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This report presents information
on criminal vietimization in the
United States during 1981, It is the
ninth in a series of annual reports
prepared under the National Crime
Survey (NCS) program. The study is
based on findings from a continuous
survey of a representative sample of
housing units across the United
States, containing about 126,000
individuals. -

As presently constituted, the
NCS foeuses on certain eriminal
offenses, whether completed or
attempted, that are of major con-
cern to the general public and law
enforcement authorities. These are
the personal erimes of rape, robbery,
assault, and larceny, and the house-
hold erimes of burglgry, larceny, and
motor vehicle theft.” In this report,
as in others in the series, the crimes
are examined from the perspective
of their frequency, the characteris-
tics of the vietims and offenders, the
circumstances surrounding the
offenses and their impaect, and the
pattern of police reporting.

The format of this report paral-
lels that of the 198U edition, and one
data table (number 19} has been
added. Selected general findings for
1981 are combined with technical
information designed to aid in the
interpretetion of data contained in
the 106 tables that follow in Appen-
dix I. Despite the content similarity
of the 1980 and 1981 reports, atten-
tion is drawn to a discussion in the
introduction concerning this report's
comparability with previous ones in
the series.’ 5

Appendix II contains fltcsimiles of

the survey questionnaire; and Appen-

1Del‘initions of the measured erimes do not

"=,/ necessarily conform to any Federal or State

statutes, which vary considerably. The NCS
offense definitions (listed in the glossary at
the end of this report) are generally compat~
ible with conventional usage and with the
definitions used by the Federal Bureau of

Investigation n its annual publication Crime in

the United States, Uniform Crime Reports.

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 i

dix EI has instruetions ¢oncerning
the computation and application of
standard errors. The latter appendix
also includes technical information
concerning sample design, data
collection, estimation procedures,
and sources of nonsampling error.
Besides listing crime category and
subcategory definitions, the glossary
(last section of the report) has the
meanings of variables and other
terms used in NCS.

All statistical data in this report
are estimates subject to errors
arising from the use of information
obtained from a sample survey
rather than a complete census and to
errors that occur in the coilection
and processing of data.

With respect to sampling errors,
estimates of variability can be
determined and used in analyzing
survey data. In the summary find-
ings for 1981, corparisons passed a
-hypothesis test at the 0.10 level of
statistical significance (i.e., the 90-
percent “confidence level", or
better. In fact, most comparisons
passed the test at the 0.05 level (or
the 95-percent econfidence level).
Thus, for most comparisons cited,
the estimated difference between
values being examined was greater
than twice the standard error of the
difference. Statements of compari-
son qualified by the expression "some
indication"” denote that the estimat-
ed difference between values being
examined was within the range of 1.6
and 2.0 standard errors--statistically
significant at the 0.10 level but not
at the 0.05 level (or a confidence
level of between 90 and 95 percent),

Since its inception in 1972, the

National Crime Survey has been
condueted for the Bureau of Justice
Statisties (formerly the National
Criminal Justice Information and
Statisties Service of the Law En~
forcement Assistance Administra-
_tion) by the U.S. Bureau of the
Census. _ :
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Introduction

The National Crime Survey {NCS)
provides information on a number of
crimes that are of major interest to
the general public and the criminal
justice community. The program
does not and cannot measure all
criminal activity, as many crimes
are not amenable to examination
through general population surveys.

NCS-measured crimes

Vietimization surveys like the
NCS have proved most successful iit
measuring crimes with specific vie-
tims who understand what occurred
to them and how it happened and
who are willing to report what they
know. More specifically, such sur~
veys have been shown to be most
applicable to rape, robbery, assault,
burglary, personal and household
larceny, and motor vehicle theft—
crimes measured by the NCS.

The NCS includes offenses
reported to the police as well as
those not reported. Details about
the erimes come directly from the
vietims, and no attempt is made to
validate the information against
police records or any other source.

Crimes not measured

Murder and kidnaping are not
covered, and commercial burglary
and robbery were dropped from the
program during 1977, largely for
economy reasons. The so-called
victimless erimes, such as drunken-
ness, drug abuse, and prostitution,
also are excluded, as are crimes for
which it is difficult to identify
knowledgeable respondents or to
locate data records.

Crimes of which the victim may
not be aware also cannot be meas-~
ured pffectively. Buying stolen pro-
perty may fall into this category, as
may some instances of fraud and
embezzlement. Attempted erimes
of many types probably are under-
recorded for this reason.

Finally, events in which the
victim has shown a willingness to
participate in illegal activity also
are excluded. Examples of these,
which are unlikely to be reported to
interviewers, include gambling,

various types of swindles, con games,
and blackmail.

Classifying the crimes

In any encounter involving a
personal crime, more than one
criminal act can be committed
against an individual. A rape may be
associated with a robbery, for ex-
ample. Or, a household offense, such
as a burglary, can escalete into
something more serious in the event
of a personal confrontation.

In classifying the survey-meas-
ured crimes, each criminal incident
has been counted only once, by the
most serious act that took place
during the incident, ranked in
accordance with the seriousness
classification system used by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation. The
order of seriousness for crimes
against persons is: rape, robbery,
assault, and larceny. Consequently,
if a person were both robbed and
assaulted, the event would be
classified as robbery; if the vietim
suffered physical harm, the erime
would be categorized as robbery with
injury. Personal crimes take pre-
cedence over household offenses;
among the latter, burglary is the
most serious and motor vehiecle
theft, the least serious.

Victimizations vs. incidents

Certein negative events, such as
an automobile accident, can cause
human suffering (or even death) to
more than one person simultaneous-
ly. So it is with some crimes. It is
possible, for example, that two or
more individuals are vietimized
together during a single personal
robbery. In other woras, a single
robbery incident can result in the
victimization of more than one
individual. As used in this report,
the statistical difference between
the two concepts applies to crimes in
the personal sector, but not to those
in the household sector. This is
because each criminal act against a
household is assumed to involve only
one victim~-the affected household
as a unit.

A victimization, basic measure of
the om_c’rime, is & speci~
fie criminal act as it affects a single

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 1
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victim. The number of victimiza-
tions is determined by the number of
vietims of such acts. Vietimization
counts serve as key elements in
computing rates of vietimization, as
deseribed in the "Vietim characteris-
tics" section of this report. Vietim-
izations also are used in developing a
variety of information on erime
characteristies and on the effects of
crime upon vietims: vietim injury
and medical care, economic losses,
time lost from work, vietim self-
protection, and reporting to police.
For violent personal erimes, offender
charaecteristics also are measured by
vietimizations.

An incident is a specific eriminal
act involving one or more vietims.
For reasons partly revealed by the
analogy above and discussed fully in
the "Crime characteristics" section,
the number of incidents of personal
crime is lower than that of vietim~-
izations. Incident figures are used in
describing the settings and eircum-~
stances in which erimes occurred,
including the time and place of
occurrence, number of vietims and
offenders, and use of weapons. For
crimes against households, vietim-
izations and incidents are synony-
mous.

Comparability with pre-1981 data

As indicated in the preface, this
report is similar in content to that
for 1980. Because results of the
latest census were used in generating
the estimates for 1981, however, the
numbers (or levels) of victimizations
and ineidents appearing in the two
reports are not directly compar-
able. Estimates appearing in the
1980 and previous annual reports
made use of population controls
derived from the 1970 census. As
explained and illustrated in the
initial release of 1981 NCS data, the
vietimization rates, key measures of
the occurrence of erime, and all

percentages appearing in this report
generally were unaffected by the
change in the estimation proce-
dure.“ Thus, the vast majority of
figures found in this report are
compatible with data in previous

NCS reports.
Series victimizations

Three or more similar but sepa-
rate criminal events, which the
respondent is unable separately to
describe in detail to an NCS inter-
viewer, are known as series victim~
izations. Prior to 1979, series
victimizations were recorded by the
season (or seasons) of occurrence and
tabulated by the quarter of the year
in which the data were collected.
For those and other reasons, it was
not possible to tabulate series and
regular (i.e., nonseries) erimes
jointly.

The question about series crimes
was one of several items changed in
the NCS questionniire, beginning in
January 1979, This enabled the
matching of reference periods and
assessment of the effects of combin-
ing series ecrimes with regular
crimes. Such an examination was a
special featul‘:’e of the initial release
of 1980 data.

Although the combining of series
and regular crimes has beer. facili-
tated, the issue of how best to
accomplish this is being addressed by
the NCS Redesign Consortium.
Pending a resolution of the problem,
summary data on series crimes will
be presented separately in the NCS
annual reports. A table displaying
the relationships between series and
regular crimes for 1981 can be found
in Appendix I,

25ee Criminal Victimization in the U.S.:

1980-81 Changes Based on New Estimates.
BJS Technical Report NCJ-87577, March 1983.

3See Criminal Vietimization in the U.S.:
1979-80 Changes, 1973-80 Trends. BJS
Technical Report NCJ-80838, July 1982
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The National Crime Survey (NCS)
determined that an estimated 41.5
gmllion eriminal victimizations,
including both completed and at-
tergpted offenses, were incurred by
;ndxvidugls across the United States
in 1981.% Rape, personal robbery,
and assault—the most serious of the
measured crimes because they
involved confrontation between
vietim and offender and the threat
or act of violence—made up 16
percent of the vietimizations.

Thefts of personal and household
property, or larcenies, are the least
serious and most common NCS-
measured crimes. Combined, they
made up 63 percent of all erimes in
1981. The remaining 21 percent
included motor vehicle thefts and
residential burglaries, '

_ The relative occurrence of NCS
erimes is gauged by the vietimiza~-
tion rate. Reflecting differences in
their frequency, violent erimes
generally had lower rates than
property crimes during 1981, The
rate for all three violent erimes
combined was 35 per 1,000 popula-
tion age 12 and over. By contrast,
the overall rate for personal larce-
nies was 85 per 1,000,

For the NCS household crimes,
vietimization rates are caleulated on
the basis of households, not popula~
tion. Household lareceny was the
most frequent of the residential
erimes, occurring at a rate of 121
ineidents per 1,000 households. It
was followed by burglary (88 per
1,000) and motor vehicle theft (17
per 1,000). Table 2 displays the
vietimization rates for all personal
and houszhold erimes measured by
the NCS, as well as for detailed
subcategories.

'?A detailed breakdown of tha overall level of
vietimization is found in table 1, Appendix I,
For reasons given in the introduction (see
"Comparability with pre-1981 data") the levels
appearing in that and other tables in this
report are not directly comparable with those
in the corresponding tables of annual NCS
reports for the period from 1973 to 1980,
Relative figures~namely rates of victimiza-
tioq and percentuges of vietimizations or
Incidents—were affected little, if at al}, by
the change in estimation, Also see Criminal

Victimization in the U.S.: 1980-81 Changes

Based on New Estimates, BJS Technioal

=280 O New Cstimates,
Report NCJ-87577, March 1983,
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Victim characteristics

M

_ Avariety of attributes of vietim-
ized persons and households appears
on the victimization rate tables that
accompany this section. The rates,
ba§ic measures of the occurrence of
crime, are computed by dividing the
number of vietimizations associated
with & specific crime, or grouping of
erimes, by the number of persons or
households under consideration. For
crimes against persons, the rates are
based on the total number of individ-
uals age 12 and over, or on a portion
of that population sharing a particu-
lar characteristie or set of traits.
Hqusehold crimes are regarded as
being direeted against the household
as a unit rather than against the
individual members; in caleulating a
rate, therefore, the denominator of
the fraction consists of the number
of households in question.

Vietimizations of households,
gnli‘ke those of persons, cannot
involve more than one vietim during
a specific criminal act. However,
repeated victimizations of individu-
als or households can and do oceur.
As general indicators of the danger
of having been victimized during
1981, the rates are not sufficiently
refined to represent true measures
of risk for specific individuals or
households. In other words, they do
not reflect variations in the degree
of risk of repeated, or multiple,
viectimization; and, because of the
menner in which they are caleulated,
the rates in effect apportion multi-
ple vietimizations among the popula~
tion at large, thereby distorting
somewhat the probability that any
single person or household actually
was victimized.

Over the years, the NCS has
demonstrated that erime oceurs to a
greater extent within certain popula-
tion groups. Some of the more
striking differences between rates at
which selected subpopulations were
vietimized by violent erime in 1981
are shown in figure 1.

“Figure 7
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Selected characteristics of victims
of violent crime, 1981
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Victimization rates:
Personal crimes of viclence and theft,
by age and sex, 1981
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Figure 2

Sex, age, race, and ethnicity
(Tables 3—10 and 22 - 25)

In 1981, as in the preceding 8
years for which NCS results are
available, violent erime rates were
much higher for males than for
females, Men were robbed or as-
saulted about twice as often as
women, and they alsc had a some-
what higher vietimization rate for
crimes of theft—the result of a high
rate of personal larceny without
contact. Rape, the rarest of the
NCS-measured viclent offenses,
affected en average of 2 women per
1,008,

For crimes of violence or theft as
a whole, persons age 1224 had the
highest vietimization rates, and the
elderly (age 65 and over), the low-
est. After age 24, both violent and
theft erime rates decreased with
each older age category. This pat-
tern was also evident for each of the
rates among males and females cate~
gorized separately by age (figure
2). Males age 12-24 and females age
12-34 were more vulnerable than
older members of their respective
groups to robbery or assault.

Blacks experienced violent crimse
at an overall rate higher than those

for whites or members of other
minority races (Asians, Pacific
Islanders, Native Americans, ete.,
considered collectively), but the
rates for the latter group and for
whites did not differ significantly.
Much of the difference in vulnerabil-
ity for whites and blacks was the
result of a considerably higher rob-
bery rate among blacks. There were
no significant differences among the
overall personal theft rates (or
among the noncontact larceny rates
as well) for the three racial groups
examined. However, blacks were
more vulnerable than whites to per-
sonal larceny with contact. Joint
consideration of race and sex indi-
cated black males sustained violent
crime at the highest rate and white
females at the lowest. The apparent
differences between the violent
crime and personal theft rates for
Hispanies and non-Hispanies were
not siatistically significant.

With respect to the residential
erimes, the rates for each of the
three offenses appeared to decrease
as the age of the household head
increased, but a few of the observed
changes were not statistically signi~
ficant. Households headed by young
persons (age 12-19) clearly had the
highest rate for burglary, and those
headed by persons age 12-34 had the
highest household larceny rate.
Households headed by senior citizens
had the lowest rates for each of
those offenses, as well as for motor
vehicle theft. Motor vehiele theft
rates based on the number of vehi-
cles owned were considerably higher
in households headed by individuals
under age 50 than in those headed by
older persons.

Households headed by blacks
were generaily more vulnerable than
those headed by whites or other
minority races to the residential
erimes. For each of the three of-
fenses, the rates among whites did
not differ significantly from those
for the "other" group (figure 3).
Compared with their non-Hispanie
counterparts, Hispanie fiouseholds
sustained relatively more residential
burglaries, larcenies, or motor
vehicle thefts,

Victimization rates:
Household crimes,

by race of head of household,
1981

Bl white
B Black
Other

Motor vehicle theft

a
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|
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100
Rate per 1,000 households

200

Motor vehicle theft
‘ L1t L I

0 100 200
Rate per 1,000 motor

vehicles owned

Figure 3

Marital status
(Tables 11-12)

NCS victimization rates for
personal crimes distinguish among
four categories of marital status, as
defined in the glossary. It should be
pointed out that general relation-
ships exist between age and marital
status, so that differences in the
relative incidence of erime may be
attributable in large measure to
variations in the age composition of
the populations within each group.
As indicated previously, young
people had comparatively high
vietimization rates and older persons
hail relatively low rates. That no
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Victim characteristics

Victimization rates:
Personal crimes

of violence and theft,
by marital status, 1981

Victimization rate:

Personal crimes of violence,
by living arrangements,
1981
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Figure 4

doubt contributed, for example, to
the prevalence of relatively high
rates for violent or personal theft
erimes among persons never married
and of low rates for widows and
widowers.

For the second consecutive year,
the overall rate for violent offenses
among divorced and separated per-
sons did not differ significantly from
that for persons never married. And,
for the first time since 1973, there
was some indication that the latter
group had a higher rate for personal
crimes of theft. For the violent and
theft erimes alike, the rates for
married persons ranked third and
those for widowed persons, fourth
(figure 4). However, these general
relationships were altered somewhat
when gender was examined in eon-
junction with marital status,

l  : B “7 B ]
| VY NE TR N AN AU AN T MO
g 100 200

Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over
+Applies to male-headed households only

Figure 56

Hotsehold composition
(Table 13)

In addition to developing demo~
graphic information about vietims of
crime, the NCS gathers certain data
that contribute to understanding the
social milieu of victims. A basic
variable in this area relates to the
internal relationships of the mem-
bers of each household. As used in
table 13, the variable distinguishes
between households headed by males
and females. In multi-member
households, distinctions are made
along kinship lines.

Examination of the relationship
between crime rates and living
arrangements disclosed that in
households headed by men, persons
unrelated to the household head had
the highest overall rate for violent

6 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

crimes and for personal larcenies.
Men living alone had the seeond-
highest violent crime rate; wives of
male heads of households had the
lowest (figure 5). In householkis
headed by women, nonrelatives also
incurred both violent ecrime and
personal larceny at relatively high
rates; there was some indication,
however, that children under age 18
within these households had the
highest violent crime rate, while
women living alone clearly had the
lowest.

Annual family income
(Tables 14-15 and 26 - 29)

Yearly incomes for 1981 were
ascertained for 89 percent of all
NCS households, enabling the calcu-
lation of victimization rates for this
group. The rates were caleulated for
all personal and household crimes on
the basis of six income ranges. As
described in the glossary, all mone-
tary proceeds were considered in
determining the amount of annual
income.

In 1981, as in prior years, mem-
bers of families in the lowest income
category (less than $3,000 per year)
had the highest overall rate for
crimes of violence, but their rate for
personal erimes of theft did not
differ significantly from that for
members of the wealthiest fami-
lies. These relationships were
altered somewhat when considering
race. Among white families, those
in the lowest income group clearly
had the highest violent crime rate,
and those with incomes of $15,000 or
more had comparatively low rates.
Among black families, those below
the $15,000 level had a higher rate
than those with greater income
(figure 6). With respect to personal
crimes of theft, no pattern was evi-
dent in the rates for blacks. Among
whites, personal theft rates for the
highest and lowest income groups did
not differ significantly, and each of
them was higher than the rates for
the four intervening brackets. *

Turning to household crimes, the
larceny rates generally were not
significantly different across income
categories, but the poorest house-

T
__________________——_—-—E_——___—-—_—_—_—————;———‘——

by race and annual family income, 1981

Victimization rates: Personal crimes pf violence and theft.

Educational attainment
(Table 16)

Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over
1256
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Victimization rates for personql
erimes were calculated on the basis
of educational levels only for the
// population age 25 and over. That

Crimes of theft - limitation, encompassing people who
100 ST — - generally have completed their
< Back T

formal education, excluded individu-
als in the most crime-prone ages.
Persons age 25 and over with at
least some college training were
more likely than those with less
sehooling to be vietims of violent
— crime or personal larceny. For the
violent crimes, this was largely the
~— consequence of variations in simple

assault rates, as degree holders and
persons with some college training

* reported relatively more of these
crimes than persons without such
% : l ; ' o edu{é\??hqn. tain educational levels
15,000- $25,000+ ithin certa C N
%r?:ns $E/3:9tgg— $g:ggg— 312’,833_ $24.999 b!acks appreared to have higher
$3,000 violent crime and personal larceny
: rates than whites, but the differ-
Figure 6 ences were not always statistically
significant.
Victimization rates: House1h;ét1i crimes,
by annual family income, Employment
Rate per 1,000 households (Tables 17 - 19)
150
In order to examine possible
Household larceny relationships between employment
125 \ status and personal crime, the ealeu-
lation of vietimizatiors rates was
Burglary iimited to the civilian populatioq age
100 \ 16 and over, or approximately 9 in
every 10 persons within the scope of
the NCS. Execluded from the em-
nr ployment data were youngsters age
12-15, relatively few of whom par-
tieipate in the labor force, and
50t Armed Forces personnel.
The employment status of NCS
respondents pertains to the week
25} Motor vehicle theft prior to the interview. A basic
‘ \ distinetion is made between labor
| i : \ . foree participants (botdhdthqse «.zlr]n--t
b 10,000~ $15,000- $25,000+ loyed and unemployed during tha
t.heas: s:;.ggg— $g:9583— $12.999 24,999 [v)veek) and nonparticipants, such as
$3,000 students or persons unable to work.
T — it should be recognized, however,
Figure 7 that because the NCS has a 6-month

%

holds (less than $3,000 annually) had

the highest burglary rate (figure 7).
Households with incomes under

reference period, the status of some
individuals may have changed be-
tween the time they experienced &
vietimization and the reference

$10,000 were relatively less likely
than those with greater income to
incur motor vehicle theft.
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Victimization rates:
Personal crimes

of violence and theft,
by employment status,

Crimes of theft
Crimes of violence
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Figure 8

week for the questions on employ-
ment.

During 1981, unemployed
persons—whether male, female,
white, or black—had a violent crime
rate that was considerably higher
than that for employed individuals in

th.eir respective groups. By contrast
with labor force nonparticipants, the
unemployed also had higher rates for
violent erime and personal theft;
however, the rates for one group of
nonparticipants, persons attending
school, did not differ significantly
from those for the unemployed
(figure 8). Among the employed,
those in government service had a
higher violent crime rate than those
in private industry, but the respec-
tive rates for crimes of theft did not
differ significantly. Agricultural
workers had -considerably lower
violent crime and personal theft
rates than did persons engaged in
nonagricultural work. Among the
la_ttgar, workers in the construetion or
mining industries and those in retail
trz.ade had comparatively high violent
crime rates.

With respect to the gender of
labor force members, unemployed
men had the highest violent erime
rate, followed in order by unemploy-
ed women, employed men, and
efnployed women. Amo7ng nonparti-
cipants, however, males generally
had appreciably higher violent crime
rates than did females. For nonpar-
ticipants as a whole, the rates were
35.3 per 1,000 for males and 17.6 for
females.

As noted previously with respect
to thg general population, men had a
relativelv higher incidence of per-
sonal larceny without contact. The
opposite was the case when employ~
fnent status was considered. Women
in the labor force (combining those
employed and unemplcyed) had a
slightly higher rate—88.9 vs. 82.2 per
1,000—for personal lareeny without
contact than did men of comparable
status.

Household size and tenure
(Tables 30-32)

A number of NCS variables were
dgveloped to explore possible rela-
tionships between the household
offenses and types of residences.
First, and because the types of
places where people live often are
determined by the size of the house-
hold, victimization rates were calcu-
lated according to the number of

8 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

Victimization rates:
Household crimes,
by number of persons
in household, 1981
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Figure 9

members per household. A basic
distinciion is made between one-
person households and multi-member
housgholds; three size range subcat-
egories are associated with the
latter. Second, rates were computed
according to the kind of residential
tenure—where the distinction is
between dwellings occupied by
owners and by renters. And, third,
rates were caleulated from the
perspective of the number of units in
the structure, with distinctions being
made between single- and multi-unit
buildings.

In 1881, as in prior years, rates
tor household larceny increased
directly in relation to household size
(figure 9). The pattern also appeared
to hgld for motor vehicle theft, but
the increases were not statistically
significant. Households with six or
more members had a relatively high

—___________————-———"‘_—_-_”—___-______—_—_—____—_——_——

purglary rate. The overall rate
pattern of increasing vietimization
rates for the residential ecrimes may
well be related to the greater likeli-
hood of property ownership in multi-
person households.

Vulnerability to household crime
also was related to tenure. For each
of the three household offenses,
persons living in rented dwellings had
higher vietimization rates than those
in owner-occupied homes. As in the
past, this relaticaship held for each
of the three crimes among white
households, but riot for black house~
holds.

Occupants of single-unit homes
generally experienced burglary,
household larceny, and motor vehicle
theft at the lowest rates, compared
with most categories of multi-unit
residences, as well as with places
other than housing units, such as
bearding houses. Among the multi-
unit residences, no one category was
most susceptible to either burglary
or household larceny.

Locality of residence
(Tables 20-21 and 33~ 34)

As used in the NCS, data on the
locality of residence pértain to the
places where people lived at the
time of the interview, not to the
place where vietimizations oc-
curred. Basie distinetions are made
among central city, suburban, and
nonmetropolitan populations. To-
gether, the first two populations
represent those persons living in
standard metropolitan statistical
areas (SMSAs), as defined in the
glossary. The nonmetropolitan popu-
iation refers to those residing in
places outside SMSAs. To further
distinguish differences in the degree
of vietimization within metropolitan
localities, residents of central cities
and their surrounding suburbs have
been categorized according to the
following four ranges of central city
size: 50,000 to Yy million; 1/ to 1o
million; l/2 to 1 million; and 1 million
or miore.

Geographical areas were assigned
to the appropriate type-of-locality
category on the basis of the 1970
census, even though the variable

since has been redefined by the
Office of Management and Budget.
To ensure the comparability of NCS
results over time, the locality vari-
able has not been updated.

The incidence of personal erimes
of violence in 1981 clearly was
higher in the Nation's central cities
than in its suburbs or rural and
semirural areas {figure 10). Subur-
banites had a rate slightly lower than
the national average of 35 violent
vietimizations per 1,000 population,
but higher than that for rural resi-
dents. The rank order of localities
depicted for violent erimes—highest
in the eentral cities, followed by
suburban areas and then by nonme~
tropolitan places—generally applied
to the household offenses as well.

Among the cities, those with a
million or more inhabitants had
comparatively high rates for violent
crime and motor vehiele theft in
1981, but such was not the case for
burglary or larceny (whether person-
al or household). In fact, the house-
hold lareeny rate for the suburbs of
those largest cities was higher than
that for the respective central
cities. Nevertheless, the residents
of central cities in the four size
categories generally had higher
vietimization rates than those in the
corresponding suburbs, although
differences were not always statisti-

cally significant.

50n June 27, 1983, the Office of Management
and Budget issued revised definitions of the
Nation's metropolitan statistical areas {MSAs),
formerly call SMSAs. The redefined geograph-
ical areas, derived by applying new standards
to the final results of the 1980 census, took
effeat on June 30, 1983, and will be incorpo-
rated when the NCS sample is redrawn at a
future date.

Victimization rates:

Personal and household crimes,
by locality of residence,

1981
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Figure 10
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The NCS gathers two general
classes of information on the charace-
teristies of individuals who commit
violent crimes. The first of these is
about the relationship between vie-
tims and offenders, with the objec-
tive of determining if they were re-
lated or knew one another when the
vietimization took place. Based on
victims' perceptions at the time of
the offense, the second grouping of
data is demographic, foeusing on
three basic attributes of the
offenders.

Strangers or nonstrangers
(Tables 35-39)

One of the more significant
dimensions of violent erime eoncerns
the relationship between vietim and
offender. Public attention about
crime in the streets in large measure
has focused on unprovoked physical
attacks made on citizens by unknown
assailants. The nature of the rela-
tionship between vietim and offender
is a key element to understanding
crime and judging the risks involved
for the various groups in society.
Prior to the introduction of the NCS,
the only available national statistics
on the matter were for homieide;
these demonstrated that most mur-
der victims were at least acquainted
with their killers, if not related to
them. The NCS makes it possible to
examine the relationship between
vietim and offender for each of the
violent offenses that it measures.

Although basic information on
stranger-to-stranger violent crimes
appears in tables 35-39, the victim-
offender relationship variable is used
recurrently in date tables dealing
with the characteristies of violent
crimes and on reporting to the
police. Conditions governing the
classification of erimes as having
involved "strangers or nonstrangers"
are described in the glossary, listed
under each of those categories.  _

Two-thirds of the violent crimes
measured by the NCS in 1981 were
attributed to strangers. Represent-
ing 4.4 of the 6.6 million violent
vietimizations measured, that pro-
portionate share has not changed

10 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

Percent of violent crimes committed
by strangers, by selected
victim characteristics, 1981
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appreciably since 1973. There is
reason to believe, however, that
violence or attempted violence in-
volving family members or close
friends is underreported in the NCS
(as in other vietimization surveys)
because some victims do not con-
sider such events crimes or are
reluctant to implicate family
members or relatives, who in some
instances may be present during the
interview.

Translated into a rate of vietimi-
zation, the number of stranger-to-
stranger violent crimes in 1981 was
23.5 per 1,000 persons age 12 and
over, compared with 11.8 per 1,000

v mere:

by acquaintances, friends, or rela-
tives of the victims. The probability
of violent attack by strangers was
substantially greater for males than
for females (72 vs. 57 percent), and
it was also somewhat higher for
white persons than for black persons
(67 vs. 61 percent), as shown in
figure 11. In each case, the differ-
ence also applied to assault but it
was not statistically significant for
robbery. A relatively high ratio—
roughly 17 in every 20 cases—of
violent crime against elderly persons
(age 65 and over) was by strangers.

Sex, age, and race
(Tables 40 - 49)

Some of the tables on this subject
display data on the offenders only
and others cover both victims and
offenders. The offender characteris-
tics examined are sex, age, and race,
based on information furnished by
victims who saw the offender and
knew that either one or more than
one person was involved in the
crime. No attempt is made to
gather such information from re-
spondents who cannot distinguish
between single- and multiple-offen-
der situations. For 1981, vietims did
not furnish particulars about the
offenders in about 2 percent of all
cases, representing roughly 127,000
of the 6.6 million violent crimes
estimated for that year. The appli-
cable numbers of victimizations per
category of erime are displayed on
data tables covering this subject.

- As with most NCS information,
offender attributes are based solely
on the vietim's perceptions and
ability to recall the erime. How-~
ever, because the events often were
stressful experiences, resulting in
confusion or physical harm to the
victim, it was likely that data con-
cerning offender characteristies
were more subject than other survey
findings to distortion arising from
erroneous responses. Many of the
crimes probably occurred under
somewhat vague circumstances,
especially those at night. Further-
more, it is possible that vietim
preconceptions, or prejudices, at

times may have influenced the
attribution of offender characteris-
ties. If vietims tended to misidenti~
fy a particular trait (or a set of
them) more than others, bias would
have been introduced into the find-
ings, and no method has been deve-~
loped for determining the existence
and effect of such bias.

In the relevant data tables, a
distinction is made between "single-
offender" and "multiple-offender”
crimes, with the latter classification
applying to those committed by two
or more persons. As applied to
multiple-offender crimes, the cate~-
gory "mixed ages" refers to cases in
which the offenders in any single
incident were classifiable under
more than one age group; similarly,
the term "mixed races" applies to
situations in which the offenders
were members of more than a single
racial group.

In 1981, the vast majority of
violent crimes, whether single- or
multiple-offender cases, were per-
ceived by victims to have been
committed by males. Women were
the offenders in 11 percent of the
single-offender crimes and in 6
percent of the multiple-offender
cases, proportions that did not differ
significantly. Perpetrators of each
gender took part in ean additional 11
percent oi the multiple~offender
crimes (figure 12).

Roughly two-thirds of the single-
offender violent erimes measured for
1981 were said to have been com-
mitted by persons over age 20,
whereas youthfu! individuals (ages
12-20) were implicated in a substan-
tial proportion of the multiple-
offender crimes. For single- and
multiple-offender cases combined,
about a third of all violent erimes
against the elderly were by persons
age 12-20.

As in past years, most of the
erimes were intraracial. That is,
victims and offenders generally were
members of the same race.

by perceived characteristics of
single and multiple offenders, 1981

Percent distribution of violent crimes,

Il single offender
] Multiple offender

Sex
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All male
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White
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Figure 12
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Crime characteristics
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The characteristies of erimes

measured by the NCS may be group-

ed into two overall categeries: (1)

the settings and associateq Loreum-
Stances under which the offenses

oceurred (time and place of ocour-

rence, number of vietims and offen-

ders, and weapon use), and (2) the
impact of the crimes upon the vie-
tims, including self-protective

measures, physical injury, economic

loss, and worktime loss. Whereas
breceding seetions of this report
were based solely on vietimization
data, the first grouping of topies
covered in this section is based on
Incidents, a second measure of the

occurrence of erime. Topies dealing

with. the impact of erime are based
on vietimizations. A number of the

§upjeets, sych as use of weapons and
Injury to vietims, are applicable only

to the personal erimes of violence,

but most cover the property offenses

as well,

The vietimization coneept and its
mett}od of caleulation were discussed
previously. An incident, on the other

hangl, is a specifie eriminal act
against one or more persons. The
number of ineidents is lower than
that of vietimizations for two rea-
sons:” (1) some erimes are simul~
taneously committed against more
than one individual, and (2) certain
personal erimes occur during the
course of a commercial offense. For
each personal vietimization reported
to an NCS interviewer, it was de-
tgrrpmed whether others were vie-
timized at the same time and place
or whether the offense happened
during a commercial crime. If, for
exa.mple, two customers are beaten
during the course of a store holdup,
the assault on each customer is
?eflgcted in data on personal vietim-
1zations. However, the event is not

6‘Diitferences in the levels of incidents and
vietimizations for 1981 are shown in table

50. The bercentages found in tables 51-64 are
basgd on incident levels. The ineident and
vietimization levels given in table 50 are not
comparable with those appearing in the corre-~
sponding tables of previous reports in this
series; for an explanation, see footnote 4 at
the start of the summary findings.

L2 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

_classified as a personal incident, but
1S assumed to be a commercia]
robt?ery. With respect to crimes
against households, there is no

distinction between vietimizations
and‘incidents, as each crimingl act
against a residence is assumed to
have involved a single vietim, the
affected household. In fact, the
terms "victimization" and "incident"
can be used interchangeably in
analyzing data on household crimes.
’I'h_e titles to tables referenced in
t!us. section stipulate whether vie-
timizations or incidents are the
relevant units of measure.

) lf‘or' the violent crimes as a group,
vietimizations outnumbered inei-
dents by 17 percent in 1981, This
was ascribable, in part, to the find-
Ing that 12 percent of the incidents
were against two or more people.
Most multiple-vietim incidents of
violence involved a pair of vietims
rather than three or more, and 65
percent of the incidents were be-
tween strangers (tables 51-52),

Time of occurrence
(Tables 53-55)

. Roughly half of the violent
crimes measured by the NCS in 1981
took place in the evening or at night
.tha_t Is, between 6 p.m. and § a.m.; ’
ineidents oceurring between 6 p.m.
and mic}night outnumbered those
happening during the second half of
night by more than 2 to 1. By con-
trast, 62 percent of all pocket pick-
Ings and purse snatchings took place
In the daytime (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.).

It is more difficult to generalize
about noncontact property thefts
whether personal op household, ’
because the vietims often did not
know when the incidents happened.
In 3 of every 10 burglaries, for
example, the residents did not know
when the incidents took place or the
mforgm_ation was not available; the
remaining incidents were about
evenly divided between day and
night. tM(;tcr vehiele theft—with 62
bercent at night—was predomi
a nighttime crime, preceminantly

As suggested by the discussion
above, data on when crime incidents
took place were tabulated for three
broad time intervals: the daytime
hours and the two halves of night-
time. Fairly high shares of armed
attacks, whether robberies or as-
saults, oceurred during the first half
of night.

Place of occurrence
(Tables 56 —-61)

Crimes involving personal con-
tact can happen virtually anywhere.
The violent incidents counted for
1981 were distributed among six
kinds of sites. The greatest share
(44 percent) happened in outdoor
public areas, such as streets, parks,
parking lots, and play- or school-
grounds. About 15 percent of all
violent acts took place inside non-
residential buildings, other than
schools (which accounted for another
5 percent). Some 23 percent of all
violent incidents were in or near the
vietim's home. The remaining por~
tion occurred elsewhere.

For certain offenses not involving
contact between vietim and offend-
er, the classification of erimes is
chiefly determined on the basis of
their place of occurrence. Thus, by
definition, most household burglaries
happen at prineipal residences, with
a small share (5 percent in 1981) at
second homes or at places occupied
temporarily, such as hotels and
motels.

Personal larceny without vietim=
offender contact and household lar-
ceny differ from one another solely
on the basis of where the crimes
occur. In 1981, 40 percent of those
offenses were classified in the
household sector because they took
place in or near victims' homes. The
majority of larcenies occurred at
sites away from home and, thus,
were classified as personal larceny
without contact between the vietim
and the offender. To have been
classified as a household lareceny

within the victim's own home, the
offenses had to be committed by a
person (or persons) admitted to the
residence or by someone having

Percent distribution
of violent crimes,
by number of offenders,

Three
] Four or more
] Don't know/NA

IIIII|IIII]

All crimes of violence*

‘:’DIII

Robbery

II” -

ssault

| —

or— c:lmm

Percent

*Includes data on rape

not shown separately.

Figure 13

customary access to it, such as a
delivery person, servant, acquaint-
ance, or relative. Otherwise, the
erime would have been classified as
a household burglary or as a personal
robbery if force or the threat of
force were used. The vast majority
of household larcenies take place in
the immediate vieinity of the
home. Only 14 percent of the lar-
cenies happened inside the home.

Number of offenders
(Table 62)

The lead NCS question in the
sequence used for gathering data on
offender characteristics concerns
the number of perpetrators. If the
vietim did not know if one or more
than one offender took part in the
ineident, no further questions were
asked about who ecommitted the
crime.

As indicated previously, the vast
majority of violent crimes (88 per-
cent) were directed against a lone
vietim. A substantial but smaller
majority of incidents, 70 percont in
1981, involved lone offenders.
Single-offender violence was rela-
tively more common among non-
strangers (84 percent) than it was in
stranger-to-stranger incidents (62
percent). The proportions of multi-
offender crimes committed by a pair
of perpetrators and by three or more
did not differ significantly. As in
past years, the NCS again indicated
that personal robberies were about
evenly divided between single- and
multi-offender cases (figure 13).

Use of weapons
(Tables 63— 64)

For personal erimes of violence,
informatior. was gathered on whether
or not the victims observed that the
offenders were armed, and, if so, the
types of weapons that were pre-
sent. Asused in the NCS, the term
"weapons use" applies both to situa-
tions in which weapons were used to
intimidate (or threaten) and to those
in which they actually were employ-
ed in a physical attack.

In addition to firearms and
knives, the data tables distinguish
"other" weapons and those of un-
known types. The category "other"
refers to such objects as clubs,
stones, bricks, and bottles. For each
personal eriine of violence by an ~
armed offender, the type, or types,
of weapons present were recorded,
not the number of weapons. For
instance, if offenders wielded two -
firearms and a knife during a person-
al robbery, the erime was classified
as one in which weapons of each type

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1881 13
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Numbers of incidents
in which offenders used weapons
and of types of weapons,

8

1981
Number (in thousands) of —
Incidents Types of
Type of crime with  weapons for gach
weapons Incidont, totajed!
Crimes of violence 1,953 2,042
Rape 39 41
Robbery 556 -« 600
With Injury 152 m
Without injury 403 428
Aggravated assauit 1,358 1,402
With injury 396 414
Altempts with 962 988
weaapon

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

1An incident in which offenders used

two guns and three knives is counted

as two types of weapons for that incident.
See accompanying discussion.

