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From 1979 to 1986 the more than 18 mil-
lion Hispanics in the United States su'ferad
an average each year of 439,000 violent
crimes (rapes, robberies, and assaults}
and 830,000 personal thefts. in addition,
households headed by a Hispanic had an
annual average of 1.2 milion burglanes,
houssehold thefts, or moler vehicle thefls,

These data coma from the Bureau of Jus-
tice Statistics’ National Crime Survey
{NCS), an ongoing survey of approximately
100,000 persons age 12 or oldar, inter-
viewed twice a year in about 50,000
houssehoids. Other findings about Hispanic
victims include the following:

o For the entire 1979-86€ period, Hispanics
axperienced higher rates of victimization
from violent crime than did non-Hispanics.
For every 1,000 Hispanics age 12 or older,
there were 11 robberiss and 12 aggravated
assaults; for every 1,000 non-Hispanics,
there were 8 robberies and 10 aggravated
assauits.

© The anpual rate of violent ¢crime commit-
ted against Hispanics dropped after 1983
from about 44 crimes per 1,000 10 about
31 per 1,000 in 1985,

o Hispanics suffered a higher rate of
housshold crimes - burgiaty, househoid
larceny, and motor vehicle theft — than did
non-Hispanics. - For the whole period there
was an annual average of 266 housshold
victimizations per 1,000 households
headed by a Hispanic, compared to 205
crimes per 1,000 non-Hispanic house-
holds.

January 1990

Hispanics comprise the fastest grow-
ing ethnic or racial group in the United
States.. The National Crime Sutvay,
the Nation's second largest ongoing
household survey, sponsared by the
Bureau of Justice Statistics, provides
detailed information on how crime af-
fects this important segment of cur
society. This report updates a BJS
study of Hispanic victims published
in 1981,

Ferhaps the major finding of this anal-
ysis of NCS data for 19798-86 is that
compared to other groups Hispanics
are victimized particularly by robbery.
The report prasents a vanety of find-
ings on this and othar crimes that
Hispanics suffer,

Josaph M. Bessatte
Acting Directer

© The higher victimization rate for Hispan-
ics can b3 partly explained by their being
more likely than the rest of the population
to have characteristics associated with
high crime rates. For example, Hispanics
tend to be younger, poorer, and more con-
centrated in citiss than non-Hispanics:
howsvar, even when thaese differunces

are controlied for, Hispanics stiil had higher
robbery victimization rates.

¢ The strest was the most common place

for violent crimes 1o occur. Forty-five per-
cent of the robberies of Hispanics, 51% of
the robbaeries of black victims, and 34% of
the robberies of whites were on the street,

Hispanic victimization:
Overvlew, 1979-86

Average
annual
numbar
Crimes ofviolence 438,639
Crimes ofthalt 823,665
Housahodorimes 1,172,225
WeeDONs N vitienicrime
yictimizatians
Victmzationsinvolving
8 Woapon 198,177
Robbanes with a knife 29,369
Honberiaswithagun 22,384
injunes @ viclentatacks?
Sarnous 23,750
Minor 105896
Heportngvictmizations 1o
the police (alfcrimas)
Victrazations reported 837026
Yicthizations not
reported 1,578,186
Crimas ofviolence
Victmizations reporad 211,063
Victimizations not
rgported 224,588
Numper ofoffenders invioient
crimg victimizations
Victimizationsinvalving
asingle offendar 253,076
Victimizationsinvolving two
grmore 0ffenders 178,168
Robberies 71,206
Aggravatedassaults 53,829

*Figures exclude rapea injurws and those victmiza-
tions in which the presence of injury was notas-
cerined. Victimizations wers ciassified
aceording to the most serious. injuly received.

¢ Hispanic victims of violent crime were
mora likely to be accosted by a stranger
{65%) than were white victims (58%,) or
black victims (54%). Convarssly, Hispanic
victims wers the least likely (12%), and
blacks, the most likely (22%]) to be ac-
costed by someone well known to them.



® Overall, Hispanics wers about as likely
as whites and blacks to report a victimiza-
tion to the police.

¢ Hispanic and black robbery victims were
more likely to face an offender with a
weapon (57% of each group) than whites
(43%). . Black robbery victims were the
most likely to be confronted by an offendsr
with a gun (29%), and Hispanics were the
mast likely to face a rabber with a knife
(25%).

Hispenlcs In the Unltad States

Hispanics camprise about 8% of the total
U.S. population. The Hispanic population
is concentrated in nine States — California,
Texas, New York, Florida, lllinois, Arizona,

Hlspanics In the United States,
March 1988
State of residence
Total 100%
California 34
Texes 21
New York 11
Florida 8
llinols 4
Arizona 3
NewJersay 3
New Mexico 3
Colorado 2
Other States 11
Nation oforigin
Total 100%
Maexico 62
Puerto Rico 13
Cuba 5
Centraland South
America 12
Other Hispanic 8
Unemployment rats® 8%
Educational attainment®
Less than Syears
of school 12%
Fouryears ofhigh
school or more 51
Fouryears of college
ormore 10
Size of family
Total 100%
Two persons 26
Thres parsons 24
Four persons 25
Five persons 14
Six parsons 7
Seven or more persons 5
Sourca: The Hispanic population in the United
States; March 1988 {Current Population Re-
ports). Percentages may notadd to 100% be-
cause of rounding.
®Figures are based on the total Hispanic popula-
tion 16 years old or older.
PEigures ara based on the total Hispanic papula-
tion 25 years old or older.

New Jersey, New Mexico, and Colorado.
Nearly three-fourths of Hispanics live in the
South or the West.

Immigrants from Spanish-speaking coun-
tries accounted for about a third of all new-
comers to the United States from 1961 to
1987. In 1988 persons who traced their
heritage to Mexico comprised 62% of all
Hispanics in the United States. Those with
a Puerto Rican heritage were 13% of the
U.S. Hispanlc population; Central and
South Americans, 12%; Cuban Americans,
5%, and other Hispanics, including persons
descended from early Spanish colonists,
8%.

This report, based upon housshold inter-
views conducted for the NCS from 1979 to
1986, discusses characteristics of the His-
panic population in the United States in
terms of criminal victimization. It examines
the major crimes that Hispanics have sus-
tained, the naturs of crime situations, and
how the victims responded to crime.

As used In this report, the term "Hispanic"
Is an ethnic category that can include per-
sons of any race. In discussions where
the non-Hispanic category has been bro-
ken down by race, members of the resutt-
ing categories are referred ta as whites
and blacks rather than white non-Hispanics
and black non-Hispanics. Asians, Native
Americans, or members of any other races
have been excluded from these break-
downs (see Methodology).

Trends In crlme rates

From 1979 to 1983 the annual average
rate of violent crime committer! against
Hispanics age 12 or older was about 44
per 1,000; this rate began to decline in
1984 (table 1). In 1985 the rate dropped
significantly, to 31 violent crimes per 1,000,
and remained near this level through 1986.
{Because the numbers in this report are
estimates based on a sample, soms ap-
parent differences may reflect sampling
varlation. Any difference described reflects
at least a 90% certainty that the differance
Is not the result of sampling variation. See
Msthodology for further discussion of re-
porting of significant differences.)

