceny 71 127 ¢ 189 K 247
Léss than $50 34 65 66 115
$50 or more 3 47 86 107
Amount not avatlable 12 4 4 5
Attempted larceny 5 11 13 20
Motor vehicle theft 38 . 52 67 94
Completed thefe , 32 38 47 12
Attanptesd theft 5 14 20 22
NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of rounding. KNunhers in parentheses refer to houscholds in the

group; excludes data on households whose number of persons could not be ascertained.
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sanple cases, is etatlstically unreliable,
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Table 22, Houschold crimest

Victimizati'n rates, by type of crimo, form of tenure, and race of head of household

(Rate par 1,000 houscholds)

Owned or being bought Rented

All racese White ¥lack All races< Vhite Black

Type of crime (11,557) 1,637 (9,730) (6,532) (1,581) (4,976)
Burglary 302 250 312 277 192 301
Furcible entry 180 153 184 163 109 179
Unlawful entry without force 5 46 59 58 48 59
Attempted forcible entry 65 , 46 68 57 35 63
Household larceny 164 120 i 141 102 152
Less than $50 1 58 80 68 50 73
$50 or more . 68 51 71 61 40 67
Amount not asvallable 4 0 5 3 2 3
Attempted latceny 14 10 15 9 11 9
Motor vehicle theft 61 51 62 62 45 67
Completed theft . 4 26 47 49 38 52
Attempted theft 1 ’ 26 16 13 7 15

NOTE: Detail wmiy not add to total shown because of rounding.
lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, (s statistically uarelfabdle.

?Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately,

[

Numbers in parentheses refaer to households in the group.
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Table 23, Household crimes: Victimiziiion rates, by type of crime and oumber of unite in structure occupied by houschold

. (Rate per 1,000 householiin)

Other than

. One2 Two Three Four Five-nine Ten or more housing unite
Type of crime (14,543) (862) (348) (582) (747) {893) (0)
. Burglary 97 328 227 256 313 245 0
Forcible entry 179 190 115 153 163 134 0
Unlawful entry without force 1} 1 . 40 3 ' 94 58 0
. Attempted forcible entry 62 .67 12 69 56 53 0
Houschold larceny 155 164 12 148 134 204 0
Less than §$50 PR 19 83 84 51 120 0
$50 or more 67 68 k}] 58 71 56 0
Amount not available 4 . 7 0 0 . 4 13 Q
Attempted larceny 12 9 i9 15 8 25 0
Motor vehiele theft . H0 [13 43 57 . 58 120 (4]
Completed thefe . b4 46 34 41 51 82 0
Attempted theft 16 0 . 9 115 17 38 0

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to houscholds in the group; excludes data on households
whose number of units in structure could not bo ascertained.
IEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ie statistically unreliable.
‘Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
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Table 24. Commercial crimes: Victimtzation rates, by characterintics of
victimized establ{shments and type of irime

(Rate per 1,000 establishments)

Characteristic Burglary Robbery
Kind of catablishment
A1l establishments (1,259) 749 188
Retall  (432) 993 313
. Wholesnle (76) ) 921 17
Service (476) ! 605 103
\ Other  (275) 567 R 145
' Gross annual recelipta!l '
Less than $10,000 (253). 648 63
$10,000-524,999 (181) 901 249
$25,000-549,999 (117) 838 325
$50,000-599,999 (94) . Y 1,000 351
$100,000-5499,999 (164) 812 : 287
$500,000-5999,999 (48)' 1,500 125
$1,000,000 or more (90) 1,089 200
, No sales  (44) . ) 409 23
Average number of paid employees 2
-3 (419) 740 227
4=7 (1) 242 183
’ 8-19  (142) 1,042 ' 239
20 or mure (189) 810 201
None (292) 569 106

NOTE: Numbers {n parentheses refer to commerci{al eatablishments in the group, Detail may not add to total shown
beenuse of rounding.
! Excludes data on establishments for which the amount of Rgross annual recelpts wns not ascertained.
2 Excludes duta on establishments for vhich the average nucher of paid employces was not ascertained.
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Table 25,

.

Personal crimes of violence:
of crine and victin-of fendsr relationship

(Rate per 1,000 pcrsone age 12 end over)

L e b ek Rosia de iy a i b O vl

Number of victinizetions end victimization rates for pervons age 12 and over, by type

Invelving stringere

Involving nonstrangers

Type of crime Numher Kate Rumber Rate
Crimes of violence 2,818 59 926 19
Rape 88 2 27 1
Completed rape a1 ] 6 lz *
Attempted rape 67 1 21 z
Robbery 1,258 27 185 [
Robbery with injury %53 7 69 1
From serlous assault s 5 45 1
From minor assaule 137 3 24 8
Robbery without fnjury 935 20 116 2 .
Assault’ 1,642 30 714 15
Aggravated ausault . 843 18 393 8
with injury ) . 162 k] 154 3
Attempted assault with weapon 681 14 239 5
Stmple assaule 599 13 321 7
with injury 114 2 92 2 0
485 10 229 5

‘Attempted assault without weapon

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Z Less than 0,5 per 1,000,

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

LN
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Table 26, Personal ceimes of violence: Parcent of victimgzations involving atrangers, by sex and age cf victims and type of crime !
t . Robbery ) Assault
Sex and age Crizes of violence Rape Total With injury Without injury Total Aggravatad Simplu
Both sexes s 17 - 87 84 : 89 67 68 65
12-15 72 84 87 81 89 "1 63 59
14-19 76 . 6? 86 84 87 - 7 14 66
20-24 72 89 .82 85 8} 65 65 68
25-34 7% 67, . 87 79 90 65 64 67
35-49 78 80 9 89 95 64 66 62
50-64 82 0 g8 66 89 75 13 78
~ 65 and over 91 ‘. 0 90 69 9 92 100 87
Male 84, Y100 90. 88 92 19 80 76
12-13 82 Y 1100 90 8¢ 92 73 ” 68
16-19 85 i 0 89" % 85 90 82 83 76
20-24 , 82 . 0 90 100 87 79 81 %
25-34 84 . ) 92 83 96 78 76 79
3549 ' 86 0 97 100 97 5 72 "7
5064 89 0 88 91 86 91 86 100
65 und over 93 0 90 100 85 100 100 100 .
Fecale 62 75 80 74 83 52 48 55
12-1%5 49 5 66 60 68 43 35 49
16-19 59 67 "% 67 76 53 52 5%
20-24 62 89 7% 75 73 52 42 63
25-34 63 67 81 75 83 54 49 . S8
35-49 70 80 s 80 92 55 60 51
50-64 67 0 91 175 100 51 50 52
65 and over 38 ° 91 80 100 82 1100 19

!Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fovor sample cases, i» statistically unrelisble.
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Table 27.

Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations tnvelving strangere, by sex and race of victiza and type of crime

Robbery Asgault
Sex ond race Crimes of violence Rape Total with injury Without injury Total Agaravated Sirple
Both sexes
White 8) 80 94 €8 97 12t 79 65
Black 7% 74 86 81 87 66 67 65
Male '
White 89 0 97 96 98 78 81 76
Bluck 8) 100 8Y b4 90 79 81 n
Female
White 75 80 88 73 95 62 n 56
Black 60 13 79 75 80 50 46 53

L2y
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ltstimste, based on sero or on about 10 or faver sacple cases, is siatistically unveliable.
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Table 28, Personal crimes of violences

¢

of victims and type of crime

Porcent of victimizcticns fnvolving etrangers, by sex and marital status

v Robbery Assoult
Sex and mar{tal status Crires of violence Rape Total With injury Without injury Total Aggravuted Stiople
Both scxes . i
Never married 74 78 88 82 90 66 69 61
Married 82 150 92 92 92 76 % 2]
Widowed 80 [} 85 n .93 69 80 63
Separated and divorced 64 90 n 89 76 50 45 55
Male
Never married 83 Y100 90 85 2 I 80 10
Married 89 0 93 . 93 l93 N 85 1 82 [:1)
Widowed 89 0 86 100 75 100 100 0
Separated and divorced TS 0 88 1100 84 64 58 70
Female
Never married ' 56 7 76 64 80 47 4 50
Married 72 50 90 91 90 64 61 67
Widowed 7 0 8s 70 100 64 167 6
Separated and divorced 61 90 75 75 75 45 42 49

lEnstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fever sacple casen, s statistically unreliabla,
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' ; Table 29, Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizacions fnvolving etrungers, by race and family income
of victims and type of crive
Robbery Assault
Race and annual fanily income Crimes of violence . Rajpe Total With injury Without injury Total Aggravated Simple
All races’
Less than $3,000 72 n 89 86 90 62 66 56
$3,000-57,499 75 80 84 80 85 69 68 69 :
$7,500-$9,999 75 160 88 79 92 69 n 67
$10,000-514,999 74 68 88 87 88 63 62 64
$15,000-524,999 86 1100 95 92 96 79 81 76
$25,000 and over 12 Yo 78 10 175 n 2 167
White
Less than $3,000 86 1100 91 100 100 n” 75 8G
$3,000-~57,499 81 ' 50 85 18 96 75 79 1
$7,500-9,999 . 70 1100 100 100 100 48 (1] 42
$10,600-514,999 93 1100 100 100 100 87 94 78
' §15,000-524,999 ' 28 ‘0 100 1100 160 74 150 H2
: . $25,000 and over 's0 1o to g 10 150 1100 ‘o
Black [ f
' Less than $3,000 68 70 83 79 85 62 2] 54
$3,000-$7,499 73 88 81 80 82 67 67 67
$7,500-59,9%9 78 s 93 70 90 74 72 76
$10,000-514,999 7l 63 87 83 88 58 57 60
$15,000-524,999 86 1100 $4 90 95 80 84 75
$25,000 and over 74 ) 175 o 75 74 69 1100
atimate, baued on zero or on about 10 or fewer sarple casca, 18 statistically unreliable.
lncludes data on "ather" raccs, not shown separatelv.
'
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Table 0. Pereonal crimes of violence:

by type of crime and pirceived age of of fender

Percent distridbution of ainjle offender victimizations,

e e I .

DROR PRT RN s ww.t»l o

bvel M Bh ' i n

Perceived age of offender

12-20 2} ond

Type of crime Total Uader 12 Totul 12-14 15-17 16-20 over Not known and not avallsble
Crimes of violence 100 i 49 8 21 20 47 3
Rape 100 o 38 o 13 25 63 g
Robhery 100 0. 57 2 26 29 38 S
Rohbery with injury 100 o 36 ] 13 25 63 )
Robbery without injury 100 ' 62 1 29 29 32 6
Assault 100 y I3 1 20 16 50 2
Appravated assault 100 2 41 8 20 14 55 Y2
Simple assault 100 o 53 14 20 18 45 12

NOTE: Detall muy not add to totasl shown because of rounding.

Z Less than 0,5 percent.

lEstimate, bused on zero or on about 10 or fewer sacple cases, {6 statistically unreliable.
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Table 31, Personal crines of viclence: Percent dfstribution of single nffender
victimizations, by tvpe of crime and percedved race of offender

Perceived race of offender

Yot knewn and

Type of crime Total White Black Other not available
Crimes of violence 100 6 89 4 1
Rape 100 ) 78 a n
Completed rape 100 o 100 , 1p "o
Attemnted rape 106 LT 7 ln 114
Robbe ry 100 . 5 93 12 lo
Robbery with {njury 100 L0 90 1o g
Robbery without injury 100 13 94 13 . lo
Assault 100 6 88 5 i)
Apgravated assault 100 . 6 88 6 lg
Simple assaule 100 6 88 2 12
NQTE: bDetail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
¢ Estimate, based on about 10 or fawer esample cases, {o statietically' unveliable, '
\
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Table 32, Peraonal crimes of violence: Percent distridution of single offcnder victizizations, by type of ciime. age of victims,

and perceived age of offender

Perceived .nxg of offender

12-20 21 and

Type of crime and age of victims Total Under 12 Total 12-14 15-17 18-20 over Not known and not available

Crimes of violence’ 100 L 48 8 21 19 49 2
12-19 100 0 76 18 38 20 22 g
20-34 100 o 28 12 9 18 67 5
35-49 100 o 29 10 ) 24 n g
50-64 100 10 40 10 1o 20 60 lg
65 and over 160 to 40 10 Y20 20 60 o

Robbery 100 10 S8 13 29 26 19 3
12-19 M 100 19 83 g 58 17 17 1g
20-34 . 100 10 38 g 15 23 54 g
35-49 . 100 0 50 1o 11y 33 50 19
$0-64 100 0 50 10 o 50 50 lo
65 and over 100 0 6? i0 i3 133 133 o

Assault 100 n 45 10 18 16 52 2
12-19 100 13 78 23 35 .20 20 o

‘ 20-34 100 0 23 iy 5 15 72 )
35-49 100 19 18 g ‘o 18 82 ‘o
50-64 100 to 33 1o 33 ) 67 19
65 and over 100 o ‘o ‘o o ) 100 g

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown beca
Z Less than 0.5 percent.

use of rounding.

!gatimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliadle.
2 Includes data on rapa, not shown separately.
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Table 33, Personal crimes of violence: Pevcent distribution of single offender victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims,

and perceived race of offendor

Perceived race of offender

tiot known and

Type of crime and race of victime Total White Black Other not avaflable

Crimes of violence 100 7 87 4 1

White 100 14 67 10 10

Black ' 160 b 91 3 lo

. Rapa 100 n 78 lo O

White . 100 Yo 10 o h100

Black 100 L1 88 lo lo

Robbery 100 12 95 12 )

White . 100 ) 100 o ly

Black . 160 1 94 '3 Yo

Robbery with injury 100 1) ,100 1 lo

White ' 100 1y 100 lg lg

Black 100 Yo 100 lo o
Robbery without injury 100 13 9% 13 Lo ‘

White T 100 1o 100 lo lo

Black 100 14 92 14 lo

Assault 100 9 85 5 3

White 100 23 54 15 Iy

Black 100 7 90 3 lo

Aggravuted assault 100 12 83 6 . lo

White 100 W 40 120 o

Black . 100 9 87 4 lo

Simple assault 100 6 87 4 2

Wiite 100 113 63 113 1yy

Black 100 5 92 i3 lo

NOTE: Detail may not sdd to total shown because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent,

!Estimate, based on zoro or on sabout 10 or fewer sadple casuo, is statistically unrelfable.
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Table 34, Perncnal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple offender victimizacions, by type of crime
and perceived ape of offendecs

Perceived ape of offenders

Type of crime Total All under 12 All 12-20 A1l 21 and over Mixued apcee Mot known and not avatlable

Crines of violence 100 ‘2 52 18 24 6
Rape 100 lo ha 38 48 12
Robbery 100 ‘o 69 14 3 N

Robbery with fnjury 100 ‘o 100 o 0 Yo .
! Robbery without injury 100 L) 6) 17 21 ’ h
Assault 100 I 67 10 15 7
Appravated assault 100 ‘o 94 i3 g g
Stmple assault 100 12 46 18 24 13

NOTE: Detatil may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Z ' Less than 0,5 percent,
! Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sunple casce, is statistically unreliable,

.
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Table )5, Personal crimes of violence: Fercent distributfon of muleiple offender victimizations, by type of crime
and percelved race of offenders

Perceived race of offenders

Type of crime e Total All white All black All other Mixed races Mot known and not avalluble

. Crimes of violence 100 .4 85 4 6 L2
Rape 100 71 Y14 Yo 114 Yo
Rotbery \ 100 2 89 3 6 Lo
Robbery with injury ‘ 100 o 90 ) 7 lo
Robbery without tnjury 100 © 3 89 3 . '3 lo
Assaule 106 2 ' 87 6 5 1y
Aggravated assault 100 ‘o 85 8 3 12
Simple assault 100 3 ) 3 5 Yo

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rpunding.
! Eatimate, bused on about 10 or fewer samplo cases, is statistically unreliable.
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' Table 36, Persvonal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple offender vlc(lnlzntloni. by type of crime,
age ol victims, and perceived age of offenders

Percetived wre of of fenders

Type of crime and ape of victims Total ALl under 12 All 12-20 Atl 21 and over Mixed apes Not known and not avallable
Crimes of violence® 100 h 68 12 16 4
12-19 100 h 83 6 12 . 5
20-34 100 o 45 23 32 0
35-49 100 lo 44 28 22 lg
50-64 100 lo 67 17 ig lg
65 and over 100 o 100 o lo lo
Robbery 100 lo 68 14 17 I
12-19 100 lo 84 5 1l lo
20-34 100 lo 19 22 39 1o
35-49 100 o 36 36 18 lg
50-64 100 lo 63 25 N3 o
65 and over 100 lo 100 1 lo lo
Assault ' 100: N 68 9 14 8
12-19 ‘ , 100 2 72 . 6 11 9
20-34 100 o S4 23 23 ig
. 35-49 100 o $7? 114 29 o
50-64 100 o . 75 lo R 125
65 and over 100 lg h100 ig lo io

NOTE: Duetatl may not add to total shown because of rounding.
2 Less than 0.5 percent.
iﬁstimntu. based on zero or on about 10 or f.ver sanple cases, is statistically unreliable. .
“Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
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Table 37, Personal crimes of violenie: Percent distributtion of multiple offender victinizations, by type of crime,
' race of victims, and percelved race of of fenders

Jrrredved gice of 2ffelery

Eﬂ Type of ccime and race of victins Tocal All white All black All other Mixed races Yot known and not avatlable R
Y. Crimes of violence? 100 2 89 3 6 3!
Y White 100 13 79 6 12 Yo
\ Black 100 2 9 3 4 3

. Robbery 100 2 89 3 6 lo ;
% White 100 1y 82 lo 14 ‘o
Black 100 1 91 4 4 ‘o
“Assault 100 2 88 3 5 'y
5 Hhite 100 lo 75 17 ] lo
" Black 100 2 90 1 5 11

(Y
“

NOTE:K‘Detnil may not add to total shown because of rounding.

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

“Includes data on rape not shown sepatately,
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Table 38. Personai crimes: Number of {ncidenta and victimizations and ratio of
incidents to victimizations, dby type of crime

Type of crime Incidents ' Victimizations Ratio
Crimes of violence 3,120 3,743 1:2.00 ‘ Y

. Rape 100 115 1:1.15
Completed rape 20 27 1:1.35
Attempted rape : 80 88 1:1.10
Robbery 1,260 1,472 1:1.17
Robbery with {njury 380 422 1:1.11
From serious assault 210 ' 261 1:1.13
From minor assault - 150 161 1:1.07
Robbery without injury 430 1,050 1:1.19
Aasault 1,760 2,156 1:1.2)
Agpravated assault 950 1,236 1:1.30
with tnjury . 260 316 1:1.22

Attempted assaule with weapon , 690 920 1:1.33 {
Simple assaule 810 920 . 1:1.14

With injury : 180 ’ 206 1:1.14 ¢

. Attempted assault without weapon 630 ' 714 1:1.13 4

. , A Crimes of theft 3,610 . 3,795 1:1.05 !

) e Personal larceny with contact 250 263 1:1,05
w * Purse snatching 140 151 1:1.08
Completed purse mnatching 110 119 1:1.08
Attempted purse snatching 30 32 1:1.07
Pocket picking 110 112 1:1.02
Personil larceny without contact 3,360 3,532 1:1.05

ROTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
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Table 39. Personal crimes of violence: Percent diatribution of incidents, by victim-offender
relationship, type of crime, and number of victins

Relationship and type of crime Total One Tvo Three Four or more
A1l incidents
Crimes of violence 100 90 6" ‘2 2
Rape 100 100 ‘o o lo
” Completed rape 100 100 ‘0 o o
Attempted rape 100 100 1o ‘o 10
Rohbery 100 91 7 i 1
Robbery with injury 100 92 8 0 io
Robhery without injury ' 100 91 ? 31 1
Assault : ) 100 88 6 3 2
Apgravated assault 100 84 7 4 4
Slmple assault 100 93 H 3 lo '
. Involving strangers
| ' ' Crimes of violence : \ 100 92 . 12 . A
‘ Rape . 100 100 ) 0 ,0 0
Cempleted rape 100 100 g .0 o
Attempted rape 100 100 o ,0 ;0 . )
Rubbery 100 93 5 N 11 . '
Robbery with {njury 100 94 6 ;0 x0 '
Robbery without fnjury . 100 92 5 1 1
Assaule 100 90 5 3 2
Appravated assaule 100 g8 6 13 ’3
Stmple assault 100 94 4 2 0
Involving nonstrangers .
Crimes of violence 100 89 ? 3 h
Rape 100 100 o Yo . 10
Completed rape . ] ‘o Yo b 10
Attempted rape 100 100 ‘o 30 . ]
Robbery 160 100 ] o 10
Robbery with injury 100 100 lo lo 19
Rubbery without tnjury 100 100 to ‘o 10
Assault . 100 86 8 3 12
Apgpravated assaule . 100 83 i0 13 13
. Simple ansaule 100 90 7 13 1o .
NOTE: Detall may not add to total ahown because of rounding.
. Z Less than 0.5 percent, .
' } Estimate, based on zero or on obout 10 or fewer somple cases, is statistically unrelfable.
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Table 40, Personal crimes of violence: Fercent distrihution of fncidents, by

type of crioe and victim-cffender relactonship

Type of crime Total Involving atrangers Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 100 16 24
Rape R 100 RO , 20
Completed rape 100 100 1o
Attempted rape 100 15 25
Robbery 100 LL] 12
Robbery with Injury 100 L1 16
From serious assault 100 83 17
From mlinor assault 100 87 13
Rubbery without tnjury . ' 100 920 10
Agsault ) 100 . 67 33
Apnravated gasaule 100 68 32
With {njury 100 50 50
Attenpded waaault vith veapon 100 75 25
Simple aswmault 100 ¢ 05 35
With Injury 100 56 44
Attempted assault without weapon 100 69 kY]

1 Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ts statistically unreliable.
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Table 41, Personal, houschold, and cornercial crincs?

o o

Percent distrihution of fnctdents, bv tvpe of crime and time of occurrence

Davtime

Niphttime

ot known and

Type of crime Total 6 a.n.-6 p.n. Total 6 p.m.~r{dnipht Midniehz=6 a.m, Not known not available
All personal crimes 100 6 4l 32 8 2 3
Crimes of violence 100 7 42 35 7 lo 1
Rape 100 40 60 50 10 ig lo
Robbery 100 58 41 % 7 lo h .
Robbery with tajury 100 61 19 b .8 1o ‘0
From serious assault 100 52 48 35 13 9 lg
Fronm minor assault 100 74 27 27 0 ‘o lo
Robbery without injury 100 57 42 35 7 lo h
Assault 100 Y] 42 35 7 lo ‘N
Aggravated assaule 100 sl 49 41 8 Iy o
with lnjury 100 52 48 41 7 lo lo
Atterpted assault
with weapon 100 51 49 41 9 lo lo
Simple assault 100 oS % 29 5 lo h
with {njury 100 36 W 39 6 1o ‘o
Attempted assaulte '
without weapon 100 67 k)| 27 5 i} Y]
Crimes of theft 100 $5 40 28 8 4 4
Personal larceny with contact 100 52 48 40 4 A o
Purse snatching 100 64 36 . ) lo ) o
Pocket plcking 100 36 64 48 9 19 19
Personal larceny without
.contact 100 56 %0 27 9 4 4
All houschold crimes 100 43 48 29 15 5 9
Burglary 100 49 43 28 10 4 9
Forcible entry 100 50 4 29 0 3 7
Unlawful entry without force 100 48 41 27 10 5 1
Atcampted forcible entry 100 4 43 27 12 5 10
Houschold lavceny 100 36 53 25 20 8 11
Less than $50 100 3% 53 24 19 10 13
§50 or more 100 40 50 24 19 6 10
Anount not avaflable 100 43 43 14 1% 4 4
Atterpted larceny 100 18 77 36 32 9 15
Motor vehiele thefe 100 k) 65 39 23 4 5
Compleced thefte 100 33 6l kg 24 4 6
Attempted thefe 100 25 75 54 18 Y 1p
All cormercial crimes 100 18 2% 21 32 21 8
Burglary 104 7 83 19 38 26 10
Robbery 100 61 37 27 10 0 ! 2
NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of rounding.
2 Less than 0.5 percent,
lEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or Cever sample cascs, is statistically unreliable,
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Table 42, Personal robbery and assaule by armed or unarmed offendera: Percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and offender and time of occurrence .