Figure 14

Percent of violent crimes in which
offenders used weapons,
1981

All violent crimes
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Figure 15

were used. Because of this, the
accompanying percentage distribu-
tion of types of weapons (table 64) is
besed on numbers that exceed the
count of incidents in which weapons
were used. In 1981, this difference
amounted o 4.6 percent (figure 14).

Weapons were used by the offen-
ders in about a third of all violent
crimes measured for 1981 (figure
15). The rate was somewhat higher
in stranger~to-stranger incidents (39
percent) than in those between
nonstrangers (27 percent), For the
violent crimes overall, firearms ang
knives were used in proportions that
did not differ significantly, but there
was some indieation that other
weapons were used relatively more
often than firearms.

Victim self-protection
(Tables 65-68)

In three of every four cases
measured by the NCS in 1981, the
vietims of violent erime tried to
avoid or thwart the attack in some
manner. Measures of self-defense
were used relatively more often in
vietimizations by persons who were
not strangers than in those by stran-
gers, but the difference was small.
Males and females were equally
likely to use some form of self-
defense, and whites were slightly
more apt than blacks to do so.
Elderly victims (age 65 and over) of
violent erime were less likely than
younger vietims to defend them-
selves.

For vietims who employed self-
protection, the NCS determines the
kinds of measures taken. The fol-
lowing reactions, ranging from
nonviolent to forceful, were con-
sidered self-protective measures:
reasoning with the offender; fleeing
from the offender; screaming or
yelling for help; hitting, kicking, or
seratehing the offender; and using o
brandishing & weapon. The pertinent
tables (67-68) distribute all measures
employed by vietims in each crime;

no determination was made of the
single most important measure.
Because of this, data on this subject
are based on numbers that exceed
the count of vietimizations in which
vietims used self-protection mea-
sures. In 1981, this difference
amounted to 28 percent (figure 16).

Nonviolent resistance, ineludi
evasion, was used in roughly 3 of
every 10 crimes (figure 17). It was
the single most frequent measure
used. Taken together, the two
forceful types of self-defense—
physical force and the use or bran-
dishing of some kind of weapon—
Wwere associated with a slightly lower
share (28 pereent) of the erimes.
While there were no salient differ-
ences by race in the kinds of self-
defense measures taken, male and
female vietims reacted to violence
in ways that differed. Whereas
about 34 percent of the men used
foreeful measures, only 18 percent
of the women did so.

14 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

Numbers of victimizations
with victim self-defense
and of types of self-defense,

1981
Number (in thousands) of—
Victimiza-  Types of self-
Type of crime tions with  defense for each
self-dsfense  victimization,
totaled!
Crimes of violence 4,976 6,368
Rape 159 274
Robbery 868 1,148
With injury 343 484
Without injury 528 664
Assault 3,948 4,946
Aggravated 1,400 1,808
Simple 2,549 3,138

Note: Detail may not add to total because of
rounding.

'A victimization In which the victim
sizreamed and hit the offender Is counted

ai twa types of self-defense for that
victimization. See accompanying discussion,

Figure 16

Physical injury to victims
(Tables 69-76)

The NCS gathers information
concerning physieal injuries sustain-
ed by the vietims of violent crime.
In 1981, vietims were physically
harmed in roughly 3 of every 10
personal robberies and assaults,
There was some indication of a
slightly higher injury rate for female
than male vietims (figure 18).
Violence by offenders who were not
strangers was more likely than
stranger-to-stranger crimes to result
in vietim injury. The NCS makes a
distinction between two degrees of
injury, which in turn govern the
subelassification of crimes, as de-
seribed in the glossary under "Physi-
cal injury."

Vietims who had been injured by
any of the NCS violent erimes fur~
nished data on hospitalization, on
medical expenses, and on the avail-
ability of assistance in meeting
medical expenses arising from their
vietimization. With regard to medi~
cal expenses, the data are based on
vietims who knew with certainty
that they incurred such expenses and
also knew, or were able to estimate,
their amount. In 1981, vietims of 6
percent of all violent erimes—repre-
senting roughly a fifth of robbery

e g \asaioc

Percent distribution

of victim self-protective measures
in violent crimes,

by sex, 1981
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and assault vietims who had been
physically injured—were known to
have sustained medical expenses.
Only 26 percent of the expenses
were below $50, with 43 percent
falling in the $50-$249 range. Those
estimates probably understate the
extent to which the victims of
violent crime had such expenses
because some victims may have been
unaware of any partial or complete
medical expenses they incurred (or
were unable to give estimated
amounts), while others may have
paid for their medical services after
the NCS interview.

Percent of robberies and assaults
resulting in victim injury,

by selected characteristics,

1981

. Robbery
E] Assault
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Figure 18

In 68 percent of the violent
victimizations that took place in
1981, the victims had health insur-
ance coverage or were eligible for
public medical services. The pro-
portion did not differ significantly
among white and black victims.

Hospitalization of vietims topk
place in about 8 percent of all vio-
lent offenses, representing roughly a
fourth of those cases in which the
victims were injured. The bulk (83
percent) of hospital care was through
emergency rooms,

Economic losses
(Tahles 77 -82)

Economic loss from theft or
property damage occurred in ab_out
three~-fourths of all personal erimes
and in 9 of every 10 household of-
fenses measured in 1981. A basic
distinetion between "theft losses"
and "damage losses" is made in the
NCS program. The first term refers
to stolen eash and/or property,
whereas damage losses pertain to
property only. Losses of both kinds
can oceur in most, but not all, NQS
offenses. The notable exeeptiop Is
assault, a crime which by definition
can only be accompanied by damage
losses (such as torn clothing), be-
cause assaults attended by theft are
classified as robbery. This accounts
for the relatively low rate of eco-
nomie loss—15 percent in 1981~
stemming from assault.

Similarly, theft losses cannot be
associated with certain erime sub-
categories, such as atte mpted house-
hold larcenies or motor vehicle
thefts, although damage losses may
occur in some instances. The NCS
does not measure attempted pocket
picking; therefore, all cases of
pocket picking have the outcome of
theft loss, and damage losses may
take place as well. Among j:hg
property-type offenses, the inci-
dence of theft generally is greater

than that of damage. The chief
exception is burglary through for-
cible entry (including attempts),
which has a relatively high rate of
damage loss.

With the passage of time, the
value of economie losses has shifted
upwards because of inflation. As of
1981, 49 percent of all losses from
personal crime were valued at less
than $50 per victimization; this ‘
compares with about 70 percent in
1973. Those proportions included
items that had "no monetary value,"
a category that includes trivial, truly
valueless objects, as well as those
having sentimental importance.,.

Relatively few NCS offenses result
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Crime characteristics

by value of loss, 1981
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Figure 19

in losses of $250 or more. The major
exception is completed motor vehi-
cle theft—88 percent of the cases
recorded in 1981 were valued in that
range (figure 19).

Although ranking as the costliest
crime relative to others measured by
the NCS, motor vehicle theft is the
offense most likely to be followed by
the recovery of theft losses. There
was at least a partial recovery of
theft losses in 79 percent of all
vehicle thefts tallied in 1981, By
contrast, there was no recovery
whatsoever in roughly 4 of every 5
larcenies, whether personal or
household, and in most personal
robberies or residential burglaries.

Among the offenses for which
there was at least a partial recovery
of theft losses, burglary had a com-~

- paratively high rate of insurance

compensation (54 pereent). For the
other crimes in which there was
recovery, methods other than insur-
ance generally prevailed. These
other methods would include cases in
which stolen property was located
and retrieved by the owner, the
police, or someone else, as well as
instances where restitution or re-

placement takes place (such as by a
relative or other benefactor).

It should be pointed out that the
data on insurance compensation
probably understate somewhat the
amounts actually paid out because
some of the claiins may not have
been settled as of the date of the
interview. Present procedures do
not require NCS interviewers to
update information on crimes re-
ported in a previous interview,

Worktime losses
(Tables 84— 89)

For each crime rep\ékrted to an
NCS interviewer, it was determined
whether persons lost time from work
as a result of that experience, and, if
so, the length of time involved.
About 6 percent of all vietimizations
measured in 1981 were followed by
worktime losses. For roughly 9 in
every 10 of those cases, the absen~
teeism was for no more than 5
days. The incidence of worktime
loss was relatively high for com-
pleted motor vehicle thefts and for
robberies resulting in vietim injury.
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Reporting crimes to the police

w

The police can learn about the
occurrence of a crime directly from
the vietim or from someone else,
such s another household member, a
neighbor, or a bystander. Or, they
may happen upon the scene at the
time of the crime or immediately
after. The first group of
accompanying data tables (Nos. 90~
99) deals with the proportions of
crimes made known to the police,
irrespective of the source. To
enable examination of the character-
istics of the vietims of crimes that
were reported to the authorities,
data on this subject are based on
vietimizations, not incidents. The
initial table in this group shows the
rates at which vietimizations were
reported and not reported to the
police; in a small proportion of
cases, about 3 percent of all crimes
counted in 1981, the respondents did
not know if the police had been
informed. The nine tables that
follow display only the police report-
ing rates.

The second group of tables deals
with reasons for not reporting crimes
to the police. The NCS procedure
allows respondents to cite a number
of reasons for not reporting offenses,
and tables on this subject (Nos. 100-
106) distribute all reasons given; in
preparing the tables, no determina~
tion was made of the reason identi-
fied as most important by respond-
ents who gave more than a single
answer. Thus, the number of reasons
exceeds that of unreported vietimi-
zations. For 1981, this difference
amounted to 19.9 percent (figure 20).

Future NCS reports will present
information on who reports erimes to
the police and on factors that influ~
ence people to do so. Additional
details about reasons for not report-
ing, including an examination of the
most important reason, will also be
available.

Nurabers of victimizations

not reported to the police

and of reasons for not reporting,
1981

Number (in t)jousands) of —
Victimiza- Reasons for not

Type of crime tions reporting for each
not victimization,

reported totaled'
Total 26,058 31,251
Crimes of violence 3,349 3,884
Rape 74 94
Robbery 696 745
Assault 2,679 3,045
Crimes of theft 11,309 13,726
Burglary 3,506 4,234
Household larceny 7.426 8,863
Motor vehicle theft 468 543

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

1A victimization for which the victim
gave two reasons for not reporting to
the police is counted as two

reasons {or that victimization.

Sae accompanyling discussion.

Figure 20

Rates of reporting
(Tables 90-99)

Roughly a third of all personal
erimes and 39 percent of all house~
hold offenses were reported to the
police in 1981. Generally, the more
serious or costly crimes were more
likely to ve reported (figure 21).
Thus, robberies with injury, foreible
entry burglaries, aggravated as-
saults, and completed thefts of
motor vehicles had comparatively
high police reporting rates. An 87-
percent rate was associated with
completed vehicle thefts, for ex-
ample. By contrast, only about 26
percent of all noncontact personal
and household larcenies were report-
ed. Because of their relatively high
incidence, those two forms of lar-
ceny had the effect of reducing the
overall police reporting rates for
personal and household erimes,

As a group, the violenf; crimes
had a 47-percent reporting rate, but
the figure was about 12 points higher
for women than men, and there was
some indication that it was higher
for blacks than for whites. There
was no significant difference, how-
ever, between the violent erime

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 17



ity

Reporting crimes to the police

m

police reporting rate for Hispanie
and non-Hispanic vietims. Teensgers
were less apt than adults to report
violent erimes. And, stranger-to-
stranger violent crimes had a slightly
higher overall reporting rate than did
those involving nonstrangers.

Among the victims of household
crime, homeowners were somewhat
more likely than renters to inform
the police, Similarly, the members
of households with annual incomes of
$15,000 or more had a higher report-
ing rate than those earning less. In
general, the greater the loss, the
more likely that the police were
notified (figure 22).

Reasons for not reporting
(Tables 100 ~106)

In 1981, as in past years, the
most frequent specific reason given
by vietims for not reporting personal
or household crimes to the police
was that the offense was not impor-
tant enough to \yarrant police atten-
tion (figure 23).° Among the victims
of the household crimes, that parti-
cular view tended to diminish as the
value of losses rose. Many vietims
also believed that it would be futile
to repert the offenses—that "nothing
could be done" about them, perhaps
because of a lack of proof. Fear of
reprisal and inconvenience were
infrequently cited as reasons.

There were few noteworthy
differences among the reasons given
for not reporting to the police by
vietims of differing race or income.
For the violent crimes, however,
there was a marked difference with
respect to the relationship between
vietims and offenders. In 38 percent
of all violent crimes involving non-
strangers, as compared with 18
percent of all stranger-to-stranger
crimes, the vietims regarded the
matter as personal and, thus, did not
inform the authorities.

"For a substantial share of the erimes—28
percent of all personal and household vietim-
izations—it was not possible to tabulate the
specifie reasons given by the vietim or no
reason, was ascertained,

Police reporting rates
for selected crimes, 1981
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Police reporting rates
for household crimes,
by value of loss,

1981

0LIIII!III

50 100

Percent

Figure 22

Percent distribution of reasons
for not reporting personal

and household crimes

to the police, 1981

Bl FPersonal crimes

ol Household crimes
| ! ] I ]
Nothing could be done

Not important enough

Police not want to be bothered

Private or personatl

Fear of reprisal

Reported to someone else

foes]

ther/NA

Percent

Figure 23

»

A

i

L

Appendix |
Survey data tables

The 106 date tables in this
appendix present results of the
National Crime Survey for calendar
1981. They are grouped along topi-
cal lines, generally paralleling the
summary findings. All topics treated
in the previous report, Criminal
Victimization in the United States,
1980, are covered again, and one
table (No. 19) has been added.
Tables 17 and 18 have been expanded
to distinguish between employees in
the private and government sectors.

All data generated by the survey
are estimates, They vary in their
degree of reliability and are subject
to variance, or sampling error,
because they were derived from a
survey rather than a complete enu-
meration. Constraints on interpreta-
tion and other uses of the data, as
well as guidelines for determining
their reliability, are set forth in
Appendix III. As a general rule,
however, victimization (or incident)
levels based on about 10 or fewer
sample cases—representing weighted
estimates of less than 15,000— have
been considered statistieally unreli-
able.. Rates or percentages derived -

from levels of less than 15,000 also»
were considered unreliable. Such
estimates, qualified by footnotes to -
the data tables, were not used for
analytical purposes in this report.

Victimization rate tables 3-34
display the size of each group for
which a rate was computed. As with
the rates, these control figures are
estimates; independent population
estimates derived from the 1980
census were used in generating the
control figures.

Subjects covered by the data
tables are described below. The list
under each main subheading shows
the number and title of each data
table and the page on which it ap-
pears.

\
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General
(Tables 1 and 2)

Table 1 displays the number and
percent distribution of victimizations,
whereas table 2 shows rates of
victimization. Each table covers all
measured crimes, broken out to the
maximum extent possible insofar as
the forms, or subcategories, of each
offense are concerned.

Personal and household ctimes.
Number and porcent distribution of
victimizations —

1. By sector and type of crime, 22
Victimization rates —

2. By sector and type of crime, 23

Victim characteristics
(Tables 3-34)

The tables contain victimization rate
figures for crimes against persons
{3~21) and households (22 - 34).

Personal crimes

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over —
3. By type of crime and sex of victims, 23
4. By type of crime and age of victims, 24
5. By sex and age of victims and type of crime, 24
6. By type of crime and race of victims, 25
7. By type of crime and sex and race of victims, 25
8. By type of crime and ethnicity of victims, 26
9. By race and age of victims and type of crime, 26
10. By racs, sex, and age of victims and type
of crime, 27
11. By type of crime and marital status of victims, 27
12. By sex and marital status of victims and
type of crime, 28
13. By sex of head of household, relationshio
of victims to head, and type of crime, 28
14. By type of crime and annual family income
of victims, 29
15. Byrace and annual family income of victims
and type of crime, 29

Victimization rates for persons age 25
and over —

16. By level of educational attainment and race
of victims and type of crime, 30

Victimization rates for persons age 16 and over—

17. By participation in the civilian labor force,
employment status and seclor, sex of
victims, and type of crime, 31

18. By participation in the civilian labor force,
employment status and sector, race of
victims, and type of crime, 32

Victimization rates for employed persons age
16 and over —

19. By civilian labor force sector, type of
employment of victims, and type of crime, 33

Vistimization rates for persons age 12 and over —

20. By type of crime and type of locality of
residence of victims, 34

21. By type of locality of rasidence, race and
sex of victims, and type of crime, 36

Household crimes
Victimization rates, by type of crime —

22. And race of head of household, 36
23. And ethnicity of head of household, 37

Motor vehicle theft

Victimization rates on the basis of thefts per
1 ,OOOdhouseholds and of thefts per 1,000 vehicles
owned —

24, By selected household characteristics, 37

Household crimes

Victimization rates, by type of crime —
25. And age of head of household, 38
26. And annual family income, 38

Household burglary

Victimization rates —
27. By race of head of household, annual family
income, and type of burglary, 38

Household larceny
Victimization rates —
28. By race of head of household, annual family
income, and type of larceny, 39

Motor vehicle theft

Victimization rates —
29. By race of head of household, annual family
income, and type of theft, 39

Household ciimes

Victimization rates —

30. By type of crime and number of persons in
household, 40

31. By type of crime, form of tenure, and race
of head of household, 40

32. By type of crime and number of units in
structure occupied by housshold, 41

33. 8y type of crime and type of locality of
residence, 42

34. By type of locality of residence, race of head
of household, and type of crime,44

Offender characteristics
in personal crimes

of violence

(Tables 35-49)

Five tables (35~ 39) relate to victim-
offender relationship; the first of these
is a rate table, whereas the others are
percentage distribution tables
reflecting victim characteristics for
stranger-to-stranger violent crimes. Of
the remaining tables (40 — 49), six
present demographic information on
the offenders only ar.d four others
have such data on boti1 victims and
offenders; a basic distinction is made
in these 10 tables between single-
and multiple-offender victimizations.

Personal crimes of violence
Number of victimizations and victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over —
35. By type of crime and victim-offender
relationship, 44

Percent of victimizations involving sirangers —
36. By sex and age of victims and type of ¢crime, 45
37. By sex and race of victims and type of crime, 45
38, By sex and marital status of victims and
type of crime, 46
38. By race and annual family income of victims
and type of crime, 46

Percent distribution of single-offender
victimizations —
40. By type of crime and perceived sex
of offender, 47
41, By type of crime and percelved age
of offencler, 47
42, By type of crime and perceived race
of offender, 48
43. By type of crime, age of victims, and
perceived age of offender, 48
44, By type of crime, race of victims, and
percelved race of offender, 49
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Percent distribution of multiple-offender
victimizations —
45. By type of crime and perceived sex
of offenders, 49
486. By type of crime and percsived age
of offenders, 50
47, By type of crime and perceived race
of offenders, 50
48. By type of crime, age of victims, and
perceived age of offendsrs, 51
49. By type of crime, race of victims, and
perceived race of offenders, 51

Crime characteristics
(Tables 50— 89)

The first of these tables illustrates the
distinction between victimizations and
incidents, as the termsrelate to crimes
against persons. Table 51 displays
data on the number of victims per
incident, whereas table 52 gives
incident tevels for personal crimes of
violence broken out by victim-offender
relationship. Topical areas covered by
the remaining tables include: time of
occurrence (53 - 55); place of
occurrence (56 -61); number of
offenders (62); use of weapons

(63 —64); victim self-protection

(65— 68); physical injury to victims
(69 ~76); economic losses (77 - 83);
and time lost from work (84 - 89). As
applicable, the tables cover crimes
against person or househoids. When
the data were compatible in terms of
subject matter and variable
categories, both sectors were
included on a table.

Personal crimes
Number of incidents and victimizations and ratio
of incidents to victimizations —

50. By type of crime, 52

Personal crimes of violence
Percent distribution of incidents —
51. By victim-offender relationship, type of
crime, and number of victims, 52

Number and percent distribution of incidents —
52. By type of crime and viclim-offender
relationship, 53

Personal and household crimes

Percent distribution of incidents —
§3. By type of crime and time of occurrence, 53

Personal robbery and assault by armed
or unarmed offenders
Percent distribution of incidents —
54, By type of crime and offender and time
of occurrence, 54

Personal crimes of viclence

Percent distribution of incidents —
55, By victim-offender relationship, type of
crime, and time of occurrence, 54

Selected personal and household crimes

Percent distribution of incidents —
56. By type of crime and place of accurrence, 54

wa
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Personal robbery and assault by armed or
unarmed offenders
Percent distribution of incidents —
57. By type of crime and offender and place
of occurrence, 55

Personal crimes of violence
Percent distribution of incidents —

58. By victim-affender relationship, type of

crime, and place of occurrence, 55

Percent distribution between stranger and
nonstranger incldents within piace of
occurrencs —

59. By type of crime, 56

Larcenies riot involving victim-offender
contact
Percent distribution of incidents —
60. By type of crime and place of occurrence, 56
61. By type of crime, place of occurrencs, and
value of theft loss, 56

Personal crimes of violence
Percent distribution of incidents —
62. By viciim-offender relationship, type of
crime, and number of offenders, 57

Percent of in:idents in which offenders used
weapons —
63. By type of crime and victim-offender
relationship, 57

Percent distribution of types of weapons used
in incidents by armed offenders —
64, By victim-offender relationship, type of
crime, and type of weapon, 58

Percent of victimizations in which victims took
self-protective measures —
65. By type of crime and victim-offender
relationship, 58
66. By characteristics of victims and type of
crime, 59

Percent distribution of self-protective measures
employed by victims —
67. By type of mea sure and type of crime,59
68. By selecled characteristics of victims,59

Personal robbery and assault
Percent of victimizations in which victims
sustained physical injury —
69. By selected characteristics of victims and
type of crime, 60

Personal crimes of violence

Percent of victimizations in which victims
incurred medical expenses —
70. By selected characteristics of victims and
type of crime, 60

Personal robbery and assault

Percent of victimizations in which injured victims
incurred medical expenses —
71. By selected characteristics of victims and
type of crime, 61

Personal crimes of violence
Percent distribution of victimizations in which
injured victims incurred medical expenses —
72. By selected characleristics of victims, type
of crime, and amount of expenses, 61

Percent of victimizations jn which injured victims
had health insurance coveragie or wers eligible
for public medical services —

73. By selected characteristics of victims, 62

Percent of victimizations in which victims
received hospital care —
74. By selecled characteristics of victims and
type of crime, 62

Personal robbery and assauit
Percent of victimizations it which injured
victims received hospital care —
75. By selected characteristics of victims
and type of crime, 63

Percent distribution of victimizations in which
injured victims recelved hospital can —
76. By selected characteristics of victims, type
of crime, and type of hospital care, 63

Personal and household crimes
Percent of victimizations resulting in economic
loss —

77. By type of crime and type of loss, 64

Personal crimes of violence
Percent of victimizations resulting in
economic loss —
78. By type of crime, type of loss, and victim-
offender relationship, 64

Personal and household crimes
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in economic loss — .
79. By race of victims, type of crime, and value
of loss, 65

Selected personal crimes
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in theft loss —
B80. By race of victims, type of crime, and
value of loss, 66

Personal and household crimes
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in theft loss — .
81. By race of victims, type of crime, and
proportion of loss recovered, 66

Percent distribution of victimizations in which
theft losses were recovered —
82. By type of crime and method of recovery
of loss, 67

Household crimes
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
In theft loss —

83. By value of loss and type of crime, 67

Personal and household crimes
Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of
time from work —

84, By type of crime, 68 .

85. By type of crime and race of victims, 68

Personal crimes of violence
Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time
from work —
&6. By type of crime and victim-offender
relationship, 69

Personal and household crimes
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting

in loss of time from work —
87. By type of crime and number of days lcst, 69

Personal crimes of violence
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
In loss of time from work —
88. By number of days lost and victim-offender
relationship, 69

Personal and household crimes
Percent distribution of victimizations resuiting
in loss of time from work —
89. By race of viclims, type of crime, and
number of days lost, 70
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Reporting of victimizations
to the police
(Tables 90— 106)

information is displayed on the extent
of reporting and on reasons for tailure
to report. Certain tables display data
on both personal and household
crimes.

Personal and household crimes
Percent distribution of victimizations —
Q0. By type of crime and whether or not
reported to the police, 70

Personal crimes
Percent of victimizations reported to the police —
91. By selected characteristics of victims and
typs of crime, 71
92. By type of crime, victim-offender
relationship, and sex of victims, 71
93. By type of crime, victim-offender
relationship, and race of victims, 72
94, By type of crime, victim-offender
relationship, and ethnicity of victims, 72
95. By type of crime and age of victims, 73

Personal crimes of violence

Percent of victimizations reported to the
police —
96. By age of victims and victim-offender
relatior.ship, 73

Household crimes
Percent of victimizations reported to the police —
97. By type of crime, race of head of household,
and form of tenure, 73
98, By type of crime and annual family income, 74
99. By value of loss and type of crime, T4

Personal and household crimes
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting
victimizations to the police —

100. By type of crime, 75

Personal crimes
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting
victimizations to the police —

101. By race of victims and type of crime, 75

102. By type of crime and annual family income, 76

Personal crimes of violence
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting
victimizations to the police —
103. By victim-offender relationship and type
of crime, 76

Household crimes
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting
victimizations to the police —
104. By race of head of household and type
of crime, 77
105. By annual famity income, T7
108, By type of crime and value of theft loss, 78




i 4

by sector and type of crime

Table 1, Personal and household crimes, 1981:

Number and percent distribution of victimizations,

percent of
erimes within
Sector and type of crime Number sector
All crimes 41,454,000 P
ersonal sector 22,445,000 100.0 54.1
k grimes of violence 6,582,000 29.3 15-2
Rape 178,000 0.8 0.
Completed rape 51,000 7.2 g.;
Attempred rape 126,000 (rlg 3.3
Robbery 1,381,000 5.2 .1
Rabbary with injury 440,000 2.4 1N
Fron serious assault 215,000 1.0 .5
From minor assault 5'251.338 [l‘.(zl (2)§
& without injur, 4l . .
Asl;::t;ry € injury 5,024,000 22.4 li.l
Aggravated assault 1,796,000 8.0 1.2
With injury 591,000 2.6 2.9
Artenpted assault with weapon 1,20%,000 5.4 7.3
Siaple assault 3,228,000 14.4 z.o
with injury 843,000 3.8 5'8
Attempted assault without weapon 2,385,000 10.6 .
Crimes of theft. 15,863,000 0.7 34.3
Personal larceny with contact 605,000 2.7 1.5
purse snatching 195,000 0.9 0.5
Completed purse snatching 146,000 0.7 g.lc
Attempted purse snatching 49,000 0.2 .‘!)
Pocket picking 410,000 1.8 1B
Personal larceny without contact 15,258,000 68.0 Jn.8
Total population age 12 and over 186,336,000 ee .re
d sector 19,009,000 100.0 45.9
Ha:i::;.:rys 7,394,000 38.9 12.8
Porcible entry 2,587,000 13.6 7.2
ynlawful entry without force 3,078,000 16.2 6.2
Attempted forcible entry 1,729,000 9.1 4.
Househald larceny 10,176,000 53.% 24.5
Less than §50 4,904,000 25.8 ll.g
$50 or more 4,034,000 21.2 9.
Amount not available 508,000 2.7 :‘g
Atcempred larceny 731,000 3.8 3.5
sotor vehicle theft 1,439,000 7.6 2.1
Completed theft 891,000 4.7 1.3
Attempted theft 548,000 2.9 .
84,095,000 .er veo

Total number of households

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
percent distribution based on unrounded £igures.
... Represents not applicable.
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Table 2. Personal and ticusehold crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates,
by sector and typé of crime

Sector and type of crimd

Rate

Personal sector (Rate peir 1,000 persons age 12 and over)

Crimes of violence
Rape
Completed rape
Attempted rape
Robbery
Robbary with fajury
From scrious assault
From minor assault
Robbery without injury
Assauit
Aggravated assault
With injury
Attempted assault with weapon
Simple asgault
With injury
Attempted assault without weapon
Crimes of theft
Personal larceny with contact
Purse snatching
Completed purse snatching
Attempted purse snatching
Pocket plcking
Personal larceny without contact

Household sector (Rate per 1,000 households)
Burglary
Foreible entry
Unlawful entry without force
Attempted forcible entyy
Household larceny
Less than $50
$50 or more
Amount not available
Attempted larceny
Motor vehicle cheft
Completed theft
Attempted theft
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NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

Table 3. Personal crimes, 1981:

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)

Bolth sexes
Type of crime (184,336,000)

Female

Hale
(89,109,000) (97,227,000)

Crimes of violence
Rape
Completed rape
Attempted rape
Robbury
Robbe ry with injury
From serious assault
From minor asaault
Robbery without iajury
Ansaule
Aggravated assault
With injury
Attempred assanlt with weapon
Sinmple assault
fith dnjury
Attumpted assault without weapon
Crimes of theft
Pergonal larceny with contact
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Purse snatching
Packet plcking
Parsonal larceny wichout contact
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NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown betauss of
rounding. Numbers {n parentheses refer to
population 1n the group.

(Z) Represeats less than 0.05,

Aggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewar

sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 4. Personal crimes, 1981:

o e
. o

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and age of victims

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

1
s
i
i
j
1

12-15 16-19 20~24 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over
Type of crime {14,506,000)  (16,140,000)  (21,113,000) (38,439,000) (37,861,000) (33,241,000) (25,036,000)
Crimes of violence 58.9 67.8 68.3 43.7 23.3 13.2 7.8
Rape 1.4 2.4 2.0 1.4 0.4 3g.2 0.1
Robbery 1.8 12.3 12.3 7.6 5.5 4.6 4.0
Robbery with injury 3.3 4.0 3.0 3.0 1.6 1.7 1.4
From serious assault 1.6 1.8 1.2 1.6 0.9 0.7 an.6
From minor assault 1.7 2.1 1.8 1.3 0.6 1.0 0.8
Robbery without injury 8.5 8.3 9.3 4,7 3.9 2.9 2.6
Assault 45.7 53.0 54.0 34.7 17.5 8.4 3.7
Aggravated assault 13.9 20.4 20.4 12.0 7.1 2.5 0.8
with injury 6.3 7.9 6.2 3.4 2.0 0.9 9.1
Attempted assault with
weapon 7.7 12,5 14.2 8.6 S.1 1.6 0.7
Simple assault 31.8 32.6 3.6 22.7 10.3 5.8 2.9
with injury 9.1 8.5 0.0 6.0 2.3 1.1 0.2
Attempted assault without
weapon 22,7 24.2 23.6 16.7 8.0 4.7 2.7
Crimes of theft 128.1 131.9 132.8 100.8 77.8 51.0 2.3
Personal larceny with contact 2.5 3.7 4.4 3.8 2.7 2.9 2.9
Putse snatching ap.3 1.0 1.3 1.3 0.9 1.2 0.8
Pocket picking 2.2 2.7 3.1 2.5 1.8 1.6 2.1
Personal larceny without
contact 125.5 128.3 128.4 97.0 75.1 48.1
NOTE: Detaill may not add to total shown because of rounding. AEgrimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. statistically unreliable.
Table 5. Personal crimes, 1981:
Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by sex and age of victims and type of crime
(Rate per 1,000 population in each age group)
Robbery Assault Crimes Personal larceny
Crimes of With Without Aggra- of Without
Sex and age violence Rape Total injury injury Total vated Simple theft cantact
Male
12-15 (7,394,000} 72.5 ag.0 17.1 12.7 55.4 20.1 131.7 127.9
16~19 (8,072,000) 96.9 0.4 8.7 12.2 77.9 31.8 139.4 135.4
20-24 (10,348 ,000) 90.8 a0.2 17.2 13.0 73.4 31.9 1479 142.9
25-34 (18,918,000) 5245 0.1 9.2 5.9 43.2 16.1 105.7 102.7
35-49 (18,479,000) 28.7 29,1 6.8 5.0 21.9 4.6 76.5 75.0
50-64 (15,660,000) 14,8 a0.0 4.7 2.7 10.1 3.4 49,2 47 .8
65 and over (10,240,000) 9.9 ag.0 4.8 a 4,1 5.1 a5.8 26.8 24.5
Female
12-15 (7,112,000) 44.7 2.9 6.2 & 4.1 35.6 7.5 124.3 a 123.1
16~19 (8,068,000) 38.6 4.5 5.9 a 4.4 28.2 9.0 124.5 121.1
20~24 (10,765,000) 46.6 3.7 7.5 5.7 5.4 9.3 118.3 114.5
25-34 {19,521,000) 35.1 2.6 6.2 3.5 26.4 8.0 96.1 91.4
35-49 (19,383,000) 18.1 30.7 4.2 2.8 13.3 4,842 79.0 75.3
S0-64 (17 ,582,000) 11.8 40.4 4.6 3.0 6.8 1.8 52.6 48.4
65 and over (14,796,000) 6.4 0.2 3.4 1.6 2.8 3p.8 19.1 15.8

NUTE: Decail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.

24 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

3pgtimate; based on zero or on about 10 or fewe! saugle casea,

is statistically unreliable,

Table 6. Personal crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and race of victims

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

White Black Other

Type of crime (161 ,893,000) (20,580,000) (3,863,000)
Crimes of violence 33.4 49.7 8.3
Rape 0.9 1.6 al 4
Robbary 6.2 16.9 y.9
Robbery with injury 2.1 4.4 f‘J.U
From, serfous assault 1.0 2.3 2,3
From minor assault bl 2.0 4,7
Robbery wichout fnjury 4.1 12.5 7.0
Assault 26.4 3.2 27.1
Aggravated assault 9.1 4.4 7.2
with injury 2.8 6.1 2.0
Attempted assault with weapon 6.3 B.4 5.2
Simple assaulc 17.3 16.8 19.9
With Injury 4.6 3.3 6.7
Attempted assault without weapon 12.7 13.5 13.2
Crimes of theft 85.3 . B4 8 81.4
Personal larceny with contact 2.9 5.4 5.0
Purse snatching 0.8 2.6 4.3
Pocket picking 2.1 2.8 3.7
Personal . larceny without contact 82.3 794 6.4

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

Table 7. Personal crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates for persons age 12 an_d over,
by type of crime and sex and race of victims

{Rate_per 1,000 population age 12 and aver)

dgstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample
cases, is statistlcally unreliable.

