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endix F 
ations 

are 

ck, 

e 
hreat 

g 
on 

other 

ed 
 
 (any 

esent 
rape 
esser 
r 

 not 
ttack, 
ntact 

A in 
ntact 
, hit, 

) or 
A’ in 

) or 
NA’ 
-200 

d 
) or 
A’ in 
nt 
njury 
al 
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TOC=00 a
(any SC65
11=1 or S
SC638_1-
((SC655_1
SC663=2-

TOC=00 a
and 
(SC655_1
SC655=ye
TOC=00 a
1 and (any
SC655=ye

TOC=00 a
(any SC65
‘NA’)  

TOC=00 a
and (any S
14=1 or S
SC643_02
‘NA’) 

TOC=00 a
and 
(any SC64
or SC646=
03,07-14=

TOC=00 a
(any SC63
SC638LIC
13=1 or S
SC646_06
SC646=ye
TOC=00 a
(any SC63

TOC=00 a
(SC646_0

Pilot Report 

Situatio
and SC634a = 
55_5-9=1 or ((
SC655=yes ‘NA
-6=1 or SC638
11=1 or SC65
-200)))) 

and SC634a=1

10=1 or SC655
es ‘NA’) 
and SC634a=1
y SC655_10-1
es ‘NA’) 

and SC634a=1
55_10-11=1 o

and SC634a=1
SC646_04,06
SC646=yes ‘NA
2-03,07-14=1

and SC634a=1

46_04,06,07,0
=yes ‘NA’ or a
=1 or SC643=

and SC634a=1
38_1-6=1 or a
C=3,7) and (an
SC643=yes ‘NA
6,07,09,10,12
es ‘NA’) 
and SC634a=1
38_1-6=1 or S

and SC634a=1
03=1 or SC643

on 
 1 and  
(any SC655_1
A’) and ((any 
8LIC=3,7) or 
55=yes ‘NA’) a

1 and SC731a

5_11=1 or 

1 and SC732a
11=1 or 

1 and  
or SC655=yes 

1 and SC731a
,07,09,10,12-
A’ or any 

1 or SC643=ye

1 and SC732a

09,10,12-14=
ny SC643_02

=yes ‘NA’) 

1 and 
any 
ny SC643_08-
A’ or any 
2-14=1 or 

1 and 
SC638LIC=3,7

1 and 
3_05=1) 

TOC rec

10-

nd 

11

a=1 06

a = 09

 
14

a=1 
-

es 

07

a=1 

=1 
2-

10

12

) 
13

15

 
F-2 

code 
TO

descr
1 Aggrav

Assaul
Compl
with In
 

 Compl
Robbe
Injury f
Minor A

 Attemp
Robbe
Injury f
Minor A

 Simple
Assaul
Compl
with In

 Compl
Robbe
withou

 Attemp
Robbe
withou

 Attemp
Aggrav
Assaul
Weapo

 Threat
Assaul
Weapo

 Sexual
Assaul
withou

OC 
ription 
vated 
lt 
eted 

njury 

Pre
inju
(inju
(any
((ot
(inju
day

eted 
ery with 
from 
Assault 

Pre
(inju
 

pted 
ery with 
from 
Assault 

Pre
(mi
inju

e 
lt 
eted 

njury 

Pre
or y

eted 
ery 
ut Injury 

Pre
an o
gra
(how
how
how
atte
exc
(how

pted 
ery 
ut Injury 

Pre
(sho
stab
spe
how
how
atte
exc
(how

pted 
vated 
lt with 
on 

Pre
(we
atta
wea
how

tened 
lt with 
on 

Pre
(we

l 
lt 

ut Injury 

Pre
ass
rape
(how

Type of C

Recode d
sence and (no

ury(injury) or ((
ury) or yes ‘NA
y weapon pres
her specified 
ury)) and hosp
ys (caredayhos
sence, Theft, 
ury) or yes ‘NA

sence, Attem
nor injury (inju

ury)  