Daveine Niphttire Not known and

Type of crime and of fender Total 6 a.0.-5 p.n. Total 6 p.m.-midnight Midnight-6 a.m. Not known not avaflable
Robbery 100 59 .4l 13 7 Yo o
Ry armed offenders 100 48 51 39 12 lo to
By unarmed offenders 100 70 30 28 b2 1g o
Assault 100 58 L2 35 6 ‘o B
By armed of fenduera 100 52 48 40 7 lo 10
By unarmed of fendera 100 64 k] ) 10 5 o 1y

NOTE: Detall muy not add to total shown because of rounding.

Z Less than 0.5 percents

lgneimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, {n statistically unreliable,
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Table 49, Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of tncidunts,
by victimeotfender relationslilp, type of crime, and place of occurrence

s

Dayt tme : Niphttime | flot known and
Relationship and type of crime Total 6 am.-6 p.o. Total 6 p.m.-midnight Mi{dnipht-6 a.m, Not known not available
Involving astrangers S f
Crimes of violence 100 56 43 6 7 o 2
Rape 100 43 57 43 14 Yo lg
Robbery 100 57 42 35 6 lo B
Assaule 100 56 44 37 7 lo 1o
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violeace 100 64 36 kW 4 g lg
Rape 100 's0 150 Iso Ig lg ]
Robbery 100 73 3] 27 o Yo 10
Assault 100 62 38 1 5 Yo 10

NOTE: Detall may abt add to total shown because of rounding.
1Eptimate, based on zero or on about 10 fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelfable.
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Table 44, Selected personal and household crimes: Percent distributfon of incidenta, by tvpe of crime and place of accurrence

Inside non~ On street or in park,
' residential plavpround, school=~
Type of crime Total Inaide own home Near own home bullding Inside school pround and parking lot Elsevhere
Crimes of violence 100 12 14 6 4 61 3 o
‘Rape 100 8 113 lo 1o 50 o
Robbery 100 9 9 5 4 71 2
Robbery with injury 100 10 10 5 i3 69 LY
Rotibery without injury 100 8 8 6 4 72 2
Assault 100 13 18 . 7 4 ’ 54 4
Agpravated asseult 100 14 17 6 3 56 4
Simple assault 100 12 19 7 6 51 5
Personal larceny with contact 100 ty ? 32 1 50 . 14
Motor vehicle theft 100 1y . 35 3 To 59 3
Completed theft 100 1 2 4 lg 60 4
Attempred theft 100 lo 43 o 1o 57 19

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 45, Personal robbery and asmault by armed or unarmed offendevst Percent distribhution of incidents,
by type of crime and offender and place bf occurrence

Inside non- . On street or {n park,
resfdential playground, school-
Type of crime and offender Total Inside own home Near own home building Inside school ground and parking lot Elsevhere ;
' Robbery . :
By armed offenders 100 9 9 6 1o 73 3
By unarmed offenders 100 8 13 6 C6 67 )
Assault
By armed offendery 100 13 17 6 3 56 4
By unarmed offenders 100 13 19 ? 6 51 )

NOTE: Detail may not add to total because of rounding.
IEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelfable,

| e




N R [N R P R A BN . - i N S . [T . . . P I TR SRR N | FIE SR . 4 e A e e
.a L ) . ‘ [} ' ‘ . ‘ .

Table 46, Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of tncldents, by victim-offender relatfonship,

tvpe of crime, and place of occurrence

+
- Inside non- On street or in park,
. Relat{onship resfdential playground, school-
and type of crime Total Inside own home Near own home bulldling Inside school ground and parking lot Elsevhere
Involving strangers ' '
Crines of violence 100 ] 12 7 3 67 2
Rape : 100 33 ‘0 0 : lo 67 o
Robbery 100 6 8 6 3 75 h
Assault 100 9 17 ' 7 4 60 3l
. Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 100 S 18 3 6 46 6
Rape 100 ‘0 1100 < 1o ] o lo
Robbary 100 3 ig o 19 62 ig
Assault 100 21 19 3 7 43 ?

NOTE: Dezail mav not add to total shown because of rounding,
1Estimute, based cn zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, i8 statistically unrelfable.
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Table 47, Larcenles not fnvolving victim-offender contact: Percent distribution
of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence

Type of crime and place of occurrence Percent within type

Percent of total
Total ‘ ' 100
Houschold larceny ) 100 46
Inside own home ' 1) 6
Near own home a7 40
Personal larceny without contact 100 54
Inside nonrestdential building 14 ! 7
Instde school ' 14 7
On street or in park, playground, schaolground,
and parking lot 65 35
Elgevhere ? 4
«+s» Represents not applicable. .
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Table 48, LlLarcenfes not tnvelving victim-offender contact: Percent diatributfon of incidents,
by type of crime, place of occurrence, and value of theft loss

Type of crime and ! Amount not Attenpted

place of occurrence Less than §50 §50 or more avallable larceny
Total 100 100 100 100 o ' '

Househotd larceny 45 49 ?5 42

Inglde own home S 7 6 6

Near own home 40 42 29 36 .
Personal larceny without contact 55 .Sl 65 ) ?8

Inside nonrasidentfal building 8 8 18 2

Inslde school 13 2 ) 4

On street or in park, playground,

and parking lot kY 3w 35 49

Elsewhere L) 5 s 4

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shovm because of rounding.
’Kuuv..uu, bited un abuut 10 vr fewer manple cases, lv statistically unreliable.
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Table 49. Peraonal crimes of violencet Percent distribution of {ncidents, by victim-offender. '
relatfonship, type of crime, and number of offenders

Not known and

Relat fonship and type of crime Total One Two Three Four or more not availadle
All f{nctdents . . ! '
Crimes of violence 100 42 18 13 21 )
Rape 100 89 11 ‘0 ‘o ‘o
Robbery 100 29 24 19 25 2
Robbary with fnjury 100 24 24 21 1 %)
Robhery without injury 100 3l 25 18 24 2
Assault 100 50 14 10 20 7
Appravated assault 100 LY 15 8 21 9
Simple agsaule 100 33 12 12 19 4
Involving strangers .
Ceimes of violence 100 34 21 16 23 6
Rapus 100 36 14 ‘o Yo o
Rebbery 100 26 25 ° 21 25 3
Robhery with {njury 100 19 25 25 28 3 :
Robbery without fnjury 100 29 25 20 24 k) I
Assault 100 39 18 12 22 10 *
Apgravated assault 100 35 18 11 23 14
Simple assault 100 43 17 13 21 6
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 100 66 10 9 . 14 lo
Rape 100 100 o ‘o 0 Yo
Robbery 100 47 18 18 18 I
Robbery with iajuey 100 38 13 25 25 lo
‘ Robbery without injury 100 56 22 11 LYY lo
Assault 100 n 9 ! 14 ;o
Apuravated assaule 100 70 13 3 13 l0
Simple assaule 100 1 4 11 14 (] .

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Z lLess than 0.5 percent.
IEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cascs, {8 statistically unrelfable.
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Table 50, Personal crimes of violence: Percent of Inctdents in which offenders used weapona,
by type of crime and victim-ol{fender relationship

Type of crime All {ncidunta Invélving strangersa Involving nonatrangers
Crimes of violence 32 53 48 o .
Rape 40 50 o : .
Robbery 52 ' 51 53
Robbery with fnjury 58 56 50
Robbery without f{njury 50 4y 56 }
Assault 33 55 Y. ‘
Apgravated assault 93 100 9]

YEstimate, based on about 10 or fever aample cases, is stacistically unreliable.
2Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of & weapon.
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Table 51. Personal crimes of violences

W‘wufwm‘ “ 6&% =

Percent distribution of typea of weapuny used {n fncidents
by armed offenders, by victim-offender relattonship, type of crime, and type of weapon

Relationship and type of crime Total Firearn Knife Other Type unknown
All facidents
Crimen of violence 100 50 22 23 5
Rape 100 133 'y 133 lo
Robbery 100 47 26 22 4
Rubhery with {njury 100 26 26 39 9
Kobhery without injury 100 58 27 13 12
Appravated assault 100 © 53 18 24 S
With lnjury 100 25 17 54 Y4
Attempted nusaule with weapon 100 63 18 14 6
Involving strangers
Crimes of violence 100 52 19 23 5
Rape 100 133 133 i33 1o
Robhery 100 4R 50 22 5
Aggravated assault 100 57 13 24 6
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 100 32 32 32 14
Rape o To lo ‘o 1o
Robbery 100 56 22 22 lo
Agpravated assaule 100 21 37 37 s

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

'gatfmate, based on zero oY on about 10 or fewer sample cascs, is atatfstically unrelfable.
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Table 52, Commercial robbery: Percent of fncldents fn vhich of {enders used
wveapons, by type of crime and type of weapon !

Type of crime All types ' Firearm Knife Other ,

Robbery 72 59 3 10 * ’
Completed robbery 74 65 6 8 '
Attempted robbery s 66 43 8 15 .

NOTE: ‘The duta are based solely on weapons of types recopnized by persons on the scene at the time of the incident.
For cach robbery in which more than one weapon was used, the fdentity of only the most lethal kind of weapon
way recorded. Thus, the sum of the proportions of recognized types of the three categorics:of weapons equals

the proportion of incidents in which weapons were used, Detail may not add to total shown because of round- .
ing.
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Table 53, Pergonal crimes of violence:
phystcal injury, by aelected characteristics of victims and type of crime (excluding rape)

Percent of victimlzatfons in which victims sustained

N

Characterlstic Crimes of violence? Robbery Assault
Sex
Bath scxes 25 29 24
Male 25 28 22
Female 26 30 13
Age
12-15 27 29 27
16-19 23 26 )
20-24 23 28 23
25-34 27 31 27
35-49 23 25 22
5064 25 34 16
65 and over . 33 38 24
Race
White 33 37 29
Black 24% 26 24
Victim-offender relationship N
Involving strangers 22 27 19
Involving nonstrangers 34 3 34
Annunl family {ncome
Less than $3,000 \ 22 35 26
§3,000-57,499 27 k1 23
$7,500-59,999 27 3t 26
§10,000-514,999 21 20 23
$15,000-~524,999 24 22 26
$25,000 or mure 23 1o 29
Not available 25 29 23

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statictically unreliable.

“Data on rape have been excluded.
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Table 54, Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations {n which victima incurred
mcdical expenues, by selected characteristica of victims and type of crime

Charactecistic Crimes of v(olenc‘:‘ Robbery - Assault ' .
.
Race T ' ’
AL races? 11 12 .10
White 16 20 11 :
Black 11 11 10
Victim-offenider relatfonship i .
Involving strangers 10 . ~ 12 7 .
Involving nonstrangers 16 16 17 [

NOTE: Data include only those victimizations in which victins knew with certainty that medical expenses were
incurred and also knew, ot were able to estimate, the anopnt of such expenses.
Mnvludas data on rape, not shown separately, 4
ZIncludes duta on "other" races, not shown separately.
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Table 55. Personal crince of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations in which victims
incurred medical expenses, by sclected characteristice of victima, type of crime, and

amount of expennes

Characteristic and type of crime Total Leus than $50 $50~-5249 $250 or more
Race
All races” .
Crimes of violence® 100 35 35 29
Rabbery 100 44 kk] 22
Assaule 100 25 A8 38
White
Crimes of violence’ 100 50 25 s
Kobbery 100 67 ‘o 133
Assault 100 lo h00 g
Black
Crimes of violence’ 100 3 38 k)|
Robbecy 100 3 50 7
Assadle 100 29 29 43
victim-offender relationship
Involving strangers |
Crives nf violepce: 100 42 42 . 17
fobbhery 160 38 38 25
Assault 100 50 50 lo
Tavolving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence! 100 125 25 50
Robbery . e 1o lo lo
Assault 100 125 125 50

NOTE: Data {nclude only those victimizationa in which victims knew with certainty that medical expenses were

{ncurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the umount of such expenses.

shown because of rounding.

IBatimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is sth:(sxlcally unreliable.

Zincludes data on "other" races, not shown separately,
Mucludes data on rape, riot shown separately.

Detail may not add to total
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' Table 56. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which {njured victins
had health insurance coverage or wero eliglble for public medical services, by

gelucted characteristics of victims

Characteristic Percent covered
Race
All races! . 72
White 67
Black 72
Annual family income
Less than $3,000 ' 1
$3,000-87,499 64
$7,500-$9,999 80
$10,000-§14,999 80
§15,000 or more 100

UIncludes data on “other" races, not shown geparately.
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Table 57. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations fa which victiams

recelved hospital care, by selected characteristics of victima and

type of crime

Characteristic Crimes of violence Robbery Assault
Sex R
Both sexes 11 12 10
Male 9 10 7
Female 15 17 14
" Age
12-19 8 7 9
20-34 14 16 11
35-49 15 14 16
50-64 16 . 16 16
65 and over 18 28 To
Race
White 16 20 11
Black 11 1n 10
vVictim-offender relationship
luvolving strangers 10 12 7
Tnvolving nonstrangers 16 16 17

!Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, s otatistically unreliable.

“Includes data on rape, not shown separately,
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} Table 58, Personal crirmen of violence: Percent discribution of victinfzations in which victims recelved hospital cnre.
by selected characteristics of victims, tvpe of crime, and tvpe of hospltal care

Inpatient care

1-3 4 days Nat .
Characteristic and type of crime Total Emergency room care Total days or wore available
Sex
Both sexes
' Crimes of violence? 100 75 25 6 18 o
Robbery 100 70 . 30 110 20 Yo
Assault 100 5 25 g 20 1o
Male
Crimes of violence? 100 n 29 16 24 g
Robbery 100 63 3B 13 25 o
Assault 100 8 22 o 22 19
Female :
Crimes of violence? 100 76 24 lg 18 )
Robbery 100 100 10 g ip 1o
Assault 100 61 3 L 25 lo
. Race . . :
White
Crimes of violence? 100 100 19 lp lg 1g
Robbery 100 100 1g lo lg o
Assault . 100 100 . ig 1o lg lo
Black
Crimes of violence? 100 7l 29 7 21 o
Robbery 100 67 33 m 22 Ig
Assault 100 . n 29 g 24 1o
Victim-offender relationship
Involving Strangers . .
Crines of violence? 100 80 20 , s 15 1y
Robbery 100 67 33 ’}1 ' 22 ‘o
Assault 100 &9 m 0 1 i io
Involviny nonstranpers N . .
Crimes of violence’ 100 69 31 8 23 o
' Robbery 100 100 1o o 19 1o
Assault 100 60 40 Yy0 30 ‘ )
K NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

lEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 18 statistically unrelfable.
ZIncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
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Table 59, Personal, houschold,and commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting {n economic loss, by type of crime and type of loss

All economie Theft losses Dacaue losses

Type of crime losses All cheft losses  With darage  Without damage All damagst losses With theft  Without theft
All personal crimes 68 59 11 .48 20 11 9
Crimes of violence 40 27 4 23 18 4 14
Rape 45 18 ‘9 ] 36 lg 27
Completed rape 100 150 150 10 100 150 150
Attempted rape 33 n 0 m 22 10 22
Robbery 72 61 ' 10 57 ' 15 10 5
Robbery with {njury 79 69 19 50 29 19 10
Robbery without {njury 70 . 66 [ 60 10 ‘ 6 4
Assault 19 oo e e 19 o 19
Agpravated assault 21 cer ves e 21 e 21
Simple assault 15 e ven aee 15 en 15
Crimes of thefe 9% 91 18 72 22 18 4
Personal larceny with contsct 92 88 4 8 81 12 8 )
Purse snatching 87 80 7 73 13 17 17
Pocket pleking 100 100 g 91 19 lg lo
Personal laveceny without contact 95 91 19 72 23 12 4
All houschold crimes 9} 78 k) 47 46 31 15
Burglary 92 n 4) 29 64 43 21
Forcible entry 98 90 70 20 78 70 9
Unlawtul entry without force 92 89 4. 86 7 4 3
Attempted forcible entry 75 4 3 1 74 3 12
Houschold larceny 95 92 v 82 13 ’ 10 2
Compteted larceny 100 100 11 89 11 11 ven
Attenpted larceny 32 vae ‘ee v 32 ' e 32
Motor vehicle thefe 92 74 32 42 50 . 32 18
Completed theft 100 100 43 57 43 43 [
Ateempred theft 711 e et ves 71 C e n
All commercial crimes 86 58 34 25 62 . 34 28
Burglary 90 56 L0 16 73 . 40 34
Rohbery ) % 69 9 59 15 9 5

re

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of rounding. Because both theft and damuéo loseea occurred in some victimizations,
entries under "all theft losses” and “all dscage lossen" does not equal the entry shown under "all economic losses."
..+ Represents not applicable.
lgstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample casew, {8 statistically unreliable,

the sum of
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Table 60. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations resulting in economic loss, by type of crime, type of loss,
and victim-offender relationship

Theft losses Danage losses

All economic All lavolving lnvolving All Involving Involving

Type of crime lonses victimizacions strangaers nonstrangers victimizations strangers nonaetrangers
Crimes of violence 40 23 27 12 13 12 14
Rape 45 [} 0 [} 18 25 0
Robbery : 72 59 58 58 . 10 10 s
Robbery with injury 79 60 * 61 43 19 19 14
Robbery without injury 70 59 57 67 6 [ 0
Assault . 19 "es see e 14 13 17
Aggravated assaul 21 vee ses vee 16 . 15 . 18
Simple assault 15 ves ‘es er 12 100 16

; NOTE? Because both theft and damage losses occurred in some victimizatione, the sum of entries under each “all victimfzations" category does not equal
the entry shown under "all economic losses."
R .+s Represents not applicable,
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Table 61, Personal and housshold crimes:
tvpe of crime, and value of loss

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in economic loss, by race of victims,

.w..»m-..um

Race and type of crime Total No monectary value Less than $10 $10-$49  $50-$249  $250 or more Not known and not available
All races? .
All personal crimes 100 3 19 31 31 8 ?

Crimes of violence? 100 s 21 23 28 12 10

Robbery 100 2 20 20 34 14 9
Robbery with tnjury 100 o 18 18 39 15 9
Robbury without {njury 100 3 21 21 32 14 10
Assault 100 13 25 28 15 8 10
Aggravated assault . 100 12 23 31 12 8 12
Simple assault 100 14 29, 21 21 7 17

Crimes of thefr 100 2 18 35 33 7 6
Personal larceny with contact 100 o 29 21 29 8 8
Personal larceny without contact 100 2 17 36 3 7 6
All household crimes

Burglary 100 5 8 15 26 38 9
Forcible entry 100 ? 3 8 25 52 9
Unlawful entry without force 100 2 5 21 45 24 R
Attempted forcible entry 100 }B 28 32 6 2 13

Household larceny 100 ‘Z 13 37 39 6 4
Completed larceny 100 1z 13 37 40 6 4
Attempted larceny 100 114 29 114 14 o 29

Motor vehicle theft 100 1 ‘1 10 11 70 7
Completed thefe 100 o Yo LB 1 7 87 6
JAttemptoed thefe 100 s ls 50 30 s 10

White
ALl personal crimes 100 '2 16 33 33 8 6

Crimes of violence! 100 ‘0 25 21 33 8 4

Robbery 100 'o 26 26 42 1 'S
Hobbery with injury 100 ' 29 14 57 14 0
Robbery without injury . 100 ‘o 25 33 33 i 8

Assault 100 g 120 ‘o o ‘o 1o
Aggravated assault 100 10 \;3 ‘o :0 lo )
Siuple assault 100 4] ] 'e 0 lo 0

Crimes of theft 100 '3 10 40 33 8 8
Personal larceny with contact 100 ‘0 20 Yao 40 Vo 120
Personal larceny without contact 100 '3 9 43 31 9 6
All household crimes : ,

Burglary 100 2 9 14 32 32 9
Forcible entry 100 ;2 .S 7 33 45 10
Unlawful entry without force 100 .0 ‘8 23 ‘!. ‘15 ‘g
Attempted forclble entry . 100 10 40 30 10 10 110

Houschold larceny 100 .0 12 39 36 € '3
Completed larceny 100 ;0, ]13 )‘ol i l38 6 43
Attempted larceny 100 ‘0 l0 0 lO ‘o 0

Motor vehicle theft 100 )0 l7 ]21 . ? 64 0
Completed theft 100 X0 . 0 0 llO 90 [}
Attempted theft 100 o 33 67 33 ] 0
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Table 61, Personal and household crimes:

type of crime, and value of losse--continued

»

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in economic locs, by race of viceims,

Race and type of crime Total No monetury value Less than $10 §10-$49  $50-$249  §250 or more Not known and not available
Black . !
All personal crimes 100 3 19 n 31 9 7
Crimes of violence 100 6 20 25 27 13 10
Robbery 100 2 19 21 32 15 9
Robbery with injury 100 ‘0 , 17 25 33 13 8 .
Rohbery without injury 100 3 20 20 3l 16 10
Assault 100 14 23 31 17 9 9
Aggravated assault 100 13 22 35 13 9 9
Simple assault 100 17 25 25 25 's Y]
Crimes of theft 100 2 19 34 33 7 b
Personil luarceny with contact 100 0 kY] 26 26 11 is
Puersonal iarceny without contact 100 2 . 12 34 33 7 6
All houschold crimes
Burglary 100 5 7 15 25 39 9
Forcible entry 100 2 k] 8 24 53 10
Unlawful entry without force 100 3% S 20 46 25 4 N
Atterpted forcible entry 100 20 27 k)% 7 3 12
Household larceny 100 ‘2 13 36 39 [ 5
Completed larceny . 100 ‘0 13 7 40 6 4
Atcempted larceny 100 h 33 17 o lo Y]
Motor vehlcle theft 100 1 ‘1 9 11 70 8
Completed theft 1G0 ‘0 lo 1 7 86 ?
Attempted thefe 100 o ¢ 38 3 16 13

KOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Z Less chan 0.5 percent,

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

’Includes data on “other" races, not shown evparactely,
*acludes data on rapa, not shown separately.
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Table 62, Selected peraonal crimes: Porcent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft loss, by race of victims,

type of ¢rime, and value of loas

R it o

$100-5249

Race and type of crime Total No monetary value Less than $10 $10-549 $50-999 §250 or more Not available
All races?

Robbery 100 1 21 20 20 14 16 9

Crimes of theft’ 100 1 18 37 19 15 7 4
White

Robbery ) 100 o 3 19 19 13 13 Yo

Crimes of theft? 100 13 10 & 18 15 5 5
Black .

Robbery 100 1 19 18 19 14 18 10

Crimes of theft’ 100 1 19 36 19 14 7 4
NOTE: Detail may not add to tatal shown becausu of rounding. v '

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, {s etatistically unreliapie.

?Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately,

SIncludes both personal larceny with contact and personal larceny without contact.
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Table 63. Personal and household crimes: Percent distributfon of victimizations resulting in theft loss, by race of victims,

type of crime, and proportion of loss recovered

Some_recovered

None Less Half Proportion All Not

Race and type of crime Total recovered Total than half or more unknown

recovered available

All races?

All personal crimes’ 100 87 8 2 2 3 S )
Robbery 100 82 11 2 4 5 7 o
Crimes of theft 100 88 7 2 2 3 S To

Personal larceny with contact 100 74 22 9 4 9 1 o

Personal larceny without contact 100 89 6 2 2 3 s o

All household crimes 100 79 1 4 4 3 10 iz
Burglary 100 81 13 5 4 3 5 2
Household larceny 100 92 H 1 1 3 4 lo
Motor vehicle theft 100 30 18 5 11 2 51 o

White .