Male Female

White Black White Black

Type of crime (77,479,000) (9,337,000) (84,0L%,000) (11,243,000)
Crimes of violence 4443 60.9 2344 4.4
Rape 20,1 23,2 1.6 2.8
Robbary 8.1 2344 4.4 115
Robbery with injury 2.6 5.2 1.6 3.6
Robbery without injury 9.3 18.1 2.8 7.9
Assault 36.1 7.4 17.4 26.1
Agpravated assaule 13.7 20.0 4.8 9.8
$inple assaulc 22.4 17.3 12.6 1644
Crimes of ‘thefr 49.4 96.8 81 7a.8
Personal larceny wirh contact 2.6 440 3.3 6.6
Persenal larceny without contact 87.2 92,8 77.8 68.2

NUTHE:s ~ Detall may nut add to total whown because
of rounding. Numbers in pareatheses refer
ey populacion in the group,

3ggtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample
cases, 1s statisrically unreliable.
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N Table 10. Personal crimes, 1981:
5 Tsble 8. Personal crimes, 1981: o
i ‘ Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
i Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime
! b of crime and ethnicity of victims
.‘,_4 y type ty ; (Rate per 1,000 population in each age pgroup)
{Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over) Race, sex, and age . Crimus of violence Crimes of theft
Hispanic Non-Hispanic R im
Type of crime (10,8641,000) (175,695,000) white
Male
35.1 12-15 (6,155,000) 69.2 134.3
Crimes of violence 33.7 1‘0 16-19 {6,786,000) 94.7 143,5
Rap; 12-2 o 211-24 EB,be,UUU) 9.6 144.9
Robbery . ¢ 25-34 (16,465,000) 52.4 103.6
Robbery with injury 3.8 f? 35-49 (16,227 ,000) 7.6 6.0
From serious assault 2.0 !'2 ; S50-64 (14,096 ,000) 13.8 49,7
:;:m mir;o: assiu;t ;2 14.8 : 65 and over (9,284,000) 7.6 25.8
Robbery without injury . * Female
assault 2.5 e 12-15 (5,867,000) 40,0 132.9
Agﬁia;aiesi assault 13-0 3‘2 16-12 26.728,000) 37.5 1313.0
th injury . * 20-24 (9,066,000) 44.5 123.4
Attempted assault with weapon 9.2 x:g 2534 (16,534,000) 35.0 95.3
Si:i)l*e‘ :sjsaul: ‘§'6 ae 15-49 (16,751,000) 15.6 79.5
th i{njury . * : 5U-64 (15,64%,000) 10.2 54.9
et Ac;er:gt;] assault without weapon 8:8 ;g.? i ‘ b5 and ovar ({3,427 ,Q00) 5.5 18.2
rimes o & .
Personal larceny with centact 6.1 3.1 : Black
Purse snatching 2.7 0.9 Male
Pocket. picking 3.4 s 12-15 (1,068,000) 95.4 91.7
Personal larceny without contact 79.9 82. 16-19 (1,1 10,000) 112.3 TR
. 2024 (1,233,330) 86.3 163.4
NOTE: Detail way not add to total shown because @gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample : 22"26 (l.?;".goo) 57-4 12440
of rounding. MNumbers in parentheses refer cases, is statistically unreliable, i 20:62 E:'aag'oggg g;‘g ';53"9’
to population in the group. : : 65 and over (845,000) 2.0 3.6
! Female
: ! 12-15 (1,065,000) 64.6 89.8
! . 16~19 (1,174,000) 48.8 Bl
20-24 (1,463,000) 60.9 87.9
i . 25-34 (2,411,000) 39.8 029
H : 35-49 (2,188,000) 35.6 B80.4
. . : . 50-64 (1,636,000) 26.4 36.9
Table 9. Personal crimes, 1981: : ; 65 and over (1,255,000} 12.4 2.3
NPT ; |
Victimization rates fqr [_Jersons age 12 an_d over, ‘ | NOTE: ~ Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group,
by race and age of victims and type of crime :
i
(Rate per 1,000 population in each age group) :
Robbery Assault Crimes _Personal larceny %
Crimes of With -Without Aggra— of with Without b ‘
Race and age violence  Rape Total injury  finjury Total vated Simple ctheft contact  contact Table'#. Personal crimes, 1981:
ihie ” Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
e . : , . o s as ;
12-15 (12,022,000) 55.0 3.9 10.3 3.7 6.6 43.8 13.4 304 136.2 2.5 133.7 , Ly type of crime and marital status of victims
16-19 (13,515,000) 66.2 2.4 10.3 3.5 6.8 53.5 19,1 34.3 138.3 3.6 134.7 ;
20-24 (17,933,000) 67.3 1.8 10.8 2.8 8.0 54,7 20.2 34,5 133.2 3.4 130.4 (Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)
25-34 (32,999,000) 43,7 1.4 6.1 2.5 3.6 36.2 12.0 24.2 99.5 ’J."} 96.2
35-49 (32,978,000) 21.5 20,4 4.8 L4 3.4 16.4 6.3 10,1 77.8 2.4 75.4 Never blvorced and
50-64 (29,737,000) 11.9 ap.2 3.6 1.3 2.3 8.2 2.4 5.7 52.4 2.8 49,7 ‘ married Married Widowed separaced
65 and ov::r (52,711,000) 6.4 a0.1 3.2 1.3 1.9 3.1 0.6 2.5 21.3 2.3 18.8 : Type of crime {55,055,000) (103,770,000} (12,543,000) (14,583 000}
|
Black [ G . . . .
12-15 (2,133,000) 82.0 a4.1 20.0 a5 18.5 57.9 19.1 B8 9.7 #3.2 87.5 i O e of violence 820 o i o
16-19 (2,285,000) 79.7 a2.3 24.5 85.8 18.7 52.9 29.4 23.5 95.6 41 91,5 Robbery 12.9 3.8 5.0 14.5
0 72.5 a2.8 21.6 a4.3 17.3 48.1 22.0 2.1 122.6 7.0 115.6 : Rebbery with fajury 4.0 1.0 2.2 8.
20-24 (2,696,000) ;
25-34 (4,385,000) 47.7 a1.5 19.6 6.4 13.2 26.7 12.8 13.9 112.4 6.9 105.6 ; From serious aesault 1.9 0.5 al 2.9
35-49 (3.963,000) 35.1 ap,s 9.9 az.9 7.0 24.8 13.8 11.0 82.4 4.9 77.5 B From minor assault 2,2 0.5 41.1 3.0
50-64 (3,019,000) 27.2 ag.4 15.5 6.4 9.1 11.3 34,0 7.3 38.2 84,2 34.0 : . Robliﬁety without injury “;sz x?g é‘; b
M a a ag, . i ssauln . . . .
65 and over (2,100,000) 18.7 20.6 9.0 at.4 7.6 9.1 3.2 5.9 32.0 6.6 25.5 { Asgravated assanlt 1607 ol 23 6os
; HWith injury 6.1 1.4 a).5 7.2
N | Attempted assault with weapon 10.6 4.5 | - I 9.3
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 8Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is ; Simple assault 30.7 9,7 4,1 32,0
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. statistically unreliable. | With tnjury 8.0 2.2 8.y 11.5
; Attempted assoult withoat weapon 22.7 7.5 234 20.5
Crimes of theft 129 .0 63.1 35.2 12040
Personal larceny with contact 447 1.9 4.5 5.3
Purse saatching 1.2 0.6 2.2 2.5
i Pocket picking 3,5 13 2.4 3.9
Personal larcaeny without contact 124.3 61.2 30.7 113.7
'(\“g T -

NOTE: Detafl may not add to total shown because of marital status was not ascertained are excluded.
rounding. Numbers in parenthescs refer to Sgstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample
population in the group; data on parwons whose cages, 1s statistically unreliable,
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. | Table 14. Personal crimes, 1981:
}
5 Table 12. Personal crimes, 1981:
i” Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
; Victimization rates for persori¢ age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims
’ by sex and marital status of victims .
and type Of crime (Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)
Less than $3,000~ §7,500- $10,000- $15,000~ $25,000
(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over) $3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 §24,999 or more
Type of crime (7,235,000) (23,736,000) (11,156,000) (28,314 ,000) (47,508,000) (47,317,000)
. ; Robbery Assault Crimes Personal larceny -
Crimes o wWith Without Aggra- of with Without . cet £ viol 66.8 447 42.7 40.0 3.1 2844
Sex and marital status violence Rape Total {njury injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact r.{:,fz of vielence 3.6 1.9 1.4 1.0 0.7 0.4
Robbery 15.9 12.1 9.4 7.8 5.7 4.7
; Robbery with tnjury 5.4 3.6 .4 2.6 1.7 1.5
Male ; ; | From serdons assault 2.1 1.9 1.9 1.6 0.9 0.6
Never married (29,202,000 79.8 ag,2 17 .6 5.5 12.0 62.0 24,2 37.8 1367 4.9 131.7 : From minor assault 3.4 1.8 1.3 1.1 0.8 0.9
Married (52,285,000) ’ 26.1 az) 4.8 1.2 3.6 21.3 8.5 12.8 6246 1.1 61.5 ' Robbery without injury 105 8.4 6.2 5.2 3.9 3.2
Widowed (1,900,000) 14.7 43,0 8.5 az. g as.s ag.2 a5 ay.7 39.8 a3.4 36.5 : Assault 47,3 30.7 320 3.1 24.7 23.2
Divorced and separated * M . . N . } Aggravated assault 20.0 10.9 10.6 119 g.g Z.l
i With injury 8.3 4.1 4.2 3.8 . .2
(5,526 ,000) 68.2 20.0 16.6 5.9 10.7 51.5 22.7 28.8 133.0 5.9 127.1 g Attempted assault
H with wenpon 11.7 6.7 6.3 8.1 6.2 5.2
Female Simple assault 27.3 19.9 21.4 19.2 15.5 16.2
Never married (25,852,000) 42.2 3.5 7.7 2.4 5.3 31.0 8.3 22,7 1204 4.4 116.0 : with injury 6.3 6.2 6.3 343 40 3.6
Married (51,485,000) 13.1 0.7 2.7 0.8 1.9 9.7 3.1 6.6 63.5 2.7 60.9 b Attenpced assault
Widowed (10,642,000) 10.8 ap,1 4.3 2.1 2.2 6.3 2.4 4.0 34.4 4.8 29.6 i without wespon 20.8 13.7 15.1 13.9 1.5 12.6
Divorced and separated * ° * * . ‘ Crimes of theft 106.0 66.2 714 81.7 83.6 104.3
Personal larceny with
(9,057,000) 64.6 4.7 13.2 6.0 7.2 46.6 12.7 33.9 112.1 646 105.5 cantact | y 5.5 4.8 34 3.3 2.6 2.5
Purse snatching 2.3 2.0 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5
Pocket pleking 3.2 2.8 1.8 2.2 1.9 1.9
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. (Z) Represents less than 0.05. Personal larceny without
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group; 3gstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer cases, is concace 100.6 61.5 68.0 8.4 81.0 lot.8
excludes data on persons whose marital status was not statistically unreliable.
Y i .
ascertained NOTE: bDetail may not add to total shown because of whose income level was not ascertained.
rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to 8ggtimate, based on about 10 or fewer
population in the group; excludes data on persons sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable.
Table 13. Personal crimes, 1981:
Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 1 Table 15. Personal crimes, 1981:
by sex of head of household, 4 ‘ e i
relationskip of victims to head, Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
and type of crime , by race and annual family income of victims
' and type of crime
(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over) .
: (Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)
Crimes Robbery Agsault C 1 Y ;
Sex of head of household of With Without :;g:a- ogimes wii:sona 1:;(:::“ ‘ Crimes Robbery Assault Crimes Personal larceny
and relationship to head violence Rape  Total  injury injury  Total  vated  Simple theft contact  contact of with ~ Without Aggra~ of With Without
; Race and income violence Rape Total injury injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact
Households headed by males i
Self (63,099,000) 33.3 20,1 6.8 1.8 5.0  26.4 10.4 16.0  78.0 2.1 75.8 I Whice
Living alone (7,914,000) 68.7 ap,5 16.6 5.2 1.4 51.7 21.6 30,1 138.7 7.7 131.0 Less than $3,000 (5,078,000) 68.5 22.8 13.1 5.6 7.5 52.6 18.7 33.9 1109 6.0 104.9
Living with others (55,186,000) 28.2 (az) 5.4 1.4 4ol 22.8 8.8 13.9 69.3 i.3 67.9 $3,000-87,499 (18,302,000) 41.2 1.7 9.7 3.2 6.5 29.8 9,5 20.3 46.3 3.8 62.5
Wife (4%,711,000) 12.6 0.6 2.5 0.8 1.8 9.5 3.0 6.5  63.1 2.6 60.5 $7,500~$9,999 (9,233,000) 40.4 a1.1 7.9 2.8 5.1 3.4 9.5 21.9 714 2.4 690
Own child under age 18 (16,857,000) 48.7 0.9 8.4 2.5 6.0 39.3 10.7 28.6 129.4 1.9 127.5 1 $10,000-$14,999 (24,236,000) 37.8 1.0 6.0 2.1 4.0 30.7 1.7 19.0 79.5 2.7 76.8
‘ Own child age 18 and over (12,886,000) 46.4  20.7 7.9 2.7 5.2 37.8 147 230 96.5 3.6 92.9 : $13,000-524,999 (42,830,000 29.8 0.7 4.8 1.6 3.2 244 9.1 15,2 82.8 2.5 80.3
Other relative (3,837,000) 52.2 2.6 11.7 4.2 7.5 7.9 13.4 24,6 64.1 5.3 58.8 $25,000 or more (43,937,000) 28.2 0.4 4.5 1.5 3.0 23.3 7.1 16.2 104.1 2.5 101.5
Nonrelative (3,776,000) 113.2 4.0 22.7 9.2 13.5 86.5 31.1 55.3 16647 4.8 161.9 lack
Blac
Households headed by females i Less than $3,000 (1,957,000) 67.4 a5,0 24.0 a4.8 19.2 38.4 25.4 13.0 93.) ad b 88.5
Self (22,810,000) 9.7 2.4 10.3 4.0 6.3 27.0 8.2 18.9  91.9 6.5 85.4 ; $3,000-$7,499 (5,037,000) 55.0 1.9 19.4 4.7 14.7 33.7 15.6 18.1 64.0 8.1 56.0
Liviag alone (11,962,000) 28,5 2.2 9.6 4.2 S 16.7 5.0 1.7 74.5 7.0 67.5 $7,,500-$9,999 (1,716,000) 52.5 az.7 17.6 84,7 12.9 32.2 15.8 16.4 68.6 al 6 60.9
Ltiving with others (10,849,000) 52.2 2,7 11.1 3.8 7.3 38.4 1.7 26.7 111.0 5.9 105.1 $10,000-$14,999 (3,503,000) 51.2 a1l 18.0 5.8 12.2 32.1 14.8 17.3 100.7 6.7 94 .0
Own child under age 18 (4,140,000) 89.3 a7 22.5 5.6 16.9 65,2 26.8 38.4  115.8 4.5 1.4 $15,000-524,999 (3,778,000) 43.9 29.3 15.6 4.0 11.5 27.9 9.8 18.1 93.3 33,7 89.5
Own child age 18 and over (4,291,000) 55.7 a2.5 146 5.6 8.9 38.6 14.7 24,0 95.1 6.3 88.8 $25,000 or more (2,262,000) 342 41.3 7.0 2L 35.9 25.8 8.0 17.8  116.4 alsd 115.1
Other relative (2,465,000) 47.4 23.4 8.8 42.0 6.8 35.2 16.7 18.5 7.7 a4.8 66.9
Nonrelative (2,464,000) 72.1 35.6 15.5 a5.8 9.7 51.0 19.5 31.4 141.6 8.2 133.3
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ascertained.
i Numhers in parentheses refer to population in the group; aggtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 3ggpimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, iz excludes data on persons whose income level was not is statistically unreliable.
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. . statistically unreliable.
(Z) Represents less than 0.05. f
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Table 16. Personal crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates for persons age 25 and over,

by level of educational attainment and race of victims
and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 population age 25 and over)

Crimes

Robbery Assault Crimes Personal larceny
Level of educational of With Without Aggra- of With Without
attainment and race violence Rape Total

injury injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact

Elementary school

0~4 years?®
All races® (4,874,000) 13.9 €0.6 644 €1.1 5.3 7.0 c2.8 b4e2 25.6 5.4 20,2
White (3,558,000) 11.3 €0.4 6.5 €1.1 5.4 4.4 €l,1 €3.3 27.3 5.6 21.7
Black (1,123,000) 2]1.0 €l.1 €7.0 c1.2 €5.8 €12.9 €8.4 4.5 23.4 C4.6 18.8
5~7 years
All races® (7,386,000) 18.7 €0.5 7.6 3.4 4.2 10.6 3.5 7.2 28.0 2.9 25.2
White (5,868,000) 17.4 €0.5 6.7 2.8 3.9 10.2 2.6 746 27.9 3.1 24.7
Black (1,361,000) 24.5 €0.9 11.1 €5.5 €5.7 12.5 €6.2 €6.3 26.4 c2.1 24.3
8 years
All racesb (9,536,000) 12.9 €g.2 5.1 2.0 3.1 7.6 2.2 5.4 29.2 2.5 26.7
White (8,575,000) 11.6 €p,2 3.9 €1.5 2.4 7.5 2.2 5.3 27.1 1.9 25.1
Black (856,000) 20.2 €0.0 €12.2 €7.0 €s5.1 €8.0 €3,3 ©4.7 47.9 ©6.9 41,0
High school
1-3 years
All racesb (17,455,000) 24,9 €0.3 6¢2 2.5 3.7 18.4 7.9 10.5 46.3 3.3 43,0
White (14,643,000) 21.5 €0.1 4.0 1.5 2.5 17 .4 7.4 10.0 44.8 2.5 42.3
. Black (2,600,000) 42.6 Cl.4 17.6 7.6 10.0 23.5 10.9 12.6 56.1 7.9 48.2
years
All racesb (49,829,000) 20.3 0.4 4.6 1.6 3.0 15.3 5.6 9.6 62.6 2.2 60.4
White (44,760,000) 19.0 0.5 3.9 l.4 2.5 14.6 5.1 9.5 59.8 1.8 58.0
Black (4,374,000) 32.8 €0.0 11.7 €3.0 8.7 21.1 10.0 11.1 89.2 8 83.4
College
1-3 years
All races® (21,238,000) 35.9 1.3 7.5 2.5 5.1 27.0 9.9 17.1 9.1 3.8 90.3
White (18,967,000) 33.7 1.3 5.8 2.4 3.4 26.6 9.1 17.5 92.6 3.7 88.9
Black (1,851,000) 60.3 €1.7 25.9 €3.8 22.1 32.7 18.7 14.0 115.5 €5.3 111.2
4 years or more
All racesP (24,224,000) 27.1 €0.5 4.9 1.7 3.2 21.7 6.0 15.7 104.6 4.0 100.6
white (22,026,000) 27.5 €0.5 4.5 1.4 3.0 22.5 6.4 16.1 104.8 3.9 100.9
Black (1,299,000) 23.1 €1.2 €9.5 €5.6 ©3.9 12.4 €l.6 ©10.8 113.5 €4.9 108.6

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

excludes data on persons age 25 and over whose level of
education was not ascertained.
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8Includes persons who never attended or who attended kindergarten only.
Includes data on "other” races, not shown separately.

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

Table 17. Personal crimes, 1981:

d over.
ictimization rates for persons age 16 an s
x;;: garticipation in the civilian labor |‘orce,ti
employment status and sector, sex of victims,
and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 population age 16 and over)

tmes _Personal larceny
Crimes Robbery Assault S e Without
Labor force participation, ; Wich Without Agz,rd Simple theft contact contact
employment status and 3§olence Rape fotal  injury injury Total vate
sector, and sex
Labor force participants 18.5 97 4 3.2 94,2
28.9 10.3 . 913

Employed R 0.9 7.3 2.4 49 . 21 .4 93.6 2.3 L.
goch sexes (103,143,000) Y 20’1 8.6 2.6 s9 s L md o 9 2.3 98°0
Male (5359.356308?)0) 27 1.9 5.5 2.0 3.5 . o
Female (445,109, . 17.2 96.5 3.2 .

private sector 36.0 0.8 7.8 2.5 5.2 :2;'41; }g_%, 197 s 3.3 91.2
goth sexes (86,653,000) 42.0 ag,7 9,0 2.8 6.2 19.7 22 o2 100.9 45 96.4
Ma1e1(5?§?;£08?}0) 7.6 12 ool 2 . 3.3 98.5
Female (32,7594 . 25.3 1018 . .

Government sector 42.0 1.1 4.5 1.4 3.2 ?,g.g :tll.lt 338 94.1 2.5 91.7
Both sexes (16,490,000) <81 802 5.6 a1,5 4,2 71.0 0 1270 1092 41 105.1
Hale “‘(-'2;(;‘;"32,0) 26.5 2.0 3.4 4D 2.2 2L : .
Female (8, ! 2 5. .

4.4 35.6 118,

Unemployed 75.6 2.6 13.1 4.1 8.9 53'? %9 0 41,0 117.1 5.4 111.7
Boch sexes (3,707,000) 86.7 9.0 16.6 6.1 105 7% Tois 9.8 119.4 6.4 113.0
Male (2.923.(;083)0) 64.0 as.2 9.4 420 7.5 . .

Female (2,785, *
Labor force nonparticipants 7 4.0 6.7 41.4 3.3 38.1
Lng house . 1.6 1.3 2.4 10. * ays., 7.4 40,0 37.4

Koo ot sexes (32,521,000) a's a0 A7 8.7 A0 ols.8 w0 PR s 3.4 8.1
2ale1(“(’;io?% 000) 150 0.9 33 2 v ' 0.9 ) 116.5
amale ) ¥ . .

1.3 30.3 120,

In school 56.1 ) 10.6 2.4 8.3 43-8 19 ° 20.0  18.6 83,6 134.9
Both sexes (6,641,000) 76.0 ap-9 16.2 a9 13.3 37.7 39 " 1026 5.2 97.5
st (3E3717,gug())0) 35.6 a3,0 4.9  81.8 a3, | . ) "
Female (3,270, : 9.0 263 1.9 .

Unable to work 24k ag.5 6. a3, a3,0 12.5‘_; l?.i 1307 35.1 84,4 31.7
ot sexes (3,942,000) 30.1 aglo @54 el 23 Bl gy ayy 150 %00 15.1
Male (2.207,008())0) 1741 a).1 a7,7  43.3 a4.3 8. . s
Female (1,736, ‘ ag.7 1.8 26.6 2.1 .

Rerired 10.0 80,0 5.5 1.5 4ol l;f ag.7 bub 25.2 1.7 23 2
Both sexes (10,764,000) 1044 20,0 5.3 ALl &2 0 agig 807 333 3 2.
Male (8,888,000‘))0) 8.3 ap.0 ag.8 a3,1 3.7 1. . 6.3
Female (1,876,0 : 6 73.3 4.0 .

29.9 13.3 16, 75.0

Other . a1,2 12.7 5.0 7.8 X 19.2 80.9 5.9 8
Both sexes (B,104,000) o ag.o  16.6 67 9.9 428 Y ST ST 63.8
Male (hzlegégog()m) 283 az.3 8.8 a3.3 5.5 .

Female f ’

because of rounding.
H {1 may not add to total ghown )
NOTE: gz:n:elrs i?\ parencheses refer to population in the group

aggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 ot fewer sample cases,
’
is statistically unreliable.
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Table 18. Personal crimes, 1981:

‘ Table 18. Personal crimes, 1981:
R ) L Victimization rates for employed persons age 16 and over,
. Victimization rates for persons age 16 and over, | by civilian labor force sector, type of employment of victims,
i by participation in the civiiian labor force, and type of crime
,_ employment status and sector, race of victims, ,
and type of crime (Rate per 1,000 population age 16 and over)
’ Crimes Robbery Assault Crimes  Personal larceny
(Rate per 1,000 population age 16 and over) . of With  Without Aggra- of With Without
‘ i:n:fn:)l:;:xeazm E viclence Rape Total injury {injury Total vated Simple theft contact  contact
Labor forcs participation, Crines Robbery Assgault Crimes Fersonal larceny
employment status and sector, of with Without Aggra~ of With Without '
and race violence Rape Total injury injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact ! Private sector (86,653,000) 36.0 bO.B 7.8 b2~2 bg.i %-8 lg'g %g 222 bg'g 2?2
) riculture (3,475,000) 25.8 0.0 5.8 2. . . . . . . .
M agelsatary (1,581,000) 44,9 0.0 9.7 bug  bas 353 1.4 178 69.9 0.9 68.9
Labor force participants Self-employed/unpaid b b, b
Employed ' "(1,894,000) 9.9 bo.o b6 bo7  PLo P73 2 i S 33 s
White (90,948,000) 36.6 0.9 6.5 2.1 4.4 29.2 10.3 19.0 96.9 2.9 93.9 Non~agricultare (83,178,000) 36.5 0.9 7.9 2.5 5.3 27.7 10.2 17. 98.0 33 (N
Black (10,019,000) 40.5 a.5 14.2 4.6 9.6 25.8 11.1 4.8 101.9 5.3 96.6 ) osazg/sim; (75,888 ,000) 37.1 0.9 8.0 2.6 5.4 28.3 104 17.9 98.2 3.3 9.8
Private sector & Mining/construction b 4
White (77,235,000) 35.3 0.9 6.9 2.3 4.6 27.6 10.0 17.6 96.0 2.9 93.1 ' (5,545,000) 49.9 50.0 8.1 4.0 4.1 41.8 15.9 25.9 33.5 ! bl
Black (7,597,000) 42.6 0.4 16.3 5.0 11.3 25.8 12.3 13.6 102.6 5.9 96.7 . Manufacturing (21,570,000) 27.5 bg,2 5.8 2.1 3.7 21,5 8.4 13.1 74.9 2.3 72.6
Government sector . Transportatfon/public b 7 89.7
White (13,712,000) 43.7 1.2 4.0 1ol 2,9 38.5 11.9 26.5 101.4 3.0 98.4 utilities (5,514,000) 39.8 by.6 8.6 1.3 7.3 30.7 11.0 19.7 92.5 b2. .
Black (2,422,000) 33.9 25,7 7.5 a3 84 .4 25.7 7.3 18.4 99.8 ade6 96.3 . Wholesale trade (3,865,000) 31.7 bg,0 8.2 b2.0 6.2 23,5 11.7 11.8 101 .9 1.6 100.3
Unemployed . Retail trade (15,120,000) 47.2 1.5 10.6 2.9 7.7 35.0 13.2 219 111.9 3.9 108.0
White (4,407,000) 4.4 22,3 8.1 23.0 5.1 64.0 25.4 38.6 119.1 4.7 114.5 : Finance, insurance, real 84 .4
Black (1,188,000) 78.9 33,6  31.7  87.2  24.5  43.5  20.4  23.2 120.8  L10.8 110.0 ; estate (5,655,000 32,6 b9.8 6.6 - P26 4.0 25.2 9.8 15.4 L.l 6.7 o
Labor force nonparticipants ) ; Services (iB,Gi0.000) 38.0 1.7 844 2.9 5.5 28.0 8.7 19.2 117.9 4.3 113.6
Keeping house } Self-employed/unpatld
White (28,813,000) 13.1 0.8 2.9 1.1 1.8 9.5 1.1 6.4 41.8 2.8 39.0 . '(37,2;0':00{)) pe 29.6 bg,8 7.0 b2,0 5.0 21.8 8.0 13.9 95.7 3.0 92.7
Black (3,183,000) 34.6 2.3 107 29 7.9 2.6 129 8.7 4047 7.6 33.1 j Government sectord (16,490,000) 42.0 1.1 4.5 1.4 3.2 364 1.1 253 101.8 3.3 9.3
In school ; Services (9,128,000) b34.6 1.3 3.6 by 0 2.3 29.8 6.2 23.6 115.8 3,2 112.6
White (5,143,000) 53.7 2).8 7.7 2.3 5.3 44,2 11.8 32.4 127 .4 3.9 123.5 . public administration 4
Black (1,179,000) 68.5 a),2 23,7 42,0 217  45.6 %219 217  100.4 5ol 95.3 ! (5,496,000) 58,7 1.3 5.3  bL,9 3.4 521 2007 314 88.3 3.2 85.1
Unable to work § U
;:;.‘u: 83'?368‘))0) 113‘8 0.0 49 3.2 a3 14.9 6.8 8.0  26.2 a2+ 23.8 ! 1
[ » 2 2.6 13.2 23,5 a9.7 28.5 a16,2 2)2.2 23.9 0.0 23.9 i : dd to total shown because of rounding. separately.
Retired . * L noTe: gi;::];sm:i r;‘):::e:the;;s 3efer to population in the group. stimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer zimple cases,
White (9,878,000) 7.5 40.0 3.4 1.3 2.1 4.1 20.8 3.3 24,9 1.8 23.1 i a1ncludes data on other "government” categories, not shown is statistically unreliable.
0 heBth (766,000) 32.9 20,0 24,8 23,9 20.9 ag,1 20.0 2.1 49.1 abe2 42.8 g
ther H
White (6,676,000) 39.0 20.8 10.2 3.6 6.7 27.9 10.6 17.3 76.6 4.3 72.3 &
Biack (1,258,000) 71.5 83,2 26.3 12.0 14.2 42,1 29.2 12.9 55.8 a2l 53.1 g
;
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 2ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ’;‘
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. is statistically unreliable, !

U
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Table 20. Personal crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and type of lncality of residence
of victims

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

Metropolitan areas
All metropolitan areas 50,000-249,999 250,000-499,999 500,000~999,999 1,000,000 or more
Outside Outside Outside Outside Outside Nonmetro—~
All Central central Central central Central central Central central Central central politan
areas cities cities cities cities cities cities citles cities cities cities areas
Type of crime (186,336 ,000)(52,066,000)(74,220,000) 15,630,000)(21,738,000)(10,604,000)(17,223,000)(10,696,000)(17,519,000)(15,136,000)(17,739,000)(60,050,000)
Crimes of violence 15.3 51.6 32.8 42.3 6.1 44.9 32.7 54.0 35.7 64,2 38.1 244
Rape 1.0 1.4 0.9 1.6 0.9 1.5 80.8 9.9 1.3 1.3 9,7 0.6
Robbery 7.4 15.1 5.8 7.1 3.7 8.9 5.8 14.8 5.6 28.0 8.4 2.7
Robbery with )
injury 2.4 5.0 1.8 3.3 0.7 3.8 2.1 4.7 2.2 7.7 2.3 0.8
Robbary without '
injury 5.0 10.1 4.0 ' 3.7 3.0 5.1 3.7 10.1 3.4 20.3 6.2 1.9
Assault 27.0 35.1 26.0 33.6 21.4 34.5 26.0 38.3 28.7 34.8 29.0 21.1
Aggravated
assault 9.6 13.4 8.9 12.3 6.8 13.5 9.0 14.0 10.8 14.1 8.9 75
Simple assault 17.3 21.7 17.3 21.3 14.6 21.0 17.0 2444 18.0 20.7 20.2 13.6
Crimes of theft 85.1 101 .4 94.2 93.4 77.9 91.2 90.6 106.3 107.3 113.4 104.9 59.8
Personal larceny
with contact * 3.2 6.9 2.6 ' 2.8 1.4 3.4 2.6 4.6 2.3 15.0 4.4 0.9
personal larceny :
without contact 81.9 94 .6 91.6 90.5 76.5 87.8 88.0 101.7 105.0 98.4 100.5 58.9

NOTE: The population range categories shown ander the
heading “Metrupolitan areas™ are based only on
the size of the central city and do not reflect
the population of the entire metropolitan area.
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the
group. Detail may not add to total shown because
of rounding.

agstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,
is statistically unreliable.
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L Table 21. Personal .
gﬂmos, 1981: Table 23. Household crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates, by type of crime

: Victimi
| Dt e i o 12
h of resiaence, race an H
of victims, and type of crime ’ d sex and ethnicity of head of household
. {Rate per },000 households)
(Rate per 1,000 residert population age 12 and aver) ARate pel
Hispanic Non-Hispanic
Crimes Robb Type of crime (4,235,000} (79,859,000
obbery
Area and race and sex 3iolencea Total ‘f“:h Without A::;:i-t C?mes —Personal larceny Burglary 103.6 87.1
njur, . o Wit : i
jury  injury Total vated Sinple theft con:act Z’;;;";‘;i Forcible entry 43.1 30.1
AL heeas e e ey 302 2.0
s:l\:ge rgale (77,879,000) 44.3 8.1 Household larceny 148.0 119.6
e female (84,014,000) 2308 . 2.6 5.5 36.1 13.7 Less than §50 54,0 58.5
Black male (9,337,000) pram 4 1.6 2.8 17.4 s 22.4 89.8 2.6 87.2 $50 or more 71.9 46.7
Black female (11,243,000) . 23.4 5.2 18.1 374 . 12.6 81.0 3.3 77.8 - Amount not avallable 9.2 5.9
Metropolitan areas 40.4 11.5 3.6 7.9 26. 20.0 17.3 96.8 4.0 92.8 Attempted larceny 12.9 8.5
Central cities .1 9.8 16.4 74.8 6.6 68.2 Motor \{ehicle theft 28.6 16.5
White male (18,358,0 . . Completud theft 17.1 10.3
white female (50,7;3?830) 62.8 15.4 5.4 10.0 74 Attempted theft 1.5 6.3
Black male (5,040,000) gl i’ 9.5 3.6 5.8 24.6 lg.g 27.8 109.0 4 104.6
Black female (6,312,000) 67.7 34.7 8.5 26.2 46.1 23'9 17.6 100.7 7.9 92.8 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown bezause of rounding.
Ou:lts\ide central cities . 17.1 543 1.8 27.9 lO.A 23.2 103.7 5.2 98.5 Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
te male * . 5 86. :
White femal§3(2522§égogo)0) 43.9 7.6 2.2 S ! 10.6 75.6
Black male (2‘159’,006) 21.5 3.6 1.2 2:3 32'2 13.1 23.2 98.7 2.7 96.0
Black female (2,528,000) 39.5 12.6 2.3 1003 25'3 4.3 l2.1 3.1 o 380
Nonme tropo L tas 2 eas 36.6 6.6 b2.9 b3.7 37.2 }fg ig'o 110.5 RE 106.3
te mate (26,597,000) : . S 88.1 2.3 85.8
:rluci fe;lali (28,378,000) fé‘? f'g é-é 2.4 28,2 10.5 17.8 : Table 24, Mator vehicle theft, 1981:
ack male (2,138,000) : . . 1.0 13.4 : : 65.6 1.2 T
Black femal 349 7.5 bg,s b . 3.8 9.6 . . . . i .
e (2,404,000) 250 bs  bo  bilg 2.3 18.1 3 s bos 4.8 Victimization rates on the basis of thefts per 1,000
- . 6.3 13.8 3l bg,7 0.4 ! households and of thefts per 1,000 vehicles owned,
€ Detail may not add to total ghoun because of round ; : by selected household characteristics
aInclu;:,: ;s in parentheses refer to population in the gtnil; bEstimate, based on zero or on about 1 :
4 data on rape, not shown separately. Pe is statistically unreliable. 0 or fewer sample cases, §
Based on households Based on vehicles owned
Number of Number Rate per Number of NumberT Rate per
i Characteristic housetnlds of thefts 1,000 vehicles owned of thefts 1,000
5

Table 22 E Race of head of housetold

able . Hou . i All races 84,095,000 1,439,000 17.1 141,372,000 1,557,000 11.0

sehold crimes, 1961 / white 33%9°000 1,201,000 1623 129,047,000 10303000  10.1

Vicﬂm. t_ 11 Black 9,125,000 219,000 24,0 10,036,000 234,000 23.3

ization rates : other 1,472,000 19,000 131 2,289,000 21,000 9.2

and race of head ci by type of crime : ,

ad of household ; Age of head of household

i 12-19 973,000 28,000 28.7 “1,051 ,000 31,000 22-5

(2ate 1 20-34 25,833,000 647,000 25.0 3,229,000 698,000 16.1
pex 1,000 households) ‘ 35-49 21,059,000 428,000 2043 42,554,000 465,000  10.8

! 50-64 19,233,000 225,000 1.7 36,311,000 238,000 6.6

Type of crime All races Wi : 65 and over 16,998,000 111,000 6.6 17,828,000 125,000 7.0

(8,095,000)  (73,499,000) Ly Other ‘
»433, 9,125,000) (1,472,000) : Form of tenure

Burglary Owned or buing bought 53,823,000 678,000 12.6 104,892,000 739,000 7.0
Foretble entry 87.9 82.7 133.6 ‘ Rented 30,272,000 761,000  25.1 36,480,000 818,000  22.4
U . . 68,

Atonpred Forstbie enry 3.6 i 339 21 "

Household larceny 4 20.6 18.5 40.9 24.3 ! NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of of the event; motor vehicle theft is the least
Less than $50 121.0 118 '5 36.7 22.2 4 rounding. The mnber of theits based on serious NCS crime aad, thus, other personal or
$50 or more 58.3 55'9 141.6 1177 . veh{cles owned i higher than the correspoanding tousehold crimes occurring in conjunction with
Amount not available 48.0 65.6 35.3 §%.2 : figure based on households because the former such thefts take precedence in determining the
Attempted larceny 6.0 5'6 65.7 55,9 ‘g {ncludes all completed or attemptad vehicle classification.

Motor vehicle theft 8.7 8:7 l;'o 47.5 H thifts, regavdless of the final classification
Completed theft 17.1 16.3 26'8 a5.1 ‘

Attempred theft lg-g 10.0 15 .6 ig.z i
. 6.3 8.10 ., i
o .7 i

H a way not 0 to 8hoin ¢ 8
4
NOTE Detail add tal shoim because Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample

of rounding. Numbers in parenthases refer cases, {8 statist b
2
’ {cally unreliable.

}
i
i
!
i
H
4
i
i
H
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Table 25. Household crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates, by type of crime
and age of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

12-19 20-34 35-49 50~-64 65 and over

Type of crime (973,000) (25,833,000) (21,059,000)  (19,233,000) (16,998,000)
Burglary 217.9 114.7 94.6 67.9 54.2
Forcible entry 56.8 41.8 33.2 234 17.8
Unlawful entry without force 122.4 4404 414 28.9 22.6
irtempted forcible entry 38.2. 28.5 20.0 15.5 13.8
Household larceny 184.0 155.7 137.5 104.1 634
Less than $50 74.5 76.4 60.9 49.3 37.0
§50 or more 86,3 61.8 60.3 42.2 16.0
Amount not available az7,4 5.8 6.5 5.7 6.1
Attempted larceny 1548 11.7 9.9 7.0 4.2
Motor vehicle theft 23.7 25.0 20.3 11.7 6.6
Completed theft a43.7 15.0 13.0 7.8 3.8
Attempted theft 215.0 10.0 7.3 3.9 2.7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of 3gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample

rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to

households in the group.

Table 26. Housahold crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates, by type of crime
and annual family income

(Rate per 1,000 households)

cages, is statistically unreliable.

Type of crime

Less than

000

$3,
(4,532,000) (1

$3,000~

$7,500-

$7,499 $9,999 $
3,595,000) (5,617,000) (13

$10,000~ $15,000-

14,999 $24,999
,228,000) (19,827,000) (17,660,000)

$25,000
or more

Burglary
Forcible entry

Unlawful entry without force

Attempted forcible entry
Household larceny
Less than $50
$50 or more
Amount not available
Attempted larceny
Motor vehicle theft
Completed theft
Attempted theft

132.4
40.6
59.1
32.7

118.2
57.9
44,2
10.4

5.8

11.9
7.4
4.5

98.6
33.9
40.2
244

119.6

60.1
43.4

89.4
37.3
29.5
22.6
120.8
60.3
43.2
7.2

- —

0
3
8
4

o
6
8
8

o
»

87

0 79.6
29 .4 28.4
37.5 32.8
20,1 18.4

123.3 129.4
58.6 65.6
50.6 49.4

6.0 5.3
8.0 9.2
20.1 18.9
12.4 11.7
7.7 7.2

83.2
28.5
37.3
17.3
123.0
5642
33.0

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

Table 27. Household burglary, 1981:

households in the group; excludes data on
persons whose income level was not ascertained.

Victimization rates, by race of head of household,
ennual family income, and type of burglary

(Rate per 1,000 households)

All Forcible Unlawful entry Attempted
Race and income burglaries entry without force forcible entry
White
Less than $3,000 (3,252,000) 121.9 29.5 67.2 25.1
$3,000~$7,499 (10,954,000) 88.8 28.0 39.5 214
$7,500-$9,999 (4,772,000) 80.8 32.0 29,2 19.6
$10,000-514,999 (11,544,000) 83.4 27.3 36.2 19.9
$15,000-524,999 (18,045,000) 76,9 - 27.1 33.0 16.7
$25,000 or more (16,473,000} 82.4 27.7 38.0 16.7
Black
Less than $3,000 (1,179,000) 162.1 73.5 35.7 52.9
$3,000-57,499 (2,450,000) 142.1 60.2 43.7 38.2
$7,500-59,999 (750,000) 146.3 69.1 33.5 43.6
$10,000-514,999 (1,458 ,000) 121.4 49.9 48.0 23.5
$15,000-524,999 (1,456,000) 116.5 45.5 34.3 36.7
$25,000 or more (824,000) 115.2 49,4 34.1 31.7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding. HNumbers in parentheses refer to

households in the yroup; excludes data on

38 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981
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Table 28. Household larceny, 1981:

Victimization rates, by race of head of household,

annual family income, and type of larceny

(Rate per 1,000 households)

All h hold Completed larceny Attempted
Race and income larceniesd Less than §50 $50 or more larceny
White
Less than $3,000 (3,252,000) 120.0 62.9 43.4 5.7
$3,000-57,499 (10,954,000) 116.6 59.9 40.8 8.4
$7,500-$9,999 (4,772,000) 117.0 62.9 39.9 9.0
$10,000-§14,999 (11,544,000) 122.4 60.5 48.3 8.1
$15,000-$24,999 (18,045,000) 126.1 65.7 46.7 8.8
$25,000 or more (16,473,000) 120.0 55.6 50,7 10.1
Black
Less than $3,000 (1,179,000) 119.5 9.0 47.3 6.4
$3,000~57,499 (2,450,000) 131.0 60.3 53.5 7.5
$7,500~89,999 (750,000) 142.9 43.6 62.5 b1g.5
$10,000-$14,999 (1,458 ,000) 125.8 46.0 63.2 b7.4
$15,000-$24,999 (1,456,000) 174.0 65.2 84.3 13.9
$25,000 or more (824,000) 184.2 69.7 94,5 b15.7
NOTE: Detail may not add o total shown because 8Includes data, not shown separately, on
of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer larcenies for which the value of loss was not
to households in the group; excludes data ascertained.
on persons whose income level was not stimate, based on about 10 or fsver sample
ascertained. cases, {3 statistically unreliable.