~

During this period the rate of violent crime
committed against non-Hispanics fluctu-
ated, The rate per 1,000 non-Hispanics
age 12 or older dropped from 38 violent
victimizations in 1979 to 36 in 1980 but
rose again to about 38 in the ysar follow-
Ing. In 1983, a year earlier than the begin-
ning of the decline In the violent crime rate
tor Hispanics, the rate for non-Hispanics
dropped significantly and then declined
slowly through 1986.

For Hispanics a fall in the rate of personal
theft preceded the decline in the violent
crime rate. The rate went down signifi-
cantly In 1984 to 66 thefts per 1,000 His-
panics and remained near this level in
1985 and 1986. The personal theft rate
for non-Hispanics dropped In several

Table 1. Victimizatlon rates for personal and household crimes, by ethnlicity, 1979-86
Victimization rates per 1,000 persons age 12 or older or per 1,000 households
1978 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986
Hispanics
Crimes of violence 44 45 43 45 43 38 31 29
Crimes oftheft 84 78 88 88 74 66 61 66
Household crimes 299 278 281 279 253 262 240 237
Non-Hispanics
Crimes ofviolence 38 36 39 38 34 34 32 31
Crimes ofthsft 95 85 a7 84 79 74 71 69
Household crimes 242 233 231 213 194 181 177 172
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slgnificant steps from 95 thefts per 1,000
in 1979. The level fall, first in 1980, then
again In 1982, 1983, and 1984, declining
to a low of 69 thefts per 1,000 In 1986.

In contrast to the personal crime victimiza-
tion rates for Hispanics, the rates of house-
hold crime fluctuated, declining significantly
In 1983, increasing slightly in 1984, and
then dropping to a new low In 1985, In
1985 for every 1,000 housseholds headed
by a Hispanic, there were 240 burglaries,
stolen vehicles, or household thefts. The
rate of household crimes against non-
Hispanic households declined from 242
crimes per 1,000 houssholds in 1979 to

a low of 172 per 1,000 in 1986.

Crime victimlization rates for Hispanics
and non-Hispanics

For the period 1879-86 Hispanics experi-
enced higher violent crime rates than did
non-Hispanics (table 2). Relative to thelr
number, Hispanics were robbed or serl-
ously assaulted more often than other per-
sons. For every 1,000 persons age 12 or
older, there were 11 robberies of Hispan-
les, compared to 6 of non-Hispanics, The
12 aggravated assaults per 1,000 Hispan-
ics exceeded the rate of 10 assaults per
1,000 non-Hispanics.

Aggravated assaults-involve either a
weapon or a serious injury like broken
bones, testh knocked out, loss of con-
sclousness, or an unknown Injury requiring
2 or more days In the hcspital, For the
less serious simple assauits, the Hispanics'
victimization rate did not diffsr from that of
non-Hispanics. Nor did Hispanics and
non-Hispanics differ significantly in their
rate of victimization by rape.

Hispanics from 1979 to 1986 had higher
rates of victimization than non-Hispariics
for housshold ctimes: 266 housshold
crimes per 1,000 households headed by

a Hispanlc versus 205 crimes per 1,000
non-Hispanic households. The rate of bur-
glary was a fifth larger for Hispanic house-
holds than for non-Hispanic households.
for every 1,000 Hispanic households there
were 144 larceny thefts and 26 thefts of
vehiclas, while for every 1,000 non-
Hispanic households there were 114
larcenies and 15 motor vehicle thefts.

Demographic characteristics of the
Hispanic population In the NCS

During the 1979-86 period, 36% of the His-
panic population estimated by the NCS,
compared to 26% of non-Hispanics, were
older than age 11 and younger than age
25 (table 3). A fifth of the Hispanics, but
nearly a third of the non-Hispanics, were
age 50 or older.

Hispanlcs and non-Hispanics were concen-
trated in different categories of marital sta-
tus and education. A higher percentags of
Hispanics than non-Hispanics had never
married (36% versus 29%). Less than half
of all Hispanics had complsted high schoal,
compared to two-thirds of the non-
Hispanics. Seventeen percent of Hispan-
ics and 31% of non-Hispanics had at-
tended at least 1 year of college.

About a third of non-Hispanic individuals
had annual family incomes under $15,000,
but half of the Hispanics were at that level.
About 17% of Hispanics and 31% of non-
Hispanics were at the other end of the
scale, bslonging to families earning
$25,000 or more.

Table 2. Victimizstion rate, by type
of crime and ethnicity, 1979-86

Non-
Type of crime Hispanic Hispanic
Crimes of violence 39.6 35.3
Rape 1.0 1.0
Robbery 10.5 6.1
Aggravated assault 12.0 9.7
Simple assault 16.3 18.6
Crimes oftheft 74.9 80.3
Personal larceny
with contact 5.1 2.9
Parsonal larceny
without contact 69.8 77.4
Household crimes 265.6 204.5
Burglary 95.4 75.3
Household larceny 143.8 113.8
Motor vehicle theft 26.2 15.4

Nota: Characterlstics of the victim are used for
crimes of violence and theft; characteristics of the
head of household are used for household crimes.
Victimization rates are average annual victimiza-
tion rates per 1,000 persons or households.

Unemployed Hispanics accounted for 10%
of the Hispanic population who belonged to
the labor force; 7% of the non-Hispanics
who worked for gain were unemployed.
Thirty-four percent of Hispanics and 36%
of non-Hispanics did not participate

In the labor force; they wers students,
homemakers, retirees, persons unable to
work for gain, or other nonparticipants.

Table 3. Selected demographlc
characteristics of Hispanic and non-
Hispanlc NCS respondents, 1979-86
Demographic Non-
characteristics Hispanic Hispanic
Sex
Total 100% 100%
Male 48 48
Famale 52 52
Age
Total 100% 100%
12-15 11 7
16-19 11 8
20-24 14 11
25-34 24 21
35-49 22 21
50-64 13 18
65+ 6 14
Marital status®
Total 10035 100%
Married 52 56
Widowed 4 7
Divorced
or separated 9 8
Never married 36 29
Family income
Total 100% 100%
Less than $7,500 23 16
$7,500-14,999 27 19
$15,000-24,999 23 23
$25,000-49,998 14 24
$50,000 or more 3 7
Notascertained 10 11
Education
Total 100% 100%
0-8years 38 17
9-11years 20 16
12years 25 35
1-3 years of college 11 16
4.0rmore years
ofcollege 6 15
Notascertained 1 1
QOccupation
Total 100% 100%
Lebor force
Employed 59 61
Unemployed 7 5
Non-labor force
Homaemakers 20 19
Students 5 4
Personsunabletowork 2 2
Retireas 3 7
Other 4 4
Note: Detail may not total 100% because of
rounding. Percentages are average annuel per-
centages.,
*The category "marital status not ascertained” is
not displayed.