All personal crimes’ 100 89 S 9 ] 4 6 1o
Robbery 100 93 . 1o lo 1o 1o 17 Yo
Crimes of theft . 100 87 § o 13 5 5 o

Personal larceny with comtsct 100 80 120 o 1o 120 g 1o
Personal larceny withsut contact ) 100 88 6 10 13 13 6 ‘o

All household crimes ‘ 100 78 12 4 3 4 11 ‘o
Burglary 100 n 15 6 4 6 8 i}
Household larceny 100 91 6 i3 10 13 3 o

. Motor vehicle theft 100 33 m 1o 11 1o 56 1o
Black .
ALl personal crimes? 160 86 8 2 2 4 5 ‘o
Robbery 100 80 13 3 4 6 7 ;o
Crimes of theft 100 88 7 2 3 3 5 ‘0
Personal larceny with contact 160 72 28 11 e 11 lg - 10
Personal larceny without contact 100 89 6 2 1 3 5 0
All household crimes 100 79 11 4 4 3 10 :Z
Burglary 100 82 13 5 5 3 5 1Z
, Household larceny 100 . 91 4 1 1 3 4 )0
. Motor vehicle theft . 100 31 19 6 13 1 50 0
NOTE: Detall miy not add to total shown because of rounding.

Z Less than 0,5 percent, '

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 17 or fewer sample cas¢s, is statistically unreliable.

?Includes data on “other" races, not shown separately,

Jlncludes data on rape, not shown separately, but excludes data on assault, which by definitior does not involve theft,
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Teble 64, Pereonsl ond household erimes:
and method of recovery of {ose
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Perceot distribution of victimizations in which theft Josses were recovered, by type of erime

Ry iy st 0 - N

. Both insurance
Other method only

Type of crime Total Insurance only and other method Method not available
All personal crimes? 100 16 80 3 o
Robbery 100 10 90 10 o
Robbery with injury 100 0 100 . 1p 1o
Robbery without injury 100 14, 86 ‘o o
Crimes of theft 160 20 76 5 Yo
Personal larceny with contact 100 o 100 0. ‘o
Personal larceny without contact 100 23 71 6 Jdo
All household crimes 100 2 67 10 i
Burglary 100 38 57 6 o
Household larceny 100 19 76 s o
Motor vehicle theft 100 .9 75 16 o

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
lEgtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 18 statistically unreliable,
?Includes data con rvape, not shown separately, but excludes data on assault, which by definition does not involve theft,
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: Table 65, Houschold crimes: Percent distribution of victinizations vesulting in theft
loss, by value of loya and type of crine

Value of loss All houachold erimes Burglary ' Household lavceny Motor vehicle theft '
Total 100 100 100 100 H Y .
No monetary value z 2 'z :0 i,
Less than 510 6 ' 2 13 0 v
§10-549 19 1 38 1 [
$50-599 16 13 26 N ,
$100-5249 17 21 15 . 6
$250-5999 25 33 ' 5 48
$1,000 or more 13 16 1 40 *
Not avallable 3 3 3 4

) NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
{ 7 Less than 0.5 percent. .
lEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, fu etatistically unreliable.
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Table 66, Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in economic loss, by kind of establishment, type of crime,
and type of loss

Kind of establ{shment All economic Theft losses Damage losacs
and type of crime losscs All cheft losses with da=age Wicthout amage All damage losses With theft Without theft
Retafl
All commercial crimes 89 59 34 22 68 34 44
Burglary 91 48 40 8 84 40 43
Robbery 82 78 13 66 ' 16 13 4
Wholesale
All commercial crimey 81 63 40 23 58 40 19
Burglaty 83 61 43 17 65 43 22
Robbery 15 75 17 58 : 17 17 ’ 0
Service
All commercial crimes 83 57 ° 30 27 56 30 26
Burglary 88 60 35 25 63 35 29
Robbery 50 42 2 40 10 2 8
Other “
All commercial crimes 87 68 37 31 56 37 19
Burglary 90 69 46 ) 23 : 67 46 22
Robbery 74 67 5 62 13 5 8

NOTE: Detatl may not add to total shown because of vounding. Because both theft and damiuge losses occurred in some victimizations, the sum of
entries under "all theft losses" and ' “all damage losses™ does not equal the entry shovm under "all economic losses,”
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N ) Table 67, Commercisl burglarys Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in economic

© e b2 ke
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SN A

' losn, by %ind of cstablishment and value of loss

Kind of establishment Total Less than $10 $10-$50 §51-$250 §$251 or more Not available

All cstablishmentse 1C0 16 18 23 39 4
Retatl 10¢ 21 22 20 34 k]
Wholesale 100 11 ? 19 60 4
Service 100 13 21 26 39 2
Other 100 12 8 26 48 7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total ehown because of rounding.
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Table 68, Commerctal robbery: Percent dietribution of victimizationa resulting in
theft loas, by kind of establishaent and value of loxs

Kind of establishment Total Less than §$10 $10-§50°  $51-$250 §251 or more Not avafilable
All establishments 100 1 13 48 37 1 i
Retail 100 1 11 50 36 1
Service 100 0 . 25 50 25 0 .
Other 100 0 12 38 50 0 '
1)
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Table 69, Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft loes,
by proportion of loss recovercd and type of crime

Proportion of loss recovered All comaercial crimes Burglary Raobbery
Toeal . G s a2 .
None recovered 90 . 90 87
Some recovered H 6 6 7 ,
Less than half 3 2 3
\ Half or more 4 4 3
All recovered 4 k] 6 '

NOTE: Detstl may not add to total shown because of rounding.
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Table 70. Persoﬁnl. houschold, and commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations
resulting in losa of tiwe from work, by type of crime

Type of crime Percent
All personal crimes 7
Crimes of violence 9
Rape 9
Completed rape {0
Attempted rape 11
Robhery . s 10
Robbery with fnjury ' 21
Robbery without fnjury 6
Assault .
Aggravated assault . . 9
Simple assaule 9
Crimes of thefr 5
Personal larceny with contact 4
Personal larceny without contact ‘ 5
All household crimes 11
Burglary 11
: Forcible entry 15
) Unlawful entry without force 5

i Attempted forcible entry . 6
' Houschold larceny 6
Less than $50 -7

$50 or more ’ 5

Amount not available 0

, Attempted larceny 9

Motor vehicle theft 21

. Completed theft . 26
' Attempted theft 7
All commerclal crimes 10

Burglary 8

Robbery 16

R TEstimate, based on 10 or fewer somple cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 71, Personal and houschold crimess

Percent of victimizations resulting in

loss of time from work, by type of crime snd race of victims

Ph g s b M A iy

“White

Type of crime Black
All personal crimes 8 7
Crimes of violence 10 [
Rape ] 11
Robbery 13 9
Assault 7 9
Crimes of theft 5 5
Persoual larceny with contact lo 10
Personal larceny without contact 5 6
All household crimes 7 12
Burglary 7 12
Household lacceny 6 6
Motor vehicle theft 13 22

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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oo Table 72, Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizatlona resulting in loss of
. ties from work, by type of crime and victim~offender relatlonship

| ( { s - v ter g ‘

Type of crime . All victimizations lnvo.lvlng strangers Involving nonstrangers '

Crimes of violence 10 9 }J ) N .
Rape 18 25 0 }
Rubbery 10 9 16
Assault 9 8 13

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrellable,
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Table 7). Personal and household crimes:

Percent distribution of victimizations

resulting f{n loas of time (rom work, by type of crime and number of

days loat

Less than 6 days Not known and

Type of crime Total 1 day 1-5 days or more not available
All personal crimes 100 20 58 ' 22 ‘o
Crimes of violence 100 14 54 3l |0
Rape 100 ‘o 100 Yo )0
Robbery 100 13 47 40 0
Assault 100 16 58 26 |0
Crimes of theft 100 30 65 5 0
Personal larceny with contact 100 1) 100 ‘o ‘o
Persvnal larceny without contact 100 32 63 5 o
A1l houschold crimes 100 27 64 8 "1
Burglary 100 30 62 7 12
Houschold larceny 100 %47 53 1o o
Motor vehlcle theft 100 4 8 17 lo

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

IEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sunmple caaes, is satatistically unreliable.
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Tabie 74, Personal crimen of vinlence: Percent distribution of victimizations
vesulting {n loss of time (rom work, by number of doys lost and
victim~offender relationship

Number of days lost All victinmfzacions Involving strangets

Involving nonstrangera

Total 100 100
Less than 1 day 13 15
i~5 days 58 59
6 days or more 26 , 26
Not known and not available 3 o

100

9
55
36
o

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of vounding.
lEstimate, bused on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 75, Peraonal and houschold crimen:

Percent dintridbution of viceimizationns resulting in lous
of time from work, by tace of victinms, type of crime, and number of dayw lost

Net known and

Race and type of crime Total Lens than 1 day 1=5 days 6 days or more not ovailabla
White
All personal crimes 100 13 63 25 o
Crimes of violence 100 ‘o 67 k}) o
Crimes of theft 100 50 50 ‘o ‘o
A1l household crines 100 44 56 0 lo
Burglary 100 60 40 ‘o ‘o
Houscehold larceny 100 ) 50 ‘o o
Motor velilcle thefe 100 o 100 | 'o o
Black
All peraonal crimes 100 20 60 20 ‘o
Crimes of violence 100 14 57 29 Yo
Crimes of theft 100 29 65 6 1o
All houschold crimes 100 24 67 8 :1
Burglary 100 25 67 5 l2
Household Jarceny 100 'Y} 53 0 l0
Motor vehicle thefe 100 5 76 19 0

NOTE: Detail may not add to total ehown because of rounding.
'Est{mate, basced on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample casea, fo scatistically unreliable.
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Table 76, Commercial crimes:

Percent distribution of victimizations,

by type of crime and nunber of days lost from work

Type ol crime Total Hone Less than 1 day ' 1 day or more

ALl commercial crimes 100 91 5 4 s
Burglary 100 92 5 k]
Robbery 100 85 ) 10

NOTE: Excludes data on a small number of victimizations for which the

amount of time lost was unavailable.
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Table 77, Peraonal, houschold, and comzercial crirea:
reported to the policé, by type of crinme

Percent of victimjzacions

Type of crime Perceant
All personul crimes 36
Crimes of violence 46
Rape 55
Robbery 48
Robbery with injury 60
From serious assault 58
From minor assault ' 63
Robbery without fnjury 43
Assault 44
Apgravated assault 47
With tnjury 56
Attenpted assault with veapon 43
Slmple assaule 40
Wieh Injury 48
Attempted assault without weapon 38
Crimes of theft 26
Personnl larceny with contact 35
Purse snatching 47
Povket pleking 18
Personal larceny without contact 25
All household crimes s
Burglary ! 66
Forcible entry 77
Unlawful entry without force 44
Attempted forcible entry 37
Hourehold larceny
Completed larceny! 22
Loss than $50 9
$50 or more 37
Attempted larceny 18
Motor vihlele theft 74
Conpleted thefe 93
Attempted theft 25
All commercial erimes
Burglary 80
Robbery 90

ucludes data, not' shown separately, on larcenies for which the value of loas was not ascertained.
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Table 78, Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime, victim-offender relationship, and

sex of victima

.