sence and (m
yes ‘NA’ in inju

sence, Theft, 
object or weap
bbed, or other
wattack) or ye

wattack or yes
wattack/threa
empted attack
luding ones of
wtryattack/th
sence, Attem
ot, hit with an 
bbed, hit, grab

ecify (howattac
wattack or yes
wattack/threa
empted attack
luding ones of
wtryattack/th
sence and we

eapon) and (sh
ack , or attack
apon (howatta
wtryattack/thr

sence and we
eapon) 

sence and un
ault or contac
e or attempte
wattack, howt

Appe
Crime Specifica

description 
onsexual majo
(minor injury 
A’ in injury) an
sent (weapon)
 injury or yes ‘
pital stay of 2-
spit)))))  
and (minor inj

A’ in injury)  

pted theft, an
ury) or yes ‘NA

minor injury (inj
ury)  

and (shot, hit 
pon, stabbed,
r specify 
es ‘NA’ in 
s ‘NA’ for 
aten or any typ
k or threat 
f a sexual nat

hreaten)  
pted theft, an
 object or wea
bbed, or other
ck) or yes ‘NA
s ‘NA’ for 
aten or any typ
k or threat 
f a sexual nat

hreaten)  
eapon present
hot at, attemp
k with or w/o 
ack, 
reaten)))  

eapon present

wanted sexua
ct with force–n
ed rape– 
tryattack/thre

endix F 
ations 

or 

nd 
) or 
NA’ 
-200 

jury 

d 
A’ in 

jury) 

 with 
 hit, 

pe of 

ture 

d 
apon, 
r 
’ in 

pe of 

ture 

t 
pted 

t 

al 
not 

eaten) 
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TOC=00 a
SC643_06

TOC=00 a
(SC646_1
or (any SC
SC643_12
14=1 or S

TOC=00 a
SC643_01
TOC=00 a
= 1 

TOC=00 S
any SC643

TOC=00 a
and SC74

TOC=00 a
and (SC74
SC748_01

TOC=00 a
sc733_02

TOC=00 a
1 

TOC=00 a

TOC=00 a

TOC=00 a
(SC733_0

Pilot Report 

Situatio
and SC634a=1
6=1 

and SC634a = 
10,12-14=1 or
C643_02-03 =
2-13=1) or SC

SC643=yes ‘NA

and SC634a = 
1=1 

and SC634a=1

SC634a = 1 an
3_02-03=1 

and SC634a =
8_02=1 

and SC634a=1
47=1-99996 o
1,03=1) 

and SC634a=1
2=1 and sc742

and SC625LIC=

and SC625LIC=

and SC618=1 

and SC732a = 
05=1 or SC733

on 
1 and 

 1 and  
r SC646=yes ‘
= 1 and any 
C643_11,13-
A’)  

 1 and 

1 and SC643_

nd  

1 and SC767a

1 and SC767a
or any 

1 and 
2a=1 

=1 and SC618

=1  

 1 and 
3_06=1) 

TOC rec
16

NA’ 
17

18

_04 19

20

a=1 21

a=1 23

22

8 = 31

33

32

41

 
F-3 

code 
TO

descr
 Unwan

Sexual
Contac
withou

 Assaul
withou
Weapo
withou

 Verbal 
of Rap

 Verbal 
of Sexu
Assaul

 Verbal 
of Assa

1 Compl
Purse 
Snatch

 Pocket
Picking
(Comp
only) 

