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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this project was to estimate previously unknown long-term trends in violent
victimization by gender and various socio-demographic factors. These factors included race and
ethnicity, age, type of place (urban, suburban, rural), socio-economic status, marital status (for
adults), and family status (for juveniles). We also further disaggregated these violent
victimization trends by victim-offender relationship to reveal previously unknown trends in
violence committed by strangers, intimate partners, and known/non-intimate offenders. Without
basic information about such long-term trends, the scientific understanding of violence against
women is seriously hampered. Moreover, our understanding of crime trends in general is
incomplete and remains predicated on the assumption that there is no important variation in
trends across subgroups. We produced these various trends in violent victimization by pooling
and appropriately weighting the only source of national data capable of providing reliable trend
estimates — the National Crime Survey and its successor, the National Crime Victimization
Survey for the period 1973 to 2005. In total, we developed a series of 135 previously unknown
trends in violent victimization.

The trends we produce reveal a great deal of variation across subgroups. They also reveal
a great deal of variation according to victim-offender relationship. Each set of trends is in need
of additional research designed to better understand the sources of similarity and variation over
time. New lines of research to investigate a variety of comparative hypotheses and distinguish
the factors associated with short- versus long-run changes in violence are now possible. In
addition, these data provide important historical information which can be used to better
understand the potential effects that various policies may have had on different forms of

violence, such as intimate partner and stranger victimization.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The purpose of this project was to respond to a recent National Academy of Sciences report on
violence against women which demonstrated that current knowledge about trends in women’s
victimization in the United States, particularly within major socio-demographic risk groups, is
inadequate (Kruttschnitt, McLaughlin, and Petrie, 2004). Without basic information about such
long-term trends, the scientific understanding of violence against women is seriously hampered.
Because existing research on violence against women often focuses on cross-sectional data and,
to a lesser extent, on recent short-term trends, we have very little knowledge about long-term
trends in victimization and the ways in which these may be different and similar for females and
males. Moreover, prior to our research, it was unknown how these trends varied across important
socio-demographic groups.

To respond to these gaps in our knowledge about long-term patterns of non-lethal
violence against women, our project used the National Crime Survey (NCS) and National Crime
Victimization Survey (NCVS) to produce national trends in violent victimization for key socio-
demographic subgroups of females and males, for the years 1973 through 2005. These
subgroups were determined by the following demographic variables: race and ethnicity, age,
type of place (urban, suburban, rural), socioeconomic status, marital status (for adults), and
family status (for juveniles). These trends also were disaggregated by victim-offender
relationship. Our work has been to produce the trend estimates that can be used in future work
and by other investigators to assess possible explanations of female and male violent

victimization across socio-demographic subgroups and by victim-offender relationship. The
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trends we produce also can be used in future research to examine possible links between
women’s victimization and changes in policy to address violence against women.

Research Strateqy

This research produced previously unknown trends by pooling and appropriately
weighting the only source of data capable of providing reliable national trend estimates — the
National Crime Survey and its successor, the National Crime Victimization Survey. The
NCS/NCVS is a large sample survey representative of persons ages 12 and older, and of
households in the United States. Because of the large sample size and excellent response rate, the
NCS/NCVS can be used to generate reliable annual estimates of violence.

Our research capitalized on the existence of these data and employed appropriate
weighting and estimation procedures to produce female and male trends from 1973 through 2005
for race and ethnicity, marital status (for persons age 18 and above), urban, rural, and suburban
place of residence, age, poverty status, and family status (for youths ages 12 to 17) subgroups.
The present research also estimated trends for each of these subgroups by victim-offender
relationship to distinguish violence committed by strangers, intimate partners, and known/non-
intimate offenders. The specific procedures employed to compute and weight the trend data, to
ensure that it is comparable over time, are described in detail in the Final Technical Report.
These procedures comprise a complex multi-step process, and thus the research involved several
verification procedures, also described in the full report.

Violent victimization was defined to include attempted and completed crimes of rape,
robbery, aggravated assault and simple assault. The research produced estimates of overall
(total) violent victimization rather than specific crime types (such as robbery) because the data

cannot support reliable estimates of some types of violence across socio-demographic categories
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and victim-offender relationships. Also, to reduce fluctuations associated with sampling error,
the data points provided are three-year moving averages for each of the subgroup violent
victimization trends, with the exception of the overall trends by gender which are not reported as
three-year moving averages. Finally, the trends reported for victim-offender relationship are for
1980 to 2005 only, due to changes in the coding of victim-offender relationship in 1980.