Type of crime

All victimizations

Involving strangers

Involving nonstrangers

Both sexes Male Female Both sexes Male Female Both sexecs Male Femile
Crimes of violence 47 38 54 45 41 55 46 33 53
Rape 55 ‘o 55 63 o 63 67 o 67
Robbery 48 41 57 47 43 59 42 33 50
Robbery with injury 60 46 79 58 50 90 43 133 50
Fron serfous assault 58 47 n 59 89 80 40 !so 150
From minor assault 63 44 86 57 50 100 150 o 150
Robbery without injury 43 38 48 43 40 48 42 33 50
Assault 44 37 53 42 39 51 46 33 €2
Aggravated assault 47 39 60 45 41 57 49 31 63
With injury 56 53 62 56 57 Isg 53 40 64
Attempted assoult with weapon 43 35 59 43 37 58 46 27 62
Simple assault 40 32 11 38 35 46 44 36 45
With Injucy 48 53 50 55 43 75 4 I50 38
Attempted ausault without weapon 38 35 (1) 35 13 41 43 33 50

Crimes of theft

Personal larceny with contact 33 113 112 35 114 44 lo 1o 10
Purse snatching 47 lo 47 47 10 47 i 1] '}
Pocket pleking 18 113 133 18 114 133 1o o 10
Personal larceny without contact 25 e ves eee cee oes aes oo eee

»++ Represents not applicabdle,

‘Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelfsble.
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Table 79, Personal crimea: Percent of victi{mizations reparted to the police,
by type of crime and age of victins .

Type of crime 12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 - 65 and over
Crimes of violence 15 50 68 48 64
Rapa 40 60 100 1o 1g ' '
Robbery 33 49 76 50 63 .
Robbery with injury 39 6% 100 60 100 . ' '
From serious assault 36 63 100 150 100 .
From minor assault 43 67 100 67 3100 .
Robbery without injury n 42 69 44 40 ‘ N
Assault 36 50 58 46 67 e
Aggravated assault 42 47 13 43 hoo
With injury 50 64 67 Y100 o
Attempted assault with weapon 39 40 75 13 1100
Simple assaule 27 54 46 50 150 :
With dnjury 1 60 150 Y100 1100 :
Attempted assault without weapon 25 52 45 40 g S
Crimes of theft . .
Personal larceny with contact 120 44 40 50 150 !
Purse snatching o 67 50 150 R Y100 ’
Pocket plckiug 125 o ‘o 150 ‘o
Personal larceny without contact 4 26 36 28 33

lgstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 80, Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reonrted to the police, by type of crime,
victim-offender relationship, and race of victina

All victinmizations Involvine stranpers Involving nonstrancers

Type of crime White Black White Black Whice Klack
Crimes of violence 42 46 44 46 50 49
Rape 150 56 100 ' 57 1o 67
Robbery 50 4 50 46 133 56
Robbery with injury 64 57 60 58 50 50
From scrious assault 67 58 50 60 Li00 50
From minor assault 60 ) 55 75 56 ‘o 150
Robbery without injury 42 43 44 42 o 50
Assault 33 45 32 44 57 47
Agpravated assault : 42 47 44 45 1so 51
with {njury 75 56 67 54 h100 57
Attempted asdaule with weapon 25 1A 33 &3 g 48
Shig le v i 27 42 o 82 £2 M
wich lafury 56 . 56 13 63 oo 28
Attempted assault without weapon 18 41 114 39 50 42
Crimes of thefc 1 "
Personal larceny with coatact 50 35 50 37 0 l0
Purae snatching 4“0 50 40 50 1o 0
Pocket plcking 1100 20 Y100 22 Yo 0
Personal larceny without contact 29 25 s e e s

«e. Represents not applicable, !

1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliadble.
Al
¥
1
‘_.r,,..--ar'“
Al Yo N




‘- Oy ss i o .'.A.‘u-.‘. -y

!
' Table 81, Household crimesa: Percent distribution of reanons for not reportfiy victimizations
to the police, by race of head of household and type of crime

Race and reason All household criacs Burglary °* Houschold larceny Motor vehicle theft
t White
Nothing could be done; lack
of proof 38 39 40 25
Not {mportant enough 23 16 10 25
Pollce would not want to be
bothered 15 16 15 M3
Too Inconvenfent or time '
consuming 6 ) 5 s
Private or personal matter 5 8 lo 13
Fear of repriaal 11 ] 3 o
Reported to someone else 2 5 lo o
other and not given 9 1 8 13
Black
Nothing could be done; lack
' of proof 43 43 4) 43
| Not important enough 27 26 30 23
' Pollge would not want to be
' : botheved 10 10 10 10
. Too laconvenlent or time
j consuming 5 5 3 ?
' Private or personal matter 4 4 4 3
Fear of reprisal ' 0 i . o o
. Reported to someone else 2 1 2 bk
' Other or not given 9 11 6 10

281

' NOTE: Detall may not add to 100 porcent because of rounding.

Z Less than 0.5 percent,

lgstimate, based on about 10 or fewer samplo cases, @ ctuclstlcully unreliable.
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Table 82, Hounchold crimce: Percent distridution of reasons for noC reporting victisizations to the police, by type of crime and value of
thelt loss

.

Nothing could folice would Too inconven- Private or
Type of crime be done; lack Not impor~ not want to fent or time personal Fear of Reported to Other and
and value of loss® of proof tant enocugh be bothered consuning matter reprisal someone elae not given ,
All houschold criwes 42 24 10 6 5 3 S 9
Less than §$50 37 35 10 s 4 2 2 ?
$50-5249 S1 15 11 6 5 k] 1 8
$250 ar more 36 [ 10 13 8 s 1y 2
Burglury 45 ‘14 1 9 1 1 2 11
Less than §50 44 26 10 5 10 Ig 1o 5
$50-5249 49 m n , 10 6 Yo 3 10
$250 or more I8 1 1 13 14 1 Yo 25
Househwold larceny 41 29 , 10 4 4 4 2. 7
Less thap §50 35 37 10 5 3 3 2 7
$50-$99 53 20 ) 3 5 s ig s
$100-5249 52 11 15 Y Y 14 o 1
§250 or more 36 1g 1) 19 19 1y lg 9
Motor vehicle theft 3 17 1o 7 17 Y0 Yo W
‘ Less than $250 g 1p ‘o 1o lo 10 lo To
250-$999 ) 150 19 1o 1g 19 ‘o 150

$1,000 or more 133 lo 1o Cm 133 10 10 1o

NOTE: Detall may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Lews than 0,5 percent.
lestimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cameu, is stat{stically unraliatle,
' The proportions refer only to losses of cash and/or property and exclude the value of proparty damage.
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Table 83, Houschold crimes: Percent of victimlzotfons reported to the police, by type sf crime, race of head of houschold, and form of tenure

All households? White households Black houscholds
' Type of crime Both forms Owned Rented Both forus Owned Hented Both forms Ownud Rented
All household crines

Burglary 62 64 57 61 66 53 63 64 59
Forcible entry " 9 n 7 73 65 78 80 14
Nothing taken 64 67 58 60 61 . 150 57 58 " 56
Something taken 79 81 7% 69 74 63 44 82 76
Unlawful entry without force 44 47 39 50 63 38 &4 45 41
Attempted forcible entry 36 k1] 32 42 4 40 40 39 40

Household larceny ot
Completed larceny? 22 24 18 19 20 18 23 24 2 20
Less than $50 9 . 9 9 11 110 h § 9 * 8
§50 or more 37 39 kk} 36 38 33 38 &1 Y ?3
Attempted larceny 14 19 ‘o 133 150 1o 16 ‘ 20 0
Motor vehicle thefe 72 74 73 67 63 n 74 75 13
Completed theft 90 92 a8 90 100 83 92 93 88
Attempted theft 21 25 % 19 o , To 22 25 N4

ikstimate, bused on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stutistically unrelisble.
“lncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately,
Jlncludes data, not shown separately, on larcenies for which the valua of loss was not ascertained.
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Table 84. MNouschold crimest

Percent of victimizatfons reported to the police, by type of crime and annual fomily fncome

SiAe e e - 4 A0S ALG e b o

Type of crime Less than §3,000 §3,000-87,499  §7,300-§9,99%  $10,000-§14,99%  §15,000-524,999 $25,000 or more Not avaflable
All houschold crimes
Burglary 53 60 65 71 , 59 50 59
Forcible entry [ 76 80 B4 74 75 75
Uninwful entry without force 42 42 45 48 46 g 13
Attempeed forclble entry 27 3 40 52 36 sn 43
Household larceny
Completed Larceny’ 18 20 21 22 28 ‘fs N
Less than $50 11 8 11 6 13 0 22
$50 o more n n 40 n 46 100 43
Attenpted larceny o 7 33 LFY) 50 1g Yo
Motor vehicle theft 60 ) 79 70 69 lo 75
Completud theft 75 94 100 89 100 ‘o 160
Atteroted theft 1p 25 33 25 LY 1y 100

IEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statiscically unreliable.

2Includes data, not ehown separately, on larcenles for which the value of loss was not ascertained.
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Table 85. Personal and household crimes: Percent distribution of rcasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime
Nothing could Police would Too fnconven- Private or
be Jdone; lack Not impor- not want to ient or time pergonal Fear of Reported to Other and
Type of crime of proof tant enough be bothered consuming ‘matter reprisal acweone else not given
All personal crimes

Crimes of violence 29 20 8 3 15 6 7 13
Rape 33 o g lo 117 DY 117 1y
Robbecy 31 14 10 4 13 6 6 15

Robbery with fnjury 30 10 10 15 15 10 10 10
Robbery without injury 32 15 10 4 9 5 8 17
Assault 28 24 7 3 16 5 7 11
Aggravated asasult N 18 8 4 19 5 4 13
Simple assault 25 36 7 12 10 12 8 10

Crimes of theft 42 24 ,6 4 . 4 1 10 10
Personal larccny With contact 50 22 s 1o le g ig 1
Personal larceny without contact 41 24 6 4 4 1 10 10

All household crimes
.

Burglary 42 22 1 6 5 12 2 11
Forcible entry 39 18 12 6 3 H 2 17
Unlawful entry without force 49 14 1 7 8 o 3 7
Attempted forcible entry . 4«0 33 10 4 2 o 1 9

Household larceny
Completed larceny 42 30 11 5 k] 10 2 8
Attempted larceny 45 27 14 15 1o 1p ig 9

Motor vehicle theft 41 23 10 8 5 g 13 10
Completed thefe 25 25 113 43 113 g 1o 113
Attempted theft 50 23 12 i 14 1 19 8

' NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Lesas than 0,5 percent.
Jgstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sanmple cases, is sctatistically unreliable,
.
,.M‘«ln;.’fﬁ*



Table 86. Personal crimes of viclence!

Percent distribution of reasons for not reportior victimizations
to the police, by victim-offender relatfonship and tvpe of crine

T

Nothing could

Police would

Too inconven=-

Private or

Victim-offender relationship be donz; lack Not impor~ not want to {ent or time personal Fear of Reported to Other and
and type of crime of proof tant enough be bothered consuming matter reprisal someone else not piven
‘Involving strangers
Crimes of violence 37 20 7 3 9 4 5 14
Rape 40 1o o b 120 20 ‘o 120
Robbery 36 16 9 3 8 5 6 16
Assault 38 24 6 3 8’ 3 5 13
Iavolving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 9 21 7 12 27 11 13 11
Rape o Yo Yo o Yo g 1o 1o
Robbery 1o 19, ‘o 10 20 30 20 20
Assault . 12 28" 9 0 30 7 12 9

NOTE: Detall may not add to 100 perceat because of rounding.

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer victimizations, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 87. Household crimea: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizaticona to the police,
by annual family income

Reason Less than $3,000 $3,000-87,499  §7,500-59,999° §$10,000-$14,999  $15,000-$24,999  $25,000 or more Not available
Nothing could be done; )

lack of proof 41 41 45 46 36 40 50 f
Not important enough 22 23 33 28 3 L0 21
Police would not want to '

be bothered 15 12 ) 6 10 10 120 11
Too inconvenient or time

consuming 6 6 3 4 6 ) 34 !
Private or personal matter 4 4 4 b ) 4 1p )
Fear of reprisal 2 h ‘0 o 19 ) g
Reported to someone else 2 2 k) 2 n 1o 14
Other nd.not glven 7 12 6 6 10 120 ?
NOTE: ‘'etall may not add to 100 percent because o¢f rounding.