Less than half of the Hispanic households
owned thair hemes; 57% rented.Two-thirds
of non-Hispanic heads of households were
home awners.

More than 1 of every 2 Hispanic house-
holds wers located In a central city, com-
pared to fewer than 1 In 3 non-Hispanic
houssholds (table 4). While 14% of His-
panic households wers located in non-
metropolitan areas, 31% of non-Hispanic
households were outside cities and thelr
suburbs.

The relationshlp between persons having
certain demographic characteristics and
their likelihood of falling victim to crime has
been shown in research by BJS and oth-
ers.! For each characteristic discussed
above, Hispanics were concentrated in
those categories assoclated with higher
crime rates. Compared to non-Hispanics,
a larger percentage of Hispanics were —
® younger and less likely to be over age 50
® unmarried

¢ less well educated

® garning a low income

e nonprofessional, with a higher unemploy-
ment rate

* renters rather than owners

e clty dwellers instead of suburbanites

or residents of nonmetropolitan areas.

Given the higher representation of Hispan-
ics in high-crime-risk categories, when His-
panic and non-Hispanic victims with the
same characterlistics are compared, the
Hispanles' higher overall rate of criminal
victimization often disappears.

The risk of violent crima, BJS Spacial Report,
NCJ-87118, May 1985,

Detalled examination of selected
characterlstlecs of Hispanic and
non-Hispanic victims

For most crimes Hispanic and non-
Hispanic individuals sharing the same
demographic characteristics had generally
comparable victimization rates, except for
robbery and, to a lesser extent, aggravated
assault. Some support for and exceptions
to this generalization can be found in an
analysis of criminal victimization while tak-
Ing Into account education, employment,
home ownership, and place of resldence.

Education

Hispanics more often fell victim to robbery
than did non-Hispanics, regardless of the
victims' educational background (table 5).
Among persons with less than a ninth-
grade education, non-Hispanics suffered
a higher rate of simple assault than His-
panics.

Table 4. Selected characteristics
of Hispanlc and non-Hispanlc
NCS households, 1979-86
Household Non-
characteristics Hispanic __ Hispanic
Home ownership
Total 100% 100%
Own 43 65
Rent 57 35
Location ofresidence
Total 100% 100%
Centralcity 51 29
Suburban 35 40
Nonmetropolitan 14 31
Family incoms
Total 100% 100%
Less than $7,500 28 20
$7,500-14,999 27 21
$15,000-24,999 21 22
$25,000-49,999 12 21
$50,000 or more 2 5
Notascertained 10 11
Note: Detail may not total 100% because of
rounding. Percentages are average annual
percentages.

and educational attalnment, 1979-86

Table 5. Victimization rate, by type of crime, ethnlcity,

Average annual rate of victimization per 1,000 persor

Collega
Elementary High school 4or
Type of crime school g-11 1-3 more
and ethnicity 0-8Byears years 12years years  years
Crimes ofviolence*
Hispenic 31.7 53.6 37.1 53.8 30.5
Non-Hispanic 32.7 45,1 31.7 43,6 27.7
Robbery
Hispanic 11,0 12.4 8.9 121 5.6
Non-Hispanic 6.8 8.0 5.4 6.4 4.5
Aggravated assault
Hispanic 7.8 18.1 12.7 15.6 9.4
Non-Hispanie 7.5 13.6 9.4 12.0 6.4
Simple assault
Hispanic 12.3 21,9 15.0 24.7 16.3
Non-Hispanic 17.6 22,2 16.1 23.9 16.3
Crimes of theft
Hispanic 52.6 81.6 81.2 1114 1047
Non-Hispanic 63.9 80.4 70.0 103.0 99.1
Personallarceny
with contact
Hispanic 5.3 4.8 4.9 55 4.1
Non-Hispanic 2.8 2.8 2.5 3.2 3.4
Personel larcony
without contact
Hispanic 47.3 76.8 76.3 105.6 100.7
Non-Hispanic 61.1 776 67.5 99.8 g5.8

Note:. Victimization rates are average annual victim-
ization rates per 1,000 persons. Levels of educa-
tional attainment refer to the highest grade
completed. The category “educational attainment

not ascertained” is not displayed.
*Include date on rape not shown as a separate cate-

gory.
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Occupation

Only Hispanics and non-Hispanics not in
the labor force differed signlificantly In their
rates of victimization for certain crimes
(table 6). Of persons not in the labor force,
for every 1,000 Hispanics there were 29 vi-
olent crimes; for non-Hispanics, 20 violent
ctimes, Hispanic homemakers were nearly
twice as likely to have experienced violent
crimes as non-Hispanic homemakers.
Non-Hispanic students with a rate of 123
per 1,000 persons experlenced signifi-
cantly more thefts than Hispanic students
(86 per 1,000).

Home ownership

Among those familles who owned or were
buying a home, Hispanics had higher rates
of all household crimes than non-Hispanics
{table 7.) For example, the Hispanics' rate
of motor vehicls theft was about twice that
that of non-Hispanic residence owners.
Hispanics, whether owners or renters,
were robbed relatively more often than
non-Hispanics.

Location of household

Hispanic households in nonmetropolitan
areas, suburbs, and central cites were vic-
timized more often than non-Hispanic
households (table 8). Hispanic households
In central cities lost motor vehicles to theft
at a significantly higher rate than non-
Hispanic households (29 versus 24 per
1,000 households). In the suburbs, His-
panics, compared to non-Hispanics, had
higher rates of households larcency and
motor vehicle theft, while in the non-
metropolitan areas, households headed by
Hispanics experienced burglary and
larceny at rates higher than those of non-
Hispanic households.

In central clties and suburbs, Hispanics
were robbed more often than non-
Hispanics, while non-Hispanics were more
often the victims of personal theft.

Table 6. Victimization rate, by type of crime,

ethnicity, and employment status, 1979-84

Average annual rate of victimization per 1,000 persons

Crimes ofviolence Crimes of theft
Employment Non- Non-
status Hispanic _Hispanic Hispanic Hispanic
Labor force 48.0 42.4 89.4 96.1
Employad 43.8 39.3 88.6 95.1
Private sector 44,0 37.5 86.2 84,7
Government 42.9 48.5 104.0 87.2
Unemployed 84.8 84.1 97.1 108.2
Non-labor force 29.4 19.8 51.3 47.4
Homemakers 26.5 14.3 48.3 40.2
Studente 40.5 52.9 86.1 123.1
Persons unable towork 29.5 22.9 27.0 28.5
Retirees 18.1 8.0 33.2 23.4

Note: Victimization rates are average annual
victimization rates per 1,000 persons.