Key Findings

Our research produced data points for 135 trend lines. All trends are presented in figures and
described in the full report. The development of these trends lays the foundation for researchers
to begin investigating a variety of important research hypotheses, including analyses that
distinguish explanations of short- versus long-run changes in violence within and across socio-
demographic and victim-offender relationship subgroups. The trend data also provide important
historical and contextual information that can serve as the basis for research on national-scope
violence reduction policies.

Overall, we find substantial variation in the trends we generate. In this summary, we
present four select figures from our final report, to illustrate a subset of the findings. Readers are
referred to the final report for trends in other subgroups and further discussion of the data
presented here.

We highlight race and ethnicity in this summary because these findings are quite
illuminating and offer many potentially fruitful avenues for future research. Our project
estimated trends for Latina/o, non-Latina/o black, and non-Latina/o white females and males,
separately. This disaggregation proves to be crucial for understanding patterns of non-lethal race,
ethnicity and victimization, as is evidenced below. Previous research using the NCS and NCVS

has not disentangled ethnicity from race, and as a result, previously reported patterns may have
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been somewhat misleading. The two figures below present our estimates for non-Latino black.

Latino and non-Latino white females and males, respectively.

The figures show that the female and male violent victimization rates for all three
race/ethnic groups are relatively stable during the 1970s and 1980s with some minor increases
and decreases. For both females and males, the rates for all three race/ethnicity groups reached a
series high between 1992 and 1994, and then dropped dramatically during the crime drop of the
late 1990s, to reach a three-decade low in the early years of the 21 century. Moreover, the
figures for both females and males show that combining race data across ethnicity would mask
potentially important differences. The patterns of victimization for Latino females and males are
more similar to those of non-Latino blacks than to non-Latino whites up until the crime peak in
the early 1990s. After this point, the Latino rates become closer to those for non-Latino whites,
particularly among females. These patterns are clearly important for understanding the role of
race and ethnicity in the victimization patterns of women and men, and provide fertile material
for subsequent research.

Another important aspect of gendered victimization, long noted by research on violence
against women, is the difference across women and men in relationships between victims and
offenders. The data in the next two figures give our NCS-NCVS estimates of trends in intimate
partner, stranger, and known/non-intimate non-lethal violent victimization for the period 1980
through 2005, the period for which these rates can be computed accurately. Broadly, these
figures show that for both females and males, stranger violence occurred at higher rates than
other forms of violence from 1980 through the early 1990s. After the crime peak in the early

1990s, victimization in all victim-offender groups decreased. Unique to female victims,
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however, is the fact that violence by known/non-intimates increased at a faster rate than stranger
violence in the early 1990s and, in fact, exceeded rates of violence by strangers from 1992
through 2003. Among males, the gap between stranger and known/non-intimate partner
victimization is more substantial than among females, although it does appear to close somewhat
during the crime decline of the late 1990s and into the 2000s. Another key difference among
females and males is that intimate partner violence accounts for a substantial share of all violent
victimization among females, and the rates among males are so low that they cannot be estimated
reliably. Moreover, the female figure shows that the gap or difference between intimate partner
violence and violence by strangers and known non-intimates is smaller in the early 2000s than it
was in the earlier years primarily because rates of stranger violence have declined more than

rates of violence by intimate partners and by known/non-intimates.

These figures represent a small sampling of the findings in our full report. These and the
other trends in the full report offer data material for future research on patterns over time across
subgroups.

Discussion and Recommendations for Future Research and Policy Analysis

The present project has developed a substantial number of trends in violent victimization
that can offer the basis for examining a variety of important research and policy questions.
e First, researchers can use these data to describe long term changes in violent
victimization among women in high risk groups as compared to lower risk groups. It is
often assumed by researchers and policy analysts that differences in risk associated with

factors such as race and ethnicity, age, or marital status, and other socio-demographic
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subgroups have remained constant over time. Many of the trends we produced challenge
these assumptions.

Second, the new trend data will allow researchers to compare trends in female
victimization to those of males in the same socio-demographic groups. This is essential as
the meaning of changes in violence against women depends on whether male
victimization is shifting in similar or different ways. For example, researchers can
examine in detail whether female violent victimization was affected by increases in
violence during the late 1980s and early 1990s to the same extent as was male
victimization, and further, whether these similarities and differences were limited to
specific subgroups such as race and ethnic minorities.