 Attemp
Purse 
Snatch

1 Compl
Burgla
Forcibl

 Attemp
Forcibl

 Compl
Burgla
Unlawf
Entry W
Force 

1 Attemp
Motor 
Theft 

OC 
ription 
nted 
l 
ct 
ut Force 

Pre
con
(how

lt 
ut 
on 
ut Injury 

Pre
slap
yes
thre
or s
surr
obje
slap
(how

 Threat 
pe 

Pre
(how

 Threat 
ual 
lt 

Pre
sex
(how

 Threat 
ault 

Pre
tha
(how

eted 

hing 

Pre
(wh
pers

t 
g 

pleted 

Pre
(cas
betw
(am
wal

pted 

hing 

Pre
(att
on t
(att

eted 
ary, 
le Entry 

The
offe
offe

pted 
le Entry 

The
offe
forc

eted 
ary, 
ful 
Without 

the 
(off

pted 
 Vehicle 

The
or o
resp
(att

Type of C

Recode d
sence and un

ntact without f
wtryattack/th

sence and (hi
pped, grabbed
’NA’ (howatta
eat of any type
sexual attack, 
rounded, tried
ect thrown at 
p, other, etc., o
wtryattack/th
sence and ver
wtryattack/th
sence and ver
ual assault ot
wtryattack/th
sence and ver
n to rape or se
wtryattack/th
sence, purse s

hatwastaken), 
son (cashonpe
sence, cash o
shonperson), a
ween 1-99996

mountcashtake
let taken (wha
sence, Attem

tempttheftwha
the person 
tempttheftonp
ere was eviden
ender got in by
enderinside) 
ere was eviden
ender got in or
ce (evidence)  
 offender got 

fenderinside) 

e offender atte
other motor ve
pondent or hh
tempttheft, att

Appe
Crime Specifica

description 
wanted sexua

force 
hreaten) 

t by thrown ob
d, other, etc. o
ck) or (verbal 
e other than ra
 and followed

d to it, slap, et
 person, tried t
or yes “na” 

hreaten) 
rbal threat of 

hreaten) 
rbal threat of 
ther than rape
hreaten) 
rbal threat oth
exually assau

hreaten) 
stolen 
 and cash on 
erson) 

on person 
and (cash tak
6 
en) or cash or 
atwastaken)) 
pted to steal p
at), the purse 

person)  
nce that the 
y force (eviden

nce that the 
r tried to get i
 
inside 

empted to tak
ehicle from 
hmemember 
tempttheftwh

endix F 
ations 

al 

bject, 
or 
 
ape 
, 
c.) or 
to hit, 

rape 

e 

her 
lt 

ken 

 
 
purse 
 was 

nce, 

n by 

ke car 

hat) 
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TOC=00 a
SC616 =0

TOC=00 a

TOC=00 a
SC748_05
or SC764=

TOC=00 a
4,7-27 or 
= 1-2,5-7 

TOC=00 a
4,7-27 or 
= 1-2,5-7 

TOC=00 a
4,7-27 or 
= 1-2,5-7 

TOC=00 a
4,7-27 or 
= 1-2,5-7 

TOC=00 a
4,7-27 or 
= 1-2,5-7  

 
TOC=00 a
4,7-27 or 

TOC=00 a
4,7-27 or 

Pilot Report 

Situatio
and SC732a = 
01-02,05-07 

and SC732a=1

and SC731a = 
5-06=1 and (a
=2) 

and SC731a=1
SC748=yes ‘N
and sum<10 

and SC731a=1
SC748=yes ‘N
and sum<50 

and SC731a=1
SC748=yes ‘N
and sum<250

and SC731a=1
SC748=yes ‘N
and sum=999

and SC731a=1
SC748=yes ‘N
 

and SC731a=1
SC748=yes ‘N

and SC731a=1
SC748=yes ‘N

on 
 1 and any 

1 

 1 and any 
any SC763=2,

1 and (SC748=
NA’) and SC61

1 and (SC748=
NA’) and SC61

1 and (SC748=
NA’) and SC61
0 

1 and (SC748=
NA’) and SC61
998 

1 and (SC748=
NA’) and SC61

1 and (SC748=
NA’) and sum<

1 and (SC748=
NA’) and sum<

TOC rec
39

29

3 
40

=1-
16 

34

=1-
16 

 
35

=1-
16 

 
36

=1-
16 

38

=1-
16 

 
37

 
=1-
<10 

24

=1-
<50 

 
25

 
F-4 

code 
TO

descr
 Attemp

House
Larcen

 Attemp
Person
Larcen
withou
Contac

 Compl
Motor 
Theft 

 Compl
House
Larcen
than $

 
Compl
House
Larcen
$49) 

