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include that the initial NCVS program surveyed businesses and included 
face-to-face interviews for all contacts with respondents. The business sur-
veys stopped in the mid-1970s, and phone interviews were implemented for 
follow-up interviews in the early 1980s.18

The NCVS collects information about household and personal victim-
ization and asks respondents about the costs of victimization and whether 
they reported their victimization to the police. The survey is funded by 
the Bureau of Justice Statistics, and data are collected by the U.S. Census 
Bureau. Once individuals are selected to be a part of the sample, respon-
dents are interviewed every six months for three years and are asked during 
each interview whether they have experienced specific types of victimiza-
tion in the past six months.19 The findings from the survey provide esti-
mates of threatened, completed, and attempted rapes, aggravated assaults, 
simple assaults, burglary, person theft, burglary theft, property theft, and 
motor vehicle theft.20

The practice of asking about victimization within a specific amount 
of time is known as bounding, which is important because research-
ers do not want to double-count a specific victimization type. The label 
telescoping is used to refer to situations in which respondents “indi-
rectly identify the timing of past events.”21 Interviewers for the NCVS 
review each respondent’s prior responses to determine if it appears that 
the respondent has reported the same victimization multiple times. The 
interviewer will follow up with the respondent to determine whether the 
most recently reported victimization is the same victimization reported in 
the earlier survey. NORC at the University of Chicago was recently called 

bounding: The process of 
asking about victimization 
within a specific amount 
of time in order to reduce 
the likelihood of double-
counting a specific instance of 
victimization.

telescoping: Situations in 
which respondents indirectly 
identify the timing of past 
events.

  
ETHICAL DECISION MAKING

CRIME DATA REPORTING

As part of your undergraduate criminal justice internship, 
you are hired to work in the campus police department. 
Your job is to fill out the forms used to report crimes 
known to your department to the FBI each month. After 
reviewing the FBI’s UCR handbook and participating in 
a training session, you learn that the prior intern who had 
your job routinely underreported the amount of crime 
when filling out the monthly reports. Your supervisor 
explains that the underreporting is justified because the 
guidelines for reporting crime are somewhat vague and 
many crimes reported to the police probably did not 
occur. You learn that the bulk of police calls seem to be 
for stolen books and book bags, which are occasionally 
located (suggesting they were just lost and not stolen). 

After inquiring about this underreporting, you learn that 
police administrators do not want to see higher crime 
rates in the monthly reports.

YOU DECIDE

1.	 Should you underreport crime in the same way that it 
has been underreported in the past? Why or why not?

2.	 Under what circumstances would it be appropriate to 
underreport crime to the FBI? How does discretion 
play into such decisions?

3.	 What are the implications of your decision for the 
campus community? What are the implications of 
your decision for your future career?