Table 8. Victimizatlon rate, by type of crime,
ethnicity, and location of residence, 1978-86

Average annual crima rate
of persons or households in;

Nonmetro-
Type ofcrime Central politan
and athnicity city Suburbs - area
Crimes ofviclence*
Hispanic 45.7 34,1 32.3
Non-Hispanic 48.5 33.9 26.0
Robbery
Hispanic 14.8 7.5 3.4
Non-Hispanic 1.7 5.0 2.7
Aggravated assault
Hispanic 12.8 10.6 12.2
Non-Hispanic 1841 9.1 1.7
Simple assault
Hispanic 17.0 15.5 16.0
Non-Hispanic 22.2 19.0 14.9
Crimes oftheft
Hispanic 78.1 75.6 2.1
Non-Hispanic 96.7 85.9 59.2
Personal larceny
with contact
Hispanic 7.5 3.3 1.0
Non-Hispanic 6.1 2.2 1.1
Personal larceny
withoutcontact
Hispanic 70.5 72.3 61.1
Non-Hispanic 90.6 83.7 58.2
Household crimes
Hispanic 277.0 259.1 239.8
Non-Hispanic 263.7 196.3 160.5
Burglary
Hispanic 104.1 87.2 84.4
Non-Hispanic 9.3 68.8 61.6
Household larceny
Hispanic 143.7 144.3 143.7
Non-Hispanic 140.8 112.0 91.2
Motor vehicle theft
Hispanic 29.3 27.7 1.7
Non-Hispanic 23.6 15.6 7.7

Table 7. Annual rate of victimiza-
tion, by type of crime, ethnicity,
and home ownershlp, 1979-86
Type ofcrime Households that:
and athnicity Wno onto
Crimes of violence®
Hispanic 28.4 50.5
Non-Hispanic 23.8 63.2
Robbary
Hispanic 5.6 15.4
Non-Hispanic 3.5 12.4
Aggravatedassault
Hispanic 9.2 14.7
Non-Hispanic 6.5 17.6
Simple assault
Hispanic 13.3 19.2
Non-Hispanic 13.4 31.2
Crimes of theft
Hispanic 68.6 80.0
Non-Hispanic 67.1 112.3
Personallarceny
with contact
Hispanic 3.2 7.0
Non-Hispanic 1.8 5.4
Parsonallarceny
without contact
Hispanic 66.5 73.0
Non-Hispanic 65.3 106.9
Houseitold crimes
Hispanic 243.4 2821
Non-Hispanic 1710 266.9
Burglary
Hispanic 788 107.8
Non-Hispanic 60.7 1026
Householdlarceny
Hispanic 140.1 146,7
Non-Hispanic 98.4 1424
Motor vehicle theft
Hispanic 243 27,7
Non-Hispanic 12.0 21.8
Note: Characteristies of the victim are
used for crimes of violence and theft; char-
actaristics of the head of household are
used for housshoiv. <rimes, Victimization
rates are average annual victimization
rates per 1,000 persons or households.
*inciude data on rape not shown as a sep-
arate category.

Note: Characteristics of the victim are used for crimes of
violence and theft; characteristics of the head of household
are usad for household crimes. Victimization rates are
average annual victimization rates per 1,000 parsons or
houssholds.

*Include data on rape not shown 'as a separate category.




About half of Hispanic and black victims of
violent crime faced @rmed offenders (45%

and 49%, respectively), compared to about
a third of whites (32%) (table 11). For rob-

Like black victims, about a third of the His-
panics were robbed by a person having
no weapon. Robbers of whites had no
weapon 44% of the time.

recelved some type of medical care (table
13). Hispanics were no more or less likely
than blacks or whites to recelve medical at-

bery, 57% of Hispartics and blacks faced
an armed offender, compared to 43% of
whites. Black robbery victims were the

most likely to be confronted by an offender

with a gun (29%), and Hispanics were
most likely to face an offender with a knife
(25%).

Table 11. Presence and type of weapons
In violent crimes , 1979-86

Type of crime,
presence and

type of weapor. Hispanic White Black

Crimes of violence®

Total 100% 100% 100%
No weapon 48 61 42
Weapon 45 32 49
Gun 15 10 20
Knife 18 8 14
Other 13 12 13
Weapon typs
unknown 2 2 2
Notknown or not

ascertained ifarmed 7 7 10

Robbary
Total 100% 100% 100%
No waeapon 33 44 30
Weapon 57 43 57
Gun 19 16 28
Knife 25 15 16
Other ) 11 10 10
Waeapon type
unknown 2 2 2
Notknown ornot

ascertalnedifarmed 9 11 12

Aggravatad assault®
Total 100% 100% 100%
No weapon 3 6 3
Weapon 87 94 97
Gun 32 29 36
Knife 27 22 27
Other 34 39 30
Weapon type
unknown 4 4 3
Notknownor not
ascertainedifarmed® -- -- 1

Note: Detail may not total 100% because of
rounding. Although soma respondants may have
reported more than ane weapon present, victim-
izations have been classified according to a hler-
archy of weapons use: any gun prasent, any knife
prasent, othar weapon present but typs not ascer-
tained, no weapon, and not known or not ascer-
tained If weapon present.

--Less than 0.5%.

*Includa data on rape and simple assault not
shown as separate categories,

bInvolves attack with a weapon or attack without a
weapon which results in serlous Injury.
°Estimates for Hispanics and blacks are based

on 10 or fewer sample cases; see Msthodology.

Outcomes from violent crime

Hispanic, white, and black victims who
were attacked sustained injuries of similar
severity (table 12j. When robbed and at-
tacked, whites were more likely to be in-
jured than blacks (64% versus 56%). No
significant differences distinguished the
racial or ethnic groups in the psrcentages
of attacks resulting In serious injury.

Although whites were injured more often

than blacks or Hispanics in an attack dur-
ing a robbery, for all violent crimes result-
ing in injury, black victims more frequently

Table 12. Presence and severlty
of injuries received In vivlent attacks,
1979-86

Percent ofattacks
Type of crime on victims whowere:-
and injury Hispanic White  Biack
Crimesofviolence®
Total 100% 100% 100%
No injury 39 37 38
Injury 61 63 62
Serious 11 10 15
Minor 50 53 47
Robbery
Total 100 100 100
No injury 41 36 44
Injury 59 64 56
Serious 12 14 13
Minor 47 50 42
Aggravated assault’
Total 100 100 100
No injury 27 23 22
injury 73 77 78
Serlous 27 30 33
Minor 4€ 48 45

Note: Subgroup parcentages may not total to the
overall category bacause of rounding. Flgures ex-
clude rapa injuries, those victimizations in which
the presance of injury was not ascertained, and vi-
olent victimizations involving threats but not at-
tacks. Although some respondents may have
reported more than one type of Injury, victimiza-
tions have been classified according to the most
sarlous Injury recelved. Serlous injury includes
knife, gunshat, or bullet wounds; broken banes
and teeth; Internal injuries; being knocked uncon-
sclous; or other Injurles requiring 2 or more days
of hospitalization. Minor Injuries include bruises,
cuts, scratches, black eyes, swalling, or other in-
Jurles raquiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.