Z lLess than 0.5 percent,

1Egtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, s statistically unrelisble,

1)
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Table 88. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected reasons for not reporting victimizations
to the police, by race of hcad of huusehold and annual family income

Race and {ncome Nothing could be donei lack of proof Not fmportant enough All other and not given
White
Less than §3,000 18 1% . . 14
$3,000-57,499 36 39 48
$7,500-59,9%3 15 28 ' 14
$10,000-$14,999 24 28 17
$15,000-§24,999 6 Yo ?
$25,000 or more 1o ' 1o ]
Black
' Less than $3,000 14 15 20
$3,000-57,499 34 . 29 37
$7,500-$9,999 13 11 10
$10,000-514,999 26 26 2]
§15,000-$24,999 . ) 11 Y 19 10
$25,000 or more 1 1 2

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 pet :ent because of rounding.
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer mample cases, is statistically unreliabla.
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Appendix 1

" NCS CITIES SAMPLE iN‘COMPTON;-CALIFORNIA

Sample Design, Estimation Procedure, and Reliability of the Estimates.

Sample Design and Size

(a) Personal Sector. The basic frame from which the sample was drawn for

the personal sector of the Crime Victimization Survey in Compton,
California, was the complete housing inventory for the city, as
determined by the 1970 Census of Population and“Housing. For the
purpose of sample selection, all records on the‘100 percent Edited
Detail File were sorted by type of record, i.e., regular housing units
br group quarters. Within each of those two strata, records were |
sorted by Enumeration, District and Census serial numbers. To account
for residential housing units built after the 1970 Census, a sample
was drawn of permits issued for the construction of new buildings

in the city. This allowed for the proper representation in the survey

of persons occupying housing units built since 1970.

Approximately 8,200 housing units were designated for the sample.

Of these, about 1,600 were visited by interviewers during the survey
period but were found to be vacant, demolished, temporarily occupied
by nonresidents, or otherwise unqualified for interview. In addition,
at some 400 other units visited by interviewers, it was impossible to
conduct interviews because the occupants could not be contacted after
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repeated calls, did not wish to participate in the survey, or were
unavailable for other reasons. Thus, the number of households
where interviews were taken was roughly 6,300 and the overall rate
of participation, or response, among households qualified for

interview was about 94 percent.

Commercial Sectcr. For the commercial sector of the Compton Crime

Victimization Survey a complete census of commarcial -establishments

was taken. The census was taken instead of a sample because of the
manageable size of the commercial universe in Compton. In order

for a business establishment to be'enumerated, the operations had

to be at a permanent facility, such as a permanent building or a
permanent vending stand. Establishments excluded from the census
were business engaged in agricultural production, government buildings

(except government owned liquor stores and transportation establish-

il

ments), unrecognizable businesses conducted in private homes, construction

sites, unattended coin operated businesses and no-charge (free) facilities.

Approximately 1700 commercial establishments were designated for the
censué. Of these, 453 were visited by interviewers during the survey
period but were found to be vacant, demolished, occupied by a non-
listable establishment or otherwise unqualified for interview. In
addition, at some 37 units interviews could not be conducted because
the owner could not be contacted after repeated calls, did not with
to participate in the survey, or was unavailable for other reasonrs.
Thus, interviews were taken in 1,206 establishments, and the overall

rate of response among those qualified to participate was 97 percent.
191
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(a)

Estimation

Persona1v§ector. Data records generated by the survey interviews for

the personal sector were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights -

one for crimes against persons and another for crimes against house-

holds. For interviews conducted at housing units selected from the

Census housing inventery and sample units built since 1970, the

following factors determined the final tabulation weights for crimes

against persons:

(1)

(2)

(3)

A basic weight, reflecting the selected units'probability of

being included in the sample;

A duplication control, which compensated for the subsampling
of units, a situation which arose in instances where the
interviewer discovered many more units at the address designated

for sample than had been listed in the 1970 Census;

A within household noninterview factor, to account for situations
where =t Teast one but not all eligible persons in a household

were interviewed;

(4) A housshold noninterview factor to adjust for occupied housing

units cualified to participate in the survey but where an

interview was not obtained;
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(5) A househoid ratio estimate factor for bringing estimates
developed from the sample of 1970 housing units into accord
with the complete Census count of such units. (This step
did not épp]y to data records gathered from residents of group
quarter or residents occupying housing units constructed after
the 1970 Census.) And; ‘
(6) A person ratio estimate factoi for brinéing the survey-derived
estimates into agreement with an independent post-Census estimate

of the population age 12 and over.

The final weight used in tabulating estimates of criminal incidents
against persons was the product of the six factors described above,

plus an adjustment for incidents involving more than one person, thereby
allowing for the probability that such incidents might have had more
than one chance of coming into sample. For estimates pertaining to
personal victimizations, the final tabulation weight was the product

of the six factors described above.

For household crimes, the final tabulation weight was the product
of all steps described above except the third and sixth steps, i.e.,
the within-household noninterview adjustment and the person-ratio
estimate were not factors in weighting the household data records.
The household énd person ratio estimate factors were key steps in
the weighting procedures for crimes against persons because they

reduced the sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin of

error fn the tabulated results. The household ratio estimate fac'corj]q3

bl
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also compensated for the exclusion of any households that were already-

included in samples for other Census Bureau programs.

(b) Commercial Sector. For the commercial sector, the data records were

assigned composite weights which consisted of the product of some or

all of the %o]]owing three components:
(1) A sample weight which is the inverse of the probability of
selection. In this case, the basic weight for each establishment

was one, since a complete census rather'than a sample was taken.

(2) An imputation factor to compensate for missing information in

reports or unusable reports.

(3) A part year imputation factor to handle incidents for establishments

which were in business only part of a year.

Reliability of the Estimates

The sample that was used 1in the household survey was only

one of a large number nf possible samples of the same size that could have
been selected using the same sample design and sample selection procedures.
Estimates derived from these different samples would differ from each other.
The standard error of a survey estimate is a measure of the variation among
the estimates from all possible samples and is, therefore, a measure of the

precision with which an estimate from a particular sample approximates the
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average result of all possible samples. As calculated for this report, the
standard error also partially measures the effect of certain nonsampling
err~ but does not measure any systematic biases in the data. A sample
estimate and its associated standard error may be used to construct a
confidence inteﬁval, that is, an interval having a prescribed probability
that it would include the average result of all possible samples. The
chances are about two out of three (about 68 percent) that the survey
estimate will differ from the average result of all possiB]e samples by
less than one standard error (plus or minus). Similarly, the chances are
about 19 out of 20 that the difference would be {ess than twice the standared
error and 99 out of 100 that the difference would be fess than 2 1/2 times

the standard error.

In addition to sampling error, the survey results presented in 'this report

for both the household survey and commercial census are subject to nonsampling
errors. A major source of nonsampling error is the incorrect reporting

by respondents of data or experience relevant to the reference period.

Other nonsampling errcrs result from incomplete responses during interview,
mistakes introduced by interviewers, and improper coding and processing

of data.

Standard errors displayed on tables of this report cover crimes against
persons and households. They are rough approximations and suggest an order
of magnitude of the standard errors rather than the precise error associated

with any giveh value.
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Table 1 contains the standard errors pertaining to estimated numbers of
personal victimizations, personal incidents, and household victimizations.
Tables 2-4 display standard errors for personal victimization rates, personal

incident rates and household victimization rates, respectively.

For estimated levels and rates not specifically listed on a table, linear

interpolation must be used to calculate the standard errors.

I1lustrations on the Use of the Standard Error Tables

To illustrate how to use the standard e;ror tables, assume that one of

the detailed data tables in this report shows there were 4,200 robbery
victimizations in the city of Compton. Estimates of this type are considered
personal victimizations, and their standard errors are displayed in Table

1. Linear interpolation in this table shows the standavrd error on an
estimate of this size to be approximately 112. The chances are 68 out

of 100 that the'estimate:4,qu.wou1d differ from a figure obtained from

a complete census by less than 112, i.e., the 68 percent confidence interval
would be from 4,088 to 4,312. The 95 percent confidence interval would be

from 3,976 to 4,424 (4,200 + 2 X 112).

Assume further that the personal victimization rate for-assault was
estimated to be 11 per 100 persoﬁs for females age 12 and over, and that the
base for this rate is 30,000 females. Two way linear interpolation of

the data in Table 2 gives a standard error on an estimate of this size of
about 0.24. Consequently, chances are 68 out of 100 that the estimated rate

. 196
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of 11 per 100 would be within 0.24 of a complete census figure, i.e.,

the 68 percent confidence’interva1 would be from 10.76 to 11.24. The
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate would be within 0.48 of
a complete census figure, i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would

be from 10.52 to 11.48 (11 + 2 X .24).
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a teble showed that 1,000 of the rocorded personsl victinm-
izationes were simple acsaults and 2,200 were robberios uitgout injury. hs
standard errors for each of thase estimates are 45 and 72, respectivaly..  Tha
standard error of thas estimated differonce of 1,200 is amout &5 & ¥ (4537 (7237,

This mzans the chances are 03 oup of 100 that the escinated diffe
on the sample would differ ircm a value derived usin: cemnlete co
by less fthon 25, The 83 porcont confideoncse inbtarval crowsd uhe did ce 1,200
is from 1,115 to 1,233, i.e., 1,200 + 85. The 95 percent confidsnce i-'e ral
qould be fvom 1,030 Lo 1,570, 1.e¢y 1,200 + 2 X 85. Ihus, we can ccnclude
with 95 psrcent conlidencs that the diffcrance betwson the two characteristics
is significant.
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Tabie 1.

vy

(68 chances cut of 1C0)

tandard Errors Por Estimated Number of Personal
Viclimizalicns, Personul Incideals, and Houschold
Victinizations

Size of Eatinate Personal Personal - Housshold
Viceimivaticons Incidents Vichimications

25

. 50
100

- 200
500
750
1,002
- 1,500
2,500
5,000
10,000
25,000
50,000

6

9
12
17
23
35
41
52
71
114
193
423
803

7
10
L4
20
32
39
45
55
71
101
145
240
361
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TABLE II. STANDARD ERRCRS FOR ESTIMATED PERSCNAL VICTIMIZALION RATES
'\_\*
(68 chances out of 100)
'“ ;
wbnn per Bzse of Rate
W yersons
| =5 50 100 | 20 500 750 | 1,000 | 1,500 | 2,500 5,000 | 10,000 | 25,000 1 50,000
2L 97.9 ) 0.2k | 0,59 | 042§ 0.30} 0.19 | 0.15 0.13 | 0.11 0.08 0.06 0.0L 0,03 0. 02
«5 r 9?'.5 lc8’7 1033 0.9/} 0.65 O-llz 003-’4' O.3O O.zl{. (:).19 O.]j 0.0’) O‘O\,’) OaO’{-
l_t / » 9;- O 2‘ C’l-ir .1.. 87 1. 32 Oo 93 Oo 59 O. 1{1(3\ O. [;,2 O.. 31'_ 0.26 O. 19 O. :!“} . O. OB O. Of)
205 o0 97.5 | 4,15 2,93 { 2,07 { .47t 0.93 | 0.76 0.66 | 0.54 0.41 0. 29 0.1 0,13 0.09
Tom e 93.0 05,79 | b0 290 4 2,051 1,30 | 1.06 ) 0.9 | 0.75 0.5 | 0.1 | 0.29 0,18 0.13
0. ' . . .
T2 9200 1 7,97 5083 3,99 | 2,82 L.78 | 146 1.26 | 1.03 0.80 | 0.56 0. 40 0, 25 0.18
¥ en0 10,63 1 752 15,030 | 3,76 2,38 | 1.94 | 1.68 | 1.37 1,061 0.75 0.53 | . o.3 oz
PR e 75.0 51| 84 | 5075 | hO7| 257 | 20 | 182 | -1.h9 1.15 | 0.8l .53 0.36 | 0.2 |
#20 13.29 | 9.0 | 6,64 1 L7000 2,97 1 2,43 2,10 | L.72 1.33 0. 94 0.05 0,42 0,30
ak
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TABLE I11.3TANDARD ERRORS F(RR BSTIMATED FERSCNAL INCIDENT RALES

(68 chances out of 100)