Table 29, Motor vehicle theft, 1981:

Victimization rates, by race of head of household,
annual {amily income, and type of theft

(Rate per 1,000 households)

All vehicle Completed Attempted
Race and income thefts theft theft
White
Less than $3,000 (3,252,000) 13.3 9.3 84.0
$3,000~$7,499 (10,954 ,000) 11.6 6.8 4.8
$7,500~59,999 (4,772,000) 13.1 7.8 5.3
$10,000~$14,999 (11,544,000) 18.7 1.7 6.2
$15,000-524,999 (18,045,000) 17.6 10.7 9
$25,000 or more (16,473,000) 16.8 9.9 649
Black
Less than §3,000 (1,179,000) a9.2 a2.8 86,4
$3,000-57,499 (2,450,000) 15.9 10.3 25,6
§7,500-59,999 (750,000) a18.7 216.4 2.2
$10,000~%$14,999 (1,458,000) 30.6 18.0 12.4
$15,000-$24,999 (1,456,000) 36.3 24.8 115
$25,000 or more (824,000) 36.9 30.8 a6,1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding, Numbers in parentheses refer to
housetolds in the group; excludes data on

persons whose income level was not ascertained.
8gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,

is statistically unreliable.
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Table 30. Household crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates, by type of crime
and number of persons in household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

One Two~three Four-five Six or more

Type of crime (19,448,000) (42,266 ,000) (18,768,000) (3,612,000
Burglary 83.7 86.1 92.5 108.6
Forcible entry 30.9 31.0 29.8 32.3
Unlawful entry without force 31.3 35.8 40.6 53.8
Attenpted forcible entry 21.5 19.3 22.1 22.4
Houszhold larceny 77.1 115.3 165.0 196.2
Less than $50 39.1 55.9 798 78.2
$50 or more 27.3 45.2 66.5 95.6
Amount not available 5.2 54 7.1 10.0
Attempted larceny 5.5 8.5 11.6 12.4
Motor vehicle theft 15.0 16.9 19.1 21,5
Completed theft 8.2 10.4 12.9 13.3
Attempted theft 6.8 6.4 6.2 8.2

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
households in the group; excludes data on

Table 31. Household crimes, 1981:

households whose number of persons could not

be ascertained.

Victimization rates, by type of crime, form of tenure,
and race of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Owned or being bought

Rented

All races? White Black ALl races® White Black

Type of crime ¢53,823,000) (49,048,000) (4,059,000) (30,272,000) (24,451,000} (5,066,000)
Burglary 72.8 70.1 109.0 114.8 107.8 153.3
Forcible eatry 25.4 23.9 44,7 40.2 35.7 64.9
Unlawful entry without force 31.3 31.2 34.5 46.1 46.5 46.1
Attempted forcible entry 16.1 15.0 29.9 28.5 25.6 42,2
Household larceny 109.8 106.5 148.9 141.6 142.6 135.8
Less than $50 54.1 54.2 55.7 65.8 68.3 53.1
§$50 or more 42.1 39.5 71.6 58.4 57.9 60.9
Amount not available 5.7 5.2 9.7 6.7 5.7 12.0
Attempted larceny 7.9 7.6 11.9 10.1 10.7 7.8
Motor vehicle theft 12.6 12.1 19.1 25.1 249 28,0
Coupleted theft 8.2 7.9 12.3 14.8 14.3 18.3
Attempted theft 4.4 4.2 6.8 10.3 10.6 9.7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because
of rounding. Numbers in parentheseés refer

to households in the group.

AIncludes data on “other” races, not shown
separately,
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Table 32. Household crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates, by type of crime
and number of units in structure occupied by household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Other than
One® Two Three Four Five-Nine Ten or more housing units

Type of crime (59,514,000)  (6,094,000)  (1,664,000) (2,673,000 (4,001,000) (9,257,000} (752,000)
Burglary 81.5 103.9 111.3 128.2 110.9 88.1 144.5
Porctble entry 2847 38.1 50.9 43,6 39.9 28.0 25.9
Unlawful entry without force 34.8 42.6 41.2 41.0 38.8 3549 103.8
Attempted forcible entry 18.0 23.3 19.2 43.6 32.2 24.2 b14.8
Household larceny 118.9 146.0 134.9 162.2 139.4 93.8 143.4
Less than $50 57.8 69.9 56.9 75.8 69.7 41.8 89.6
$50 or more 46.6 57.5 62.0 66.9 54.3 39.6 48.9
Amount pot available 5.9 7.9 b4 .4 7.3 7.3 5.8 b0.0
Attempted larceny 8.6 10.8 11.6 12.2 8.1 6.6 b4,9
Motor vehicle theft 12.9 27.2 47.5 24.5 17.8 29.6 b14.9
Completed theft 8.6 17.3 25.8 13.1 9.4 16.2 bg.2
Attempted theft 4.3 9.9 21.7 11.4 8.4 13.5 bg,5

NOTE:; Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group;
excludes data on households whose number of units in
structure could not be ascertained.

3Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
stimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample
cases,is statistically unreliable.
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Table 33. Household crimes, 1981;

Victimization rates, by type of crime
and type of locality of residence

(Rate per 1,000 h holds)

All metropolitan areas

Outside
All Central central
areas [

{ties cities
Type of crime (84,095 .000)(25.032,0Q0)(32.263 ,000)

Burglary 87.9 119.9 79.7
Forcible entry 30.8 48,2 27.2
Unlawful entry

without force 36.6 40,3 34.3
Attempted forcible
entry 20.6 314 18.2

Houselold larceny 121.0 148.9 118.8

Completed larceny® 2.3 137.0 110.7
Less than $50 58.3 66.4 5646
$50 or more 48.0 63.7 47.8

Atteupted larceny 8.7 11.9 8.2

Motor vehicle theft 17.1 26.0 17.6
Completed theft 10.6 15.3 10.6
Atteapted thefr 8.5 10.6 7.0

NOTE: The population range categories shown under the
heading “Matropolitsn areas™ are based only on
the size of the central city and do not reflect
the population of the entire metropolitan areas,
Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
households in the group,

3Includes data, not shown separately, on larcenies
for vhich the value of logs was not ascertatned.

Metropolitan areas

- 500,000-999,999 1,000,000 or more
50‘000‘26962231@ 220,000 “9(9):::2“ 6u:slde R out:::f
central Central central Centra cen
ce::::l :.:::“1 ?::::::1 c::lu cities cities cities cities

el iles
(7,421,000) (9,387,000) (4

+992,000) (7,607,000)

Nonmetro-
politan
areas

(5,225,000) (7,578,000) (7,393,000) (7,672,000)(26,820,000)

113.9 70.2
V44,2 23.2
46.4 28,6
23.3 18.4
163.1 106.5
153.1 99.4
75.8 53,5
70.1 40.1
10.0 7.1
14.9 11.3
9.6 8.5
5.2 2.8

129.5
30.0

46,1

334
158.9
148.3

78.5

61.3

10.6

24.4

16.0

8.4

87.6 126.5
1.7 53.0
37.2 37.5
18.7 35.9
12644 166.4
119.3 152.7
61.0 7442
53.4 7.0

7.1 13.7
14.9 26.9

7.8 4.4

7. 12.5

734
23.5

32.2

17.5
111.9
103.3

52.7

44,0

8.6
20.4
1.3

9.1

114.9 90.0
4. 3t
32,1 40.6
35.1 8.1
115.5 133.3
102.1 123.2
434 59.7
53.8 55.5
13.4 10.1
37.6 25.3
21.2 154
16.3 9.8

68.0
18.8

35.9

13.3
97.6
91.3
52.8
3.5
6.3
8.3
6.1
2.1
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Table 34. Househald crimes, 1981: Table 36. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
7\
Victimization ra\‘s\s! by type of locality of residence, ; s Percent of victimizations involving strangers,
race of head of household, and type of crime : : e _ by sex and age of victims and type of crime
(Rate per 1,000 households) Robbery Assault
Area and racy Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft Crimes of With Without
: Sex and age violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple
All areas ‘
White (73,499,000) 82.7 . . : : .
Black (9,125,000) 133.6 Nt 2 Buth sexes 66.5 396 gi.t 4.2 o 6; 'Z; 2; 2 56 Z
Metropolitan areas 12-15 61.2 a31.6 78.3 68.8 82.0 5' o . 59.7
Central cities : 16-19 66.1 62.2 78.9 75.8 80.5 63.3 69.0 .
white (19,151,000) 111.6 146.8 25,0 ~ ; 20-24 69.3 57.7 81.5 83.4 80.9 66.9 75,7 61.6
Black (5,257,000) 156.1 157,55 30.4 ‘ 25-34 62.7 65.8 79.9 74.9 83.1 58.8 63.6 56.2
Outside central cities E b a 88.9 58.3 64.6 53.9
35-49 66.0 71.8 90.5 94 .4
iy 899'353633?) ) 73; je 7.3 : 50-64 76.1 ajg,) 97.3 97.6 97.2 64.4 J56-1 63.2
ac M h : k : . .
Nonmetropolt tan areas B 1607 33 65 and over B4.4 as5 .6 98.6 100.0 97.7 70.0 75.5 68
White (24,724,000) 67.5 7.7 . ’
Bluck (1,876,000) 1.6 978 o ! trale 2.3 %750 86.5 go.8 790 o e S
12-15 61.4 20.0 7549 66.5 79.3 56.9 58.1 56.
16~19 71.2 2100.0 83.7 84.6 83.3 68.1 70.2 66.7
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in *Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases 20-24 75.8 a100.0 83.7 89.0 82.0 73.9 78:1 70.7
the group. is statistically unrelisble. 25-34 72.9 2100.0 89.7 86.0 91.6 69,2 3.4 66.8
35-49 718 20.0 89.2 95.7 86.8 66.7 75.0 60.2
50-64 80.1 30.0 96.2 95.5 96.7 72.6 67.5 75.2
65 and over 82.8 20.0 100.0 2100.0 100.0 66.9 ag1.7 63.8
i 56.9 58.8 Bl.6 78.1 83.5 49,7 56.1 47.1
. ’ FET;-ITS 61.0 a3l.e 85.3 a73.8 90.8 59.1 68,5 56.7
Table 35. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 16-19 53.1 59.2 63.9 a37.5 72.7 49.8 64.7 42.8
20-24 56.9 55.5 76.7 a70.0 78.6 52.9 gz.g 21 .?
Number of victimizations and victimization rates 25-34 i Rads: P 5203 i Piat 447 45.2
for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime e 7 2791 9824 100.0 97.6 53.6 63.6 50.0
and victim-offender relationship 65 and over 86.0 a55.6 97.2 100.0 93.7 74.3 a70.2 75.8
(Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 and over)
8ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample
Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers cages, 1s statistically unreliable,
Type of crime Nusber Rate Number Rate
Crimes of viclence 4,376,000 23.5 2,206,000 11.8
Rape 106,000 0.6 71,000 0.4
Completed rape 25,000 0.1 26,000 0.1
Atteapted rape 82,000 0.4 46,000 0.2
Robbery 1,170,000 6.3 211,000 1.1 Table 37. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
Ro:hery u:h 1njury . 366,000 2.0 74,000 0.4
rom serious agsault 180,000 1.0 35,000 0.2 H H
Robbery wictom ol 185,000 10 39,000 0.2 < Percent of victimizations involving strangers,
obbery withour injury 804,000 43 137,000 . i ¢
Assault 3,100,000 16.6 1,924,000 o ! by sex and race of victims and type of crime
Aggravated assault 1,213,000 6.5 582,000 3.1 ;
With injury 334,000 1.8 256,000 1.4
51“;:”“4 ;lllult with weapon 879,000 4,7 326,000 1.8 g Robbery Assault
mple assault 1,887,000 10.1 1,341,000 7.2 i ; With Without
With injury 425,000 2. . ' Crimes of ! {mpl:
Attempted assault without weapon 1,462,000 7.3 gg'.ggg g.g . Sex and race violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of tounding. i B
°§‘Q$2‘“ 67.2 67.9 85.1 82.0 86.6 63.0 70 .g 2: g
Black 61.2 228.1 82.7 B4 4 81.8 51.2 54, .
Maélﬁir.e 72.5 a67.4 87.5 87.8 87.4 69.1 74,1 66.1
Black 69.1 a190.0 82.6 78.7 83.6 60.5 61.3 59.7
Female 59.1 48.2
4 57.9 68.0 80.9 73.6 85.1 51.2 .
‘J'Iici 5t.2 4.8 82.4 91.0 78.5 40.2 43.4 38.3
agstimate, based on about 1) or fewer sample
cases, is statistically unreliasble.
¢ i
44 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 « Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 45




»

e e

Table 40, Personal crimes of violence, 1981:

Table 38. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: . . )
X Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations,

Percent of victimizations involving strangers, . by type of crime and perceived sex of offender
by sex and marital status of victims
and type of crime

Perceived sex of offender

. T, £ crdl Not known and
Robbery Assgault ype oF crine Total Hale Female not available
Crimes of With Without i
Sex and marital status violence Rape Total infury tnjury Total AgyrHva ted Simple Grimss of violence (4,457,000) 100.0 88.9 10.6 0.5
; Rape (144,000) 100.0 98.9 01 oD
: Robbery (624 ,000) 100.0 93.6 5.8 .3-0
Both sexes : Robleey vith {njury (189,000) 100.0 941 asg -t
E o o
Never married 68.3 52.0 82.4 79.7 83.0 65.0 69.7 62.5 1 Assault {3.689,000)"1“’ (433,000 :gg.g ::7,; i 0.8
Married 70.6 60.0 92.9 97.1 91.3 65.5 72, 616 4 Aggravated amsault (1,220,000) 100.0 830 1o 0.5
Widowed 77.6 2100.0 96.8 96 .4 94.3 63.7 ) 67.9 60.8 if Stmple assault (2,469,000) 100.0 87.1 12.5 -3'2
Separated and divorced 49.5 744 7441 71.3 76.8 40,5 47.7 6.7 {g * .
B NOTE: Detail may not sdd to total shown be a
Male ¢ shown because Kstimate, based ¢n zerc or on abtut 10 £
Never married 71.9 2100.0 82.5 80.9 83.2 68.8 71.4 67.1 i TavantiSney atet of victinizattons stiowa sample cases, is statistically wrelicble.
Married 75.4 29,0 93.7 97.8 92.3 71.3 76.5 67.9
Widowed 67.9 49,0 91.3 a75.0 a100.0 a3p.1 apn.n ajs,7
Separated and divorced 64.5 49.0 89.7 95.1 86.8 50.4 Ht).4 5.9
Female
Never married 60.7 49.2 82.6 77.3 84.9 56.6 6.3 53,9
Married 61.2 61.3 91.4 95.3 8Y.7 52.6 60,0 4.1
Widowed 80.1 4100.0 97.2 100.0 94.1 68.0 63.9 70.4 |
Separated and divorced 39.9 76.1 62.6 567 67.5 29.8 3.6 28 .4
aggrimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample l
cases, is statistically unreliable.
; :
!
Table 39. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
Percent of victimizations involving strangers, i
by race and annual family income of victims i
and type of crime : i
Robbery Assault
Race and annual Crimes of With Without
family income violence Rape Total injury fnjury Total Appravated Simple
Table 41. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
All races® . .
L races” $3,000 665 63.8 8.1 524 2.3 60.1 5322 57.9 Percent distribution of single-otfender victimizations,
$3,000-$7,499 61.1 51.6 84.0 81.5 85.0 52.7 54.3 51,7 by type of crime and perceived age of offender
$7,500-5$9,999 60.3 bgo.9 80.3 80.0 80.5 54.4 65.4 43.9
$10,000~-$14,999 69.2 61.3 85.5 83.7 86.5 65.4 7442 59.9
$15,000-$24,999 67.7 64.7 86.5 83.0 88.1 63.5 66.7 bl.6
$25,000 and over 70.2 bs59 .4 88.2 83.1 90.6 66.7 76.7 62.3 Perceived age of offender
1220 21 and Not known and
White Type of crime Total Under 12 Total 12-14 15-17 18-20 over not available
Less than $3,000 71.8 bgg,4 88.9 89.1 83,5 66.7 74.3 62.5 - .
$3,000-$7,499 62.7 63.4 86.1 77.6 90.4 55.0 60.5 52.5
$7.500-59,999 58.8 b73.3 78.5 77.3 79.1 53.3 09.5 462 Griaee ‘(’f.,.Z‘S‘s"‘e (4,457,000) 100.0 0 294 4.3 11.8 13.3 67.9 2.3
$10,000-514,999 68.4 710 84.5 87.6 83.0 65.2 74.5 59.5 R“gie (822 ()) 100.0 0.0 18.1 a1.0 ag,0 39,0 80.1 a9
$15,000~$24,999 66.8 ,67-6 84,1 79.2 86.6 63.4 66.8 Bl.4 °Rob§>e'ry wit.:ho?\jury (189 ,000) igg-g :8-; g;g fz 14.0 17.6 60.5 4.8
25,000 and 71.0 51.7 88.9 86.3 90.3 67.8 76.6 639 - 8 ’ . . 13.2 . . as,
925,000 and over o Robbery without {njury (435,000)  100.0 2.3 375 36 143 196 s it
Black , . ‘ Assault (3,689,000) 100.0 0.6 28,9 4.6 11.6 127 - 26.6 1.9
Less than $3,000 51.7 b1g .6 81.9 b100.0 77.6 37.0 420 by .5 ‘S‘fg“i""‘e" assault (1,220,000) 100.0 20.4 25.3 3.7 9.3 12.2 1.8 2.5
$3,000-§7,499 55.8 b28.6 78.2 38.2 75.2 44,3 40.4 47.6 mple assault (2,469,000) 100.0 0.7 30.7 50 12.8 12.9 57,0 1.6
57,500-59 ,999 64.0 b%o.a 83.5 "balo 0 83.3 55.9 bsg .0 63,5
$10,000-514,999 68.5 0.0 84.9 70,6 91.8 61.6 71.2 53.5 .
$15:000_$24:999 74.8 b0.0 96.4 100.0 95.2 65.7 66.1 62.6 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. %Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases . -
$25,000 and over 55.4 b300.0 by4.4 bp.0 bgy.g 47.8 80.1 b33,3 Number of victimizations shown in parentheses. is statistically unreliable. ' (t
N <
3Tneludes data on "other” races, not shown separately.
bggtimate, based on zero or on about 19 or fewer sample ) v - A
cases, is statistically unreliable. .
! P
-]
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Table 42. Personal crimes of violence, 1281:-

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations,

by type of crime and perceived race of offender

Percaived race of offendar

Not known and

Typs of crime Total White Black Other not available
Crimes of violencd (4,457,000) 100.0 67.7 26,5 3.7 2.1
Rape (144,000) 100.0 54.4 37.5 26.1 2.0
Robbery (624,000) 100.0 39.5 51.5 6.0 3.0
Robbery with injury (189,000) 100.0 48.1 43.2 2.6 8.1
Robbery without injury (435,000) 100.0 35.% 35.1 65 22,5
Assault (3,689,000) 100.0 73.0 1.8 3.3 1.9
Aggravated assault (1,220,000) 100.0 67.2 2.3 4.6 1.9
Simpla mssault (2,469,000) 100.0 75.8 19.6 2.6 1.9

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding. Numbsr of victimizations showa in
parenthases.

Table 43. Personal crimes of vioience, 1981:

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations,

by type of crime, age of viclims,
and perceived age of offendcr

Sstinste, basad on aboitt 10 or fewer sample
casas, is statistically unrelisble,

Perceived age of offender

Type of crime 12-20 21 and Noz known and
and age of victims Total Under 12 Total 12-14 15-17 18-20 over not available
Crimes of violence?
12-19 (t,233,000) 100.0 b1.1 61,9 12.2 30.3 19.3 35.4 1.7
20-34 (2,255,000) 100.0 bg.1 16.6 1.1 4.3 11.2 81.2 2.0
35-49 (608,000) 100.0 59,5 18.6 bg .9 6.9 10.8 78.9 b2.0
50-64 (245,000) 100.0 bo.7 15.9 b3.0 4.1 8.8 77.9 bs.s
65 and over (117,000) 100.0 br.1 17.0 52,5 3.5 b0 74.6 b7.3
Robbery
12-19 (156,000) 100.0 bg,0 59.7 bg.8 29.5 21.4 38.5 by.8
20-34 (271,000) 100.0 bp .0 24.8 br.1 9.1 14.6 70.8 b4 .4
35-49 (92,000) 100.0 b.0 30.2 by.0 b10,1 20.0 =466 .8 b3 .0
50-64 (53,000) 100.0 bo.o 3.5 . bp.0 bg.1 b1s.4 W 64.3 bi2.2
65 and over (51,000) 100.0 2.6 byg.3 b 55,6 b20.0 ' 57.8 bi1.4
Amssult ;
12-19 (1,034,000) 100.0 b3 63.8 13.1 1.2 19.6 ' 331 1.8
20-34 (1,902,000) 100.0 bg.2 15.2 1.1 3.5 10.6 i 82.9 1.7
35-49 (503,000) 100.0 b6 17.0 “ b1 6.5 9.4 7 80.8 b1 .6
50-64 (184,000) 100.0 by,9 14.2 %.0 b3, | b7.1 81.0 b3.9
65 and over (65,000) 100.0 b9.0 bg.7 LI b0 b4 .3 87.2 bs 2

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

Number of victimizations shown in parentheses.
81ncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
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bEn‘iiuﬁe, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases,

is sfatistically unreliable.

Table 44. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:

by type of crime, race of victims,
and perceived race of offender

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations, ipis

Type of crime

Perceived race of offender

Not known and

and race of victims ‘Total White Black Other not available
Crimes of violence
Whice (3,740,000) 100.0 77.0 17.1 3.7 2.2
Black (635,000} 100.0 144 81.9 2.8 21,0
Rape :
White (116,000) 100.0 65.9 1 24,0 a7.6 2.4
Black (24,000) 100.0 a0 4 100.0 5.0 23.0
Robbery
White (467,000) 100.0 48.2 43.2 5.6 3.4
Black (144,000) 100.0 14.1 79.0 45,5 21,4
Robbery with injury . o
White (148,000) 100.0 56.3 33.9 . 35.9 23.8
Black (1+¢,000) 100.0 21y.7 75.0 4.0 as.3
Robbery without injulry
White (319,000) 100.0 46,4 47.4 5.4 a2.8
Black (106,000) 100.0 aj2.1 80.4 az.5 20.0
Assault
White (3,156,000) 100.0 8L.7 13.0 3.2 2.0
Black (467,000) 4.0 15.2 81.8 2.1 0.9
Aggravated assault
White (979,000) 100.0 79.3 13.9 4.6 2.2
Black (221,000) 130.0 13.4 81.5 84,4 29.7
Simple assault .
white (2,178,000) 100.0 82.8 12.6 s ’ 2.0
Black (246,000) 100.0 16.8 82.2 2.0 2,0

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding. Nunter of victimizations shown in
parentheses,

Table 45. Psrsonal crimes of violence, 1981:

agstimate, based orn zero or on about 10 or fewer
gample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations,
by type of crime and perceived sex of offenders

Perceived sex of offenders
Male and  Not known and

Type of crime Total All male All female female not available
Crimes of violence (1,998,000) 100.0 8.9 6.0 10.7 1.4
Rape (33,000) 100.0 90.1 20.0 49.9 20,0
Robbery (738,000) 100.0 89.2 2.7 6.9 al.2
Robbery with injury (239,000) 100.0 89.7 a3.g .2 a.2
Robbary without injury (499,000} 100.0 88.9 32,2 8.3 2.7
Aasault (1,227,000) 100.0 716.8 8.3 13.2 L&
Aggravated asaault (516,000) 100.0 80.2 33.9 14.4 216
Simple assault (711,000) 100.0 4.6 11.3 12.5 .7

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of
rounding, Number of victimizations shown in
paruntheses.

8ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
sanmple cases, is stacistlcally unreliable,
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. K ; Table 48. Personal r.fimes of violence, 1981:
& . Table 46, Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
i o - Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, -
] Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
by type of crime and perceived age of cffenders and perceived age of offenders
K Perceived age of offenders
ALl AlL All 21 Mixed Not known and Perceived age of offenders
Type of crime Total under 12 12~20 and over ages not available | Type of crime All ] All All 21 Mixed Not known and
and age of victims Total under {2 12-20 and over ages not available
Crimes of violence (1,998,000) 100.0 9.3 42,2 31.0 23.3 3.2
Rape (33,000) 100.0 29.0 a3p.7 609 ay.s ag,0 Crimes of vislence?
Rogebery ¢738,000) 100.0 20,0 4k, 30.6 24.5 3.8 12-19 (685,000) 100.0 :0-4 67.7 12.0 18,0 bl.9
Robbery with injury (23%,000) 100.0 33.0 36.8 27.4 27.4 8.4 ’ 29—3-‘0 (826,000) 100.0 bg.lo 2:’).6 42.0 29,0 b}.()
Robbery without injury (499,000) 100.0 3.9 43.2 32.2 23.1 aj.s ' gr:‘a §f7“'°33§ 130.0 (0.0 31.2 31:.; 1226 P54
Assault {1,227,000) 100.0 20,5 43.2 30.4 .23.0 3.0 v 6(5}- f:d 3,0(7 000) :Ug.g b0.0 25.3 &I. 22.3 hﬁ-J
Aggravated assault (516,000) 10G.0 0.0 39.2 32.4 25.2 3.2 : and over (71, . 0.0 1. 31.9 . 3.8
Simple assault (711,000) 100.0 29.9 46,1 28.9 21.3 2.8 Ro!;:g (213,000) 100.0 b.0 6o 9.6 19.0 ba.s
. o . . . o .
20-34 (275,000) 100.0 gg.o 28.4 37.0 312 :3.4
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because 8ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer 35-49 (107,000) 100.0 Kl 30.0 42.3 23,3 buh
of roundtiz. Number of victimizations shown sample case;, is statistically unreliable. H 50-64 (97,000) 100.0 E0.0 29.6 41.2 b22.2 :7.0
in parentheses. Asgg a;:d over (46,000) 100.0 0.0 39.6 40,9 16.7 2.9
i it
12-19 (454,000} 100.0 bo.7 68.5 1.3 18.0 br,s
20-34 (538,000) 100.0 bg.6 24.2 44,0 28.3 2.9
35-49 (135,000) 100.0 by,0 34.6 35.3 24.0 bg.1
: 50-64 (76,000) 100.0 bg.0 L 42.8 43,0 bg.7 bs.s
65 and over (24,000) 100.0 b0.0 b4t ,0 bip.7 b36.4 bs.0
Table 47. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: ' NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because aIncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
i of rounding., Number of victimizaltions shown t’l-:stimnte, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, ¢ | Lo parentheses. savple cases, s statistically unreliable.
by type of crime and perceived race of offenders i
i
Perceived race of offenders |
All ALl All Mixed Not known and
Type of crime Total white black other races not available E Table 49. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
Crimes of violence (1,998,000 100.0 ot 36.7 a7 66 28 i Percent distribution of multipie-offender victimizations,
Rape (33,000) 100.0 34.3 47.1 9.3 9.3 0.0 . b f -m f A ti
Robbery (738,000) 100.0 27.3 58.3 aa 7 6.7 as.o : y(:ype (o] ic"d e, racef O"Vch ms,
Robbery with fnjury (239,000} 100.0 3141 56.4 1.2 7.1 4.2 { an erceived race of offen r!
Robbery without injury (;099,000) 100.0 25.5 59.2 6.4 6.5 az.4 i p ers
Assault (1,227,000) 100.0 62.6 234 4.5 6.5 3.0 *
Aggravated assault (516,000) 100.0 64.1 21.9 5.9 6.5 21.6 .
Simple assault (711,000) 100.0 61.6 24.5 3.6 6.4 3.9 § Perceived race of offenders
- i Type of crime and All All All Mixed Not known and
D race of victims Total white black other races not avaflable
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because agstimate, baspd on zero or on about 10 or fewer .
of rounding., Number of victimizations shown saaple cases, is: statistically unreliable, :
in parentheses. Crimes of violence® -
White (1,559,000) 100.0 59.1 265 4.7 0.3 2.9
Black {375 ,000) 100.0 11.1 8.4 by 4 5.7 b5
Robbery
: White (5]2,000; 100.0 37.3 B4 4.1 7ol 3.1
B : ‘ : Black {200,000 100.0 b9 85.0 b4 4 b5,3 ba.4
Assault
white (1,023,000) 1000 70.4 15.3 4,8 6.6 2.8
Black (167,000) 100.0 21.3 70.3 b0.0 bs.7 b2.8
NOTE: Detail may not add to- total shown because 81ncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
f of rounding., Number of victimizatiops shown stimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
4 in parentheaes. . sample cases, is statistically unreliable,.
i
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Table 50. Personal crimes, 1981:

Number of incidents and victimizations
and ratio of incidents to victimizations,
by type of crime

Sy e

wvar

Type of crime Incidents Victimizations Ratio
Crimes of violence 5,623,000 6,582,000 1:1.17
Rape 167,000 B 178,000 1:1.07
Completed rape 49,000 : 51,000 1:1.05
Attenmpted rape 118,000 126,000 1:1.07
Robbery 1,201,000 1,381,000 - 1:1.15
Robbery with injury 397,000 440,000 R 3 9N
From serious assault 185,000 .+ 215,000 LN 1:1.16

From minor assault 213,000 * 225,000 131,06
Robbery without injury 804 ,000 941,000 1:1.17
Assault 4,255,000 5,024,000 1:1.18
Aggravated assault 1,445,000 1,796,000 1:1.24
With injury . 483,000 591,000 1:1.22
Attempted assault with weapon - 962,000 1,205,000 1:1.25
Simple assault 2,810,000 3,228,000 1:1.15
With tafury 737,000 843,000 1:1.14
Attempted assault without weapon 2,074,000 2,385,000 1:1.15
Crimes of theft 15,655,000 15,863,000 1:1.01
Pergonal larceny with contact 589,000 605,000 1:1.03
Purse snatching 186,000 195,000 1:1.05
Complated purse anatching 139,000 146,000 1:1.,05
Attempted purse snatching 47,000 49 ,000 1:1.05
Pocket picking 403,000 410,000 1:1,02
Personal larceny without contact 15,066,000 15,258,000 ) 1:1.01

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

Table 51. Personai crimes of violence, 1981:

Percent distribution of incidents,
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime,
and number of victims

Number of victims

Four or
Helationship and type of crime Total Gne Two Three more
A1l incidents
Crimes of violence 100.0 88.5 9.0 1.5 1.1
Rape 100.0 94.9 2.5 0.3 0.4
Robbery 100.0 91.3 7.4 2.7 5.5
Roblery with tnjury 100.0 94.2 5.3 0.1 0.4
Robbery without injury 100.0 89.9. 8.4 1.0 2.6
Assault 100.0 87.4 9.6 1.8 1.3
Aggravated agssult 100.0 83.8 11.8 2.5 1.9
Simple asssult 100.0 89.2 8.4 1.4 0.9
Involving strangers
Crimes of violence 100.0 87.3 9.6 1.8 1.3
Rape 100.0 93.7 2.0 .0 .3
Robbery 100.0 91.0 7.6 0.9 .5
Robbery with injury 100.0 93.9 5.6 0.2 2.3
Robbery without injury 100,0 89.6 8.5 1.2 .6
Assault 100.0 85.6 10,5 2.2 B T 4
Aggravared assault 100,0 81.0 13.4 3.2 2.4
Simple assault 100.0 88.3 8.8 1,7 1.2
Iuvolving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 100.0 90 .6 7.8 1.0 20,7
Rape 100.0 96.5 2,2 « 89,7 0,5
Oabbery 100.0 92.9 6.4 0.0 4.7
Robbery with injury 100.0 95.2 3.7 %0.0 %1.0
Robbery without injury 100.0 91.6 7.9 - 3.0 0.5
Assault 100.0 90.1 8.1 1.1 5,7
Aggravated sssault 100.0 89.0 8.7 1.3 ;.0
Simple assault 100.0 90.5 7.9 2.0 0.5

NOTE: Detail msy not add to total shown because

AEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer

of rounding. gample cases, is statistically unreliable.

52 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 981

—_—
————

SN

o arees

MR

b e

Table 52. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:

Number and percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

All {ncidents Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers

Type of crime Number Percent Nusber Percent Nusber Percent
Crimes of violence 5,623,000 100.0 3,660,000 65.1 1,963,000 34.9
Rape 167,000 100.0 99,000 59.3 68,000 40.7
Robbery 1,201,000 100.0 1,007,000 83.9 194,000 16.1
Robbery with injury 397,000 100.0 328,000 82.5 70,000 17.5
From serious assault 185,000 100.0 153,000 83.0 31,000 17.0
Prom mafnor assault 213,000 100.0 174,000 8.0 38,000 18.0
Robbery without injury 804,000 100.0 680,000 84.6 124,000 15.4
Assault 4,255,000 100.0 2,554,000 60.0 1,701,000 40.0
Aggravated assault 1,445,000 100.0 941,000 65.1 504,000 34.9
With injury 483,000 100.0 257,000 53.2 226,000 46.8
Atteapted asasult with weapon 962,000 100.0 684,000 1.1 278,000 8.9
Simple assault 2,810,000 100.0 1,613,000 57.4 1,197,000 42.6
wWith injury 737,000 100.0 32,000 49.2 374,000 50.8
Attempted assault without weapon 2,074,000 100.0 1,231,000 50,3 823,000 39.7

NOTE: Detail may riot add to total shown becsuse of rounding.

Table 53. Personal and household crimes, 1981:

Percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and time of occurrence

Daytime Nighttime Not known
6 a.m.~ 6 pem,- Midnight~ Not and not

Type of ctime Total 6 panm. Total Midnight 6 awm. known  available
All personal crimes 100,0 47.5 40,7 24.0 (1983 546 11.8
Crimes of violence 100.0 47.7 S1.9 36.8 14,9 a0.2 0.4
Rape 100.0 41.0 58.2 35.0 23.3 .0 2.8
Robbery 100.0 4347 35.2 3%.7 15.8 0.4 0.4
Robbery wirh injury 100,0 37.0 62.8 44.9 17.2 4.4 43,5
From serious assault 100.0 32.1 66.8 4445 2145 30.8 a1.1
From mingr assault 100.0 41.3 58,7 45.2 13.5 4.0 20,0
Robbery wicheut tnjury 100.0 47.0 52,6 37.1 15.1 20,4 3.4
Assault 100.0 49.1 50.6 36.0 4.3 4.2 0.4
Aggravated assault 100.0 46.2 53.5 37.3 16.0 29,2 80,4
With injury 100.0 43.0 56:¢ 38.2 18.1 %0.3 20,4
Attempted assault with weapon 100.0 47.7 51.9 36.8 1449 9.2 ‘30,4
Simple assault 100.0 $0.6 49,1 5.4 13.5 4.2 aa. .4
with injury 100.0 45,1 54,4 3844 17.6 .4 .4
Artempted ussault without weapon 100.0 52.5 47.2 35.1 12.0 .1 .3
Crimes of theft 1000 47.2 36,7 19.3 9.7 7.6 16,1
Perssnal lavceny with contact 100.0 62.0 36.4 2449 10.5 1.0 .8
Purse snatching 100.0 64.8 35.2 3.3 a3l 0.8 0.0
Pocket picking wn.o 60.8 36.9 21.9 13.9 .1 2z2.3
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 46.7 36.7 19.1 9.7 7.9 16.7
All household crimes 100.0 26.7 45.0 14.6 17.1 13.3 28.3
Burglary 100,0 39 34.6 16.6 11.3 6.7 0.5
Forcible entry 100.0 * 4044 37.4 19.9 10.9 626 22.2
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 33.9 29.6 13.8 9.3 6.8 36.5
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 .4 39.6 17.2 15,5 6.9 32,0
Household larceny 100.0 20.9 50.1 12.0 19.7 18.3 29.1
Less than $50 100.0 20.6 46.5 10.5 16.7 19.3 33.0
$50 or more i 100.0 22,1 52.0 13.0 21.6 17.3 25.9
Amount not availijble 100.0 26.8 7 8.4 10.5 14,7 39.5
Attenpted larceny 100.0 12.0 74.9 19.0 36.5 19.4 13.1
Motor vehicle theft 100,0 26,1 62.2 22.2 28,0 11.9 11.7
Completed theft 100.0 3t 59.0 * 24,1 25.2 9.7 9.9
Attempted theft 100.0 18.1 67.3 19.1 32,6 1546 14.6

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown Lecauie

MEetimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer

of rounding. sauple cases, is statistically uirelfable.
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: Table 54. Personal robbery and assault ; Table 57. Personal robbery and assault
.f by armed or unarmed offenders, 1981: : by armed or unarmed offenders, 1981:
Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime
and offender and time of occurrence and offender and place of occurrence
Daytime Nighttime Not known On street
6 a.m,- 6 peme- Midnight- Not and not or in park,
Type of crime and of fender Total 6 pom. Total Nidnight 6 a.m. known  available playground,
Ingide Near Inaide now~ schoolg;zund, o
own residential Inside and parking se~
Robbery Type of crime hon h building achool  lot vhere
By armed of fanders 100.0 37.9 61.8 42.3 18.9 40,6 33,4 and offender Total home ome
By unarmed of fenders 100.0 48,2 50.8 37.4 13,1 4.2 0.5
Assault ' : Robbery a 6.4
i o o 1.4 7.7 0.9 58.0 .
By armed of fenders 100.0 464 53.2 37.8 15.2 29,2 2.4 By ““'“d;“‘;'f'df,;’“ ’183 9 ‘3,3 12.3 8.8 4.l 57.3 8.8
By unarmed offenders 100.0  50.3 49.3 35.2 139 0.2 0.3 By unarmed offende *
Assault
‘ . 144 3.2 46.0 13.5
NOTE: Detail way not add to total shown because 2Eatimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, . By armed offe;de:a igg'g ig'g iﬁ_g 17.8 7.0 371.7 14.6
of rounding. 1s statistically unreliable. By wnarmed offenders . : ’
H t add to total shown because 8ggtimate, based on about 10 or fewer samsple cases,
noTE g;t:ﬁm::yux‘w ° * is atatiatl::ally tnreliable,
Table 55. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
Percent distribution of incidents, Table 58. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, T .
dt f Percent distribution of incidents,
anda time of occurrence AP " . f cri
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime,
and place of occurrence
Nighttine Not known
5 pPeity- Midnight- Not and not
Relationship and typs of crime Total Midaight 6 a.m, known available t On street
1 or in park,
i playground,
Involving strangers . ! Inside Near Inside non- schoolground,

Crimes of violence 100.0 45.4 S54.1 8.4 15.4 89,3 0.5 . i Relationship and own own residential  Inside and parking Else~
Rape 100.0 39.3 59.4 39.5 19.1 0.0 1.4 : type of crime Total home home building school lot where
Robbery 100.0 42.9 56.7 40.0 16.2 .5 .4 : ,

Assault 100.0 46.6 52.9 12 15.0 %,2 2.3 : {
H 1vi trangers
Iavolving nonstrangers ! j I rines of violence 100.0 5.6 10.2 16.4 34 54.5 _ 9.9

Crimes of violence 100.0 52.0 47.8 33.8 13.9 20,2 4.2 ) : : Rape 100.0 2i4.1 23,0 ] 5.0 58.0 =1a.0
Rape 100.0 43.4 56.6 28.4 28,2 .0 .0 - : Robbery 100.0 8.3 11.5 9.4 31,2 63.3 6.3
Robbery 100.0 477 514 37.9 13.5 .0 .9 \ : Assault 100.0 4.2 9.6 19.6 43 51.0 11.2
Asssult 100.0 32.8 47.0 335 13.4 9,2 .2

Involving nonstrangers ‘

Crimes of violence 100.0 24.2 13.4 11.1 3.0 a24.3 18.9

MOTE: Detail mey not add to total abhowm because Sgstimate, based 08 zero or on about 10 or fewer Rape 100.0 44,4 84,4 25.0 2.2 12.7 1_10-3

of rounding. sampls cases, is statistically unrelfasble. Robbety 160.0 30.4 13.8 Sz 10.2 279 15.2

. Assault 100.0 22,7 13.8 12.3 8.0 24,4 18.8

H be 8zgtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
noTe: g:t::{\n:‘;zg‘.wt add fo total shoun becauns sample cnse;, is statistically unreliable.
Table 56. Selected personal and household crimes, 1981:

Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime |
and place of occurrence ?
“ ;
On street :
ar in park, i
playground,
Inside Near Inside non- schoolground, §
own own residential Inside and parking Else~ i
Type of crime Total home home butlding school  lot where H
!
3
Crimes of violence 100.0 12,1 11.4 14.5 5.0 44.0 13.1 !