 
Compl
House
Larcen
$249) 

 Compl
House
Larcen
(Value 

 
Compl
House
Larcen
($250+
 

 Compl
Person
Larcen
withou
Contac
than $

 
Compl
Person
Larcen
withou
Contac
$49) 

OC 
ription 
pted 
hold 

ny 

Atte
hom
pro
stre
(att

pted 
nal 
ny 
ut 
ct 

Atte
(att

eted 
 Vehicle 

The
no/
give
offe
wha
retu

eted 
hold 

ny (less 
$10) 

The
veh
hom
less

eted 
hold 

ny ($10-

The
veh
hom
$10

eted 
hold 

ny ($50-
 

The
veh
hom
$50

eted 
hold 

ny 
 NA) 

The
veh
hom
valu

eted 
hold 

ny 
+) 

The
veh
hom
$25
 

eted 
nal 
ny 
ut 
ct (less 

$10) 

The
veh
less

eted 
nal 
ny 
ut 
ct ($10-

The
veh
$10

Type of C

Recode d
empted theft 
me– detached
perty, yard, ap

eet adjacent to
tempttheft, loc
empted theft 
tempttheft) 

eft of car or mo
/don’t know if 
en to offender
ender did not 
atwastaken, p
urncar) 
eft of other tha
hicle (theft, wh
me or near ho
s than $10. 
eft of other tha
hicle (theft, wh
me or near ho
0-$49 
eft of other tha
hicle (theft, wh
me or near ho
0-$249 
eft of other tha
hicle (theft, wh
me or near ho
ue wasn’t give
eft of other tha
hicle (theft, wh
me or near ho
50 or greater 

eft of other tha
hicle (theft, wh
s than $10. 

eft of other tha
hicle (theft, wh
0-$49 

Appe
Crime Specifica

description 
in or near the 

d building on 
partment hall,
o own home 
cation_1) 

otor vehicle w
 permission w
r to use vehicl
return car (the

permissiongive

an car or moto
hatwastaken) f
me (location_

an car or moto
hatwastaken) f
me (location_

an car or moto
hatwastaken) f
me (location_

an car or moto
hatwastaken) f
me (location_

en. 
an car or moto
hatwastaken) f
me (location_

an car or moto
hatwastaken) 

an car or moto
hatwastaken) 

endix F 
ations 

 

, or on 

where 
was 

e, or 
eft, 
en, 

or 
from 

_1) of 

or 
from 

_1) of 

or 
from 

_1) of 

or 
from 

_1) 

or 
from 

_1) of 

or 
of 

or 
of 
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TOC=00 a
4,7-27 or 
sum<250

TOC=00 a
4,7-27 or 
sum=999

TOC=00 a
4,7-27 or 

TOC=00 a

 

 

Pilot Report 

Situatio
and SC731a=1
SC748=yes ‘N
 

and SC731a=1
SC748=yes ‘N
98 

and SC731a=1
SC748=yes ‘N

and any SC642

on 
1 and (SC748=
NA’) and 

1 and (SC748=
NA’) and 

1 and (SC748=
NA’)  

2_04-05=1 

TOC rec
=1-  

26

=1- 28

=1- 27

90

 
F-5 

code 
TO

descr

 
Compl
Person
Larcen
withou
Contac
$249) 

 Compl
Person
Larcen
withou
Contac
(Value 

 Compl
Person
Larcen
withou
Contac
($250+

 Unwan
Sexual
Contac

OC 
ription 
eted 

nal 
ny 
ut 
ct ($50-
 

The
veh
$50

eted 
nal 
ny 
ut 
ct 
 NA) 

The
veh
was

eted 
nal 
ny 
ut 
ct 
+) 

The
veh
$25

nted 
l 
ct 

Unw
with

Type of C

Recode d
eft of other tha
hicle (theft, wh
0-$249 

eft of other tha
hicle (theft, wh
sn’t given. 