Ve

flnies per
1) jersons

Base of Rate

25 50 100 | 200 500 750 {2,000.1{ 1,500 | 2,500 5,000 | 10,000 | 25,000 | 50,000
JLoer 9909 | 0,761 0.54 0.33] 0.27 | 0.7 | 0.1 | 0.12 0.10 0.08 0.05 0. 0y 0.02 0.02
L C- 99¢ D lo 70 1. 20 Oo 85 O. éc O. 38 Oc 31 Oo‘ 2’7 Oo 22 Oo l’? 0. 12 0. 09 04 OS O. ‘:)-;-}
e 99,0 | 2,401 1.70 1.2G) 0,85 0.54 | 0.4k | 0,33 0.31 0. 24 0.17 0.12 0.08& 0.05 |
L5 S | 377 2.8 1.88 1,32 0,84 { 0.69 | 0.60 0,49 0.3 0.2/ 0.19 0.12 0. 08
2 ngs0 | 5] 372 2,630 1661 1,18 0.95| 0.83 0.68 0.53 0,37 0.25 0.17 0,12
e 90,0 |z 5012 3,620 2,56 1 1.62 | 1.32 [ 1.14 0. 9 0.72 0.51 0. 3% 0.23 0,16
S 80,0 | 9,66 6.83 Legdl 3.kl 2,16 1,76 . 1.53 | L.25 0.97 | 0.68 0.L3 C.31 0.22.
P2 er 75,00 10045 7.39 5,23 3,701 234 | L.91|, 1.65 1.35 1.05 0.7h | 052 0.3 10,23
5.0 12,071 8.54 6,04 42901 2,701 2,201 191 | -1.56 1.21 0,85 0.60 Q.38 0.27
1
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TABLE 1V. STANDARD ERRCRS FCR ESTIMATED HOUSEMOLD VICTIMIZATION RATHS '

e g ovaeamatin

(68 chances out of 100) ' ‘.
i
Y pass of Pobe i
. )lJL N '
LL) persons
25 50 | ‘100 |. 200 | 500 750 {1,000 | 1,500 | 2,500 5,000 | 10,000 | 25,000 | 50,000 |
Ao 9209 1 0,89 ) 0,63 ] 0.45] 0.32( 0,20 0,16] C.LL 0.12 0.09 0. 05 0.0l 0.03 0.02
5o 99.5 1 1,99 | 11| 1000 0,70 O45| 036 0.31 0.26 | 0.20 0.1 0,10 0. 0% 0.04 1}
,'A' . YA P * .
Aer 99.0 1 2,81 | 1,99 | L.L0| 0,990 0.637 Q5L 0.hh 0. 36 0.28 0. 20 0.1l - 0.09 0.06 |
DEen 9705 Dkl | 3,12 ) 2,200 1561 0.99]  0.80{ 0.70 0.57 | 0.4 0. 31, 0.22 |° 0.4 0.10
oo 5.0 | 6A5 | AS5 | 3.08| 217! 138 L1 0.97 0.79 0.62 0.43 0.31 0.19 0.14
:*;jv o CJO' O 80 l'r? 5. 99 ll‘o 23 2. C)C,) lc 89 ].- 5li' l‘ 31-}- lo C9 O. 85 O. F’O O. ll-z Oq ":)' O. 19 :
ceer 82,0 112,29 | 7,93 | 5064 3,951 2,52 2.06| 1.78 | L.4é | 113 | 0.80 | 0,56 0.36-1  0.25
e 75,00 112,22 | @.6h | 6,11 (4,321 2,73 2.23| 1.93 1,58 1,22 0. &% 0,61 0. 39 . G.27 |
55,0 Vo1l | 9,98 1 7.05| 4.991 ' 3.15] 2.58| 2,23 1,82 1,41 1.00 0.71 0.45 0.32 |
é
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Annual family income-inc]udes‘ "the income of the
household head and all related persons
residing in the same household unit. Covers
the 12 months preceding the interview and
includes wages, sa]afies, net income from
bus%ness or farm, pensions, interest, qividends,
rent, and any other form of monetary income.

The income of persons unrelated to“ghe
head of household is excluded.

Assault-An unlawful physical attack, whether aggravated
or simple, upon a person. Includes attempted assaults with
or w%thout a weapon. Excludes rape and attempted
rape, as well as attacks invo]viﬁg theft or
'attempted theft, yhich are classified as
robbery.

Attempted forcible entry-A form of burglary in
which force is used in an attempt to gain
entry.

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

~ entry.
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GLOSSARY

Age- appropriate age category is detérmined
by the respondent's age as of the last déy
of the month preceding the interview.
Aggravated assault-Attack with a weapon resulting
in any injury and attack without a weapon
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., .
broken bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries,
loss of consciousness) or in undetermined
injury requiring 2 or more days of hospitali-
zation. Also includes attempted assault

with a weapon.
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Cormercial crimes-Burglaries or robberies of business
establishments and certain other organizations,
such as those engaged in religious, political,
or cultural activities. Includes both completed
and attempted acts.

Forcible entry-A form of burglary .in which force
is used ‘to gain entry (e.g., by breaking a
window or slashing a screen).

Head of household-For classification purposes, only
one individual per household can be the head.

In husband-wife households, the husband arbitrarily
is considered to be the head. In oiher households,
the head is the individual so regarded by its
members, generally the chief breadwinner.

Household-Consists of the uccupants of separate living
quarters meeting either of the following criteria;
Persons, whether present or temporarily absent,'
whose usual place of residence is the housing unit
in question or persons staying in the housing unit

who have no usual place of residence elsewhere.
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Household crimes-burglaries or larcenies of
residence'sor motor vehicle thefts, Includes
both completed and attempted acts.

Household lJarceny-theft  or attempted theft of
property or cash from a residence or its
immediate vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted
forcible entry, or unlawful entry are not
involved. .

Incident-A  specific criminal act involving one
or more victims and offenders.

When a personal crime occurred during the

course of a commercial burglary or robbery, it
Qas assumed that the commercial victimization
survey accounted for the incident and, there-
fore, it was not counted as an incident of
personal crime. However, detai]s.of the outcome
of the event as they related to the victimized
individual would be reflected in data on personal
victimizations.

Kind of establishment-Determined by the sole or
principal activity at each place of business.

Larceny-Theft or attempted theft of property or
cash without force. A basic distinction is
made between personal larceny and household

larceny.




Marital status-Each househcld member is assigned
to one of the following categories:
Married, which includes persons having common
law unions and those parted temporari1y for
reasons other than marital discord (employment,
military service, etc.), Separated and
divorced; separated includes married persons
who have a legal separation or have ﬁarted
because of marital discord, Widowed, and
Never married, which includes those whose
only marriage has been annulled and those
" living together (excluding common-law unions).
Motor vehicle-Includes automobiles, trucks, imotor
cycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally
allowed on public roads and highways.
Motor vehicle theft-Stealing or unauthorized taking

of a motor vehicle including attempts at such acts.
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Nonstranger-With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) are classified as having
involved nonstrangers if victim and offender
are related, well known to, or casuaf]y
acquainted with each other. In crimes involving
a mix of stranger and nonstranger offender§, the
events are classified under nonstrander. The
distinction between stranger and nonstranger
crimes is not made for persoral larceny without
contact, an offense in the victim rarely see

* the offender. )

Offender-The  perpetrator of a crime. The term
generally is applied in relation to crimes
entailing contact between victim and perpetrator.

Offense.p crime. yith respect to personal crimes,
the two terms are interchangeable regardless
of whether the applicable unit of measure is a
victimization or an incident.

Personal crimes-Rape, robbery of persons, assault,
personal larceny with contact, or personal larceny

~ without contact. Includes both completed and

attempted acts.
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Personal crimes of theft—Theft's of property or
cash, either with contact {(but without forcé
or threat of force) or without contact between
victim and offender. Eguivalent to personal
larceny.

Personal rimes of vio]ence-Rape; robbery of
perso;s, and assault. Includes both completed

and attempted acts.

Personal larceny-Equivalent  to personal crimes ' L
of theft. A distinction is made between personal |
larceny with contact and personal 1arc;ny without
contact. |

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

Personal larceny without contact-Theft or attempted
theft, without direct contact between victim and
offender, of property or cash from any place other
than the victim's home or its immediate vicinity.

"In rare cases, the victim sees the offender during

the commission of the act. Also includes attémpted

theft.
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Race-Determined by the interviewer upon observation
and asked only about persons unrelated to
the head of household who are not present at
the time of interview. The racial categories
distinguished are white, black, and other.
Rape -Carnal knowledge through the use
or the threat of force, including attempts.
Statutory rape without force 1is excluded.
Includes both heterosexual and homosexual rape.
Rate of victimization-See Victimization rate.
Robbery-Theft  or attempted theft, directly from
a pérson or a business, of property or cash
by force or threat of force, with or without

_a weapon,

210
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Robbery with injury-Theft or attempted theft

from a person accompanied by an attack,
either with or without a weapon, resulting in
injury. An injury is classified as resulting
from a serious assault if.a weapon were used
in the commission of the crime or, if not,
when the extent of the injury was either
serious (e.g., broken bones, loss of teeth,
internal injuries, loss of consciousness) or
undetermined but requiring 2 or more days of
hospitalization. An injury is'classifieq as
resulting from a minor assault when the extent
of the injury was minor (e.g., bruises, black
eye, cuts, scratches, swelling) or undeterﬁined

but requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.

Robbery without injury-Theft or attempted theft

from a person accompanied by force or the
threat of force, either with or without a

Weapon, but not resulting in injury.
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Simple assault-Attack without a weapon resulting

either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black
eye, cuts, scratches, swelling) or in unde
termined injury requiring less than 2 days of
hospitalization. Also includes attempted

assault without a weapon.

Stranger-With  respect to crimes entailing direct

contact between victim and offender, victimi-

zations (or incidents) are ciassified as

invelving strangers if the victim so stated,
did not see or reccgnize the offender, or

knew the offender only by sight. Crimes

{nvolving a mix of stranger and nonstranger

offenders, are classified under

nonstranger. The distinction between

stranger and nonstranger crimes is not made for

personal larceny without contact, an offense in

which victims rarely see the offender.
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Tenure-Two  forms of household tenancy are distin-
guished: Owned, which includes dwellings
being bought through mortgage, and rented,
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging
to a party other than the occupant and situationsin
which rental payments are in kind or in
services, . |

Unlawful entry-A  form of burglary commitfed by
someone having no legal right to be in the
premises even though force was not used.

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

~ lishments.




Victimization-A specific criminal act as it

affects a single victim, whether a person,
household, or commercial establishment. In
criminal acts against persons, the number of
victimizations is determined by the number of
victims of such acts; ordinarily, the number of.
victimizations is somewhat higher than the
number of incidents both becausg mqre'than one indi-
vidual may be victimized during an incident

and because persona]_victimizations that
occurred in conjunction with conimercial
burglary or robbery are not céunted as incidents
of personal crime. Each criminal act against a
household or commercial establishment is assumed

to involve a single victim, the affected household

or establishment.

o
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Victimization rates-For crimes against persons,
the victimization rate, a measure of occurrence
among population groups at risk, is écmputed
on the basis of the number of victimizations
‘qpékaEOOO resident population age 12 and
’ ovér.' For ¢crimes against households, victimi-
zation rates are calculated on the bas%s of
the number of incidents per 1,000 households.
For crimes against commercial establishments,
victimizaton rates are derived from the
number of incidents per 1,000 establishments.
Victimize;ﬁo perpetrate a crime against a person,
household, or commercial establishment.
Weapon-With respect to personal crimes of violence
by armed offende;s, a distinction is made
between firearms, knives, and weapons of "other"
types, such as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles;
a fourth category covers weapons of unknown types.
For each incident involving an armed offender(s),
survey interviewers recorded the type
or types of weapons used in the incident, not the
number of weapons. For instance, if offenders
wielded two guns and a knife during a personal
robbery, the crime is classified as one in which

weapons of each type were used.
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Weapons use -For purpose of tabulation and analysis,
the mere presence of a weapon constitutes "use."
In other words, the term applies both to situations
in which weapons served for purposes of intimidation
or threat and to those in which they actually were

employed as instruments of physical attack.
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