Rape 100,0 26.4 9.5 2.2 0.9 38.4 20.6 !

Robbery 100.0 119 11.9 8.3 2.6 57.6 7.7 H
Robbery with injury 100.0 12:4 11.1 6.5 3.1 57.3 9.6 !

Robbery without injury 100.0 117 12.3 9.2 2.4 57.8 6.7

Assault 100.0 11.6 11.3 16.7 5.8 40.4 14.3 - ¥
Aggravated asssult 100.0 9.9 12.7 15.0 3.5 4544 13.6
Simple assault 100.0 12.4 10.6 17.6 7.0 7.8 14.6

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 a1.8 3.7 40.9 4.4 40.0 9.1 '
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 1.2 38.4 3.9 %0.0 49.0 1.6
Comp leted 100.0 a1.5 35.6 4.4 4.0 49 .6 8.9 .
Attempted 100.0 4.5 43.1 3.0 2.0 48.0 5.3 - i
- / i
NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because 4gatimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer v
of rounding. sanple cases, iv statistically unreliable. }
i
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i Table 59. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: Table 62. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
Percent distribution between stranger and nonstranger Percent distribution of incidents,
incidents within place of occurrence, by type of crime by victim-offender relationship, type of crime,
and number of offenders
' ; On street
or in park
Insid Ni 1de plgsioundr:\d ::gur g:; n‘u;:"n
nside ear ins roa- schoolgrou Relationship and ¢t of crime Total [
Type of crime and own own residential Inside and parking ’ Else- P ype ° ne Two Three more available
victim-offender relationship home home building school lot where
All incidents
Crimes of violence 100.0 69.6 . . . .
Crimes of violence 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 Rape 10070 o3 132 s 2 s
Stranger 30.0 58,7 73.3 43.7 80.7 49.6 Robbery 100.0 46.3 276 132 99 20
Nonstranger 70.0 41,3 26.7 5643 19.3 50.4 i Robbery with injury ' 100.0 4404 24,5 15.8 11.5 3.8
Rape 100.0 100.0 2100,0 2100.0 100.0 100.0 . Robbery without injury 100.0 47.2 29.1 1.9 9.2 2.6
Stranger 231.6 ag1,2 21,6 2.0 86.6 2,0.3 : Assault 100.0 75.6 10.5 4.9 5.8 3.2
Nonstranger 68.4 a18.8 258.4 2100.0 13.4 59.7 ; Aggravated asgault 100.0 70.5 12.1 6.0 6.9 4,5
Robbery 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 . Simple agsault 100.0 78.2 9.7 [ 5.2 2.5
Stranger 58.8 81.2 95.2 a37.4 92.2 68.2 ! .
Nonstranger 41.2 18.8 3.8 62.6 7.8 31.8 Iavolving atrangers
Assault 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 Crizes of violence 100.0 61,7 17.3 8.8 7.9 4
stranger 21.5 51.3 70.5 44.8 75.9 47.3 Rape 100.0 79.8 a3.5 5.2 a4 2.0
Nongtranger 78.5 48.7 29.5 55.2 2441 52.7 Robbery 100.0 42.0 29.7 14.8 100 3:6
Rob:ry with infury 100.0 37.4 27.2 18.7 12:1 4.6
Robbery without & 0. « o B o
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because 3ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer Assault y e ruey igo.g 2;.; :l‘g-z lg g ? g 2'3
of rounding. sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ] Aggravatsd assault 100.0 64.0 14.3 6..9 8:3 6.6
Simple assault 100.0 71.5 11.6 6.4 6.7 3.8
H Involving nonstrangers
’ Crimes of violance 100.0 84.3 8.4 2,7 4.0 80,6
Rape 100.0 89.3 33,7 30,0 a1.0 2.0
Ro:b:g 100.0 68.9 17.0 3.7 9.5 20.0
: . obbery with in, 100.0 . aj2, az, ag, o
Table 60. Larcenies not involving ; Robbery 1th j:f.y e o s ¥ ol
y without injury 100.0 64.3 19.7 26,2 29,9 .0
victim-offender contact, 1981: , : Assault 100.0 85.8 7.4 2.5 3.5 29,7
E . A,ggr;vn:ed assault 100.0 82.8 8.1 4.3 4.2 2.7
o Y » . . . H Simple assault 100.0 87.1 7. o . .
Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime ! 1.8 3.2 0.7
|
and place of occurrence k
g NOTE: ' Detail may not add to total shown becauase AEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
i of rounding. sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
i
Type of crime Percent Percent ;J
and place of occurrence within type ot total §
Total 100.0 s
Household larceny 190.0 40.3 i Table 63. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
Inside own home 13.6 5.3
Near own home 86.4 34.8 . . .
: ; | tacemiy without coAtalt 10026 5.7 { Percent of incidents in which offenders used weapons,
El ersona. arceny W ut contac 0 . : » - » M
; Inside noncesidential building 18.7 101 _ i | by type of crime and victim-offender relationship
. Inside school 17.1 10.2
On street or in park, playground,
schoolground, and parking lot 46.3 27.h R
Elsewhere 8.0 10.7 — e o A1l Invelvin, Involving
» Typ& of crime incidents strangers nonstrangers
NOTE: Detail may not add to toral shown because of rounding, : ] . _
.++ Repregents not applicable. I Crimes of violence 34,7 38.7 27.2
’ Rape 23,1 30.5 b12.3
Roblery 46.3 48,7 33.8
Robbery with injury 3.3 38.4 3.9
Robbery without injury 50.2 53.6 3.4
Assaule® .9 35,2 27.1
Aggravated assault 94.0 95.4 9).3
1
i
Table 61. Larcenies not anOlV.ng ] : 8Includes data on simple. assault, which by defint- bEetimate, bised on about 10 or fewer sample cases,
victim-offender contact, 1981: ; 5 tion does not involve thy use of a weapon. in statistically unreliable,
Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime, ;
place of occurrence, and value of theft loss
: Type of crime and Less than $50 or Asount not Attempted
place of occurrence $50 more available larceny
i .
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Household larceny 40.9 40.0 51.5 43,7
Inside own home 4.6 6.9 7.3 3.4 v
Near own home 36.3 33.2 4.2 40,2
Personal larceny without contact 59.1 60.0 48,5 56.3
Inside residential building 11.4 12,0 12.2 8,2
Inside school 17,0 3.4 6.1 2.5
On street or in park, playground,
schoolground, and parking lot 21.7 3147 19,2 8.7
Elsevwhere 9.0 12.9 10.9 5.9
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
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Table 64. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: :
) .
4 Table 66. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
i Percent distribution of types of weapons used f Ca b i . ;
‘, in incidents by armed offenders, by victim-offender Percent of victimizations in which victims took self-protective
| relationship, type of crime, and-type of weapon measures, by characteristics of victims and type of crime
f
1 Robbery Assault
Relationship and type of crime by Type Crimes of With Without Aggra-
otal Firearn Knife Other unknown Characteristic violence Rape Total tnjury injury Total vated Simple
All incidents
Crimes of violence 100. Sex
Rape 1009 a2)e6 31.8 34.8 3.8 Hale 75.3 £100.0 59.9 75,8 53.1 79.5 80.4 78.9
Robbery . 27.4 60.0 33,9 83,6 FPemale 76.0 89.2 68.1 81.0 61.0 77.0 71.9 79.1 .
Robbery with injury e 361 41.1 1807 4.0 )
Robbery without injury 100.0 4%2 0.4 33.7 3.5 Race
Aggravated assault 100.0 26.8 ;713 12.8 4.2 White 76.8 88.2 66.0 7.6 60.0 78.0 79.0 78.9
:tl;h Lnj:ry 100.0 1202 e :f-g gg Black 69.7 94.2 54.9 77.6 47.0 7644 72,7 79.6
ewpted assault with weapon 100.0 33.0 8.7 34,8 s Axe
Involving strangers 12-19 78.2 97.8 69.5 87.1 §1.9 79.5 78.4 80.1
Crimes of violemce 100.0 3 : 20-34 77.1 83.5 61.9 79.7 53.4 80.3 80,0 80.4
Rape 100.0 ated 3L.9 32.8 3.4 | 35-49 1.7 #100.0 63.9 77.0 58,7 73.5 72.5 74,2
Robbery 1000 g;’g 64.7 .9 6.6 50-64 69.9 £100.0 63.3 75.0 5641 72.8 716 3.4
Aggravated assault X * 42.1 16.9 3.3 65 and over 56.0 845.4 41,1 45.0 39,2 72.2 76.5 71.0
100.0 28.8 24,9 43,0 3.3
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 100.0 23 Sggtiaate, based on about 10 or fewer mample cases,
Rape 1004 3 1.6 39.9 5.1 is statistically wrelisble.
Robbery e P 1.8 0.0 6.5
Aggravated assault 100,0 23.1 g:'i’ 2?-2 32-5
. . . .2
NOTE: ?zi:dii-n:ﬂy 505 add to total shown because of as discussed under “Use of weapons,"
. sone respondents gave more 8gstimate, based on 5
than one answer, weapons outrumbered incidents, fewer aamplé cues.oisz:::t::tio.:aﬁ;u:ngl;:ble. ?
Table 67. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed
by victims, by type of measure and type of crime
Table 65. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
+ ae s . . . . re ; Robbary Assault
Percent of victimizations in which victims took self-protective ; Crims of Py Laioout .l
measures, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship Self~procective measure violence Rape Total injury {njury Total vated Simple
Total 1000 100,0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.,0 100.0
ALL :
Type of crime victintzaci oy Involving ; Used or brandished firssrm
TRt serangers nonstrangers i or kotte 1.9 8.0 2.4 821 2.7 1.9 3.3 1.0
Used physical foroe or other
cr::: of viotence 5.5 74.5 7.8 , waspon 25.8 25.1 315 37.3 27.2 24.5 2.3 25.2
89,7 . ‘ Tried to get help or frightef
"°::2’r with € 62.9 23.3 333 : omuu' ’ 18.1 2.9 24.2 28.0 21.5 16.0 15.9 16,1
Pro-y s njury 77.9 76.3 BS.B Tirestaned or reasoned with
serfous assault 77.2 6.3 . offandar 19.6 21.9 15.0 10.5 18,3 20.6 17.8 22.2
Ro::- N rhoseule 78.6 76:3 :;.g : Monviolent resistance, including
range ) TEROUE dndury 55.9 s3.1 7202 ‘ evasion 30.6 19.0 233 19.5 26.1 32.9 34.6 319
ra o . a
Ms:“_ud ssolc ;;...9. 7.4 ;;3 ‘ Other 4.0 3.1 3.6 2.7 4,2 4,1 5. 3.5
With tnjury 76.2 . 9 ;
. 78. :
st:‘;“l’ted l{l;h e apon 78.3 79.:11 ;;': . #07E: Detall may not add to total shown because discussed under "victim self-protection.”
Hrt: !..".u ¢ 9.0 79.7 78.0 ; of rounding. B some respondent ytinate, based on about 10 or fewer sample
Atte :ﬂ'&m 82.7 Bl1.7 53.7 ! gave more than ons aunswer, self-protective cases, is atatistically unreliable.
- ut wespon 77.6 79.1 15.3 ; measures outnusbered victimizations, as
;
f
Table 68. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed
; by victims, by selected characteristics of victims
! Sex Race
Self~protective measure Both sexes Male Female White Black
. ’ .
{ Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
f { Used or brandished firearm or knife 1.9 2.5 1.1 1.8 2.2
H Used physical force or other weapon 25.8 .6 17.3 25.7 27.0
i Tried to get help or frighten offender 18,1 11.1 28.5 17.4 21.7
’ Threatened or reasoned with of fender 19.6 21,0 17.6 2042 16,2
i Nonviolent reaistance, including evasion 30,6 29.2 325 30.8 29.3
i i Other 4.0 46 3,0 4.1 3.6
4
. NOTE: Detail may nof add to total shown becsuse of rounding.
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Table 69. Personal robbery and assauit, 1981:

Percent of victimizations in which victims sustained physical

injury, by selected characteristics of victims and type of.crime -

t

Robbery
Characteristic and asaault Robbery Asesult
>
Sex ;
Both sexes 29.3 31.9 28.5
Hale 28,2 29.9 27.7
Fenale 31.2 35,2 30.0
Age
12215 32,4 27.8 33.6
16-19 31.2 32.3 30.9
20-24 29.0 24.6 30.0
25~34 29.3 38.9 27.2
35-49 25.8 28,6 25,0
50-64 29.3 37.8 24.6
65 and aver 21.9 34,0 8.9
Race
Whites 29.3 34,1 28,2
Black 28,7 25.9 30.2
Victim-of fender relationship
Strangers 26.3 31.3 24,5
Nonagtrangers 35.0 35.1 35.0
Income
Less than $3,000 32.0 34.1 3.3
$3,000-$7,499 32.6 30.3 33.5
$7,500-§9,999 33.2 "33.5. 3.1 .
$10,000-§14,999 30.2 33.8 29.3
$15,000-524,999 286 T '30.9 28.1
$25,000 and over 24.7 315 234
Not available 28.2 31.6 : 26.9
Table 70. Personal crimes of viclence, 1981:
Percent of victimizations in which victims incurred medical
expenses, by selected characteristics of victims
and type of crime
Crimes of
Characturistic violance® Robhary Assault
Race
All racesb 6.4 6.5 6.0
White 6.1 6.8 5.7
Black 7.5 b,3 8.8
Victim-offender relationship
Strangers 5.8 6.3 5.5
Nonstrangers 7.4 7.1 6.8

NOTE: Data {nclude only those victimizations in Sincludes data on rape, not shown separately.

which victiss knev with certainty that medical
expenses were incurred and also knew, or were
able to estimste, the amount of such expenses.

bIncludes data on “other™ races, not shown
separately.
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Table 71. Personal robbary and assauit, 1981:

Percent of victimizations in which injured victims
incurred medical expenses, by selected characteristics
of victims and type of crime

Robbery :
Characterintle and assault Rohbery Assault
Race
All racen® 20.9 20.3 21,1
White 2044 19.8 20,2
Black 25.1 815.5 29.1
Victim-of fender relativnship
Strangers 21.9 20.2 22,7
Nonstrangers 19.6 20.9 19.4

NOTE:

Data tnclude only those victimizations
tn which victima knew with certataty
that medical expenden were facurred

and also knew, or were able to estimate,

Table 72. Personal crimes of viclance, 1981:

the amount of such expenses.
&1ncludes dats on “other™ races, not shown
separately.

Percent distribution of victimizations in which injured
victims incurred medical expenses, by selected characteristics
of victims, type of crime, and amount of expenses

Characteristic and type of crime Total Less than $50 $30-5249 $250 or more
Race
All racesd
Crimes of vivlenced 100.0 25.9 42,5 3.7
Rabbery 100.0 €15.5 .2 46.3
Assault 1000 30,3 43.8 25.9
White
Crimes uf violenced 100.0 25,5 40.6 34,0
Rubbery 100.0 Cl1.3 37.2 51.5
Asnaulc 100.0 30.3 42,5 27.2
Black
Crimes of violenced 100.0 23.9 51.3 2.8
Robbery 100.0 €22.1 42,1 €35.9
Avsault 1000 €26.5 51.8 €21.6
Victim-of fender relattonship B
Involviog strangers
Crimes of violence® 100.0 26,5 40.6 32.9
Robbery 100.0 €16.9 3643 46.9
Asnuult 1000 3.3 43.2 25.5
Involving nunitrangecs
Crimen of violence 100.0 24,9 45.3 29.7
Robbery 160.0 €9,1 €47.4 €43.5
Assaule 100.0 29.0 44 .6 26.4

vict imizations in which victims knew with
certatuty that medfcal expensus ware
{neurred and also knew, ot were able to
extimace, the amount of such expenses,

NOTE; Derafil may not add to toral whown because
uof rounding. 0fata include only those

#Includes data on "other™ races, not shown

ugnuuly.

Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
CEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer cases,
is statistically unreliable.
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Table 73. Personal crimes of violence, 1961: Table 75. Personal robbery and assault, 1981:

Percent of victimizations in which injurzd victims Percent of victimizations in which injured victims

! ;“‘rd h%?.'th '“Z‘."g:‘c: cover. age °"|‘”°t’ edehhglblet isti received hospital care, by selected characteristics
! or public medical services, by selected characteristics of victims and type of crime
i of victims
. Robbery
Characteristic Percent covered Characteristic and assault Robbery Assault
Race Sex
All races? 67.8 Both scxes 25.6 27.8 24.9
White 69.2 Male 28.2 29.2 27.9
Black 62.6 FPesale 21,3 25.8 19.9
Annual family income Age
Less than §3,000 66.5 12-19 22.1 16.0 23.4
$3,000-$7,499 61.4 20~34 25.4 36.7 22.5
§7,500-§9,999 69.5 35-49 36.4 344 37.1
$10,000-§14,999 58.3 50-64 26.6 220.2 2.1
$15,000 or more 78,1 ¥ 65 and over 420,1 221.3 315.3
Race
NOTE: Data include only those victimizations &1ncludes data on “other™ reces, not White 23.5 26.3 22.7
in which victims received medical ahown separately. BAlack 39.4 33.3 42.2
attention,
Victim-offender relat nship
Strangers 27.9 28.3 27.7
Nonstrangers 22,2 25.5 1.8

4gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample
. cases, {s statistically unreliable.
Table 74. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:

Percent of victimizations in which victims
received hospital care, by selected characteristics

of victims and type of crime
Table 76. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:

cheracteristic Grines of Robbery Assault Percent distribution of victimizations in which
injured victims received hospital care, by selected
characteristics of victims, type of crime,

Sex N
Both sexes 7.9 8.9 741 and type of hospital care
Male : 7.9 8.7 7.7 v
Female 7.9 9,1 6.0
Ayge Inpatient care
12-19 7.7 4.8 7.5 Characteriastic Emergency 1-3 4 days Not
20-34 7.8 11.8 6.4 and type of crime Total ToOm care Tatal days or more available
35-49 9.5 9.8 9.3
50-64 8.3 by .6 7.9
65 and over bs.3 b7.2 b4 Sex
Both sexes
Race Crimes of violenced 100.0 83.0 17.0 6.1 9.7 by,2
White 7.2 9.0 6.4 Robbery 100.0, 82.3 17.7 b2,6 15.2 bo.o
Black 12.1 8.6 12.7 Asgault’ 100.0 82.6 17.4 7.1 8.5 b .8
Male
victim-offender relationship Crimes of violanced® 100.0 80.6 1944 6.9 10.5 b2.0
Strangers 7.7 8.8 6.8 Robbery 100.0 79.1 2049 bs.1 b1s.8 bg.0
Nonstrangers 8.4 8.9 7.6 Assault 100.0 81.0 13.0 7.8 8.6 b.6
Female
Crimes of violance® 100.0 87.2 12.8 b6 8,2 50,0
2Includes data on rape, not shown separately. Robbary 100.0 87.6 12,4 bg.0 b12,4 bo,0
bEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample Assault 100.0 86,3 b3y bs .5 bg,2 bo.0
cases, 1s statistically unreliable,
Race
White
Crimes of violence® 100.0 84 .6 15.4 6.3 8.3 bo,8
Robbary 100.0 19.4 20.6 b3, 17,1 bo.o
Assault 100.0 86.4 13.6 6.8 5.8 b1,
Black
Crimes of violenced 100.0 77.3 22.7 bs.5 14.4 ba.8
Rabhery 100.0 89.1 b1o.3 b0 big,9 50.0
Assault 100.0 69,7 30.3 bg,3 bi7.7 bs, 3
; Victim-of ferider relationship
: Involving strangers
Crimes of viclence? 100.0 82.8 17.2 7.0 8.7 b2.4
Robbery 10042 80.4 19.6 -b3.0 16.5 bo.o
Assault 100.0 84,4 15.6 8.3 b b2,2
Involving nongtrangers
Crimes of violenced 100.0 83.4 16.6 bs.3 11.4 b1.0
Robbary 160.0 92.3 7.7 5.0 b7.7 0.0
Asseult 100.0 80.1 19.9 bg 4 13.3 by.2
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s b

NOTE: Detail may not add to toctal shown because
of rounding.
dTneludes data on rape, not shown separately.
R

bzuimce, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer

sample cases, i{s statistically unreliable,
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Table 77. Personal and household crimes, 1981; Table 79. Personal and household crimes, 1981:
Percent of victimizations resuiting in economic loss, i Percent ?‘;?tr:g:tuog O:awgtg;llvfaggns :esultn?g ,
j and value of loss
Theft losses Damage losses |
All All all No Less Not known
economic  theft With Without damage  With Without monetary  than §250 and not
Type of crime losses 1 d d losses theft theft ‘ Race and type of crime Total ~ value $10 $10-549 §$50-5249  or more available
All personal crimes 75.9 70.3 7.5 62.7 13.2 7.5 5.6 : All races?
H All personal crimes 100.0 14 14.9 32.7 30.9 12.9 7.2
Crimes of violence 27.6 14.4 2.5 1.9 15.8 2.5 13.3 ! Crimes of violenceb 100.0 6.9 8.9 25.0 28,2 14.9 16,1
Rape 25.5 17.3 a7 10.6 14.9 ag,7 8.2 Robbery 100.0 €0.9 8.2 24 .4 32.4 20.0 14.1
Robbery 72.8 66.2 i1l 55.2 17.7 1.1 6.6 Robbery with injury 100.0 C1,.7 1.9 22.8 30.0 19.7 17.9
Robbery with injury 84,1 72.6 22.1 50.6 33.5 22,1 1144 Robbery without injury 100.0 €0.4 8.4 25.3 33.8 20.2 11.9
Robbery without injury 67.6 63.3 5.9 57.3 10.3 5.9 4.3 ; Assaule 100.0 14.6 10.2 26.5 21.7 8.6 18.4
Assaule 15.3 . ee ves 15.3 s 15.3 : Aggravated assault 100.0 13.3 8.8 26,5 22.5 1.l 17.7
Aggravated assault 19.1 e oo ces 19.1 ves 19.1 i Simple assault 100.0 15.7 11.3 26,5 21.0 6.5 19.0
Simple assault 13.1 vae e ves 13.1 . 13.1 Crimes of theft 100.0 0.8 15.7 33.6 3t.a2 12.6 6.1
Crimes of theft 95.9 93.5 9.6 83.8 12.1 9.6 2'5 personal larceny with contact 100.0 ©1.9 7.2 32,7 33.8 9.9 14.4
Personal larceny with contact 93.3 91.9 a1.n $0.9 ay.3 31:0 "l:lo : Personal larceny without contact 100.0 0.7 16.0 332 3.1 12.7 5.8
Purse snatching 79.3 75.0 23,2 72.9 ag 4 83,2 .3 5
Pocket picking 99.9 99.9 ag.4 99.5 ag g All household crimes 100.0 3.6 11.0 25.8 26.8 22.8 10.1
. . : 0.4 .0 Burgl 00.0 7.6 6.1 16.5 22.8 12.9 1.2
Personal larceny without contact 96.0 93.5 10.0 83.5 12.5 10.0 2.5 H u;gr::{u entry iO0.0 4.2 3.0 8.3 17.0 51.2 16.4
‘ ’ ; Unlawful entry without fore 100.0 1.1 7.2 221 138 2916 6.2
All household crimes 90.7 79.4 13.7 65.7 25.0 13.7 1.2 i Att::pltled forlx,:lbla e:tty * 100.0 29.2 9.7 20.5 9.6 3.2 21.7
Burglar . i Household larceny 100.0 1.0 15.4 34.4 1.3 10.7 7.1
Foreible entry A e u.r b i 2.7 21.2 : conpleted larceny 100.0 0.6 15.5 348 315 103 6.8
Unlawful entry without for 3 N . . * 58.9 13.2 ¢ Attempted larceny 100.0 18.0 11.2 21.1 23.1 4.4 22.1
_ o Cacry without force 87, 85.4 4.l 81.3 6.3 4.1 2.3 ; Motor vehicle theft 100.0 3.2 1.8 5.6 11.6 65.4 12.8
Honseran s arorcible entry 69.2 2.4 1.6 ag,7 68.5 1.6 66.9 : Completed theft 100.0 €0.0 €0.0 0.3 2.3 88.2 9.1
2 ouse axceny 95.0 92.8 7.7 85.1 9.9 7.7 2.2 Attempted theft 100,0 1.3 5.1 19.2 5.4 6.7 22.2
: Completed larceny 100.0 100.0 8.3 91.7 8.3 8.3 ‘ -
Attempted larceny 30.6 s vee “es N cen 30.6 ' White
H“é‘;l' \{zziglzhtfhift 86.0 61.9 10.6 51.4 34.6 10.6 24.0 All personal crimes 100.0 1.4 15.4 33.3 30.4 12.8 6.8
At:zmpt:d thefe lgg.tll 100.0 17.0 83.0 17.0 17.0 Crimes of violence® 100.0 7.6 8.6 25.1 28.8 14.0 15.9
. 53.1 63.1 Robbery 100.0 1,3 7.8 23.9 32.3 18.8 15.9
Robbery with injury 100.0 €2.3 7.2 34.6 25.3 20.3 20.4
. . ¢ . . - o » »
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because entry shown under "all economic lossss,” Asl:::lﬁry vichout injury }gg_g 12,; 3,2 2_'} 1312,3 l;_g :2.?
of mounding, Because both theft and damage s+ Represents not applicable, ‘ Aggravated assault ,‘ 100.0 13.6 8.0 25.5 25,8 1.1 16.1
losses occurred in some victimizations, 2Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer Simple assault 100.0 14.8 10.8 28,2 22.5 7.5 16.2
the sun °§ entries under “all theft losses” sanple cases, is statistically unrelisble. : Crines of theft 100.0 0.8 16.1 34.2 30.5 12.6 5.8
and “all damage losses”™ does not equal the : Personal larceny with contact 100.0 2.0 7.5 32.8 31,9 9.5 1404
: Personal larceny without contact 100.0 0.7 1644 34.2 30.4 12,7 5.5
\ All housetold crimes 100.0 3.3 11.4 26.9 26.5 224 9.5
: Burglary 100.0 6.9 6.4 17.0 23.3 32.7 13.6
! Forcible entry 100.0 3.8 3.2 8.9 16.2 51.9 15.9
T Unlawful entry without force 100.0 1.2 7.4 22.6 3.4 28,6 5.7
Table 78. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: Attempted forcible entry 100.0 21.5 10.3 20.0 10.3 3.2 28.8
E flousehold larceny 100.0 1.0 15.8 35.7 30.2 10.6 6.6
. ae e . . R Completed larceny 100.0 0.6 159 36.0 30.5 10.8 6.2
. Percent of victimizations resulting in economic loss, : Attempted larceny 100.0 18.2 1.9 23.0 21.5 4.1 21.3
by type of crime, type of loss, : Motor vehicle theft 100.0 o 0 cl. ‘:6.2 12.0 65.1 12.2
. 2. " Completed theft 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 2.6 88.6 8,6
Attempted theft 100.0 10. e 21. . . 2i.
and victim-offender relationshi 4 0 6 6 4 35.8 5.4 2
‘ Black
All personal crimes 100.0 1.4 12.0 28.8 34.5 13.9 9.4
Theft losses Damage losses ' Crimes of violancebd 100.0 3.7 9.8 24.0 26.4 19.1 17.0
All ALl Involving All Involving ; Robbery 100.0 €0.0 9.5 24.8 32,8 23.6 9.3
economic  victim— Iavolving non- victin~ Involving non- s With injury 100.0 €0.0 C11.4 18.3 4404 18.8 €7.1
Type of crime losses fzations strarngers strangers izations atrangers strangers : Without injury 100.0 €0.0 8.8 27.5 27.9 25.6 10.2
Assault 100.0 :NJ :11.9 22.5 28.5 c°7.7 .7
Aggravated assault 100.0 1.4 13.3 27.0 9.9 12.5 26.0
CV;ES of violence 27.6 1.4 18,2 6.7 15.8 15.2 16 .8 Simple assault 100.0 20.1 €9.6 €15.0 €6.4 €0.0 49.0
R.‘:be 25.6 17.4 22,3 - 0.0 14.9 4.7 22.7 Crimes of theft 100.0 €0,.8 12.5 30.0 36.4 12.6 7.6
°Rcbz" with tagury ;fg g:g f;f: ggg ;;; x) ;.1 20.8 Peraonal larceny with contact 100.0 zx.a 6.1 30.7 37.9 €12,2 (1.3
o . B o . .5 . i3 o » o . . » .
Robbery without injury 676 633 e3s e 03 e :’!:j . pursonal larceny without contact 100.0 0.8 13.0 30.0 36.3 12,6 1.3
Assaule ‘ L 15.3 ven .es see 15.3 14.7 16.2 . All housshold crimes 100.0 5.3 8.3 19.2 28.2 25.3 13.6
gi';:lzﬁ lillu t lg.l e e ver 19.4 18.4 0.5 Burglary 100.0 10.4 4.8 13.4 20.6 33.7 17.1
Ple asnault 3.4 1.1 12.3 14.3 Yorcible entry . 100.0 5. €2.2 6.0 19,6 48.0 18.8
] Unlawful entry without force . 100.0 €0.4 5.8 17.5 18 ‘3:5.: 8.9
ttewpted forcible sntr 10040 33.7 8.5 21.9 7.5 3. 24,8
NOTE: Because both theft amd damsge loeses entry shown under “all economic losses.” Ho:u}:rd 1“:“,, meey 100:0 ':1:0 12.6 27.0 37.8 11.2 10.5
occurred in some vlct!-lnfions, the «ss Represents not applicable, Completed larceny 100.0 €0.6 12.7 27.5 7.8 11.2 10.1
sun of entries under each "all vic- "Estimate, based on about lis or fewer sample Attsupted larceny 100.0 €18.0 5.6 €0,0 €38.9 €7,3 €30,2
timizations” category does not equal cages, s statistically unteliadle, Motor vehicle theft 100.0 4.4 €0.8 €2.3 9,2 68.7 14.6
Completed thaft 100.0 €0.0 £0.0 €1,0 €0.0 48.1 10,9
Attempted theft 100.0 €16.7 c3.1 ©5.9 34.7 €14.6 €24.8
<. NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because blacludes data on raps, not shown ssparetely.
¢ of rounding. Cgatimste, based on zaro or on asbout 10 or fewer
#1ncludes data on “other” races, not showm sampls cases, is statistically unreliable.
separataly.
4
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Table 80. Selected personal crimes, 1981:

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in theft loss, by race of victims, type of crime,

and value of loss

No Less $250 Not
wonetacy than $10- $50~ §$100- or avail-
Race and type of crime Total value $10 $49 $99 $249 more able
All races®
Robbery 100.0 €0.0 10.1 24.7 14.6 18.1 22.6 9.9
Crimes of theftd 100.0 0.3 16 .4 349 1644 15.5 12.6 3.9
White
Robbery 100.0 €0.0 11.3 24.2 15.1 16,7 21.7 1l.l
Crimes of theftd 100.0 0.3 16.8 35.3 15.8 15.4 12.5 3.8
Black
Robbery 100.0 €0.0 8.6 25.1 12,7 21.1 25.4 7.1
Crimes of theftd 100.0 0.6 13.1 32.0 21.2 16.3 12.6 4.2

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because
of rounding.
2Includes data on “other”™ races, not shown
separately.

Table 81. Personal and household crimes, 1981:

bIncludes both personal larceny with contact
and personal larceny without contact,

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

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in theft loss, by race of victims, type of crime,

and proportion of loss recovered

Some recovered

Less Half  Pro~ Not
None re- than orx portion All re- avail~
Race and type of crime Total covered Total half more unknown covered able
All races3d
All personal crimesP 100.0 81.6 115 3.9 4.1 3.5 6.6 0.3
Robbery 100.0 74.0 16.2 7.9 3.7 4.6 9.9 €0.0
Crimes of theft 100.0 82.1 11.2 37 4.1 34 6.4 0.3
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 69.3 26.0 17.0 4.8 4.2 4.5 €0.3
Personzl larceny without contact 100.0 82.6 10.6 3.2 4.1 3.4 6.5 0.3
All household crimes 100.0 76.1 14.5 3.4 5.5 5.6 9.0 0.4
Burglary 100.0 73.3 19.8 6.0 8.8 5.1 6.4 0.5
Household larceny 100.0 82.8 10.6 2.0 2.7 5.8 6.4 0.3
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 21.2 27.2 444 17.2 5.6 5l 0.2
White
All personal crimesb 100.0 81.1 11.7 4.0 4.4 3.4 6.9 0.3
Robbery 100.0 69.2 19.3 9.4 4.8 Sel 11.5 €0:0
Crimes of theft 100.0 81.7 11.3 3.7 4.3 3.3 6.6 0.3
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 6646 28.4 18.1 6.1 4.3 4.7 0.3
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 82.2 10.7 3.2 4.3 3.2 6.7 0.3
All household crimes 100.0 75.7 14.5 3.5 5.7 5.2 9.4 0.4
Burglary 100.0 1.6 20.9 6.3 9.7 4.8 6.9 C.6
Household larceny 100.0 82.8 10.3 2.1 2.8 5.4 6.6 0.3
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 20.4 26.4 4.7 1643 5.4 53.0 0,2
Black kS
All personal crimesP 100.0 84.7 10.1 3.7 2.3 4l 5.0 0,2
Robbary 100.0 82.6 10.2 €5, €1.7 €3.8 7.2 €0.0
Crimes of theft 100.0 85.0 10.0 3.5 2.5 4.0 47 €0.3
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 77.1 18.4 1542 0.0 €3.3 €44 €0.0
Personal larceny without costact 100.0 85.6 9.4 2.7 2.6 4.1 4.1 0.3
All housetold crimes 100.0 78.7 1451 2.5 4.0 7.6 7.0 €0.2
Burglary 100.0 82.6 13.4 3.5 3.8 6.1 4.0 0.0
Household larceny 100.0 82.6 12.6 1.7 2.1 8.7 T 4.5 0.4
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 24.9 31.0 €3.3 21.5 €6.2 44.1 <0.0

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because
of rounding.
2fncludes data on “other™ races, not shown
ne%atately.
Includes data on rape, not shown separately,

but excludes data on assault, which by definition
does not involve theft,

CEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 82. Personal and household crimes, 1981:

Percent distribution of victimizations

in-which theft losses were recovered, by type of crime

and method of recovery of loss

Other Both {nsur- Method
1nsurance method ance and not

Type of crime Total only only other method available
All personal crimesd 100.0 33.3 63.8 1.1 1.8
Robbery 100.0 9.1 89.0 by 9 bo.0
Robbery with injury 100.0 b13.0 87.0 b0.0 50,0
Robbery without injury 1000 bs.9 90.1 b3,0 .0
Crimes of theft 100.0 35.5 61 1.1 2.0
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 54,9 94.3 bo,0 bg,9
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 37.6 5%.1 1.1 2,1
All household crimes 100.0 33.8 59.0 5.7 1.5
Burglary 100.0 533 40.7 4.0 2.0
Household larceny 100.0 25.6 72.3 bo.g 1.4
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 17.6 61.3 20.4 b.8

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because
of trounding.
3Includes data on rape, not shown separately,
but excludes data on assault, which by definition

Table 83. Household crimes, 1981:

Percent distribution of victimizations
resulting in theft loss, by value of loss
and type of crime

does not involve theft.
bEatimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
sanple cases, is statistically unreliable,

All Motor
household Household vehicle
Value of loss crimes Burglary larceny cheft
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
No monetary value 0.5 0.3 0.6 20,0
Less than §$10 11.6 5.2 15.8 a0.0
§10-549 27.2 15.8 35.5 %0.3
$50-$99 13.6 10.0 16.6 20,7
$100-5249 15.7 18.5 15.5 2.0
$250-5999 14.4 24.3 8.7 20.8
$1,000 or more 12.0 210 1.9 71.0
Not available 5.2 4.8 S 5.2

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

Agstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 84. Personal and household crimes, 1981;

a5

Percent of victimizations resulting in losg of time from work,

4§ 2
{‘ by type of crime
P
' Type of crime Percent
All personal crimes 6.0
Crimes of ‘violence 10.0
Rape - 22.3
Robbery 13.0
Robbery with injury 26,7
Robbery without injury 6.6
Asgault 8.7
Aggravated assault 11.4
Siaple assault 7.2
Crimes of theft 44
Personal larceny with contact 4.5
Personal larceny without contact 4.4
All household crimes . C . 5.9
Burglary 7.6
Forcible entry 14.6
Unlawful entry without force 4.3
Atteapted forcible entry 3.1
Household liarceny 3.
Less than $50 . 14
$50 or more 5.8 :
Amsount not available .9
Attenpted larceny a9
Motor vehicle theft 16.4
Completed theft 22.0
Attempted theft 7.3

Apstimate, based on about 10 or fever'ul'pl'e
cases, is statistically unreliable,

Table 85. Personal and household crimes, 1981;

Percent of victimizations resuiting in loss of time from work,
by type of crime and race of victims

Type of crime White Black

: All personal crimes 5.9 6.2

' Crimes of violence 9.8 11.3

::g; 26.2 8.4

ry 13.0 14.0

Assault 8.6 9.8

Crimes of theft L) 3.3

Personal larceny with contact 4.2 ‘5.2

Personal larceny without contact 4 3:1

! A1)l household crimes 5.7 E 1.2
N Burglary

Household larceny ;:: 7 :.Z

! Motor vehicle theft 15.8 20.5

SEatimate, based on about 10 or fewer sauple
cases, is statistically unreiishle,

e

1 O e b e
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Table 86. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:

Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time from work, . =y
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

ALl Involving Involving

Type of crime victimizations strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 10.0 9.7 10.6
Rape 22.3 25,0 - 818.3
Robbery 13.0 12.7 14.6
Agsault 8.7 8.0 9.9

3pgtimate, hssed on about 10 or fewer sample
cases, is statisticslly unreliable.