eft of other tha
hicle (theft, wh
50 or greater 

wanted sexual
hout force (wh

Appe
Crime Specifica

description 
an car or moto
hatwastaken) 

an car or moto
hatwastaken) v

an car or moto
hatwastaken) 

l contact with 
hathappen) 

endix F 
ations 

or 
of 

or 
value 

or 
of 

 or 
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Descript
 

TOC 
code 
01 

02 

03 S

04 S

05 
R

08 A

11 A

Pilot Report 

ion of Type 

TOC descript
Completed R

Attempted R

Sexual Attack
Serious Assa

Sexual Attack
Minor Assa

Completed
Robbery with I

from Seriou
Assault 

Attempted Rob
with Injury fr
Serious Assa

Aggravated As
Completed w

Injury 
 

 of Crime co

tion 
Rape 

ape 

{ Atta
of

k with 
ault 

A

{ A

k with 
ult 

{ Atta
Mino

with a

d 
Injury 
us 

{ Th
u

(Q3

bbery 
rom 
ault 

{ Th
u

(Q3

ssault 
with 

{ Th
u

(Q3

odes (crimes

ack/Injury = at
f rape (Q28=1

Attack/Injury/

A Weapon is p
(Q31=5 thru

hosp

ack/Injury/Th
or injury (Q31=
a minor threat

an

here is a seriou
unconscious) *
31=11) with a

injury (

here is a seriou
unconscious) *
31=11) with a

injury (

here is a seriou
unconscious) *
31=11) with a

injury (

 
G-1 

s listed in o

Variables 
Respondent

Attack/Injury
Respondent

ttempted rape
1) with a weap

surround

Respondent

/Threat = sexu

present (Q23 n
u 9) *OR* the
pitalization las

Respondent

reat = sexual 
=10,11) *OR*
t such as bein

n attempt/thre
Respondent

Somethin

us non-sexual 
*OR* a minor
a Weapon pres
(Q31=11) with

Respondent

There was an

us non-sexual 
*OR* a minor
a Weapon pres
(Q31=11) with

Respondent

us non-sexual 
*OR* a minor
a Weapon pres
(Q31=11) with

Descri

order of seve

 used to deter
t is present (Q

& 
y = rape (Q29=
t is present (Q

& 
e (Q29=2 or Q

pon present (Q
ded (Q28=8 th

 
t is present (Q

& 
ual assault (Q2

& 
not missing) *
re is a minor 

sting more tha
 

t is present (Q
& 

 assault (Q29=
* there is unw
ng followed or 
eat to hit, slap
t is present (Q

& 
ng was stolen

& 
 injury (Q31=5
r injury (Q31=
sent (Q23=1-6
h a 2+ day hos

 
t is present (Q

& 
n attempt to s

& 
 injury (Q31=5
r injury (Q31=
sent (Q23=1-6
h a 2+ day hos

 
 

t is present (Q
& 

 injury (Q31=5
r injury (Q31=
sent (Q23=1-6
h a 2+ day hos

iption of the T

erity) 

rmine TOC 
Q20B=1 or 2) 

=1 or Q31=2) 
Q20B=1 or 2) 

Q31=3) *OR* 
Q28=7) or the 
hru 13) } 

Q20B=1 or 2) 

29=3 or Q31=

*OR* there is 
injury (Q31=1
an a day (Q37

Q20B=1 or 2) 

=3 or Q31=3 o
wanted sexual 

 surrounded (Q
p etc. (Q28=13
Q20B=1 or 2) 

n (Q88=1) 

5-9, stab wou
10, bruises) o
6) *OR* there
spital stay (Q3

Q20B=1 or 2) 

steal (Q89=1) 

5-9, stab wou
10, bruises) o
6) *OR* there
spital stay (Q3

Q20B=1 or 2) 