Third, the development of these trends will allow future research to isolate the extent to
which overall patterns in female and male victimization in socio-demographic groups are
driven by changes in different types of violence such as stranger violence or intimate
partner violence. This allows research to answer basic questions about which groups
experienced the greatest declines, for example, in stranger violence over the past few
decades and which female subgroups have experienced the greatest changes in intimate
partner violence over time.

Fourth, long-term trend data can offer useful benchmarks for developing and assessing
policies to address various forms of violent victimization. For example, to date, the effect
of domestic violence resources on intimate partner violence has been tested by analyzing
homicide data only. Whether such resources have had similar effects on non-lethal
violence is unknown. Related hypotheses can now also be tested, such as whether the

trend in violence against women in rural areas (where domestic violence resources are
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often lacking) is similar to that for women in urban areas. It has been difficult to study
these kinds of issues because of concerns about the quality of police-based data in rural
areas. By developing estimates of long-term trends in violence based on self-report
victimization data, we have provided a foundation for future research on important topics

that currently cannot be studied due to the lack of adequate data.
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INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this project was to create estimates of long-term trends in non-lethal violent
victimization of females and males. Research has not attended to these patterns, and this is an
important limitation of research on violence against women, according to a recent National
Academy of Sciences report (Kruttschnitt, McLaughlin, and Petrie, 2004). To respond to this
gap in knowledge, we estimated long-term trends in violent victimization for females and males
by various socio-demographic factors including race and ethnicity, age, type of place (urban,
suburban, rural), socio-economic status, marital status (for adults), and family status (for
juveniles) for the period 1973 to 2005. We also disaggregated these same violent victimization
trends by victim-offender relationship to distinguish violence committed by strangers, intimate
partners, and known/non-intimate offenders. We produced these previously unknown trends by
pooling and appropriately weighting the only source of national data capable of providing
reliable trend estimates — the National Crime Survey and its successor, the National Crime
Victimization Survey.

Backaground Literature

The National Academy of Sciences’ report on violence against women notes that the
United States lacks valid and reliable indicators to examine shifts in specific patterns of violence
against women over time (Kruttschnitt, et al., 2004). Rather, existing research on violence
against women often focuses on cross-sectional data and, to a lesser extent, on more recent, short
term trends that cannot tell us about long term trends. However, without information on long
term trends, it is impossible to identify when recent patterns began. As a result, we cannot

determine whether current patterns may be the result of recent policy efforts to bring about
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declines in violence or alternatively, whether current patterns are continuations of long-term
trends generated by other social factors.

The NAS report also notes other limitations of existing research. Some of this work has
been based on non-systematic samples that cannot be generalized to the larger population. Most
of this work focuses exclusively on intimate partner homicide and rape, and does not address
other forms of violent victimization, such as robbery, aggravated assaults, or simple assaults.
There are a few existing studies of gender and long-term victimization trends, but these also are
limited to intimate partner homicide and the findings may not be generalizable to other forms of
violence against women.! In fact, in recently published paper, we concluded that homicide
trends, and the trends in the gender gap in homicide differ from those for aggravated and simple
assault victimization (Lauritsen and Heimer, 2008). The current project focused on long term
trends in non-lethal violent victimization by gender, socio-demographic subgroup, and victim-
offender relationship, and by producing estimates that have not been published to date allows
researchers to compare results from homicide research to those for non-lethal violence.

The substantive analysis of the trends we produced has focused, and will continue to
focus on different types of research questions. Research that has assessed how socio-
demographic factors have been related to violence against women over the past three decades
does not exist, and we are in the process of determining whether there have been significant
shifts in women’s victimization within these factors over time by comparing trends across groups
of women. For example, we are currently assessing whether there have been significant changes

in violent victimization among black, Latina, and white women. We are also studying these

! The trends that we produce are for females and males, as identified by the NCS/NCVS
interviewers. We recognize that for the most part these trends are specific to the biological
sexes, rather than to socially constructed gender categories.
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patterns among urban women, and comparatively, whether there have been similar or different
changes among rural and suburban women. This kind of analyses will help determine whether
some groups of women have benefited from declining rates of violence while others experienced
little change or increases. We are also conducting similar substantive analyses with the trends in
male violence.

In addition, we now have trend data that allows us to compare trends in the victimization
risks of females with those of males in the same socio-demographic groups. As the NAS report
emphasizes, this comparative approach is critical for situating findings about violence against
women within the context of research on violence more generally. The meaning of increases in
female victimization is quite different when male victimization is decreasing (or stable) rather
than when male victimization is also decreasing. These are empirical patterns that can be
uncovered by our trend estimates so that we can better understand patterns of violence against
women over time. We are also examining changes over time in the gender gap in violence
within the various subgroups by conducting across gender analysis. For example, now that the
trends are completed, we have started to assess whether the gender gap in violence among blacks
has increased, decreased, or remained the same over time, and whether there are similar patterns
among whites and Latinos. This kind of analysis can help assess whether the significance of
gender and race/ethnicity for violent victimization has changed over time.