Table £7. Personal and household crimes, 1981:

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in loss of time
from work, by type of crime and number of days lost

Less ’ Not known
than 1-5 6 days and aot

Type of crime Total 1 day days or more available
All personal crimes 100.0 44.2 42.4 11.7 1.6
Crimes of violence 100.0 22.0 54.1 22.0 81.9
Rape 100.0 0.0 74.2 a25.8 4.0
Robbery 100.0 2240 48.7 28.6 3.8
Assault 100.0 24.0 54.5 19.0 22,5
Crimes of theft 100.0 6543 3144 8.0 a1,.2
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 67.1 232.9 2,0 %0.0
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 65.2 31.3 2.4 1.3
All houselold crimes 100.0 50.8 45.2 2.3 1.7
Burglary 100.0 49.2 47.8 a2 oAy
Household larceny 100.0 64.9 ) 5 B 81,7 - 2.2
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 35.7 5747 25.5 .1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because *Estimate, based on zero or on ahout 10 or fewer
of rounding. sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

Table 88. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:

Percent distribution of victimizations resuilting in loss of time
from work, by number of days lost and victim-offender

relationship
All Involving lavolving
Numbar of days lost victimizations strangers nonetrangers
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Lens than | day 22,0 22.1 21,9
1=5 days Skl 52.2 57.8
& days of moTe 22,0 24.3 17.9
Not known and not available LIRS ) 1.4 L)

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown Akstimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer
bacsuss of rounding, sample casss, {s statistically unreliabla.
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Table 89. Personal and household crimes, 1981:

Percent distribution of victimizations resuiting in loss of time
from work, by race of victims, type of crime,

and number of days lost

Less Not known
than 1=5 6 days and not
Race and type of crime Total 1 day days or mote available
White
All personal crimes 100.0 45,5 42.4 11.0 21,1
Crimes of violence 100.0 21.4 56.1 21.1 .4
Crimes of theft 100.0 66.6 30.4 2.1 5.9
All household crimes 100.0 53.3 43.3 1.7 1.7
Burglary 100.0 51.2 46,2 30.6 2.9
Household larceny 100.0 66.7 304 a).,5 a5
Motor vehicla theft 100.0 38.7 55.6 .4 a1.3
Black
All personal crimes 100.0 31.0 46.4 18.7 23.9
Crimes of violence 100.0 21.7 47.1 28.0 83,1
Crimes of theft 100.0 49.6 44,9 20.0 a5.6
All household crimes 100.0 37.5 55.9 84.5 a2.1
Burglary 100.0 40.6 54.8 23.5 41.1
Household larceny 100.0 4.4 47,0 %0.0 23,6
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 824,1 65.6 210.3 9,0

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

Table 90. Personal and household crimes, 1981:

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

Percent distribution of victimizations, by type of
crime and whether or not reported to the police

¥

Reported to the police

Sector and type of crime Total Yagd No Don't know
Personal sector
Crimes of violence 100.0 46.6 50.9 2.5
Rape 100.0 55.7 4L.7 €2.6
Robbery 100.0 55.8 43.2 €1.0
Robbery with injury 100.0 66.6 31 €2.0
From serious assault 100.0 74.0 23.3 €2.7
From minor agsault 100.0 59.6 39.1 €1.3
Robbery without injury 100.0 50.7 48,7 0.6
Assault 100.0 43,7 53.3 3.0
Aggravated assault 100.0 52.2 44,5 3.3
With fnjury 100.0 62.1 334 4.6
Attempted assault with weapon 100.0 47.4 49.9 2.7
Simple assault 100.0 39.0 38.2 2.8
With injury 100.0 50.5 46.5 31
Artempted assault without weapon 1000 34.9 62.4 2.7
Crimes of theft 100.0 26.7 .3 2.0
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 40.4 57.9 €1.7
Purse snatching 190.0 50.7 48.4 0.9
Completed purse snatching 100.0 61.7 38.3 €0,0
Attempted purse snatching 100.0 c18.1 78.5 €3.5
Pocketr picking 1000 35.5 62.5 2.1
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 262 7i.8 2.0
Household sector
Burglary 100.0 51.1 474 1.5
Forcible entry 100.0 76.3 22,5 1.2
Unlawful entry withour force 100.0 39.2 59.2 1.7
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 34.6 63,7 1.7
Household larceny 100.0 26.2 73.0 0.8
Completed larcenyb 100.0 26.3 73.0 0.7
Less chan $50 100.0 12.9 86.5 0.6
$50 or more 100.0 43.0 56.4 0.6
Attempted larceny 109.0 25.3 72.9 c1.8
Motor vehicle theft 100,90 66.6 32.5 €0.8
Complezed theft 100.0 87.0 12.4 €0.6
Attempted theft 100.0 33.6 65.3 °l.1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because
of rounding.
2pfgures in this column represent the rates at
vhich victimizations were report to rhe police,
or “police reporting rates,”

5

bIncludes data, not shown separately, on
larcenies for which the value of loss was not
ascertained,

CEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
sample cases, is atatistically uareliable,
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Table 1. Personal crimes, 1981:

Percent of victimizations reported to the police,

by selected characteristics of victims
and type of crime

All personal Crimes of Crimes

Characteristic erimes violence of theft
Sex

Both sexes 32.6 46.6 26,7

Male 31.5 42.2 2641

Female 33.8 53.9 27 4
Race

White 32.4 46,3 21.0

Black 34.0 50.5 24.3
Ethicity

Hiapanic 30.6 48,1 22.7

Non-Hispanic 32.7 46.5 27.0

Table 92. Personal crimes, 1981:

Percent of victimizations reported to the police,

by type of crime, victim-offender relationship,

and sex of victims

All victimizations

Involving atrangers Involving nonstrangers

Both Both Both
Type of crime pexes HMale Female sexes Male Femalg  sexes Male Female
Crimes of violence 46,6 42.2 $3.9 &7.7 43.7 5641 444 8.4 50.9
Rape 55.7 5.0 58.2 58.2 40.0 61.9 51.9 20,0 53.0
Robbery 55.8 49.7 66.4 56.4 51.2 66.1 52.2 39.9 67.8
Robbery with injury 66.6 596 77.0 67.8 8140 78.9 60.8 50.2 70.3
From serfous assault 4.0 70.0 B2.6 76.9 2.7 87.1 59.1 a52.,7  267.3
Froa minor assault 59.6 46.1 73.6 59,0 45.9 739 62.3 847,1 72,2
Rabbery without injury 50.7 454 60.6 51.3 47.0 59.5 47.5 35.5 66.0
Assault 43,7 40.3 49.9 44.0 41.2 50.9 43.3 38.3 49.0
Aggravated assault 52.2 48.4 61.7 5846 49.6 62.2 51.3 45,1 6l.1
with tnjury 62.1 61.5 63.6 65,5 66.4 61.5 57.6 52.6 64.8
Attempted assault with
weapon 47.4 41.9 60.9 47.7 42.6 62.5 46.4 39.6 57.8
Simple assault 33.0 35.0 45.1 38.4 352 45.4 39.8 34.6 §4.9
with injury 50.5 49.8 5143 54.3 53.0 57.9 46.6 44.0 48.3
Attempted assault without
weapoil 34,8 30.2 42.6 33.8 29.6 42,4 36,7 31.5 42.8
Crinea of thery 26.7 26.1 27.4 ver cos ree wes “es e
Personal larceny with contact 40.4 35.8 .5 &1.7 38.8 43.6 a11.5 3.6 237.1
Purze snatching 50,7 8100.0 $9.3 $0.7  4100.0 50.3 2.0 49,0 20.0
Pocket pleking 5.5 35.4 35.6 37.1 8.3 35.6 ajl.5 26,6 A37.1
pPersonal larceny without contact 26.2 25.8 26.7 “en e ves “ee “ee e

.+« Represents not applicable. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger is not made
for property crimes because victims rarely

see the offender.
4ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
sanple cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 93. Personal crimes, 1981:

Percent of victimizations reported to the police,

by type of crime, victim-offender relationship,
and race of victims

All victimizations

Involving strangers

Involving nonstrangers

Type of crime White Black White Black White Black
Crimes of violence 46.3 50.5 48,4 46.5 41.9 56.9
Rape 53.6 69.8 60.6 46,5 8.7 78.9
Robbery 56.3 56.4 56.9 57.2 52.5 52.7
Robbery with injury 66.4 69.3 66.3 76.1 67.2 233.3
From serious assault 74.3 17.4 76.4 84.7 63.1 848.5
From minor assault 59.6 60.2 57.0 67.2 70.1 %.0
Robbery without {njury 51.0 51.9 52.4 50.4 42,5 58.5
Assault 43.7 46.4 45.3 37.3 41.0 56.0
Aggravated assault 52.4 52.6 5444 43.8 47.7 6341
With injury 61 .2 65.1 67.1 53.9 51.7 72.1
Attempted assault with
wespon 48.4 43.5 49.6 39.6 4S. .
Siople assault 39.1 41.1 39.6 30.9 33.2 55:)}
With injury 49.6 63.4 53.9 263.6 44.8 63.4
Atteapted assault without
weapon 35.3 35.6 5. . . 4
Crimes of theft 27.0 24.3 ..:.’ 2?-{ 3?.? 66:1
Personal larceny with contact 38.1 52.2 39.2 544 8.3 ‘2; .l;
Purge smatching 47.8 63,9 47.8 63.% 3.0 .0
Pocket plcking 34.3 41.4 35.7 443 4.3 21.4
Personal larceny without contact 26.6 22.4 cee ces e coe
«ee Represents not applfcable, The distinction gee the offender.,

between atranger and nonstranger is not msde
for property crimes because victims rarely

Table 94. Personal crimes, 1981:

Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime, victim-offender relationship,
and ethnicity of victims

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

All victimizazions Involving strangers

Involving nonstrangers

Type of crime Hispanic  Non-Hispanic Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic  Non-Hispawic
Crimes of violence 48,1 46.5 44,9 47.9 57.2 43.7
Rape 249.2 56.0 31,1 59.4 267 .4 50.9
Robbery 4.4 57.0 44,2 51.9 a51.7 52.4
Robbery with tnjury 48,0 68,5 48,2 70.0 84,9 61.6
From serious assault 264.1 75.1 a70.6 776 20.0 62.6
Froo minor assault 230.2 624 24,0 62.7 2100.0 60.7
Roblery without injury 42,8 51.6 42.4 52.3 859.3 47.4
Asgault 49.9 43.4 45,7 43.9 57.6 42,5
Aggravated assaulc 63.6 51.3 61.2 51.9 69.1 49.9
With tinjury 68.3 61.7 256.8 66,1 238.5 56.1
Attempted assault with /( ’
weapon 62.2 46.0 62.4 46.4 6147 44.8
Simple assault 35.9 39.1 27.6 38.9 48.5 39.4
With tnjury 51.2 50.5 444 54,9 862.0 46.0
Attempted assault without
weapon 29.7 35.2 a20.8 4.4 43.3 6.4
Crimes of theft 22.7 27.0 e ase s “es
Personal larceny with contact 2.5 41,7 30.1 43,2 20.0 2j2.1
Purse snatching 82.0 52.3 242.0 52.3 2.0 2.0
Pocket picking 819.4 37.0 32041 38.8 20.0 a12.1
Personal larceny without contact 22,2 26.4 “rs oo P e
«ss Represents nor applicable, The distinction see the offender.

between stranger and nonstranger ig not made
for property crimes because victims rarely
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4Estimate, bssed on zero or on about 10 or fewer
sample cases, is statistically uncelisble,

Table 95. Personal crimes, 1981:;

Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime and age of victims

65 and
Type of crime 12-19 20-34 35-49 50~64 over
All personal crimes 214 3407 38,6 39.7 41.7
Crimes of violence 34.6 48.3 58.1 5747 61.4
Rape 63.1 33.5 84746 a59.8 2.0
Robbery 39.5 3545 64.6 2.9 73.0
Robbery with tnjury 51.6 67.8 63.9 87.6 79.3
From serious assault L1991 78.0 77.3 88.0 890.0
From minor assault 49.4 57.5 243.5 87.3 a71.7
Robbery without tnjury 343 49.7 64.9 64,0 69.7
Assault 32.3 46.5 56.3 49,2 50.9
Aggravated assault 44.] 52.6 63.4 59 .6 867.2
With injury 55.2 62.9 75.3 6746 2100.0
Attempted assault with weapon 36.3 48.4 58.6 55.1 861.9
Simple assault 26.0 43.0 51.5 44.7 46.5
with t{njury 32.8 59.2 59.1 47.8 2100.0
Attempted assault without w2apon 235 36.7 49.3 44,0 42.1
Crimes of theft 14.9 28.3 2.8 35.1 34.8
Personal larceny with contact 22.1 40.9 48.6 45.2 45,2
Purse snatching 222.5 55.0 50.7 52,5 858 .8
Pocket pleking 22.0 341 47.6 39.7 39.6
Personal larceny without contact 14.8 219 32.2 34.5 33.3
agstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
sample cases, i8 statistically unreliable.
Table 96. Personal crimes of violeiice, 1981:
Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
3k . ae
by age of ¥ziims and victim-offender
relationship
All Involving Involving
Age victinizations strangers nonstrangerts
12-19 34.6 354 33.3
20-34 48.3 48.7 47.4
35~49 58.1 5%.0 56.4
50-64 57.7 60.8 47.6
65 and over 61.4 61.1 63.1
Table 97. Household crimes, 1981:
Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime, race of head of household,
and form of tenure
All householdad White Black
Both Both Both
Type of criwe forms Owned Rented forms Owned Rented  forms Owned Rented
7
All household crimes 39,0 40.3 7.3 39.0 40,7 36.5 39.6 3643 41.7
Burglary 5141 54.2 47,6 51.0 54,3 4647 52,2 52.6 51.9
Forcible entry 716.3 80.7 7.2 76.7 81 .6 70.1 744 3.8 4.8
Nothing taken 57.2 57.1 57.3 54.6 58.8 50.2 67.3 243.8 80.4
Something taken 80.7 85.7 749 81,9 86.4 5.6 76.0 80.6 13.6
Unlawful entry without force 3.2 40.6 315 39.4 41,0 32 38.6 37.8 3%.1
Attempted forcible entry 34.6 38.6 30.5 35.4 38.6 316 33.5 38.1 0.8
Household larceny 2€6.2 27.5 2. 26.8 28.3 24.6 22.5 20.6 24.2
Completed larceny 2643 27.6 24,5 26,8 28.3 24.6 23.1 21,5 24.5
Less than $50 12.% 14.4 10.7 13.4 14.8 111 9.5 9.8 9.3
$50 or more 43.0 45.3 40.1 44.9 47.6 414 32,5 29.8 35.1
Attcwpted larceny 25.3 26.4 239 26.7 29,3 2444 €14.0 €9.9 €18.9
Motor vehicle theft 66.6 71.2 62.6 6549 71.5 60.4 69.9 68.0 70.9
Completed theft 87.0 91.9 82.1 86.4 91.8 80.4 88,8 91.2 87.5
Attempted theft 33.6 32.2 34.6 33.3 33.2 33.4 €26.3 39,4

3.7

2Includes data on “othotr” races, not shown separately.
Includes data, not shown separately, on larcenies
for which the value of loss wad not ascertained.

CEstimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample
cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 98. Household crimes, 1981:

Percent of victimizations reported to the police,

by type of crime and annual family income

Less than  §3,000- $7,500- $10,000~  $15,000~  $25,000 Not

Type of crime $3,000 §7,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more available
All household crimes 35.2 33.8 38.9 8.7 40.1 42,0 41.0
Burglary 41.3 43.6 55.5 50.4 55,2 55.6 52.4
Forclible entcy 69.3 66.8 72,9 75.6 81 .4 85.6 72.4
Unlawful entry without force 29.1 32.2 39.4 37.0 46,4 42.0 42.6
Attémpted forcible eatry 28.8 30.4 47.7 38.6 30.5 35.8 8.
Housetold larceny 25.6 23,1 23.9 26.5 26.3 28.7 27.4
Completed larceny? 26.0 22.9 23.0 26.7 26.8 28.6 27.4
Less than $50 12.0 12.1 1.7 13.3 13.1 12.6 14,9
$50 or more 41.9 38.4 38.0 44.3 44.9 4641 3927
Atteupted larceny bi7.9 25.5 34.8 22.6 19.9 29.3 27.9
Motor vehicle theft 62.8 59.7 63.3 62.7 71.0 71.0 65.0
Completed theft 79.5 81.8 78.8 80.4 9.4 94.3 85.5
Attempted theft b3s,s 25.9 b34,6 33.8 37.9 3.7 30.7

SIncludes data, not shown separately, on larcenies
for which the value of loss was not ascertained,

Table 99. Household crimes, 1981:

"Eutinate, based on about 10 or fewer sanple cases,
is statiatically unreliable,

Percent of victimizations reported to the police,

by value of loss and type of crime

All Hotor

household Rousehold vehicle
Valve of loss? crimes Burglary larceny theft
Less than $10 9.3 20.6 7.4 b9.0
$10-549 16.6 22,2 15.3 b48.7
$50-5249 40.4 47.3 37.2 b52.6
$250 or more 78.2 82.6 60.6 88.4

2The proportions refer only to losses
of cash and/or property and exclude the

value of property damage.

74 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

bEstimare, based on zerc or on about
10 or fewer sample cases, is statisti~
cally unreliable.
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Table 100. Personal and household crimes, 1981:

Percent cistribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations

to the police, by type of crime

Nothing Police Too incon~ Private

could be Not would not  venient or Reported Other
done; lack  important want to be or time personal Fear of to some- and not

Type of ¢rime Total of proof enough bothered conguming matter reprisal one else given
All personal crimes 100.0 16.1 25.0 6.4 2.5 8.3 1.0 16.1 24.5
Crimes of violence 100.0 9.5 21.2 6.l 2.4 25.1 3.9 10.7 20.9
Rape 100.0 a13.8 a3,] 40.0 a1.5 27.5 a12.5 a6.6 34.8
Robbery 100.0 17.0 12.2 6.9 4.5 11.7 5.5 7.5 34.7
Robbery with injury 100.0 20.9 9.0 38,6 86 .4 14.9 4.3 10.5 25.4
Robbery without injury 100.0 15.8 13.1 6.4 4.0 10.7 5.9 6.6 7.4
Assault 100.0 7.6 24.0 6.1 2,0 28.3 3.3 11.6 17.2
Aggravated assavlt 100.0 8.9 19.3 6.4 2.7 26.8 4.5 9.1 22.2
Simple assault 100.0 7.0 26.1 6.0 1.6 28.9 2.8 12.8 14,9
Crimes of theft 100.0 18.0 26.0 6.5 2.5 3.6 0.2 17.6 25.5
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 19.7 15.0 8.2 2.2 4.4 a9.7 11.8 38.1
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 18.0 26.4 6.5 2.5 3.6 0.2 17 .8 25.0
All household crimes 100.0 18.8 27.7 8.5 1.7 6.8 0.7 3.5 32.3
Burglary 100.0 19.2 19.4 8.3 1.5 7.1 0.5 5.4 38.2
Porcible entry 12U.0 18.3 14.9 9.6 2.1 ag.8 3146 4.4 40.3
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 19.0 19.9 8.1 1.5 9.0 0.9 4,2 37.3
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 19.9 21.1 8.0 21,2 2.7 ap.5 8.1 38.4
Household larceny 100.0 18.8 32.5 8.7 1.8 6.5 0.6 2.4 8.7
Completed larceny 100.0 18.9 33.3 8.8 1.8 6.8 0.6 2.5 27.3
Attempted larceny 100.n 18.1 22.7 7.3 81,1 3.6 ag.4 20,9 46.0
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 15.4 13.4 7.0 2.6 9.9 40.0 6.7 45.0
Conp leted theft 100.0 4.5 a6.,2 a1.3 1.3 35.7 a0.0 210.4 40.7
Attempted theft 1004 18.6 15.5 8.6 a9 22,5 30.0 5.7 46.2

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

Becauge some regpondents gave more than ot. answer,

reasons outnumbered victimizations, as discussed under

Table 101. Personal crimes, 1981;

"Reporting crimes to the police."
3ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases,
is gtatistically unreliable.

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations

to the police, by race of victims and type of crime

Nothing Police Too incon- Private
could be Not would not  venient or Reported Other
done; lack d{mportant want to be or time personal Fear of to some- and not
Race and type of crime Total of proof enough bothered consuming  matter reprisal one else glven
White
All personal crimes 100.0 15.7 25,9 6.3 2.5 8.2 1.0 16.1 24,2
Crimes of violence 100,0 9.3 21.9 6.1 2.5 25.9 3.9 10.6 19.8
Rape 100.0 39,8 43.8 20,0 a1.9 24.8 315.3 25,0 38.4
Robbery 100.0 19.6 12,1 7.5 5.4 11.0 4.8 1.4 32.2
Aasault 100.0 7.2 24,5 6.0 19 28.9 3.3 1.4 16.7
Crimes of theft 100.0 174 27.0 6.4 2.5 3.5 0.2 17.6 25.4
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 15.9 16,3 8.0 a2.3 23,0 83,8 13.2 40,2
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 17.5 27,*"\:" ) 6.4 2.5 3.5 0.2 7.7 24.9
Black - g
All personal crimes 100.0 2042 18.0 7.4 2,6 8.9 1.3 16.0 25.7
Crimes of violence 100.0 113 16.8 7.4 22.0 21.5 4.0 12.1 25,0
Rape 100.0 230.14 20.0 3.0 30.0 3.3 80.0 a14,1 812.5
Robbery 100,0 9.6 12.2 5.4 a2,1 14.8 ag, 1.4 4145
Asgault = 100.0 11.6 19.6 8.1 2.1 24,2 a3.0 1444 16.9
Crimes of theft 100.0 234 18,4 7.4 2.8 4.3 20,3 174 26.0
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 37.8 a7.4 a11.3 a2,2 ag.5 30.0 25,6 26,2
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 22,8 18.8 7.3 2.8 4.1 20.3 17.9 26.0

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

Because some respondents gave more than one answer,

reasons outnuabered victimizations, as discussed under

“Reporting crimes to the police.”
3gsrimate, based on zera or on about 10 or fewer sample cases,
1s statistically unreliable.
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1 Table 102. Personal crimes, 1981: 3 Table 104. Household crimes, 1981:
W : . TP
1 Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations f’e;g:nt 1!“’“:)""0" of rfei?sons for not reporting victimizations
i to the police, by type of crime and annual family income ‘ o the police, by race of head of household and type of crime
1 1
Type of crime and reason iess than $3,000- §7,500- $10,000- §15,000~ $25,000 Not Race and reason A Motor
) } household Household vehicle
for not reporting $3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999  $24,999 or more availgble for not reporting crimes purglary lateeny v
All personal crimes 100.0 100.0 100.0 130.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 White
Total
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 18.2 17.3 1.3 17.6 16.4 13.8 17.5 , . \ 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0
Not important enough 22,5 21.1 26.0 23.3 25.1 28.7 2.2 v Nor 0% eould be done; lack of proof 18.9 19.0 19,0 15.8
Police would not wanz to be bothered 5.7 5.8 8.4 6.5 6.9 5.7 1.7 Policcpuould o ug! " bs both 28.6 19.7 33.7 13.5
Too inconvenient or time consuming ok 2.2 1.9 2.8 2.2 2.4 3.3 Too mM”vm‘;ng want to othered 8.2 7.9 a4 7.3
Private or personal matter LEed 11.9 9.3 9.1 8.2 6.5 6.4 Private al 1.7 146 L a2,4
Fear of reprisal e 1.8 31,0 1.2 1.0 0.5 1.1 Fear of £o N agnet mateer 66 7.0 6.2 10.1
Reported to someone else 11.2 12,0 12.5 14.0 16.7 19.9 16.5 Reported fg’s:;eune else "’-2 ;; gz 3.0
Other and nor given 25.9 7.9 26.6 25.5 234 22.5 25.3 Other am not given .8 8.5 8.0 ol
Crimes of violence 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 Black
Nothing <¢2uld be done; lack of proof 12.5 6.3 8.0 8.9 11.3 8.8 12.3 Total
Not important enough . 24,2 15.6 24.3 22.9 20.6 24,7 15.0 Nothi uld be d 140.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Police would not want to be bothered 5.3 5.7 8.2 S.8 5.8 5.8 8.7 N z 1";3 Cuau on':e '19-2 20.1 19.0 214.4
Too inconvenient or time conguming a2.9 2.5 az.1 az2.0 2.1 2.8 83,2 Pou port;;t enoug 1.8 18.7 24,2 22,5
Private or persoral matter 28.2 28.9 24.3 24,1 24.6 23.7 22,5 olice would nat want to be hothered 10.2 10.3 10.5 5.6
Fear of reprisal 84,0 5.4 a2.6 4.1 4.7 2.3 a1 ;}’U incorvenient 2.0 9,9 2.6 a8
Reported to scmeone else 35,0 8.5 11.0 8.6 9.9 15.3 14.2 . F!‘Lvat; or p&:minnl matter g.o 6.9 8.5 29,6
Other and not given 18.0 7.0 19.5 23.7 2.1 16.4 20.0 ear of repr "Bb .l 83,2 ap.1 3.0
Reported to suacone else 4.0 6.7 2.6 a3,7
Crimes of theft 100.0 100.0 100.0 . 105,0 160.0 100.0 100.0 Other and not given 38 ' 3642 32,6 $2.3
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 20.6 22.0 19..4 20.5 17.8 14.8 18.8
Not faportant enough 21.8 23,4 23.9 23.5 2643 29.5 24,0 . . |
Police would mor want to be borhered 5.9 5.8 8.5 6.7 7.2 5.6 7.5 NOTE: Metall may < add to total shown hecause of crimes to the police.”
Too inconvenient or tiwe consuming 3.5 2.1 a1.9 3.0 2.3 2.3 3.3 rounding, Because some respondents gave “Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
Private or personal matter 4.1 4.6 3.7 4.2 3.9 3.0 2.3 more than one answet, reasons outnumbsred sample cases, is statistically uwareliable.
Fear of ceprisal a2 ag,3 80,4 ag,2 29,1 ag,1 ap,3 victimizations, as discussed under “Repotting
Reporred to someone else 13.8 13.4 13.0 15.8 18.4 20.9 17.1
Other and not given 29.2 28,3 2.2 26.1 2389 23.8 26.7
NOTE: Uetail may not add to toral shown because under "Reporting crimes to the police.”
of rounding. Because some respondents 8Estimare, based on about 10 or fewnr sample
ave more than one answer, reasons out- c¢agses, {5 astatistivally unreliable,
,’i.mbe,,d victintzacions, as discussed ' ¥ Table 105, Household ririmes, 1981:
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations
to the police, by annual famiiy income
Table 103. Perscaal cimes of violence, 1981: . 2 Less tham §3,000~  $7,500- $10,000-  §15,000- §25,00. Not
; E Reagson for nwvt reporting $3,00 $7,499 $4,999  §14,999 $24,999  or more avaflabic
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations
to the police, by victim-offender reiationship and type of crime Total MO0 100 W0 W00 100.0 1000 109.0
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 22.5 18.6 17.3 11, 19.4 19,3 16.0
Not iwportant enough 22.0 24.3 28.5 26.9 3l 29,9 25,9
Nothing Police Too incon~  Private Falize‘would not want to be bothered a6.": 1.7 9.6 7.8 ] 7.9 10.9
victim—offendsr could be Not would not  venfent or Reported Other :?rva:;n::e:::::nnl matter ,g'g ;2 ng'z 19 fl’.9 24 1.9
relationship done; lack important want to be or time personal Fear of to some- and not ) Fear of reprisal Bn'.a |:§ an:(, u,;:; 0;’ a\g'; agg
and type of crime Total of proof enough bothered consuming matter repriaal one else given : } Peperted to somcone clse 7.0 4.4 e s R} 2:6 3:1‘
‘Y ncher and noc given 30.1 30.7 31,9 34.2 3i.5 327 34,9
Involving strangers 3 ' )
Crimes of violence 100.0 14.0 22.1 6.8 3.4 18.2 3.1 8.6 23,8 ¢ NOTE: Derail may not add to total shown because of crimes to the police.”
RA 100.0 825.6 2.8 29,0 23,9 28.9 at.7 29.6 38.6 i . rounding. Because some respondents gave %Estinate, based on ahout 10 or fewer nample
.gebe 100.(l 19.7 s 6.7 51 9.8 5.2 5.6 16.3 ; care than one answer, rcasons outwumbered zases, is statistically uanveliable,
Ro Ty 0. \ “.7 % .2 7.0 2.9 2 .3 z-2 9.6 191 I victinfzations, as digeussed under “Roport fng
\ Assault 100.0 . . . . . . : i
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 100.0 20.8 19.5 449 20,6 33.4 5.3 14.8 alS.S N
Rspe 100.0 20.0 83,5 89.0 30.0 49.4 a113,5 83,2 30,5
Robbery 100.0 21.3 i6.2 ag.1 31,2 22.1 37,0 18.3 25.7 ¢
Assault 100.0 20.8 20.4 4.7 ag.s 39.6 5.1 146.9 13.9 :
, :
NOTE: Detzil may not add to total shown because of rounding. "Reporting crimes to the polfice.” ‘g
Because gome respondents gave more than one answar, 8ggtimats, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer wample nases, g
rzacons outnumbercd victinizations, as discussed under i3 statistically unreliable. i
1
b
i
J
f
i 1
i
il
K
[ N . R
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Appendix lI
Survey instruments

Table 106. Household crimes, 1981:

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations
to the police, by type of crime and value of theft loss

Nothing Police Too incon- Private
could be Not would not venient or Reported Other
Type of crime and done; lack important want to be or time personal Fear of to some- and not T —
value of logs2 Total of proof enough bothered consuaing wmatter reprisal one else given A basie screen questionnaire
1 tosemoid ont , b .5 : (Form NCS-1) and a crime incident
1 household crimes 100.0 19.3 29.7 8.8 1.8 7.5 0. . . ; report (F S-2) are used t
Less than ¥50 '100.0 16.6 43,4 8.4 1.3 5.8 0.5 2.1 22.0 ﬁip.:t.(form i{C ):he 1 °t
$50-$249 100.0 23.7 12,7 10.2 2.2 8.4 0.6 2.7 39.4 elicit iniormation on the relevan
$250 or more 100.0 20.3 4.5 6.8 3.5 14.8 2.0 4.1 44.0 crimes committed against the house-
M AR A - A R S~ A A hold as o whole and against any of its
$50-$249 100.0 23.7 9.7 8.6 1.8 8.9 bg.8 2.7 43.8 { membe;s age 12 and over. Form
$250 or more 100.0 21.1 3.5 6.3 b32 1.1 b2.9 3.7 48.2 NCS-1 is designed to screen for all
Ho::e::];lm h;;gny igg.g iz.g igi g.(li ig g .g g.g fg %-g ! instances of vietimization before
g n . . . . . . . 0 LU o 2 spe 2 :
$50-§99 100.0 26.1 14.3 12.0 1.9 7.8 b4 1.7 7.8 details of any specific incident are
$100-$249 100.0 23.3 13.0 9.4 2.7 8.6 bo.8 4.3 37.9 collected. The screening form also
Motor vendele theft 10020 % be.5 b13 bia D3 bio29 e is used for obtaining information on
otor vehicle of N . . 1.4 . . o . e
Less than $50 100.0 bo.or b33.3 b0.0 b0.0 bo.0 59,0 b33.3 b33.3 the characteristics of each household
$50-$59 100.0 b24.0 boo 0.0 bo.n b23.8 bo.0 bo.0 bs2 .2 and its members. Household screen-
$100-5249 100.0 bys5.0 b1s.8 bo.o A %)6.0 bp.0 bbo.o 34,5 ing questions are asked of all mem-
$250 or more 100.0 b2,9 4.9 1.6 bo.0 8.7 bg.0 11.5 40.5 bers age 12 end over. However, a
knowledgeable adult member of the
NOTE: I‘?etaﬂ may not add :o total shown be;:use of rounding. :The inr:zorltlionslrefer only to lzua of cash and/or property ‘ household serves as a proxy respond-
ecause some respondents gave rore than one answer, and exclu the value of property nmage. - i -
reasons sutnumbered victimizations, as discussed under pEstinate, based on zero or sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, ent .fOl' 12-and 13-}'881‘:'01(.35., inca
"Reporting crimes to the police.” 1s statistically unreliable. pacitated persons, and individuals

absent during the entire field inter-
viewing period. Details about the
method of interviewing are given in
; ; Appendix 1.

: { Once the screening process is

; completed, the interviewer obtains
! details of each reported incident.
Form NCS-2 includes questions
eoncerning the extent of economic

. loss or injury, characteristics of

; offenders, whether or not the police
were notified, and other pertinent
details.

The basic sereen questionnaire
and incident report underwent revi-
sion in January 1979, and the re-
worked injtruments were used to
: collect information on incidents
; committed in 1981. Faesimiles of
; the revised questionnaires are in-
cluded here. Readers should consult
previous annual reports, 1973
through 1977, for copies of the
original instruments. As may be
noted, the revised incident report
was expanded to collect additional
information on series vietimizations,
time and place of occurrence, medi-
i cal treatment, property loss, and
‘ reporting to the police. Analysis
‘ based oni these new data elements
: will be performed in the future.
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Form Approve \: 0.M.B, No. 43-R0587

rormuNCS-1 ano NCS.2

{ta2a79)
u.s. DEPARTMENY OF COMMERCE
AU OF THE C
ACTING A! COLLECYING AGENT FO THE
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE AOMINISTRATION

U.S.OEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY

NCS.1 — BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE
NCS-2 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

NOTICE ~ Your repo’t to the Census Bureau is cenfidential by law (U.S,
Code 42, Section 3771). All identifialle information will be used only by
persons engaged in and for the purpoies of the survey, and may not be
disclosed or released to others for any purpose,

Sample (cc 3) I'Conlrol number (cc 4)

| PSU {Segment
{o€er

| Household
{Ck. : Serial
t 1)
1 |
1 1
] ]
1 1

N OO

JO

b e e ]

b . e,

ynumber (cc 5)

1TEMS FILLED AT START OF INTERVIEW

TRANSCRIPTION ITEMS FROM CONTROL CARD - Con.

1. Interviewer identification
Code : Name

|

11. Number of housing units in structure (cc 27)

2. Unit Status
@ 1 [T Unit in sample the previous enumeration
period - Fill 3
2 [C] Unit in sample first time this period — SKIP to 4

V11 5[")5-9
2[7]2 s[C110+
313 7 [} Mobile home or trailer
4[4 8 7] Only OTHER units

12. Family income (cc 28)

t [T] Under $3,000 (a) 8 7] 13,000 to 14,999 (h)

3. Household Status — Mark first box that applies
t [] Same household interviewed the previous
enumeration

2 [} Replacement household since the previous
enumeration

3 7] Noninterview the previous enumeration
4 ] Other — Specify ;

2{_153,000t0 4,999 (b)
3["] 5.000¢t0 5,999 {c)
af"} 6,000t0 7,499 (d)
s[7} 7.500t0 9,999 (e)

o [£715.000 to 17,499 (1)
10 [*}17.500 to 19,999 {})
11 (7120,000 10 24,999 (k)
12 725,000 to 29,999 (1)
6[110,000 to 11,999 (f) 13 77 30,000 to 49,999 (m)
7 {7712,000 o 12,999 (g) 14 [T 50,000 and over {n)

ITEMS FILLED AFTER INTERVIEW

13. Date lost housohold member completed

4. Line number of household respondent {cc 12)

@ ______

@il i1}

Month Day Year

14. Proxy information — Fill for all proxy interviews

TRANSCRIPTION ITEMS FROM CONTROL CARD

(3.3

. Special place type code (cc 6c)

@

a.Proxy ibnter- b. Proxy respondent c. Reasan
view obtained [T (Enter
for Line No. Name iLine No. | o)

@ ___

6. Tenure (cc 8)
1 [C] Owned or being bought
2 [C] Rented for cash
3 [T} No cash rent

@__|@G)__

w zQo

_ @__|®__

@ __

@

7. Land Use (cc 9-10)

@__|@__

Codes for item 14c:

8. Farm Sales (cc i)

x [} Item blank/URBAN in cc 9

1 = Under 14
2 - |14+ and physically/mentally upable to answer

IN -
3 — 14+ and TA, won't return before closeout TER

COMM

15. Type Z noninterview Codes for jtem 15b:

9. Type of living quarters (cc I5)

Housing unit
1 [} House, apartment, flat

2 [_JHU in nonwransient hotel, motel, etc.
3 [JRU —~ Permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc.
4[] HU in rooming house
s [ Mobile home or trailer
6 [_J HU not specified above — Describe 7

OTHER Unit

7 {C] Quarters not HU in roeming or boarding house

8 [] Unit not permanent in transient hotel, motel, etc.
9 [] Vacant tent site or trailer site

o [J Not specified above ~ Describe’

a. Interview b, Reason
not obtained] (Enter
for Line No.] code)

— | __
@
@
@__

unable to answer ~
no proxy available g%aﬁf'

4 ~ TA and no proxy
available

1 ~ Never avaiiable
2 « Refused
3 — Physically/mentally FILL

®®®
|

5 - Other
6 — Olfice use only

©
&
)

B Complete 18-29 for 2ach Line No, in |50,

Use of telephone (refer to cc 26a~4)
10a. Location of phone ~ Mark first box that applies

t [ Phone in unit

3 [7] Phone in another unit (neighbor, friend, etc.){ 10b
4 [T} Work/office phone
5[] No phone — SKIP to 1/

2 [_] Phone in common zrea (hallway, etc.) Fill

16a, Houschold members 12 years of age and OVER

Total b
b. Household members UNDER 12 years of age
Total b
o [ None
17. Crime incident Reports filled
Total ber — Fill BOUNDING
o {"VNone INFORMATION (cc 32)

b. Is phone interview acceptable?

Oy
@ e Qres

8 ] Refused o give number in 26c

Notes

6

p——
OF FICE USE
ghrice

18

,
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N .30 = HCH = N

e ey,

D

i
i
4
i
;
i

PERSOMAL CHARACTERISTICS

18. 19. 2. 21, 22, ;4. 2. 25, 2. 21, 28. .
NAME TYPE OF INTERVIEW | LINE |RELATIONSHIP [AGE ) MARITAL|SEX |ARMED |Educa- | Edusa- RACE ORIGIN
(of household NO. {10 REFERENCE |LAST {STATUS FORCES [tion - | tion -
respondent) PERSON BIRTH- MEMBER|highest | crmplete
| DAY rade  Jhat 2\fear’
[Pau 4] {cc 12)}(cc 13b) e 17) Jtee 18y Jece mmice 20y [Feean |ice 22 {cc 23) (ce 24}

.