®include data on rape and simple assault not
shown as separats categories.

bInvolves attack with a weapon or attack without a
weapon which rasults In serious injury.

tention, to receive care in an emergency
roorm or hospital, or to stay overnight In
a hospital,

Crimmes against Hispanic, black, and white
victims were reported to the police with

Table 13. Preserico and type of medical
care recelved by victims of violent crime,
1979-86

Type ofcrime
and medical care

Percent ofinjurles
Hispanic White Black

Crimes of violence®

Total 100% 100% 100%
No care received 49 54 39
Madical care
received 51 46 61
Outside an emer-
gency room
or hospital 23 28 24
Inan emergency
room or hospital 28 23 37
Did not stay
overnight 22 20 28
Stayed overnight 7 3 ]
Robbery
Total 100% 100% 100%
No carereceived 53 52 42
Maedical care
received 47 48 58
Outside an emer-
gency room
or hospital 20 22 25
Inan emergency
room or hospital 27 26 33
Did not stay
overnight 21 20 28

Stayed overnight 7 5 5

Aggravated assault?

Totai 100% 100% 100%
No care raceived 33 40 25
Madical care
received 67 60 75
Outside an smer-
gency room
or hospital 25 23 23
Inanemergency
room or hospital 43 37 52
Did not stay
ovarnight 29 30 35

Stayedovernight 13 7 17

Note: Subgroup percentages may not total to the
overall category bscause of rounding. Although
sOfie respondenis may have reported more than
one type of madical treatment, victimizations have
been classified according to a hisrarchy based
upon the most intensive treatment recelved.
*Include data on rape and simple assault not
shown as separats categories.

BInvolves attack with a weapon or attack without a
weapon which results In serious injury. Thus, a
large share of aggravated assaults result In some
type of medical care baing received.




About half of Hispanic and black victims of
violent crime faced armed offenders (45%
and 49%, respectively), compared to about
a third of whites (32%) (table 11). For rob-
bery, 57% of Hispanics and blacks faced
an armed offender, compared to 43% of

whites. Black robbery victims were the

most likely to be confronted by an offender

with a gun (29%), and Hispanlcs were

most likely to face an offender with a knife

(25%).

In violent crimes , 1979-86

Type of crime,
presence and
type of weapan Hispanic White Black

Table 11. Presence and type of weapons

Crimes of violence®

Total 100% 100% 100%
No weapon 48 61 42
Weapon 45 32 49
Gun 15 10 20
Knife 15 8 14
Other 13 12 18
Weapon type
unknown 2 2 2
Notknown or not

ascertained ifarmed 7 7 10

Robbery
Total 100% 100% 100%
No weapon 33 44 30
Weapon 57 43 57
Gun 18 16 29
Knife 25 15 16
Other 11 10 10
Weapon typs
unknown 2 2 2
Notknown ornat

ascertainedifarmed 9 1 12

Aggravated assault®

Total 100% 100% 100%
No weapon 3 6 3
Weapon 87 94 97

Gun 32 29 36

Knife 27 22 27

Other 34 39 30

Woeapon type

unknown 4 4 3
Notknown ornot
ascertained ifarmed® -~ - 1

Note: Detzil may not total 100% because of
rounding. Although some raspondents may have
raported more than one weapon present, victim-
izations have been classified according to a hier-

tained, no weapon, and not known or not escer-
tained if weapon present.
--Less than 0.5%.

*Include data on rape and simple assault not
shown as separats categorles.

waapon which results In serlous injury.

°Estimates for Hispanics and blacks are based
on 10 or fewer sample cases; see Methodology.

archy of waapons use: any gun prasent, any knife
present, other weapon present but type not ascer-

Binvolves attack with & weapon or attack without a

Like black victims, about a third of the His-
panics were robbed by a person having
no weapon. Robbers of whites had no
weapon 44% of the time.

Outcomes from violent crime

Hispanic, white, and black victims who
were attacked sustained Injuries of similar
severity (table 12). When robbed and at-
tacked, whites were more likely to be in-
jured than blacks (64% versus 56%). No
significant differences distinguished the
racial or ethnic groups in the percentages
of attacks resulting In serious Injury.

Although whites were injured more often

than blacks or Hispanics In an attack dur-
ing a robbery, for all violent crimes result-
ing in injury, black victims more frequently

Table 12. Presence and saverlty
of Injurles received In violent attacks,
1979-86

Percentofattacks
Typeofcrime on victims who were:-
andinjury Hispanic White  Black
Crimes of violence®
Total 100% 100%  100%
No Injury 39 37 38
injury 61 63 62
Serious 13 10 15
Minor 50 53 47
Robbery
Total 100 100 100
No injury 41 36 44
Injury 59 64 56
Serious 12 14 13
Minor 47 50 42
Aggravated essault®
Total 100 100 100
No injury 27 23 22
Injury 73 7 78
Serious 27 30 33
Minor 46 48 45

Nota: Subgroup parcentages may not total to the
overall category because of rounding. Flgures ex-
clude rape injuries, those victimizations in which
the presence of injury was not ascertained, and vi-
olant victimizations involving threats but not at-
tacks. Although some respondants may have
reported more than ona type of injury, victimiza-
tions have baen classified according to the most
sarlous injury recelved, Sarlous Injury Includas
knife, gunshot, or bullet wounds; broken bones
and testh; internal Injuries; being knocked uncon-
scious; of other injurles requiring 2 or more days
of hospitalization. Minor injuries includs bruises,
cuts, scratches, black ayes, swalling, or other in-
jurles requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.

*include data on rape and simple assault not
shown aa separats categories.

binvolves attack with a weapon or atiack without a
weapon which rssults in serlous injury.

racelved some type of medical care (table
183). Hispanics wars no more or less likely
than blacks or whites to recelve medical at-
tention, to receive care In an emargency
room or hospltal, or to stay overnight In

a hospital.

Crimes against Hispanic, black, and white
victims were reported to the peclice with

Table 13. Pressnca and type of medical
care recelved by victims of vioient crime,
1979-86

Typsofctime Percantofinjurles
and madicel care Hispanic White Black

Crimes ofviolence®

Total 100% 100% 100%
No care received 48 54 39
Madicalcare
received 51 46 61
Outside an emer-
gency room
or hospital 23 23 24
Inan emergency
room ar hospital 28 23 37
Didnotetay
overnight 22 20 29
Stayed overnight 7 3 g
Robbery
Total 100% 100% 100%
No careraceived 53 52 42
Medical care
received 47 48 58
Outside an emer-
gancy room
or hospital 20 22 25
Inanemergancy
rgomor hospital 27 26 a3
Did not stay
cvernight 21 20 28
Stayed overnight 7 5 5
Aggravated assault®
Total 100% 100% 100%
No care received 33 40 25
Medical care
received &7 60 75
Outside an emer-
gency room
or hospital 25 23 23
Inan emergency
room or hospital 43 37 52
Did not stay
overnight 29 30 35

Stayedovernight 13 7 17

Note: Subgroup percentages may not total to the
overall category because of rounding. Although
soma respondonts may have roportoed mors than
one.typs of medical treatment, victimizations have
been classified according to a hlararchy based
upon the most intensive treatment received.