The victimization estimates that we produced provide important detailed data on patterns
of violence against women and men over the past three decades. These estimates provide
fundamental information about the differences in the level of violent victimization between- and
within- groups of women and men in the United States and basic knowledge about the trends in

risk over the past three decades for these groups. Equally important, long-term trends can now
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be distinguished from shorter-term fluctuations. These trends can be useful for guiding policy
decisions about provisions of services for violent crime victims because the patterns identify the
groups in most need of assistance. The findings also provide important baselines for
contextualizing the outcomes of specific interventions aimed at reducing violence against women
or against men or other subgroups, or for reducing particular forms of victimization such as
stranger or intimate partner violence. For instance, an evaluation of an intervention based in a
particular city or state may reveal a decrease or increase in rates of violence against women
overall or in particular subgroups. Yet, it is almost impossible to evaluate the meaning of such a
change without information about corresponding levels and patterns of change at the national
level or in other urban, suburban, or rural areas. In other words, finding that a particular
intervention is linked to a decrease in violence against women in a particular city would be most
compelling if regional or national violence against women showed a different pattern. The lack
of comparable or baseline data is a common challenge in assessments of crime trends. The
decline in crime in New York City was initially credited almost fully to policing strategies until
comparative trend analyses showed that similar declines were occurring in areas without such
changes in policing (e.g., Rosenfeld, Fornango and Baumer 2005).

In addition, beyond responding to important gaps in the violence against women
literature, our trends are relevant for further understanding the “crime drop” in America.
Analyses of the recent U.S. crime decline are silent on the issue of gender. In one of the most
visible references on the decline in crime rates, Blumstein and Wallman (2000:10) argue that
there is little need to disaggregate crime rates by gender, because the gender composition of the
population does not change rapidly enough to affect on aggregate rates substantially. While this

assumption may be reasonable for studies of short-term trends in homicide and robbery, we
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found that it is untenable for other forms of violence or longer-term trends (Lauritsen and
Heimer, 2008). Our trend estimates also show that there are some groups for whom the decline
in crime appears to have ended in the early 2000’s, and others for whom the decline continued
(for further details, see the trend figures provided in a subsequent section of this report). These
types of descriptive findings add to the literature on the crime drop by showing, for example,
whether victimization rates have decreased in similar or different ways among black women as
compared to black men, poor women as compared to poor men, urban women as compared to
urban men, and so on. Such comparisons are not possible with official Uniform Crime Report
data (the data that nearly all crime trend analyses have been based thus far) because they lack
detailed information about the characteristics of victims. UCR data also exclude violent crimes
not reported to the police. Our trends show substantial variations in the impact of violence on
socio-demographic subgroups over time, and provide important information to begin fully
understanding the face of crime in the United States.

As noted above, to produce these trends we used data from the National Crime
Victimization Survey and the National Crime Survey for the years 1973 through 2005. Our
methodology is discussed in detail in the next section of this report. Briefly put, we produced
pooled NCS-NCVS estimates of the risks for violent victimization among women and men
across a variety of socio-demographic groups, including: race and ethnicity, age, type of place
(urban, suburban, rural), poverty status, marital status (for adults) and family status (for youth),
as well as trends by these same factors and by victim-offender relationship. The key reason why
these trends had not been developed previously is the labor intensiveness of the project. We
used the public-use NCS/NCVS data to create the annual estimates and trends. We conducted

additional analyses to determine how best to weight the estimates for the NCS years to make
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them comparable to the estimates we created from the NCVS years prior to splicing the two
series together. As we were producing the trend estimates, we were simultaneously conducting
research that combined some of the victimization trend data with other data to statistically
analyze the correlates of changes over time. Because we found important variations in the trends
across gender, socio-demographic factors, and victim-offender relationship, the amount of future
additional research that is necessary to understand the patterns is greatly expanded. If all of the
subgroup trends had been similar, there would be little need to further analyze each of the
subgroup trends separately. Consequently, we expect to be conducting research using these
trend data for several years to come. Following the presentation and description of the trends,
we outline the substantive research that we are currently engaged in, as well as our plans for

future analyses in the concluding section of this report.