5-9, stab wou
10, bruises) o
6) *OR* there
spital stay (Q3

Appen
Type of Crime C

 

 there was a T
 R was struck 

=3 or Q28=5,6

 a serious inju
10-11) with a 
7>1) } 

or Q28=5,6) w
contact (Q28=
Q28=12) or th
3) } 

nds thru knoc
or “other” injur
e is some “oth
37>1) } 

 

nds thru knoc
or “other” injur
e is some “oth
37>1) } 

nds thru knoc
or “other” injur
e is some “oth
37>1) } 

ndix G 
Codes 

Threat 
 or 

6) 

ury 

with a 
=5,6) 
here is 

cked 
ry 
her” 

cked 
ry 
her” 

cked 
ry 
her” 
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TOC 
code 
06 

R
f

09 A

14 

07 

10 A

12 
A

13 T

15 

Pilot Report 

TOC descript
Completed

Robbery with I
from Minor As

Attempted Rob
with Injury fr
Minor Assa

Simple Assa
Completed w

Injury 

Completed
Robbery with

Injury 

Attempted Rob
without Inju

Attempted
Aggravated As

with Weapo

Threatened As
with Weapo

Sexual Assa
without Inju

tion 
d 
Injury 
ssault 

T

bbery 
rom 
ult 

T

ault 
with 

T

d 
hout 

{ The
oth

bbery 
ury 

{ The
oth

d 
ssault 
on { The

oth

ssault 
on 

ault 
ury 

There is a min

There is a min

There is a min

ere was a non-
her weapon) *

threat/att

ere was a non-
her weapon) *

threat/att

ere was a non-
her weapon) *

threat/att

Attac

 
G-2 

Variables 
Respondent

Somethin

nor injury (Q31

Respondent

There was an

nor injury (Q31

Respondent

nor injury (Q31

Respondent

Somethin

-sexual attack
OR* a threat/

tempt to kill th

Respondent

There was an

-sexual attack
OR* a threat/

tempt to kill th

Respondent

-sexual attack
OR* a threat/

tempt to kill th

There was a W

Respondent

There was a W

Respondent

ck/Threat = se

Descri

 used to deter
t is present (Q

& 
ng was stolen

& 
1=10, bruises

 
t is present (Q

& 
n attempt to s

& 
1=10, bruises

 
 

t is present (Q
& 

1=10, bruises
 

t is present (Q
& 

ng was stolen
& 

k (Q29=4-11, s
/attempt at a 
hru “other” thr

 
t is present (Q

& 
n attempt to s

& 
k (Q29=4-11, s
/attempt at a 
hru “other” thr

 
t is present (Q

& 
k (Q29=4-11, s
/attempt at a 
hru “other” thr

& 
Weapon prese

 
t is present (Q

& 
Weapon prese

 
t is present (Q

& 
exual assault 

 

iption of the T

rmine TOC 
Q20B=1 or 2) 

n (Q88=1) 

s) or “other” inj

Q20B=1 or 2) 

steal (Q89=1) 

s) or “other” inj

Q20B=1 or 2) 

s) or “other” inj

Q20B=1 or 2) 

n (Q88=1) 

shot thru atte
 non-sexual at
reat/attempt 

Q20B=1 or 2) 

steal (Q89=1) 

shot thru atte
 non-sexual at
reat/attempt 

Q20B=1 or 2) 

shot thru atte
 non-sexual at
reat/attempt 

ent (Q23=1-6)

Q20B=1 or 2) 

ent (Q23=1-6)

Q20B=1 or 2) 

 (Q29=3 or Q2

Appen
Type of Crime C

jury (Q31=11

 

jury (Q31=11

jury (Q31=11

mpted attack
ttack (Q28=2-
 to attack } 

 

mpted attack
ttack (Q28=2-
 to attack } 

mpted attack
ttack (Q28=2-
 to attack } 

) 

) 

28=4) 

ndix G 
Codes 

) 

) 

) 

k with 
-14, 

k with 
-14, 

k with 
-14, 
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TOC 
code 
16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

23 

22 

31 

33 A

32 

E
41 

Pilot Report 

TOC descript
Unwanted Se
Contact with

Force 

Assault with
Weapon with

Injury 
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