“Include data on rape and simple assault not
shown as separate categories.

®Involves attack with a weapon or attack without a
weaapon which results In serlous injury. Thus, a
large share of aggravated assaults result in some
type of medical care baing received.




simllar frequency (table 14). Crimes most
often reported were crimes of violence; vic-
tims of all racial or ethnic groups reported
about half the violent victimizations. About
a quarter of all personal thefts were re-
ported to the police. Motor vehicle thefts
were reported by each group in the largest
proportions.

Although relative to thelr population His-
panics were robbed more often than

non-Hispanics, those robberies were re-
ported to the police less frequently than

robberies because they felt these victim-
izations were private matters (20% of
whites who had not reported, 9% of His-
panics, and 15% of blacks). Similarly, 17%
of white robbery victims who had nct re-
ported to the authorlties sald that the incl-
dent was not Important enough, compared
to 12% of Hispanics and 13% of blacks.

Among nonreporting black and Hispanic
victims of robbery, personal theft, and
household crimes, comparatively similar

percentages sald that they did not call the
police because they felt that the police
would think the incident unimpnrtant or
would do little to respond.

Single-offender versus multiple-
offender victimizations

During the 1980's gang activity appears to
have increased, contributing to the street
violence that exists in many central city
neighborhoods. In some Hispanic commu-
nities, a majority of the male youth may at

robberies of sither blacks or whites. His- Table 14. Victimizations reported some time belong to a gang.®
panics reported 47% of tha robberies, to the police, 1076-86 p
compared to 57% for whites and 55% The NCS does not gather data on the of-
for blacks. Pefci"gOf;‘C";f}"thﬁOHS . fenders' ethnicity or on gang violence as
roported when victims were:
Type of crime Hispanic  White  Black a separate ca}tegory. It does, howevsr,
When violent crimes were not reported to measurs victimizations involving multiple
the police, the victims most often gave as C’}'R'ZQZ“VW'“““ ‘ég% ‘g% ?;’ offenders, which may represent the impact
areason that the crime was a private mat- Rogbe,y 47 57 55 of gang activity.
ter or that they considered it inconsegquen- Aggravatedassault 62 57 58
tial (table 15). Fear of reprisal was least Simple assault 8 4 4 Of the violent crimes, robbery most fre-
iven as a reason for not report- ntly involved multipls o , @
fraquently give eason for not it C"')";f’:o‘;;'ﬂgfceny 24 27 24 uently involved multiple offenders, and
ing these crimes. With contact 31 a7 a5 Hispanics, as noted eal:lier, were more
Withoutcontact 24 27 24 likely than blacks or whites to be robbed
Robbery victims most often cited lack of Household crimes 36 a8 40 {table 16). Offenders In groups committed
i Burglary 48 49 52 e
proof as the reason for not reporting a Householdlarceny 23 27 23 SRuth Horowitz, "Community folerance of gang vio-
victimization to the police. Whites mors Motorvehicletheft 67 69 75 lence,” Social Problems, 34:5 (1987), pp. 439-46.
than Hispanics or blacks failed to report
Table 16. Number of offenders
Table 15. Reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, 1979-86 In violent ctime victimizations, 1979-86
: Typeof crime and
Not Not Polica Reported
Typoeofcrime important  Lack important would crime Other numberof offenders _ Hispanic Whits Black
and race or ethnicity Private enoughto  of enough  notdo Fearof tosome- -andnot Crimes ofviolence
of victim matter _respondent proof topolice anything® reprisal onselse - known Total 100% 100% 100%
N Single offender 58 72 65
Crimes of violence® Twoormorsoffenders 41 26 33
Hispanlc 22% 20% 12% 1% 8% %  10% 29% Notknown or
White 31 23 8 7 5 5 13 24 Rﬂ°tﬁVE"8b'9 2 2 1
Black 26 20 1 0 8 4 11 26 ape
o ! ! Total 100% 100% 100%
Robbery Single offender 86 84 €0
Hispanic 9 12 21 12 14 8 6 42 Twoormoreoffenders 14 * 15 18
White 20 17 18 9 9 6 9 36 Notknown or
Black 15 13 20 13 14 5 7 38 notavailable 0 1 2
Aggravatad assault Robbery
Hispanic 29 18 9 12 S 9 8 27 Total 100% 100% 100%
White aa 19 ) 7 5 s i0 27 Single offender 39 53 45
Black 30 20 9 9 8 5 10 23 Two or more offenders 61 45 54
Simple assault Notknownor .
Hispanic 26 2 8 10 5 5 14 22 notavallable - 2 1
White 33 26 5 7 3 5 14 21 Ass;_tzvtzl*ed assault 100% 100% 100%
Black an 25 7 8 4 3 14 20 o e
o Single offender 56 68 72
Crimes oftheft Two or more offenders 41 28 26
Hispanic % 27% 20%  10% 4% 1% 20% 37% Notknown or
White 4 32 21 7 3 - 21 35 si “?;a\;a“i?tle 3 3 2
5 4 - 2 34 mple assa
Black ° 24 2 ® ! Total 100% 100% 100%
Household crimes Single offender 70 78 75
Hispanic 6% 28% 19%  12% 8% 1% 4% 42% Twoormoreoffenders 20 21 23
White 8 33 22 10 5 1 4 29 Natknown or
Black 9 25 22 12 7 1 5 42 notavailable 2 1 1
Nota: Sume respondents may have clted more than the police would ba Inefficlent, ineffective, or Insensi- Note: Detail may not total 100% because of
orie reason for not renorting victimizations to the po- tive, rounding.
lice. Therefore, detall wili not total 100%, Binciudae data on rape not shown as a separate cato- --Lags than 0.5%.
--Less than 0.5%. gory. *Estimate is based on 10 or fewer sample cases;
*includas reasons given by respondents such as: see Methodalogy.