METHODOLOGY

The National Crime Survey (NCS) and its successor, the National Crime Victimization
Survey (NCVS) have been used to gather self-report data about persons’ experiences with
violence and other forms of victimization continuously since 1973. The NCS/NCVS is a large
sample survey designed to be representative of persons ages 12 and older, and households in the
United States. The sample size has varied over the years, but generally speaking, more than
100,000 persons have been interviewed every six months about victimizations they may have
experienced over the previous six-month period. Because the annual occurrence of violence is a
relatively rare event in random samples of the population, the large sample size is a key
advantage of the survey. Equally important, households are selected for participation on the

basis of Census information (rather than random digit dialing procedures which may produce
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biased samples); and participation rates are very high (more than 90% on average). Interviews
are conducted with each person age 12 and older in the selected household, and participants are
asked about their victimization experiences using a series of common language cues and
questions. The answers to these questions are used to determine whether respondents have been
the victim of an attempted or completed violent (or personal theft) crime. Aside from the 1992
redesign described below, there have been no other changes in the survey that would affect the
comparability of overall rates of violence over time. Together, these methodological features
help produce reliable annual estimates of victimization that can be used to study long-term trends
in risk for violence. For the most recent and thorough summary of the strengths and weaknesses
of the NCS/NCVS research design over the past four decades, see Groves and Cork (2008).

In 1992, the survey phased-in the use of a redesigned questionnaire and henceforth
became known as the NCVS. Key reasons for the changes in the survey were the difficulties of
obtaining estimates of events that were not commonly thought of as “crimes” and discoveries
about the extent of family, intimate partner, and sexual violence from other surveys about
violence against women (Kindermann et al. 1997). As expected, the introduction of new cues
and prompts in the redesigned NCVS resulted in significantly higher rates of rape and sexual
assault, as well as aggravated and simple assault. Levels of non-stranger violence and incidents
not reported to the police were also higher using the NCVS instrument. In order to use the NCS
and NCVS together to study victimization rates from 1973 to the present, it is necessary to take
into account the break in the series in 1992 and weight the earlier NCS data in ways that are
informed by research on the effects of methodological and content changes to the survey. To
produce our sets of estimates, we assessed the need for additional weighting beyond the use of

crime-specific weights as developed in Kindermann et al. (1997) and Rand et al. (1997).
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Following a series of weighting assessment analyses, which are described in greater detail below,
we made the decision to use crime-specific weighting and applied no additional weights to splice
the NCS series estimates with those from the NCVS.

Annual estimates from the weighted NCS data and the NCVS data were combined to
produce trends in violent victimization by gender and various socio-demographic factors for the
period 1973 to 2005. We estimated disaggregated trends for groups categorized by the following
factors; race and ethnicity, marital status (for persons age 18 and above), type of place, age,
poverty status, and family status (for youths ages 12 to 17). In addition, we also estimated male
and female violent victimization by these socio-demographic factors and victim-offender
relationship. For female victimization trends, we disaggregated violent incidents into three
categories; stranger, known/non-intimate, and intimate partner offenders. We also disaggregated
male violent victimization by socio-demographic factors and victim-offender relationship.
However for males we had to rely on two categories (stranger, and known/non-intimate) because
there were insufficient numbers of intimate partner violence against males to provide reliable
subgroup trend estimates. Violent victimization rates were defined to include attempted and
completed crimes of rape, robbery, aggravated assault and simple assault. Certain forms of
sexual assault that were not recorded in the NCS instrument were excluded from the NCVS trend
estimates to ensure that the rates remained comparable over time. We estimated a measure of
overall violent victimization for the trends and do not provide trends for specific crime types
(such as robbery) because the data cannot support reliable estimates of some types of violence
across socio-demographic categories and victim-offender relationships. Also, with the exception
of the overall trends by gender, the data points we are providing as a result of this project are

three-year moving averages for each of the subgroup violent victimization trends. This was done
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to increase the sample size used for each estimate and reduce fluctuations associated with
sampling error, making it easier to see the underlying pattern in the disaggregated trend
estimates. Finally, we limited the trends that were disaggregated by victim-offender relationship
to the 1980 to 2005 period. This decision was necessary due to changes in the coding of victim-
offender relationship in 1980, discussed in more detail below.
Data Files

To estimate the long-term trends in violent crime by gender and other socio-demographic
correlates, we used data from the National Crime Survey (NCS) and its successor, the National
Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS). These rates were estimated using the public-use data files
that are available through the National Archive of Criminal Justice Data at ICPSR (U.S.
Department of Justice). These files are archived under several study numb