7T} Other relative
8[ ] Noa-relative

7.

1 [T} Per. — Self-respondent + [ ] Ret. person 1{Im.
First 2[ 1 Tel. - Self-espqpdent | ____ |2[)Husband —_— 2T e,
3] Per. - Erox)}‘nu 14 on L,Sge 3[T]Wite Aze 13170,
a7l Tel. ~ Proxy J coVer Pag9) 4] 0wn child a[T)Sep.
% S[TINI = Fitt 2029 and 15 5[ Parent S{TINM
on cover page 6{"]8ro./sis.

s{ Ml ves &[] Yes |1 [ White
1[F{2CINo | - [7[No {2 [[]Black

Grade 3[C1American

5[:'0!her—

Aleut, Eskimo
4[] Asian, F’acmc

Specity F

Indian, } Origin

P INTERVIEWER: Read if respondent 16+

Before we get to the crime questions, | have a few
(additional} items that are useful in studying why
people may or may not become victims of crime,

CHECK
ITEMA

household interviewed the previous enumeration
period? (box | marked)
{"1No — Ask 30
Yes — Is this person a new household member?
(added to Control Cardas member this period),
y[JYes — Ask 30
2 ] No = SKIP to Check ltem C

} Look at item 3 on cover page. [s this the same

P
G
:

30. How long have you lived at this address?

e Months (If more thar 1] months, leave blank
OR and enter | year below.)

@ ae———— Years {(Round to nearest whole year)

Is entry in 30 —
F’PEEA::!B( {715 years or more? — SKIP to Check ltem C
7] Less than 5 years? — Ask 3!

31. Altogether, how many times have you moved in the lost
5 years, thot is, since, , 197 ?

——eeee Number of times

If **looking for work’* in 32a, SKIP (o 34b
340. Hove you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?

1[0 Yes
2 {7} No —~ SKIP to 35

Checked with —
1 {77 Public employment agency
2 {7} Private employment agency
3 {7} Employer directly
4 {7} Friends or relatives

s {71 Placed or answered ads

b. Whot have you been doing in the last 4 weeks to find work?
Anything else?
Mark all methods used. Do not read list,

6 [ Other — Specify (e.g., CETA, union or

professional register, etc.),

7 {71 Nothing — SKIP to 35

V[ INe
3 L_': Temporary iliness
4 {7} Going to school
s {1 Other — Specifyg

c. I3 there any reason why you could not take a job LAST WEEK?

CHECK Is this person 16 years old or older?
ITEM C [7) Yes — Ask 320
[T No — SKIP to0 370

32a, What wete you doing most of LAST WEEK — (working, keeping
house, going to schocl) or something else?

{73 Working - SK’P 6 [T} Unable to work — SK/P 1035
7 (] Retired

If “tayoff'* in 33b, SKIP to 36a

35. When did you lost work at o full-time job or business lasting
2 consecutive weeks or more?

1 {716 months ago or less

2 {71 More than 6 months but less than 5 years

3 {15 or more years ago

4 [} Never worked full time 2 weeks or more SKip

s [} Never worked at all

to 37a

2{'With a |ob bur
not at work

3 {7} Locking for work
4 [T} Keeping house
s [ Going to school

8 [T} Armed Forces —SKIP to36a
9 7 Cther - Specn[y-

36a. For whom did you (last) work? (Name of company, business,
organization or other employer)

b. Did you do any work ot all LAST WEEK, not counting work
areund the house? (Note: If farm or business operator in HHLD,
ask about unpaid work.)

1] Yes

2 [T No ~ SKIP to 33a

b. What kind of business or industry i this? (e.g., TV and radio
mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Department, farm)

@ T 1]

¢. How mony hours did you work LAST WEEK at all jobs?

e Hottrs — SKIP to 360

¢, What kind of work were you doing? (e.g., elecirical engineer,
stock clerk, typist, farmer, Armed Forces)

@[ 1]

If **with « job but not at wark'’ in 32a, SKIP to0 33b,
330, Did you have a job or business from whlchzcu were

temporarily cbsent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

(01) 1] Yes

. 2[7INo ~ SKIP to 340

d. What were your most important activities or duties?
keeping account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, Armnd Forces)

{e.8., typing,

)

b, Why were you cbsent from work LAST WEEK?

21 [T Layoff — SKIP to 34c
2 [ New job to begin within 30 days — SKIP t0 34¢

e Were you =

1 [T An employee of a PRIVATE compeny,

business, or

individual for woges, salary, or commissions?

2]
county, or local)?

< A GOVERNMENT employee {Federal, State,

SELF.EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

practice, or farm? If yes
Is the business incorporated?

; SKIP 3L Yes
3 [7] Other — Specily p t0 36a 4" No (or farm)
57" Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or farm?
FORM NEZoY (te2070) Page 2
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ARG,

b. What kind of business is that?

370. (Other then the ++ « business) does anyone in this household operate a business from this address? :@
i

{1 [T} Yes~Ask b

P INTERVIEWER: Enter unrecognizable business only

1200 No - SKIP to
3 38

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS

Puring the last 6 months, did anyone breck
into or somehow illegally get into your
(opartment/home), garoge, or another
building on your property?

38, Now I'd like 1o ask some questions about '] Yes-H 41, Did i H i
crime. Thoy refer only to the last 6 months— ED ® llzl?.’l ' u: y::{:noz :I:; :1::;:':':? :\?Iso;g::?ohold }D Yes- 3::5.’
i3 No from o ploce where you or they were ‘o 4
between 1, 19.__ond , ]9____II tempotarily staying, such as o friend's or :D No

relotive’s home, o hotel or motel, or
a vacation home? -

1
t
t
1
]
1
]

42, How many DIFFERENT motor vehicles

(cars, trucks, motorcycles, etc.) were

@

H
1
i
i
}
H owned by you or any other member of 10 [ None —
39. (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned) 16 Yes—~How many] this household during the lost 6:nro°nfhs? i SKIP to 45
Did you 'f}:nd a door ;'mmr'l‘!zl"é)!!‘;:k forced, 1 times? gl
or any other si !
break in? gns eren TED 0 No Ez [[::].Jg
¢ 3
: —_— i 4 [T14 or more
i .
t 43, Did anyene steal, TRY to steal, or use Yes—~H
40, Was onything at all stolen that is kept Illj Yes~How many] (t/any of them) withpt permission? o 5:\:5.,
outside your home, or happened to be H times? i {J No *
Leﬁ out, ls.ut:l" ?s o bicycle, a garden :D No 4 -
ose, or lawn furciture? (other than 44, Did anyone steal or TRY #
eny incidents already mentioned) E —— attached to (it/un;'of th“«‘mo), ’S':::l ?s": - Yes'ﬁ:‘-’-’:‘"
H bottery, hubceps, tape-detk, etc.? [ No ¥
i
i : L
IND{VIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS
45. The following questions refer only to thin i i i ’
J gs 1{7] Yes~How 55, Di
t6hu' hn}?pened to YOU during the last :D N ll:m';';y A?T)g:l;?g[;x :Qve‘:f"s:n:};:i'n;oa::“ L Yes- :"::'?.,
months — :D o belonged to you? (other than any 14
between 1,19 _and 19 : incidents already mentioned) CINe
Did you have your (pocket picked/purse H
snatched)? ' —
46. Did unyone toke something (else) direct! , ! ] i
g y - 2[) Yes—Héw many| 56. Did you call th lice durj
ir:;r:kyou by using for;e, sgch as by a ED No "m'"? months to repore? z:m::hi:qm!‘hga;bh.u:)::’ngd
vp, mugging or threot? H to YOU which you thought wos o crime?
! (Do' not count any calls made to the
: gollcg: concei-:‘n‘mg the in)cidents you
47. Did aanyone TRY to rob you by using fo ! e o SKIP
or th‘re"}ening to harm you? (other than e ;D Yes»:;;:;my C1No - SKIP 10 57
eny incidents already mentioned) ;D No ? [71Yes — What """'PP""“?]
;
1 . l !
48. Did anyone bedt you up, amack you or kit ;[j Tes~How many] l
you with something, such as a rock or bottle? ! times?
{other thon ony incidents already mentioned) 1L N I LD
] l I l
49, W k ;
» Were you knifed, shot at, or ottacked with :
ome nihor w“;‘m e E:'Oher ;[:] Yes—!:’msmy Lock at 56. Was HHLD member {3 Yes— Howmany
than any incidenis alteady mentioned) {CINo ¥ CHECK was something stolen or an “-‘",
1 ITEM D attempt made 1o steal something [INo

1]
1
R

that befonged to him/hey?

50. Did anycne THREATEN to beat you up or

THREATEN ycu with a knife, gun, or some
other weapon, ROY including “elephone
threats? (other than any incidents already
mentioned)

:E] Yes:How many
1 llmﬂx
I No

1

t
1

51. Did anyone TRY to ottack you in some

other way? {other than any incidents afready
mentioned)

:[:] Yes-How many
; umsr?
:[j No

1
]

52

Dgring the last 6 menths, did anyone steal
things that belonged to you from inside ANY
car or truck, such as packages or clothing?

%I:] Yes-:‘ow -;My

Il
N R
1

57. Did enything happen to YOU during the lost
6 months which you thought was o crime,
but did NOT report to the polica? (other
than any incidents already mentioned)

1Mo ~ SKIP to Check ltem F

{1 Yes — What huppened?’

HHE

|
|
1
|
i
1
i
i
1
1]
T
1
H
i
1
1
]
1
1
1
1
1
]
1
4
I3
t
I
]
i
i
¥
1]
1
i
]
4
i
12 + attacked or threatened, of i
1
i
1
1
i
1
1
1
]
1
!
1
]
1
1
t
t
)
]
1
1
4
1
|
]
EH
b
¥
|
1
1
I
{
I
1
]
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1
1
» h Look at 57. Was HHLD member Yes— How
53. Wos anything stolen from you while you ;[j Yes—Howmany] CHECK 12+ attacked or threatened, or - “-"';;,
were away from home, for instance ot work, ! times? ITEM E was something stolen or an O No
in o theater or restourant, or while traveling? {3 No 4 atempt made to stea) something
! that belonged to him/her?
1
) i
T - M Do any of the screen questions contain
. ther th;;\ any incid‘e'nts(yru ;e nlr'cludy 1] Yes—How many CHECK ey enwies for How many times?"!
mensioned) was anything (else) at o ' times? {Z1 Yes ~ Fijll Crime [ncid
sfolen from you during the last 6 months? s Ne ? ITEM F ’ ~ ' " reldent Repors,
? ' No ~ i
| R R e
! spondent.
FORM HCS.] {1.2.79% '
Page 3

PGM &

Form Approved: 0.M.B. No. 43-R0587

Line number Notes

NOTICE — Your report to the Census Bureau is confidential by law (U.S.
Code 42, saction 3771). All identifiable information will be used only by
persons engaged in and for the purposes of the survey, and may not be
disclosed or released to others for any purpose.

®

Screen question number

®

incident number

rorm NCS.2

{122:70)

THE
LAW ENFORCEMENTY ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION

U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAU DF THE CENSUS
ACTING AS COLLEGTING AGENT FOR

U.5. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY

Has this person lived at this address for 6 months
or less? (If not sure, refer to ltem 30, NCS-1.)
CHECK [J Yes (ltem 30 ~ 6 months or less) — Read @.
ITEM A Ask |

No(ltem 30blank or more than 6 months) —Read ,
= SKiP @20

You said that during the last § months ~ (Refer to appropriate
screen question for description of crime),

1. Did (this/the first) incident happen while you were living
here or before you moved to this address?

1 [) While living at this address

2 [[] Before moving to this address

2a. In whatmonth did (this/the first) incident happen? (Show calendar
if necessary. Encourage respondent to give exact month.)

Month  Year

Is this incident report for o series of crimes?

4o, Did this incident happen inside the limits of a city, town,
village, etc.?

v [[] Outside U.S. — SKIP to 5
2{7}No— Ask 4b

@

If not sure, ask:
b. In what State and county did it occur?

State

N VOO N

Yes — What is the nome of that city/town/village?
2 [T} Same city, town, village as
present residence — SKIP to 5
4 [} Different city, town, village from
present residence, — Specify;

County

If not sure, ask:
c. 15 this the same State and county as your PRESENT RESIDENCE?

i) Yes

2{"INeo

-TOTMI ~42MOT0O02Z™

. W thi ident take pl
1[7] Yes — Ask 2b (Note: series must have 5. Where did this incident take ploce?
CHECK 3 or more similar incidents which @ 1V [ At or in awn dwelling, or own attached W
ITEM B respondent can't recall separately. garage (Always mark for break-in or
Reduce em)ry in screen question if attempted break-in of same}
necessary. 2 [T At or in detached buildings on own Ask
2 {71 No — SKIP to 3a " property, such as detached garage, 6o
b, Altogether, how mony times did this happen during the storage shed, etc, (Always njark for
lost six months? break-in or attempted break-in of same)
Number of incidents 3 [T} At or in vacation home, hotel/mote! <
4 [71 Near own home; yard, sidewalk, c!rlveway.
c. In whot month or months did these incidents take ploce? carport, on street immedlatel}' adjacent
If more thon one quarter 1nvolved, ask 7 to own hame, apartment ha!l storage area/
i d t inciude apartment
How many in (nome months)? ;’Z‘:_zs;; ;g?:; {does not ! P
» INTERVIEWER: Enter number for each quarter as appropriate. 5 {1 At, in, or near a friend/relative/neighbor’s
If number falls below 3 or respondent can now recall incidents home, ather building on their property,yard,
separately, still #ill os a series. If oll are out of scope, end sidewalk, driveway, carport, on street
incident report. immediately adjacent to their home,
apartment hall/storage area/laundry room
Number of incidents per quarter 6 [} On the sureet (other than immedigtely
Jan., Feb., April, May, July, Avg,, Oct., Nov., ::!;a;zglz_'tsohoovrvnne/)lnend/relauve/
or March or June or Sept. or Dec. 8
(Qu. I (Qtr. 2) (Qur, 3) (Qtr, 4) 7 [] Inside restaurant, bar, nightclub g”:kto
@ a [J Inside other commercial building such Ite:z c
@ as store, bank, gas station page ,’4
s [0 On public transportation of in station
» INTERVIEWER: If this report is for a series, read: (bus, train, plane, airport, depat, etc.)
The following questions refer only to the most recent 1o {J Inside office, factory, or warchouse
incident, 11 [} Commercial parking fot
3a, ::‘?ldi:“ciehy::,%l:t"::igark outside when (this/the most recent) 127 Noncommercial parking lot
' [ ngh'l 13 [7] Apartment parking Jot
2 (;} Dark 14 [T} Inside school building
y ) 15 [-1On school property {schoof parking urea,
3 [r‘*l guw.n.kalm,ost Istzl;. dusk, wwilight 3 play area, school bus, etc.)
¢ U] Dont kinow —~ to 4a 16 [} In a park, field, playground other than
b. About what time did (this/the most recent) incident happen? school A
During day 17 {77 Other — Spec'fy-i
1 ] After 6 a.m.~12 noon Z
2 [T} After {2 noon~6 p.m, Notes
3 [ Don't know what time of day
At night
a["JAfer 6 p.m,~12 midnight
5[] After 12 midnight-6 a.m.
6 [ Don't know what time of night
OR
7 {77 Don't know vhether day or night
Page 13
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT ~ Continued

6a. Did the offender(s) live (here/there) or have a right to be
(here/there), such as a guest or a repoirperson?
t [ Yes — SKIP 1o Check Item C
2] No
3] Don't know

b. Did the offender(s) actually get in or just TRY to get in the
(house/apt./building)?
@ 1 [JActually gotin
2 [] Just tried to get in
3 [7] Don’t know

"c. Was there any evidence, such as o broken lock or broken
window, thot the offender(s) (forced his way in/TRIED to
force his way in) the building?
o[T]No

* Yes — What was the evidence? Anything else?
Mark all that apply
Window i -~
1 [J Damage to window (include frame,
glass broken/removed/cracked)
2 ] Screen damaged/removed
3 ] Lock on window damaged/tampered
with in some way
4 [ Other — Specify ¥

Door SKIP 1o
@ s [J Damage to door {include frome, glass P Check
* panes or door removed) Item C

6 [} Screen damaged/removed
7 [} Lock or door haadle damaged/tampered
with in some way

& "] Other — Specify7

s [] Other than window or door — Specify;

J

d. How did the offender(s) (get in/TRY to get in)? Mark one only
1[JLetin
2 [ Offender pushed his way In after door opened
3 [J Through open door or other opening
4[] Through unlocked door or window
Through Jocked dqor or window
5 [1Had key

6 [ ] Other means (pigked lock, used credit
card, etc.)

7 ] Don't know
8 [ Don't know
9 [[] Other — Specify 7

7d. How were you threatened? Any other way?
Mark all that apply

1 [[] Verbal threat of rape
] 2 [ Verbal threat of attack other than rape
3 [[] Weapon present or threatened
with weapon
LSKIP
to 100,
page 15

4[] Attempted attack with weapon
(for example, shot at)

s [[J Object thrown at person

s [] Followed, surrounded

7 [J Other — Speci[y;

e. What octually happened? Anything else?
Mark all that apply

@ 1 ] Something taken without permission h
* 2 [T] Attempted or threatened to take something
3 [ Harassed, argument, abusive language
4[] Forcible entry or attempted forcible
entry of house/apt, SKiP
s [[] Forcible entry or attempted entry of car > 1o {0q,
& [] Damagad or destroyed property page 15
v [J Attempted or threatened to damage or
destroy property
8 [} Other — Specify;

f. How did the person(s) attack you? Any other way?

Mark all that apply

1 [} Raped
¥ 2] Tried to rape

3 [7) Shot
4[] Knifed
s [ Hit with object held in hand
s [] Hit by thrown object
7 {1 Hit, slapped, knocked down
s {73 Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, pushed, =tc.
9 [T} Other — Speci[y7

present when this incident occurred? If not sure, ASK
ITEM C 1[]Yes — Ask 7a

CHECK ’ Was respondent or any other member of this househnld
@ 2] No — SKIP to 13a, page 16

70. Did the person{s) have o weapon such as a gun or knife,
or something he was using as o weapon, such as o
bottle or wrench?
1 {JNo
* 277 Don't know
Yes — What wos the weapon? Anything else?
Mark all that apply
a [T} Hand gun (pistol, revelver, etc.)
4 [} Other gun {rifle, shotgun, etc.)
s [} Knife
6 [_] Other — Specify

b, Did the person(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually attack
you in any woy?

1] Yes —~ SKIP to 7f
2 [} No

c. Did the éluoﬂ(s) thracten you with horm in ony way?

1] Yes
2 ] No ~ SKiP to 7e

8a. What were the injuries you suffered, if any? Aaything else?
Mark all that apply
@ o [1Nane — SKIP 1o 105, bage 15
* 1 [C)Raped
2 [7] Attempted rape
3 {7 Knife wounds
4 {7 Gun shot, bullet wounds
s [} Broken bones or teeth knocked out
s [T} Internal injuries
7 {Z} Knocked unconscious
8 [ Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling, chi pped teeth
9 {7} Other ~ Specify ?

b, Were you Injured to the extent that you received ony medical
care after the attack, including self treatment? '

1 {7 Yes
2 [T No ~ SKIP to 10a, page 15

. Where did you receive this care? Anywhere else?
Mark all that apply
t [T] At the scene
®  2[T}At home/neighbor’s/friend's

3 [7) Health unic at work, school, first aid station,
at a stadium, park, etc,

4 {7] Doctor's office/health clinic
s [} Emergency room at hospital/emergency clinic
6 [7] Other (does not include

hiospital) ~ Specify
7 [JHospizal )

Did you stay overnight in the hospital?

1 {71 No
2] Yes — Howr mony doys did you stay?

J ]

@ Number of days

FORM NCS<2 (1+2.79)
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Continued

99, At the time of the incident, were you covered by
any medical insuronce, or were you eligible for
benefits from any other type of health benefits
progrom, such os Medicold, Vetetans
Administration, or Public Welfare?

@ 1] Yes
2] No
3 [ Don't know} SKIP to 9¢

b, What kinds of heolth insuvance or benefit
programs were you covered by? - Any others?

Mark all that apply
@ 1+ [ Private plans

2 ) Medicaid
3 (] Medicare
« VA, CHAMPUS
s ] Public welfare
& [] Other — Specify
7 [J Don't know

c. Wos o claim filed with any of these insurance
companies or programs in order to get all or
port of your medicol expenses paid?

@) 1 Yes
Sl -
2] No
3 [) Don't know } KIP to 9f

d. Did insuronce or any health benefits program
pay for all or port of the total medical expenzes?

1CIAN

2 [} Part

3 [] Not yet settled
« [ None } SKIP to of

v, How much did insurance or a health benefits
progrom pay? Obtain an estimate, if
necessary.

x [Z] Don't know

CHECK

Is *“All'* marked in 9d?
ITEM D

[} Yes — SKIP tp 10a
7 [ Moo= Azkof

f. What was the total amount of your medical
expenses resulting from this incident,
(INCLUDING onything peid by insurance)?
Include hospital end doztor bifls, medicine,
thesany, braces, ond any other injury-related
medical expenses.

P INTERVIEWER: Obtain an estimate, if necessary

o [T} No cost
s foo]

x [] Don't know

10a. Did you do anything to protect yourself or
your property duting the incident? Include
getting away from the offender, yelling for
help, resisting in ony way.

@ t[1Yes

2[JNo—~SKiP to lla

b. What did you do? Anything elai

Mark all that apply
@ 1 [ Used/brandished a gun
2 [) Used/brandished a knife
1 [) Used/brandished some other weapon
4 [T Used/tried physical force (hit,
chased, threw object, etc.}

s [7] Tried to get help, attract attention,

11a. Was the crime committed by only one or more than one person?

@ 1 C] Only onez 2 (] Don't know

3 {7] More than one
SKIP to |20, page 16 ]

b. Was this person mole or

female?

@ 1 1 Male

2 [T} Female
37 Don't know

he How mony persons?

—_—
x [J Don't know

i« Were they male or female?

@ 1 [J All male

c. How old would you say

the person was?
@1 [TJ Under 12
2[]12-14
1] 15-17
4[] 18-20
s[J2a-29
s [] 30+
7571 Don't know

2 [JAll female
3 [7] Don't know sex of ant offenders
4[] Both male and female .
If 3 or more in I 1R, Asit:
Were they mostly mole e
. mostly female?
@ s [JMostly male
6 [[] Mostly female
7 [7] Evenly divided
8 [ Don't know

di Was the person someone you
knew or a steonger you had

Js How old would you say the youngest was?

never seen before? @ 1 [J Under 12 s[21-29
G 1 Known 207 12-14 ¢ C1 30, - SKIP
2 [ Stranger }SKIP 13117 o km -
18-20 "t
3 [} Don't know J t0 11 0 7 [J Don't know
k. How oid would you say the oldest was?

2, How well did you know the 1 [ Under 12 s ] 21-29
person - by sight only, casvel 2] 12~14 s ] 30+
acquaintonce or well known? 10 15-17 7 (] Don't know

Ga)) I sigheonly ) SKIP 318-20
2[T] Casual ‘ﬁ i
acquaintance £ | £, Were any of the persans known to you

3 ] Well known

or were they all strangers you had
never seen before?

f. Whot wos the person's

relationship to you?

For example, o friend,

cousir, etc.
| [} Spouse
2 [7) Ex-spouse
3 7] Parent
4 [T1 Own child

s [7] Brother/sister

& [] Other relat
Speci[y;

7 [] Boyfriend/

ex-boyfriend

8 [] Girlfriend/

ex~girifriend

o [7) Other nonrelative ~

Speci!y-’,

@ 1 ) All known
2 ["1Some known

1 [JAIl strangers
4[] Don't know
m. How well did you know the person(s) -

by sight only, casudl acquaintance or
well known? Mark all that apply

+ [} Sight only

* 2 [7] Casuai acquaintance(s)
3 [7] Well known

SKIP to 1]o

ive —

CHECK

ITEM E [1Yes — Ask lin

[INo~SKIP 10 llo
n. What {was/were) the well known person’s

relationship(s) to you? For example,
friend, cousin, etc, Mark all that apply

} Is “‘well known'" marked in |1m?

g+ Wos he/she White, Black, or

some other roce?
@\ [T White
2[7] Black
3 Other ~
- Speci{y-'-‘

. . 1+ ] Spouse 7 (] Boyfriend/
# (7] Friend/ex-friend # 2 [T] Ex-spouse ex-boyfriend
3 [_] Parent s 7] Girlfriend/
4[] Own child ex-girlfriend
s [] Brother/ s [ Friend/
sister ex-friend
o [ Other
s S,ﬁh:‘;v, - nonrelative -
Specily; Specify 7

4 7 Don't know

to 0. Were the offenders White, Black, or
i2a, some other race? Mork all that epply
poge (258) 1 (] White
6 ’ 2] Black

_..3 [ Other — Specify.

scare offender away (screomed, yelled,
called police, turned on lights, etc.)

s [ Threatened, argued, reasoned, etc,,
with offender

7 [T Resisted without force, used evasive
action (ron/drove away, hid, held
proparnty, locked door, ducked,
shielded self, etc.)

8 [T) Other - Speci{y;

Notes

" 4 [2] Don’t know race of any/some

CHECK

ITEM F [T Yes — Ask Hip

"1 No — SKIP t0 12a, page 16
ps What race were most of the offendsss?

¢ {7 Mostly White &[] Evenly

}Is more than one box marked in 1lo?

2 [T} Mostly Black divi?ed
3 [T Mostly some 3 (13 Don’t
other race know

FORM NCB:2 (1s2+78)

Page |5
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT — Continued

16a. Was all or port of the stolan (money/property/money and property) 17a. Was the theft reported to an insurance company?
recovered, not counting anything received from insurance? V[ Yes

L 1 (CIAN 2 {7 No or don't have insurance } SKIP to 180

2 [} Part — SKIP to 16b s [] Den't know

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Ceatinued

120, Were you the only person there besides the offender(s)?
Do not include perzons under 12 years of age.

S

13¢. What was taken thot beionged to you or others in the
houssho!d? Anything else?

Y
103 Yes } SKIP to 130 Cash §

2 7] Don't know

and/or 3 [] None — SKIP to {7a
3[JNo Property —~ Mark all that apply Was anything other than cash/checks/credit cards b. Did the insurance poy anything fo cover the theft?

b, How many of these persons, not counting yourself, were harmed, @ 1 [7] Only cash taken ~ Enter amount above and SKIP to l4c, «aken? (''Yes' marked in Check item J, page I6) ' [ Yes

’hro:unerd FI;". herm o'r :cd umnhingdfnltln; from Tl‘iEM b)y force 2 [ Purse } Did it contain any money? ICTHEEMC§ {1 Yes — SKIP to l6¢c 2 ] Not et settled

or threat o nst include persons undar yeors of age.

3 Wallet Yes — Enter amount above. No — SKIP to 16f
@ o [ None — SKIP to 13a o % No = 3[]No SKIP to 16a
Number of parsons « [} Car b, What was recovered? Anything alise? 4 (7] Don't know
x [~7 Don't know — SKIP t0 13a s [} Other motor vehicle , Cash: . How much was paid?

c. Are any of these persons members of your household now? 6 [T] Part of motor vehicle {(hubcap, atiached tape deck, . d by insurance

(Do not include household members under 12 yeors of oge.) attached C.B. radio, etc) ) ' $ : >Lgr:gi§;,’iﬁ!tee§é J{fﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂ:ﬁ: asz '{gﬁuestimate
@ o] No 7 [C1 TV, stereo equipment (tape deck, receiver, ! and/or of value of the property replaced.

speaker, etc.), radios, cameras, small household : !

Property — Mark all that apply

Yes — How many, not counting yoursc"?? appliances (blender, hair blower, toaster oven, etc.)

[=]

s

Nuriber of household members » {Z] Silver, china, jewelry, furs 1 [7] Cash only recovered — Enter amount ohove and x [} Don't know
Enter name of other HHLD member(s). If not sure, ask 9 7] Bicycle “ = . SKIP to 16f
@ 10 [T} Hand gun {pistol, revolver, etc.) ‘ 2 [7) Purse } 2 18a. (Other than any stolen property) was anything that belonged
: ) - Did it contain any money? as et than any prop belon
‘ b f the household domaged in this
T 1l Other aun (ﬂ(le, shotgun, etc.) ; 3 [0 Wallet [Z] Yes ~ Enter amount above ::c)i'z:n‘:; Mlg':r’ ::(:Tnp'i: :as (ec ll:ck or window broken/clothing
12 {7] Other ~ Specify 4 {{INe domaged/damage done to a car/ete.)?
13a. Verify 13a or |3b when it’s already known that something

! 4 [7] Car Y
was taken o.r attempted to be taken, o « (] Other motor vehicle 1[7] Yes 1P o Chock fam
:lcls scrr:;’bmg stolen o taken w’i’thouthpclg:unnn that - ‘ s [~] Part f motor vehicle (hubeap, attached tope deck, 2 [7] No - SKIP to Check Item
elonged to you or others in the household? @ l I l ] J’ L ]_‘__ OFFICE USE ONLY - ftacied C.B. radio, etc.) - ” "
PINTERVIEWER: Include anzlhinE stolen from UNrecognizable - 7 {7] TV, streo equipment (tape deck, receiver, speaker, b. (Was/Were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced:
business in respondent's home. Do not include anything Was a car or other motor vehicle taken? " etc.), radios, cameras, small household appliances ' [7] Yes, All
stolen from o recognizable business in respondent’s home or CHECK (box 4 or 5 marked in |3e) v {blender, hair blower, toaster oven, etc.) * } SKIP 1o 184
another business, such os merchandise or cash from a ITEMH [} Yes — Ask l4a s [ Silver, china, jewelty, furs 2 [T} Yes, Part
register. [1 No = SKIP to Check Item 1 s [7] Bicycle 2L1Ne
1) Yes ~ SKIF to 13e - 1o [ Hand gun (prstol, revolver, etc.
2] No 14a. Hod permission to use the (cor/motor vehicle) ever been < 11 [7] Other gun {rifle, shotgun, etc.) c. How much would it cost o repair or replace the
3 7 Don't know given to the person who took it? ; 12 ) Other ~ Specify; damaged item(s)? em N
— SKIP to Check ltei
b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take something that belonged @ 1 Yes ! o 7} No cost = SKIP to Che "
to you or others i the household? 2 [} No }SKIP 10 Check ftem]
1] Yas 3 {77 Don't know m { $ . SKIP to 18e
s " " ] Don't know
2{Z1No SKIP to | b. Did the person return the (car/moter vehicls) this time? r l 1 J 1 l [d' OFFICE USE ONLY ) X [71Den
3 (3 Don't know © 180, poge 17 1 {71 Yes n/checks/ d. How much was the repair or replacement cost?
~ :  Refer to 16b, Was anything other than cash/checks . _ Item N
c. What did they try to take? Anyrhing else? 2[CJNo ‘ CHECK P credit cards recovered? o {7 No cost — SKIP to Check ltem
,ﬁ‘frk all that apply Was cash, purse, or a wallet taken? (Money : ITEM L (71Yes — Ask léc $ .
25 1) Cash amount entered or box |, 2, or 3 marked in |3e) “1 No — SKIP to 16f
' 2 [T Purse CHECK =1y I L x [7] Don't know
ITEMI (72 ves - Ask I4c c. Was the recovered property damaged to the extent that it hed to =~ -
2 (3 Wallet (1 No ~ SKIP to Check ltem J be repaired or replaced? rDo not include recovered cash, e. Who (paidiwill pay) for the repairs or replocement?
<[ Car W the (cash7 Twallon - -y checks, or credit cards.) Anyone else?
iclz c. Was the (cash/purse/wallet) on your person, for instonce, e
s 7 Other motor vehicl in a pocket or being held by you,when it was taken? : 1i7) Yes Mark all that apply

2{" ) No — SKIP to Check Item M

6 [] Part of motsr vehicle (hubcap, ottached tape desk,
attached C.B. radio, etc.) @ 1{7] Yes

@ 1 [7] ltems will not be repaired or replaced

i i - : f the property * 2 [} Household member
Tv, . 2{"}No d. Constdering the damoge, what was the value o -
@ 7 L rairon, camerac el asehatd ooy after it was recovered? (Do not include recavered cosh, s [7) Landiord
(blender, hair blower, toaster oven, etc.) R 13 " checks, or credit cards.) 4[] Insurance
) t W thi h, ; -
o il b ety o cnex |y B0 e o syt eher o cosh, | f; @ s L] - sk o 11 s ) Othr =S
9 ] Bicycie ' 1TEm J {7} Yes - Ask 150 Look at 16a )
Q’@ 10 ] Hand gun (pistol, revolver, etc.) " No ~ SKIP to léa, page 17 : CHECK [} Al recovered in 163 - SKIP to 16f
% 11 ] Other gun {rifle, shotgun, etc.) i ITEMM {1 Part recovered in 16a — Ask lée
150. Whot was the value of the PROPERTY thot was token? f .

12 [] Other ~ Specify 3

Look at ftem 5, bage 13,Did the incidgnt happen
in any of the commercial places described in

. ’ recoveted cash, checks, or credit ‘qf"") CHECK boxes 7—11?

(Exclude ony stolen cash/checks/credit cards) ! . What was the value of the property recovered? (Do not include

|t g e

— Ask 19
13 [7] Don't know ITEMN [ Yes
. \ b, How did you decide the volue of the property thot was - 20 8
@ [ 1 I 1 l r l«. OFFICE (SE ONLY stolm? Any other way? f. Who recovered the (money/property/m|iney and property)? [7]No - SKIP to 20a, page
= ” < ; Mark ali that apply - :1“:".11..;.: ool ; p e
id they try to take cash, or a purse, or a wallet? “1 Ori ark ali that gpply ' 9 Y id this incident hoppened in o (describe place).
CHECK (box 1, 2, or 3 ma"‘?d in 13c) ;H g::;:::::::cost ) @ t {71 Victim or other household me pber ’ D‘i,: .‘}:’, person(s) steal or TRY to steal anything belonging
ITEMG ¥ g ;,e,s_—s:,‘: 13780 / 3 ["] Personal estimate of current value . v 20 Police to the (name place)?
: » poge 17 « [ Insurance report estimate , { 1] Roﬂl:umedsb)' g;fender - ("] Yes
- . : ther — Speci H 1L
d. Was the (cath/purse/wallet) on your person, for instance, s [-] Poh‘ce estimate : <0 pecily ¥ N
in a pocket or being held? & {7} Don't know i i z2[7]No
' '

1[0 Yes 7 [} Other — Specify ?

21 No } SKIP to 18a, page 17

FORM NCS-2 {12479}

| 3 [T} Don't know

FORM NG32 {1279} ) i Page 17
Page 16
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT ~ Continved

200. Were the police informed or did they find out about this incident
in ony way?

1 ) No

2] Don't know — SKIP to Check Item Q

{s more than one reason marked in 20d?
SRECK [ Yes — Ask 20e
ITEM P [ No — SKIP to Check Item Q

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Continved

Yes ~ Who told them?
3 [T} Respondent — SKIP to 20d
4 [ 'Other household member

s [T} Someone else SKiP to
& [7] Police first to find out about it ﬁz:fs

20e. Which of these would you say was the most important reason
why the incident was reported to tha police?

Reason b

% [T] No one reason more important
0 [C] Because it was a crime was most important

7 {] Some other way ~ Specify7

b. What was the reason this incident was not reported fo the police?
Any other reason? Mark all that apply

Is this person |6 years or older?
CHECK [ Yes — Ask 2la
ITEM Q [Z1 No — SKIP to 24a, page 19

D INTERVIEWER: Verify oll answers with respondent. Mark
box below if structured probe used.

1 [TISTRUCTURED PROBE: Was the reason becouse you
folt thate was no NEED 1o call, dida’t think police
COULD do anything, didn't think police WOULD do

anything, or was there some other reason?

No NEED to call
1 [[] Object recovered or offender unsuccessful
* 2 [ Respondent did not think it important enough
3 ] Private or pe}sonai matter or took care of it myself
4 7] Reported to someone else

Police COULDN’T do anything

s [} Didn't realize crime happened until later

6 [ Property difficult to recover due to lack of serial
or |.D. number

7 [ Lack of proof, no way to find/identify offender

Police WOULDN'T do anything

8 [3 Police wouldnt think it was important enough,
they wouldn't want to be bothered

9 [Z§ Police would be inefficient, ineffective, insensi-
tive (they'd arrive late, wouldn't pursue case
properly, would harass/insult respondent, etc.)

Some other reason
1o [] Afraid of reprisal by offender or his family/friends
* 11 [ Did not want to take time — too inconvenient
+2 [] Other — Specify7

13 [7] Respondent doesn’t know why it wasn't reported

Is more than one reason marked in 20b?
] Yes — Ask 20c
{3 No — SKIP to Check Item Q

CHECK
ITEM O

“+ Which of these would you soy was the most important reason
why the insident was not reparted to the police?

21a. Did you have o job at the time thin incident happened?

1] Yes

2] No — SKIP to 24a, poge 19

b. Was it the same job you described to me earlier as o (describe
job on NCS-1), or a different one?

1 [[] Same as deseril~d on NCS-| items 36a~e — SKIP to
Ck. ltem R

2 [] Different than described on NCS-! items 36a—e

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

d. What kind of business or industry is this? (e.g., TV ond
radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Department. farm)

@[ 1]

230. Did YOU lose time from work because of this incident for
any of these (other) reasons? Reod list. Mark all thot apply.
1+ [] Repairing damaged property?
2 [] Replacing stolen items?
3 ] Police ralated activities, such as cooperating
with an investigation?
4 [] Court reloted activities, such as testifying in court?
s (T} Any other reason ? — Specify

6 [} None — SKIP to 24a

b How much time did you lose because of (name al! reasons
marked in 230)7

@ o [} Less than one day — SKIP to 24a

Number of days
% [ Don’t know

ce During these days, did you lose any pay that was not covered
by unemployment insurance, sick lecve, or some other source?

@ 1 [J Yes
2] No — SKIP to 24a

CHECK
ITEM S

Summarize this incident or series-of incidents.
Include what was taken, how entry was gaiped,
how victim was threatened/attacked, what weapons
were present and how they were used, any injuries,
what victim was doing at time of attack/threat, etc,

Check BOUNDING INFORMATION (cc. 32)

d. About how much pay did you lose?

s_______.

x [7] Don't know

CHECK
ITEMT

e. What kind of work were you doing? (e.g., electrical engineer,
stock clerk, typist, farmer, Armed Forces)

@[ [T

f. Whot were your most important activities or duties? (e.g.,
typing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing
concrete, Armed Forces)

g. Wero you —
@ 1 [T An employee of a FRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2 [} A GOVERAMENT employee (Federal, State, county
or local)?

SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or farm? If yes

Was the business incorporated?
3] Yes
4[] No (or farm}
s ] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

24a, Were there any (other) household members 16 years or older
who lost time from work because of this inzident?
@ 1] Yes
2} No — SXIP to Check Item S

} [CJ Yes — Be sure you fill or have filled an

Look at 12¢c, page 16. Is there an entry for
**Number of household members?'’

Incident Report for each interviewed HHLD
member |2 years of age or over who was
harmed, threatened with harm, or hod some-
thing taken from him/her by force or threat in
this incident.

[ Neo

b. How much time did they lose cltogether?

Is this the last Incident Report to be filled
for this person?
[ No — Go to next Incident Report

Reason number SKiP to
x 7] No one reason most important Check item Q

Was this person injured in this incident?

CHECK [T Yes (injury marked in 8a page 14) — Ask 220
ITEMR ] No (blank or none marked in 8a) - SKIP to 230,
page 19

(PAUSE). Besides the fact that it was a crime, did YOU have any
other reason for reporting this incident to the police? {Show card)
{F PHONE INTERVIEW: For example, did you report it
because you wanted to prevent this or a future incident, to
collect insurance or recover property, to get halp, fo punish
the offender, or because you had evidence tkat would help
catch the offender, thought it was your duty, or was there
some other reason? -
Any offier renson? Mark all thet apply. Verify, if necessary.
1 73 To stop or prevent this incident frem happening
* 2[7] To keep it from happening again or to others
3 7] In order to collect insurance
4 {Z] Desire to recover property
5 [T Need for help after incident because of injury, ete.
& [_] There was evidence or proof
7 {7 To punish the offender
% 817} Because you felt it was your duty
% [ Some other reason ~ Specify F

o ] No other reason

d. Please take a minute to think back to the time of the incideny 220. Did YOU lose ti

me from work because of the injuries you
suffered in this incident?

@ 1 Yes
2{7) No — SKIP to 23q, poge 19

b. How much time did you lose because of injuries?

@ 0 [ Less than one day ~ SKIP to 230, page 19

Number of days
% {77 Don't know

<. During these days, did you lose any pay that was not covered by
vnemployment insurance, sick leave, or some other source?

@\C]Yes

2 {7} No — SKIP 10 23a, page i9

d. About how much pay did you lose?

@ * oo

X [7] Don't know

FORM NCS«2 (12079}
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Page 18

@ o [ Less than | day F#EECS Yes - Is this the last HHLD member to be
M interviewed?
Number of days [ Yes ~ END INTERVIEW
x [T} Don’t know [T1No — Interview next HHLD member
Notes
FORM NCSe2 the2e70) Page 19
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Appendix i

Survey methodology
and standard errors

With respect to crimes against
persons or households, survey results
contained in this report are based on
data gathered from residents
throughout the Nation, including
persons living in group quarters, such
as dormitories, rooming houses, and
religious group dwellings. Crew-
members of merchant vessels,
Armed Forces personnel living in
military barracks, and institution-
alized persons, such as correctional
facility inmates, did not fall within
the scope of the survey. Similarly,
United States citizens residing
abroad and foreign visitors to this
country were not under considera-
tion. With these exceptions, individ-
uals age 12 and over living in units
designated for the sample were
eligible to be interviewed.

Data collection

Each housing unit selected for
the National Crime Survey (NCS) is
in the sample for 3 years, with each
of seven interviews taking place at
6-month intervals. An NCS inter-
viewer's first contact with a housing
unit selected for the survey is in
person, and, if it is not possible to
secure face-to-face interviews with
all eligible members of the household
during this initial visit, interviews by
telephone are permissible there-
after. The only exceptions to the
requirement for in-person interview
apply to 12-and 13-year-olds, inca-
pacitated persons, &nd individuals
who are absent from the household
during the entire field interviewing
period; for such persons, inter-
viewers are required to obtain proxy
responses from a knowledgeable
adult member of the household.

Prior to February 1980, the
second through seventh interviews
were conducted in the same manner
as the initial interview. At that
time, however, the mode of inter-
viewing was changed in order to cut
data collection costs. Telephone
interviewing was increased and in-
person interviewing was reduced.
This change was implemented in a

manner that reduced the possibility
of biasing the results. For half of
the remaining interviews at a sample
address, the procedure was the same
as that used for the entire sample

prior to February 1980: The third,
fifth, and seventh interviews con~
ducted primarily in person, with
telephone follow-up permitted. The
three even-numbered interviews
have been conducted insofar as
possible by telephone. The practice
with respect to proxy interviews was
not changed.

Before February 1980, about 20
percent of the interviews were by
telephone, whereas the proportion
has been approximately 50 percent
under the newer procedure. The
results of an assessment of the
change in the data collection mode
upon results for 1980 were reported
in 'che8 initial data release for that
year.” The procedure adopted in
1980 has remained unchanged.

Sample design and size

Survey estimates are based on
data obtained from a stratified
multistege cluster sample. The
primary sampling units (PSUs) com-
prising the first stage of the sam-
pling were counties, groups of coun-
tics, or large metropolitan areas.
Large PSUs were included in the
sample with certainty and were
considered o be self-representing
(SR). For the Nation as a whole,
there were 156 SR PSUs. The re-
maining PSUs, ealled non-self-
representing (NSR), were combined
into 220 strata by grouping P5Us
with similar demographic character-
istics, as determined by the 1970
census. From each stratum, one
area was selected for the sample,
the probability of selection having
been proportionate to the area's
population.

The remaining stages of sampling
were designed to ensure a self-
weighting probability sample of
dwelling units and group guarters 9
within each of the selected areas.
This involved a systematic selection
of enumeration distriets (geographic
areas used for the 1970 census), with
a probability of selection proportion-

8see Criminal Vietimization in the U.S.:
1979-80 Changes, 1973-80 Trends. BJS
Technical Report, NCJ-80838, July 1982,

9Sel£-weighting means thg4 each sample
housing unit had the same !nitial probability of
being selected.

ate to their 2970 population size,
followed by the selection of clusters
of approximately four housing units
each from within each enumeration
distriet, To account for units built
within each of the sample areas
after the 1970 census, a sample was
drawn, by means of an independent
clr:!cal operation, of permits issued
for the construction of residential
housing. Jurisdictions that do not
issue building permits were sampled
using area segments. These supple-
mentary procedures, though yielding
a relatively small portion of the
total sample, enabled persons occu-
pying housing built after 1970 to be
properly represented in the survey.
With the passage of time, newly
constructed units accounted for an
mcreasel% proportion of the total
sample.

Approximately 71,000 housing
units and other living quarters were
designated for the sample. For
purposes of conducting the field
interviews, the sample was divided
into six groups, or rotations, each of
whieh contained housing units whose
occupants were to be interviewed
onee every 6 months over a period of
3 years; the inital interview was for
nurposes of bounding, i.e., establish~-
ing a time frame to avoid duplicative
recording of information on subse-
gquent interviews, but was not used in
computing annual estimates. Each
rotation group was further divided
into six panels. individuals cecupy-
ing housing units within one-sixth of
each r¢.1tion group, or one panel,
were interviewed each month during
the 6-month period. Because the
survey is continuous, additional
housing units are selected in the
manner described and assigned to
rotation groups and panels for sub~
sequent incorporation into the sam~
ple. A new rotation group enters the
sample every 6 months, replacing a
group phased out after being in the
sample for 3 years.

Interviews were obtained at 6-
month intervals from the occupants
of about 59,000 of the 71,000 housing

104 revised NCS sample, based on 1980 census
data, is expected to be introduced at a future
date. For additional infermation, see the
discussion on Locality of residence (and foot-
note 5) in the "Victim cheracteristics™ section
of this report.
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Appendix il

Month cf interview by month of reference
(X's denote months in the 6-month reference period)

Period of reference (or recall}

Month of First quarter

Second quarter Third quarter Fourth quarter

interview Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr.

May June July Aug. Sept. Qct. Nov. Dec.

January

February

March

April

May

June

July
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] 3| <) <3 <) |
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September
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October

November
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December
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XX =[x

January

February

PR

March

XKix[>xixix|x

Aprif

MRKIX XXX |K

May

XXX

XX XINIX

June

July

The first step in the estimation
procedure was the application of a
basic weight, the reciprocal of the
probability of seleetion for the
sample, to the data from each person
interviewed; this weight is a rough
measure of the population within the
scope of the NCS that is represented
by .each person in the sample. An
adjustment was then made to ac-
count for oceupied units (and for
persons in occupied units) that were
eligible for the survey but where it
was not possible to obtain an inter-
view.

Ordinarily, the distribution of the
sample population differs somewhat
from the distribution of the total
population from which the sample
was drawn in terms of such charac-
teristics as age, race, sex, residence,

units designated for the sample. The
large majority of the remaining
12,000 units were found to be va-
cant, demolished, converted to
nenresidential use, or otherwise
ineligible for the survey. However,
approximately 2,200 of the 12,000
units were occupied by householders
who, although eligible to participate
in the survey, were not interviewed
because they could not be reached
after repeated visits, declined to be
interviewed, were temporarily
absent, or were otherwise not avail-
able. Thus, the occupants of about
96 percent of all eligible housing
units, or some 126,000 persons,
participated in the survey.

Estimation procedure

In order to enhance the reliability
of the estimates presented in this
report, the estimation procedure
incorporated extensive auxiliary data
resources on those characteristies of
the population that are believed to
bear on the subject matter of the
survey. These auxiliary data were
used in the various stages of ratio
estimation.

The estimation procedure pro-
duces quarterly estimates of the
volume and rates of victimization,
Sample data from 8 months of field
interviewing are required to produce
estimates for each quarter. As

shown in the accompenying chart,
for example, data collected during
Pebruary though September are
required to produce an estimate for
the first quarter of any given calen-
dar year. Each quarterly estimate is
made up of equal numbers of field
observations from the months during
the half-year interval prior to the
time of interview. Thus, incidents
oceurring in January may be report-
ed in a February interview (1 month
ago) or in a March interview (2
months ago) and so on up to 6 months
ago for interviews conducted in
July. One purpose of this arrange-
ment is to minimize expected biases
associated with the tendency of
respondents to place criminal vie-
timizations in more recent months
during the 6-month reference period
than when they actually oceurred.
Annual estimates are derived by
accumulating data from the four
quarterly estimates which, in turn,
are obtained from & total of 17
months of field interviewing—from
February of one year through June of
the following year. The population
and household figures shown on
vietimization rate tables are based
on an average for these 17 months,
centering on the ninth month of the
data collection period, in this case,
October 1981.
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ete. Because of this, two stages of
ratio estimation were employed to
bring distributions of the two popu-
lations into closer agreement, there-
by reducing the variability of the
sample estimates.

The first stage of ratio estima-
tion was applied only to data records
obtained from sample areas that
were non-self-representing. Its
purpose was to reduce the error
arising from the fact that one area
was selected to represent an entire
stratum. For various categories of
race and residence, ratios were
caleulated reflecting the relation-
ships between weighted 1980 census
counts for all sample areas in each
region and the total population in the
non-self-representing parts of thf
region at the time of the census. 1

) The second stage of ratio estima~-
tion was applied on a person basis
and brought the distribution of the
persons in the sample into closer
agreement with independent curcent
estimates of the distribution of the
population by various age-sex-race
categories.

HResults of the 1980 census also were used
for. producing revised 1980 NCS estimates.
This change in estimation affected the com-
parability of vietimization and incident levels,
l_)ut rates and percentages were affected little,
if at all. See Criminal Victimization in the
U.S.:_1980-81 Changes Based on New Esti-

mates. BJS Technical Report NCJ-87577,
March 1983,

—W
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Concerning the estimation of
data on crimes against households,
characteristics of the wife in a
husband~wife household and charac-
teristics of the head of household in
other types of households were used
to determine which second-stage
ratio estimate factors were to be
applied. This procedure is thought to
be more precise than that of uni-
formly using the characteristies of
the head of household, because
sample coverage generally is better
for females than for males.

In producing estimates of per-
sonal incidents (as opposed to those
of vietimizations), a further adjust-
ment was made in those cases where
an incident involved more than one
person, thereby allowing for the
probability that such incidents had
more than a single chance of coming
into the sample. Thus, if two per-
sons were victimized during the
same incident, the weight assigned
to the record for that incident (and
associated characteristics) was
reduced by one-half in order not to
introduce double counts into the
estimated data. However, the
details of the outcome of the event
as they related to the victimized
individual were reflected in the
survey results. A similar adjustment
was made in cases where individuals
were victimized during the course of
commercial erimes: If a person was
victimized during a crime against a
business concern (such as a customer
injured in a store robbery), the event
did not count as an incident of per-
sonal erime, although the effects of

that incident upon the individual
victim were measured as a personal
vietimization. No adjustment was
necessary in estimating data on
crimes against households, as each
separate criminal act was defined as
involving only one household.

Series victimizations

Three or more criminal events
which are similar if not identical in
nature and incurred by individuals
who are unable to identify separately
the details of each act or recount
accurately the total numper of such

acts are known as series vietimiza-
tions. Because of the inability of the
vietims to provide details for each
event separately, series crimes have
been execluded from the analysis and
data tables in this report.

Before 1979, NCS interviewers
recorded series vietimizations by the
season (or seasons) of occurrence
within the 6-month reference period,
and the data were tabulated by the
quarter of the year in which data
were collected. Since January of
that year, however, data on series
erimes have been gathered by the
calendar quarter (or quarters) of
occurrence, making it possible to
match the time frames used in
tabulating the data for regular
erimes. An assessment of the ef-
fects of combining regular erimes
and series erimes—with each of the
latter counting as a single vietimiza-
tion (based on the ‘Jetails of the most

Table 1. Personal and household crimes, 1881:

recent incident only)—was included
in the initial release of 1980 data,
referenced previously in the appen-
dix (footnote 8). As was expected,
that report showed that vietimiza-
tion eounts and rates were higher

in 1979 and 1980 when the series
crimes were added. However, rate
changes between those 2 years were
essentially in the same direction, and
significantly affected the same
erimes, as those for the regular
erimes alone.

Table I shows the counts of
regular and series victimizations for
1981, as well as the results of com-
bining the two, with each series
tallied as a single event. A totalof
879,000 personal series erimes and
509,000 household series crimes were
measured. As in the past, series
erimes for 1981 tended dispropor-
tionately to be either assaults (more
likely simple than aggravated) or

Number and percent distribution of series victimizations

and of victimizations not in series,
by sector and type of crime

Total Series Victimizations
viccimizations victinfzatfons not in series

Percent Percent Percant

Ssctor and type of crime Number in eector Nuaber 4n sector Nuober i{n sector
Parsonal sector 23,324,000 100.0 879,000 100.0 22,445,000 100.0
Crimea of violence 7,137,000 30.6 555,000 63.1 6,582,000 29.3
Rape 186,000 0.8 8,000 29.9 178,000 0.8
Robbery 1,436,000 6.2 55,000 6.3 1,381,000 6.2
Rabbery vith injury 467,000 2.0 27,000 3.1 440,000 2.0
Robbery withour injury 969,000 4.2 28,000 3.2 941,000 4.2
Assault 5,515,000 23.6 491,000 55.9 5,024,000 22.4
Aggravated asseult 1,932,000 8.3 136,000 15.% 1,796,000 8.0
with injury 631,000 2.7 40,000 4.6 591,000 2.6
Attenpted assault with weapon 1,301,000 5.6 96,000 10.9 1,205,000 S
Simple asssule 3,583,000 15.4 355,000 40.4 3,228,000 14,4
with injury 896,000 3.8 53,000 6.0 843,000 3.8
Atteopted assault without weapon 2,687,000 11.% 302,000 h 7Y 2,385,000 10.6
Crimes of theft 16,187,000 69.4 324,000 36.9 15,862,000 707
Peraonal larceny with contact 611,000 2.6 6,000 0.7 605,000 2.7
Personal larceny without contact 15,576,000 66.8 318,000 36.2 15,258,000 68.0
Rousahold sector 19,618,000 100.0 609,000 100.0 19,009,000 100.0
Butglary 7,616,000 38.8 222,000 36.5 7,394,000 8.9
Forclble entry 2,666,000 13.6 79,000 12.9 2,587,000 13.6
Unlawvful entsy vithout foree 3,186,000 16.2 108,000 17.8 3,078,000 16.2
Atteopted forcibie entry 1,764,000 9.0 35,000 5.8 1,729,000 9.1
Houselold larcany 10,547,000 53.8 371,000 60,9 10,176,000 53.5
Less than $50 5,116,000 26.1 212,000 34,8 4,904,000 25.8
§50 or more 4,160,000 21.1 106,000 12,4 4,034,000 212
Amount net available 539,000 2.7 31,000 5.1 508,000 2.7
Atteapted larceny 752,000 3.8 21,000 3.5 731,000 3.8
Hotor vehicle theft 1,455,000 7.4 16,000 2.6 1,439,000 7.6
Cozpleted theft 897,000 4.6 6,000 4.0 891,000 &4
Atteopted theft 558,000 2.8 10,000 1.7 548,000 2.9

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

aggtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample
cases, is statistically unreliable.
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household larcenies for which the
value of loss was less than $50.
Issues relating to the methods of
colleeting and analyzing data on
series crimes are being addressed by
the NCS Redesign Consortium. The
Consortium consists of university
and private research specialists who
are examining a number of concep-
tual, methodological, and analytical
issues in the measurement of crime
by means of viectimizations surveys.

Reliability of estimates

The sample used for the NCS is
one of a large number of possible
samples of equal size that could have
been used applying the same sample
design and selection procedures.
Estimates derived from different
samples would differ from each
other.

The standard error of a survey
estimate is a measure of the vari-
ation among the estimates from all
possible samples and is, therefore, a
measure of the preeision with which
the estimate from a particular
sample approximates the average
result of all possible samples. The
estimate and its associated standard
error may be used to construct a
confidence interval, that is, an
interval having a preseribed probabi-
lity that it would include the average
result of all possible samples. The
chances are about 68 out of 100 that
the survey estimate would differ
from the average result of all possi-
tble samples by less than one standard
error. Similarly, the chances are
about 90 out of 100 that the differ-
ence would be less than 1.6 times the
standard error; about 95 out of 100
that the difference would be 2.0
times the standard error; and 99 out
of 100 chances that it would be less
than 2.5 times the standard error.
The 68-percent confidence interval
is the range of values given by the
estimate minus the standard error
and the estimate plus the standard
error; the chances are 63 in 100 that
a figure from a complete census
would be within that range. Like-
wise, the 35-percent confidence

interval is the estimate plus or minus

two standard errors.

In addition to sampling error, the
estimates presented in this report
are subject to nonsampling error.
Major sources of such error are
related to the ability of respondents
to recall vietimization experiences
and associated details that occurred
during the 6 months prior to the time
of interview, Research on the
capacity of victims to recall specific
kinds of erime, based on interviewing
persons who were vietims of offenses
drawn from police files, indieates
that assault is the least well recalled
of the erimes measured by the
NCS. This may stem in part from
the observed tendency of victims not
to report erimes committed by
offenders known to them, especially
if they are relatives. In addition, it
is suspected that, among certain
groups, erimes that contain the
elements of assault are a part of
everyday life and, thus, are simply
forgotten or are not considered
worth mentioning to a survey inter—
viewer. Taken together, these recall
problems may result in a substantial
understatement of the "true" rate of
vietimization from assault.

Another source of nonsampling
error related to the recall capacity
of respondents entails the inability
to place the criminal event in the
correct month, even though it was
placed in the correct reference
period. This source of error is
partially offset by the requirement
for monthly interviewing and by the
estimation procedure deseribed
earlier. An additional problem
involves telescoping, or bringing
within the appropriate 6~month
period incidents that occurred earli-
er—or, in a few instances, those that
happened after the close of the
reference period. The latter is
believed to be relatively rare be-
cause 75 to 80 percent of the inter-
viewing takes place during the first
week of the month following the
reference period. In any event, the
effect of telescoping is minimized by
the bounding procedure deseribed
above. The interviewer is provided
with a summary of the incidents
reported in the preceding interview
and, if a similar incident is reported,
it can then be determined from
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diseussion with the respondent
whether the reported incident is
indeed a new one,

Methodological research under-
taken in preparation for the NCS
indicated that substantially fewer
incidents of crime are reported when
one household member reports for all
persons residing in the household
than when each household member is
interviewed individually. Therefore,
the self-response procedure was
adopted as a general rule; allowances
for proxy response under the contin-
gencies discussed earlier are the only
exceptions to this rule.

Other sources of nonsampling
error result from other types of
response mistakes, ineluding errors
in reporting incidents as crimes,
mistaken classification of erimes,
systematie data errors introduced by
the interviewer, biases resulting
from the rotation pattern used,
errors in coding and processing the
data, and incomplete sampling
frames (e.g., a large number of
mobile homes and one small class of
housing units constructed since 1970
are not included in the sampling
frame). Quality control and edit
procedures were used to minimize
errors made by respondents and
interviewers. As calculated for the
NCS, the standard errors partially
measure only those nonsampiing
errors arising from these sources;
they do not reflect any systematic
biases in the data.

To derive standard errors that
would be applicable to a wide variety
of items and could be prepared at a
moderate cost, a number of approx-
imations were required. s a result,
two parameters (identified as "a" and
" in the section that follows) were
developed for use in caleulating
standard errors. The parameters
provide an indication of the order of
magnitude of the standard errors
rather than the precise standard
error for any specific item.

Computation and application
of standard errors

Results presented in this report
were tested to determine whether or
not statistical significance could be

o A T

associated with observed differences
between values. Differences were
tested to ascertain whether they
were significant at 1.6 standard
errors (the 90-percent "confidence
level") or higher. Most comparisons
cited in this report were significant
at a minimum level of 2.0 standard
errors (the 95-percent confidence
level), meaning that the estimated
difference is greater than twice the
standard error of the difference.
Differences that failed the 90-
percent test were not considered
statistically significant. Statements
of comparison qualified by the
phrase "some indication" had a level
of significance between 1.6 and 2.0
standard errors.

Formula 1. Standard errors for
estimated numbers of victimizations
or incidents may be calculated by
using the following formula:

s.e.(x) = ‘ax2 + bx

where
X = estimated number of personal
or household viectimizations
or incidents
a = a constant equal to -.0000127483
b = a constant equal to 2355

To illustrate the use of formula
1, table 1 (Appendix I) shows
1,381,000 robbery viectimizations in
1981. This estimate and the appro~
priate parameters are substituted in
the formula as follows:

s.e.(x) = J(-.ouomzma) (1,381,000)%

+ (235&) (1 381 000)

= 56,800 (rounded to nearest 100).

This means that the confidence
interval around the estimate of
1,381,000 at cne standard error is
56,800 (plus or minus), and the
confidence interval at the second
standard error would be double that
figure, 113,600 (plus or minus).

Formula 2. Standard errors for
estimated victimization rates or
percentages are caleulated using the
following formula:

s.e.(p) = v% p(1.0-p)

where

p = the percentage or rate
(expressed in decimal form)

y = base population or total number
of erimes

b = a constant equal to 2355

To illustrate the use of formula
2, table 4 (Appendix I) shows an
estimated simple assault rate of 31.8
per 1,000 persons age 12-15. Substi-
tuting the appropriate values into
the formula yields:

~ 2355 R
s.e.{p) = ‘mﬂﬂ] [.0318(1.0 .0318)]

= -".0001623 (.0307888)
‘/.0000050

= ,0022361, which rounds to .0022,

This means that the confidence
interval around the estimate 31.8 at
one standard error is 2.2 (plus or
minus), and the confidence interval
at the second standard error would
be double that figure, or 4.4 (plus or
minus).

Formula 3. The standard error of a
difference between two rates or
percentages having different bases is
calculated using the formula:

s.e.{p;-p,)

- ‘/pl(l.o-pl) b + Pafl.0-p)
Yl )’2

‘where

pl = first percent or rate
(expressed in decimal form)

yl = base from which first percent
or rates was derived

p2 = second percent or rate
(expressed in decimal form)

y2 = base from which second percent
or rate was derived

i = a constant equal to 2355.

The formula will represent the
actual standard errcr quite accurate~
ly for the difference between uncor-
related estimates. If, however,
there is a large posmve correlation,
the formula will overestimate the
true standard error of the differ-
ence; and if there is a large negative
correlation it will underestimate the
true standard error of the differ-
ence.

To illustrate the use of this
formula, table 3 (Appendix I} of this
report shows that the vietinization
rate for personal erimes of violence
for males was 46.2 per 1,000 and the
rate for females was 25.4 per
1,000. Substituting the appropriate
values into the formula yields:

Standard error of the difference
(.0462 - .0254)

- of (0462 (1.0 - .0482)
= ‘/( 89,109,000 ) 2355

0254 (1.0 ~ .0254)
97,227,000 ) 2355

62 (.9538)
105,000 ) 2355

2355

044066
\/(89 109 uoo) 2355

024755
(97 327 ooo) 2355

-‘/(.00000116) + (.00000060)

= V.OOOODI’IS

= .00132665, which rounds to 0013,

.04

83,

.0254 {.9746)
97,227,000

Thus the confidence interval at one
standard error is approximately 1.3
per thousand, plus or minus, around
the difference of 20.8 (46.2 - 25.4),
or 2.6 per thousand, plus or minus, at
the two-standard-error level. The
one-standard-error confidence
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interval (68 chanees out of 100)
places the true difference between
19.5 and 22.1 (20.8 plus and minus
1.3).

The ratio of the difference to its
standard error is equivalent to its
level of statistical significance. For
example, a ratio of about 2.0 (or
more) denotes that the difference is
significant at the 95 percent confi-
dence level (or higher); a ratio
ranging between 1.6 ead 2.0 indi-
cates that the difference is signifi-
cant at a confidence level between
90 and 95 percent, and a ratio of less
than about 1.6 defines a level of
confidence below 90 percent. In the
above example, the ratio of the
difference (20.8) to its standard
error (1.3) equals 16.0. Therefore, it
was conecluded that the difference in
the violent victimization rate for
males and females was statistically
significant at a confidence level
exceeding 95 percent.

Formula 4. The standard error of a
difference between percentages
derived from the same base is caleu-
lated using the formula:

. 2
s.e.(p;Py) = ‘/[%] {(Pl +pyl - (Pl - pz)]

where the symbols are the same as
those deseribed for the previous
formula, except that "y" refers to a
common base.

To illustrate the application of
this formula, table 79 shows that the
proportion of those victims of house-
hold crimes reporting economie
losses of $50-249 was 26.8 percent;
the proportion reporting losses in the
range of $250 or more was 22.8
percent. Substituting the appropri-
ate values in the formula yields:

Standard error of the difference
(.268 - .228)

_ 2355 _ - 2
= \/[—-————17’237,000] [(.zsa + ,228)-(.268 .228)]

= V.00013562 (.496 - .001600)

= V.00013662 (.494400)
= V.00006754

= .00821827, which rounds to .0082.

The confidence interval at cne
standard error around the difference
of 4.0 would be from 3.18 to 4.82
(4.0 minus and plus .82). The ratio of
the difference (4.0) to its standard
error (.82) equals 4.9, which is great-
er than 2.0. Thus, the difference
between the two percenfages was
statistically significant,
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Age—The appropriate age cate-
gory is determined by each respon~
dent's age as of the last day of the
month preceding the interview.

Aggravated assault—Attack with
a weapon, irrespective of whether or
not there was injury, and attack
without a weapon resulting either in
serious injury (e.g., broken bones,
loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss
of econsciousness) or in undetermined
injury requiring 2 or more days of
hospitalization. Also includes at-
tempted assault with a weapon.

Annuasl family income—Includes
the income of the household head
and all other related persons residing
in the same household unit. Covers
the 12 months preceding the inter-
view and includes wages, salaries,
net income from business or farm,
pensions, interest, dividends, rent,
and any other form of monetary
income. The income of persons
unrelated to the head of household is
excluded.

Assault—An unlawful physical
attack, whether aggravated or
simple, upon a person. Includes
attempted assaults with or without a
weapon. Excludes rape and attempt-
ed rape, as well as attacks involving
theft or attempted theft, which are
classified as robbery. Severity of
crimes in this general category range
from minor threats to incidents that
bring the vietim near death.

Attempted foreible entry—A
form of burglary in which foree is
used in an attempt to gain entry.

Burglary—Unlawful or foreible
entry of a residence, usually, but not
necessarily, attended by theft.
Includes attempted forcible entry.
The entry may be by force, such as
pieking a loek, breaking a window, or
slashing a sereen, or it may be
through an unlocked door or an open
window. As long as the person
entering had no legal right to be
present in the structure, a burglary
has oceurred. Furthermore, the
structure need not be the house
itself for a household burglary to
take place. Illegal entry of a garage,
shed, or any other structure on the
premises also constitutes household
burglary. In faet, burglary does not
necessarily have to-oceur on the
premises, If the breaking and enter-

ing ocecurred in a hotel or in a vaca-
tion residence, it would still be
classified as a burglary for the
household whose member or mem-
bers were staying there at the time.

Central city—The largest city (or
grouping of two or three cities) of a
standard metropolitan statistical
area (SMSA), defined below.

Ethnieity—A distinction between
Hispanic and non-Hispanic respond-
ents, regardless of race,

Forcible entry—A form of burg-
lary in which force is used to gain
entry {e.g., by breaking a window or
slashing a screen).

Head of household—For classifi-
cation purposes, only one individual
per household can be the head per-
son. In husband-wife households, the
husband arbitrarily is considered to
be the head. In other households, the
head person is the individual so
regarded by its members; generally,
that person is the chief breadwinner.

Hispanic—Persons who report
themselves as Mexican-American,
Chicanos, Mexicans, Mexieanos,
Puerto Ricans, Cubans, Central or
South Americans, or other Spanish
culture or origin, regardless of race.

Household—Consists of the
occupants of separate living quarters
meeting either of the following
eriteria: (1) Persons, whether pre-
sent or temporarily absent, whose
usual place of residence is the hous-
ing unit in question, or (2) Persons
staying in the housing unit who have
no usual place of residence else-
where.

Household crimes—Burglary or
larceny of a residence, or motor
vehicle theft, crimes that do not
involve personal confrontation.
Includes both completed and at-
tempted acts.

Houschold larceny—Theft or
attempted theft of property or cash
from a residence or its immediate
vieinity. 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 de-
livery person, or a guest. Forcible
entry, attempted foreible entry, or
unlawful entry are not involved.

Incident—A specific criminal act
involving one or more victims and
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offenders, In situations where &
personal crime oceurred during the
course of a commereial erime, it is
assumed that the incident was pri-
marily directed against the business,
and, therefore, it is not counted as
an incident of personal crime.
However, details of the outcome of
the event as they relate to the
victimized individual are reflected in
data on personal vietimizations.

Larceny—Theft or attempted
theft of property or cash without
force. A basic distinetion is made
between personal larceny and house-
hold larceny.

Maritel status—Each household
member is assigned to one of the
following categories: (1) Married,
which includes persons in ecommon-
law unions and those parted tempo-
rarily for reasons other than marital
discord (employment, military ser-
vice, ete.); (2) Separated and divore-
ed. Separated inecludes married
persons who have a legal separation
or have parted because of marital
diseord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never
married, which includes those whose
only marriage has been annulled and
those living together (exeluding
common-law unions).

Metropolitan area—See "Standard
metropolitan statistical area
(SMSA)."

Motor vehicle—Includes automo-
biles, trucks, motoreyeles, and any
other motorized vehicles legally
allowed on public roads and high-
ways.

Motor vehicle theft—Stealing or
unauthorized taking of a motor
vehicle, including attempts at such
acts.

Nonmetropolitan area—A loeality
not situated within an SMSA. The
category covers a variety of locali-
ties, ranging from sparsely inhabited
rural areas to cities of fewer than
50,000 population.

Non-Hispanie—Persons who
report their culture or origin as
other than "Hispanice," defined
above. The distinetion is made
regardless of race.

Nonstranger—With respect to
crimes entailing direct contact
between victim and offender, vie-
timizations (or incidents) are classi~
fied as having involved nonstrangers

if vietim and offender either are
related, well known to, or casually
acquainted with one another. In
crimes involving a mix of stranger
and nonstranger offenders, the
events are classified under non-
stranger. The distinetion between
stranger and nonstranger crimes is
not made for personal larceny with~
out contact, an offense in which
victims rarely see the offender.

Offender—The perpetrator of a
crime; the term generally is applied
in relation to crimes entailing con-
tact between vietim and offender.

Offense—A crime; with respect
to personal erimes, the two terms
can be used interchangeably, regard-
less of whether the applicable unit of
measure is a vietimization or an
ineident.

QOutside central cities—See
"Suburban area."

Personal erimes—Rape, robbery
of persons, assault, personal larceny
with contact, or personal larceny
without -tontact. Includes both
completed and attempted acts.

Personal erimes of theft—Theft
or attempted theft of property or
cash by stealth, either with contzet
(but without force or threat of force)
or without direct contact between
vietim and offender. Equivalent to
personal larceny.

Personal crimes of violence—
Rape, robbery of persons, or
assault. Includes both completed and
attempted acts. Always involves
contact between the victim and
offender.

Personal larceny—Equivalent to
personal erimes of theft. A distine-
tion is made between personal lar~
ceny with contact and personal
larceny without contact.

Personal larceny with contact—
Theft of purse, wallet, or ¢ash by
stealth directly from the person of
the vietim, but without force or the
threat of forece. Also includes at-~
tempted purse snatching,

Personal larceny without con-
tact—Theft or attempted theft,
without direct contact between
vietim and offender, of property or
cash from any place other than the
vietim's home or its immediate
vieinity. The property need not be
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strictly personal in nature; the act is
distinguished from household larceny
solely by place of occurrence.
Examples of personal larceny with-
out contact include the theft of a
briefcase or umbrella from a restau-
rant, a portable radio from the
beach, clothing from an automobile
parked in a shopping center, a bi-
cyele from a schoolground, food
from a shopping cart in front of a
supermarket, ete. In rare cases, the
vietim sees the offender during the
commission of the act.

Physical injury—The term is
applicable to each of the three
personal crimes of violence, although
data on the proportion of rapes
resulting in vietim injury were not
available during the preparation of
this report. For personal robbery
and attempted robbery with injury, a
distinetion is made between injuries
from "serious" and "minor" assault.
Examples of injuries from serious
assault include broken bones, loss of
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of
consciousness, or undetermined
injuries requiring 2 or more days of
hospitalization; injuries from minor
assault include bruises, black eyes,
cuts, seratches, and swelling, or
undetermined injuries requiring less
than 2 days of hospitalization. For
assaults resulting in vietim injury,
the degree of harm governs elassifi-
cation of the event. The same
elements of injury applicable to
robbery with injury from serious
assault also pertain to aggravated
assault with injury; similarly, the
same types of injuries applicable to
robbery with injury from minor
assault are relevant to simple assault
with injury.

Race—Determined by the inter-
viewer upon observation, and asked
only about persons not related to the
head of houseliold who were not pre-
sent at the time of interview. The
racial categories distinguished are
white, black, and other. The cate-
gory "other" consists mainly of
American Indians and persons of
Asian ancestry.

Rape—Carnal knowledge through
the use of force or the threat of
foree, including attempts. Statutory
rape (without force) is excluded.

ST S e b -

Includes both heterosexual and
homosexual rape.

Rate of victimization—See
"Wictimization rate.”

Robbery—Completed or attempt-
ed theft, directly from a person, of
property or cash by force or threat
of foree, with or without a weapon.

Robbery with injury—Completed
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,
irrespective of the extent of injury,
if a weapos was used in the commis-
sion of the erime, 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 hospital-
ization. An injury is classified as
resulting from a minor assault when
the extent of the injury was minor
(e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts,
seratches, swelling) or undetermined
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.

Simple assault—Attack without a
weapon resulting either in minor
injury (e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts,
scratches, swelling) or in undeter-
mined injury requiring less than 2
days of hospitalization. Also in-
cludes attempted assault without a
weapon.

Standard metropolitan statistical
area (SMSA)—Except in the New
England States, a standard metro-
politan statistical area is a county or
group of contiguous counties that
contains at least one city of 50,000
inhabitants or more, or a grouping of
two or three cities having a com-
bined population of at least 50,000.
In addition te the county, or coun-
ties, contaimyg such a eity or eities,
contiguous counties are included in
an SMSA if, uccording to certain
criteria, they are sceially and eco-
nomically integrated with the cen~
tral city. In the New England States,
SMSAs consist of towns and cities
instead of counties. Each SMSA

« v

must inelude at least one central
city, and the complete title of an
SMSA identifies the central city or
cities.

Stranger—With respect to erimes
entailing direct contact between
victim and offender, victimizations
(or incidents) are elassified as in-
volving strangers if the vietim so
stated, or did not see or recognize
the offender, or knew the offender
only by sight. In crimes involving a
mix of stranger and nonstranger
offenders, the events are classified
under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger
crimes is not made for personal
larceny without contact, an offense
in which victims rarely see the
offender.

Suburban area—The county, or
counties, containing a central city,

plus any contiguous counties that are

linked socially and economically to
the central city. On data tables,
suburban areas are categorized as
those portions of metropolitan areas
situated "outside central cities."”

Tenure—Two forms of household
tenaney are distinguished: (1)
owned, which includes dwellings
being bought through mortgage, and
(2) rented, which also ineludes rent-
free quarters belonging to a party
other than the occupant and situa-
tions where rental payments are in
kind or in services.

Unlawful entry—A form of burg-
lary eommitted by someone having
no legal right to be on the premises
even though force is not used.

Vietim—The recipient of a erimi-

nal act; usually used in relation to
personal crimes, but also applicable
to households.

Victimization—A specific erimi-
nal act as it affects a single vietim,
whether a persen or household. In
eriminal acts against persons, the
number of victimizations is deter-
mined by the number of victims of
such acts; ordinarily, the number of
victimizations is somewhat higher

than the number of incidents because

more than one individual is vietim-

ized during certain incidents, as well

as because personal vietimizations
that occurred in conjunction with
commercial crimes are not counted

*U,8, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OPFIOE : 1984 0-421-934/201%

as incidents of personal erime. Each
criminal act against a household is
assumed to involve a single vietim,
the affected household.

Victimization rate—For erimes
against persons, the vietimization
rate, a measure of occurrence among
population groups at risk, is com-
puted on the basis of the number of
vietimizations per 1,000 resident
population age 12 and over. For
erimes against households, victim-
ization rates are calculated on the
basis of the number of incidents per
1,000 households.

Victimize—To perpstrate a crime
against a person or household.
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