€1% of the robberies of Hispanics, 54%
of the robberies of blacks, and 45% of the Table 17. Number and age of offenders In violent crime victimizations, 1979-86
robberies of whites. For aggravated as- Parceivad age of offendars
sault as well as robbery, Hispanics rela- Type of crime, Notknown
tively more often than whites or blacks fsll number of offenders, and 80or Mixed ornot
thnicity of victi Total  Under 24 21-29 tained
VlCﬂm to muitlple Offendﬁl’s: 41% Of the race or ethnicity orvicum O nder over ages ascertaine
aggravated assaults against Hispanics, Crimes ofviolence®
28% agalnst whites, and 26% against Single offendar . .
blacks. For simple assault by two or more Phepanic victme oo Sk S a9% %
persons, Hispanics and blacks did not sig- Black 100 28 36 32 3
nificantly differ. There was soma evi- TV}J;’J or mfcrelogenders 100 " .5 6 »8 o
N s spanic victims
dence, however, that a higher proportion of White 100 o 17 6 28 8
simple assaults by multiple cffenders were Bleck 100 39 15 7 28 11
against Hispanics than agalnst whites. Robbary
_ ) Single offender
Violent criminals were usually under age Hispanic victims 100% 44% 33% 17% 6%
30, but multiple-offender victimizations Do 10 » b a :
were particularly likely to involve very Two or more offenders
young offenders. Offenders under age 21 Hispanic vicims 100 43 18 4 25 g
redominated In multtiple-offender victim- White 10 P 1 e 2 b
p p rvictim Black 100 40 15 7 25 12
lzations, except fo{ aggravated assau.lt Aggravatedassault
(table 17). In multiple-offender victimiza- Single offender
tions, no ethnic or raclal group was mors Hispanic victims® 100% 26% 41% 32% 1%
; icti White 100 2 a7 35 3
hke!y to be victimized by offenders of any Black 100 o a5 a9 »
particular age. Two or more offenders
Hlspanlc victims 100 39 11 6 33 1
Violent offenders and their victims tended White 100 36 7 7 33 U
. Black 100 29 14 8 34 14
to be similar in age. Black and white vic- .
i . Simple assault
tims in each age range were confronted Single offender
most frequently by an offender or offend- Hispanic victims 100% 32% 34% 31% 3%
ers In the same category (table 18). This Wihita 100 2 - » :z
assoclation afso occurred for Hispanic vie- Two or mora offenders
tims up to the age of 29. However, His- Hispanic victims 100 48 15 7 24 5
lcs age 30 or older were about as likel White 100 i 1 6 26 s
panics ag y Black 100 46 16 4 26 8
to be victimized by an offender or offend-
ers in their twentles (27%) as by offenders Note: Detail may not total 100% because of BThe estimate for “not known or not ascertained” is
age 30 or oider. rounding. basad on 10 or tewer sample cases; see Methodol-
®lnclude data on rape not shown as a separate ogy.
category.

Table 18. Ages of victims and offenders In viclent crime victimizations, 1979-86

Psrcelvedage of offenders

Age and race Notknown  Number of
or athnicity 300r Mixed ornotas- offendars
ofvictim Total Under 21 21-29 over ages certained unknown
Crimas of violence
Age under21
Hispanic 100% 62% 16% 8% 9% 3% 1%
White 100 61 18 10 6 3 1
Black 100 60 18 10 7 5 1
Age21-28
Hispanic 100 21 38 21 14 4 1
White 100 17 45 25 9 3 1
Black 100 13 48 23 10 5 1
Age30orover
Hispanic 100 21 27 30 11 9 2
White 100 18 28 40 7 5 3
Black 100 17 22 40 10 9 2

Note: Detall may not total 100% because
of rounding.

*Estimate is based on 10 or fewer sample cases;
seo Mathodology.




Methodology

The NCS collects data on crime from a na-
tionally representative sample of house-
holds. When a household Is selected for
inclusion in the sample, household mem-
bars age 12 or older are interviewed every
& months for 3 years. During each inter-
view information Is obtained about the per-
sonal victimizations, if any, experienced by
the interviewes in the 6 months preceding
the Interview. One member, generally over
age 18, is also designated the household
respondent, from whom Information Is ob-
tained about all crimes committed agalnst
the household during the preceding 6
months.

The NCS measures both attempted and
completed incldents of rape, robbery, and
aggravated and simple assault; personal
thefts with and without contact; and the
household crimes of burgiary, household
larceny, and motor vehicle theft, In 1986
approximately 100,000 persons were inter-
viewed In about 50,000 households.

In this report the Hispanic category in-
cludes all individuals of the following Span-
ish origins regardless of raclal identity:
Mexican-American, Chicano, Mexican,
Puerto Rican, Cuban Central or South
Amaerican, and any other Spanish origin.
Non-Hispanics are individuals of any origin
not listed above, including respondents for
whom origin Is not known or not ascer-
tained.

Series crimes are three or more similar in-
cldents that a victim cannot describe In de-
tail separately. Serles crimes are included
in this report and counted as one victimiza-
tion. The characteristics of the victimiza-
tion are those of the most recent event in
the series.

Estimation procedures

An incident is a specific ctiminal act involv-
Ing ons or mora victims, whils a victimiza-
tion refars ta the criminal act as it affects a
single victim. Therefore, because personal
crimes may have more than one victim, the
number of victimizations Is detarmined by
the number of victims of the crime. With
respact {o household crimes, a housshold
Is the sole victim of that crime. Thus, in

this report, data covering the perlod 1979-
86 have been victim-welghted, using stan-
dard NCS welghiing procedurss, to obtain
the natlonal estimates presented. For a
more detalled description of NCS estima-
tion procedures, see appendix |l of Crimi-
nal victimization in the United States, 1987
(NCJ-115524).

Reliability of comparisons

All comparlsons made In this report were
tested to determine whether the differ-
ences between groups were statlstically
significant. The comparisons are signifi-
cant at the 90% confidence level; most
are also significant at the 95% confidence
level. Statistical significance at the 95%
confidence level requires that the esti-
mated difference between the valuss bsing
compared is greater than twice the stand-
ard error of this differencs.

Tables note when estimates are based on
10 or fewer sample cases; standard errors
cannot ba computed accuratsly for such
estimates. It is particularly inadvisable to
compare these with other estimates based
on a small sample size.

Bureau of Justice Statistics Special
Reports are prepared princlpally by
BJS staff. This report was written by
Lisa D. Bastlan. Gatherine J. Whit-
aker and ida Hines provided statlsti-
cal assistance. Thomas Hester
edited the report. Marllyn Marbrook
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Yvonne Boston, Tina Dorsey, and
Jayne Pugh.
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Survey of youth in custody, 1987
{special report), NCJ-113365, 9/88

Public juvenile facilities, 1985
{bulletin}, NC.J-102457, 10/86

Law enforcement management

BJS bulletins and special reports:
Police departments in large cities,
1987, NCJ-119220, 8/89
Profile of State and local law
enforcement agencies,
NCJ-113949, 3/89

Expenditure and employment

BJS bulletins:
Justice expenditure and employment:
1985. NCJ-104460, 3/87
1983, NCJ-101776,7/86

Anti-drug abuse formula grants: Justice
variable pass-through data, 1988 (BJS
technical report), NCJ-120070, 2/90

Justice expenditure and employment:
1985 (full report), NCJ-106356, 8/89
Extracts, 1982 and 1983, NCJ-106629,

8/88
Extracts, 1980 and 1981, NCJ-96007,
6/85

Courts

B8JS bulletins:

Felony sentences in State courts,
NCJ-115210, 2/89

Criminal defense for the poor, 1986,
NCJ-112919, 9/88

State felony courts and felony laws,
NCJ-106273, 8/87

The growth of appeals: 1973-83 trends,
NCJ-96381, 2/85

Case filings in State courts 1883,
NCJ-85111,10/84

BJS special reports:

Felony case-processing time, NCJ-
101985, 8/86

Felony sentencing in 18 local jurisdic-
tions, NCJ-97681,6/85

The prevalence of guilty pleas, NCJ-
96018, 12/84

Sentencing practices in 13 States,
NCJ-85399, 10/84

Profile of felons convicted in State
courts, 1986, NCJ-120021, 1/90

Sentuncing outcomes in 28 felony
courts, NCJ-105743, 8/87

National criminal defense systems study,
NCJ-94702, 10/86

The prosecution of felony arrests:
1986, NCJ-113248, 6/89
1982, NCJ-106990, 5/88

Felony laws of the 50 States and the
District of Columbia, 1986,

NCJ-105066, 2/88

State court model statistical dictionary,
Supplement, NCJ-98326, 9/85
1st edition, NCJ-62320, 9/80

Privacy and security

Compendium of State privacy and security
legislation:
1987 overview, NCJ-111097,9/38
1987 full report {1,497 pages,
microfiche $2, hard copy $145),
NCJ-113021,9/88

Criminal justice information policy:
BJS/SEARCH conference proceedings:
Juvenile and adult records: One
system, one record?, NCJ-114847,
1/80
QOpen vs. contidential racords,
NCJ-113560, 1/88
Data quality policies and procedures,
NCJ-101849, 12/86
Strategies for improving data quality,
NCJ-115339, 5/89
Public access to criminal histery record
information, NCJ-111458, 11/88
.Juvenile records and recordkeeping
systems, NCJ-112815, 11/88
Automated fingerprint identification
systems: Technology and pelicy
issues, NCJ-104342, 4/87
Criminal justice “hot" files,
NCJ-101850, 12/86
Crime control and criminal records
(BJS special report), NCJ-E2176,
10/85
State criminal records repositories
(BJS technical report), NCJ-99017,
10/85
Data quality of criminal history records,
NCJ-98079, 10/85

Drugs & crime data:

Crugs and crime facts, 1989, NCJ-
121022, 1/90

Drugs & crime data center &
clearinghouse brochure, BC-000125,
11/88

Rolodex card, 800-665-3332, BC-100,
8/88

Computer crime

BJS special reports:
Electronic fund transfer fraud, NCJ-
966686, 3/85
Electronic fund transfer and crime,
NCJ-92650, 2/84

Electronic fund transfer systems fraud,
NCJ-100461, 4/86

Electronic fund transfer systems and
crime, NCJ-83736, 9/82

Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927, 9/81,
$11.50

Federal justice statistics

Compendium of Federal justice statistics
1984, NCJ-112816, 9/89

The Federal civil justice system (BJS
bulletin}, NCJ-104769, 7/87

Employer perceptions of workplace
crime, NCJ-101851,7/87, $6

Federal offenses and offenders

BJS special reports:

Fedaral criminal cases, 1980-87,
NCJ-118311,7/89

Drug law violators, 1980-86, NCJ-
111763, 6/88

Pretrial release and detention:
The Bail Reform Act of 1984,
NCJ-109929, 2/88

White-collar crime, NCJ-106876, 9/87

Pretrial release and misconduct, NCJ-
96132,1/85

BJS bulletins:
Bank robbery, NCJ-94463, 8/84
Federal drug law violators, NCJ-
92692, 2/84

General

BJS bulletins and special reports:

Criminal ¢ases in five states, 1983-86,
NCJ-118798, 9/89

International crime rates, NCJ-110776,
5/88

Tracking offenders, 1984, NCJ-109686,
1/88

BJS telephone contacts 87, NCJ-
102908, 12/86

Tracking offendeis: White-collar crime,
NCJ-102867,11/86

Police employment and expenditure,
NCJ-100117, 2/86

BJS data report, 1988, NCJ-118262, 5/8G
BJS annual report, tiscal 1988, NCJ-
115749, 4/89

Sourcebook of criminal justice statistics,
1987, NCJ-111612,9/88
Report to the Nation on crime and
justice:
Second edition, NCJ-105508, 6/88
Technical appendix, NCJ-112011,
8/88
Criminal justice microcomputer guide
and software catalog, NCJ-112178,
8/88
Proceadings of the third workshop on law
and justice statistics, NCJ-112230,
7/88
Publications of BJS, 1971-84, 10/86:
Topical bibliography, TB030012,
$17.50
Microfiche library, PRO30012, $203.00
National survey of crime severity, NCJ-
96017, 10/85
Criminal victimization of District of
Columbia residents and Capitol Hill
employees, 1882-83, NCJ-87982;

See order form
on last page




Please put me on the mailing list for—

[0 i.aw enforcement reports—national
data on State and local police and
sheriffs’ departments: operations,
equipment, personnel, salaries,
spending, policies, programs

O Federal statistics—data describing
Federal case processing, from inves-
tigation through prosecution,
adjudication, and corrections

[1 Drugs and crime data—sentencing
and time served by drug offenders,
drug use at time of crime by jail
inmates and State prisoners, and
other quality data on drugs, crime,
and law enforcement

[0 Justice expenditure and employment
reports—annual spending and
staffing by Federal/State/local
governments and by function
(police, courts, etc)

To be added to any BJS mailing list, copy
or cut out this page, fill it in and mail it to:

(O if your mailing label below is correct,
check here and do not fill in
your name and address.

Name:
Title:
Organization:

Street or box:

City, State, Zip:
Daytime phone number; { )

{0 White-collar crime—data on the
processing of Federa! white-collar
crime cases

[ Privacy and security of criminal

O Corrections reports—results of
sample surveys and censuses of jails,
prisons, parole, probation, and other ¢
corrections data

history information and information [ National Crime Survey reports—the

policy—new legislation; maintaining
and releasing intelligence and inves-
tigative records; data quality
issues

[0 Juvenile corrections reports—
juveniles in custody in public and
private detention and correctional
facilities

0O BJS bulletins and special reports—
timely reports of the most current
justice data

[d Prosecution and adjudication in
State courts—case processing from
prosecution through court disposi-
tion, State felony laws, felony
sentencing, criminal defense

Justice Statistics Clearinghouse/NCJRS
U.S. Department of Justice

Box 6G00

Rockville, MD 20850

Interest in criminal justice (or organization and title if you put home address above):

U.S. Départment of Justice
Office of Justice Programs
Bureau of Justice Statistics

Official Business
Penalty for Private Use $300

only regular national survey of
crime victims

0 Sourcebook of Criminal Justice
Statistics (annual)—broad-based
data from 150+ sources (400 tables,
100+ figures, subject index,
annotated bibliography, addresses
of sources)

O Send me a form to sign up for NCJ
Reports (free 6 times a year), which
abstracts both private and
government criminal justice
publications and lists upcoming
conferences and training sessions
in the field.

You will receive an
annual renewal card.

If you do not return it,
we must drop you from
the mailing list.
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