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PREFACE

This report is the first to present findings from the National
Crime Panel for the United States as a whole. The Panel, a continuing
survey of. households and commercial establlshments, gauges the extent
to which persons age 12 and over, households, and bu51nesses have been
v1ct1m;zed by certain types of crime .and studies the character and
naturefof criminal incidents and their victims. TheiSurvey was designed
accordlng to scientific sampling principles and is conducted for the
Law Emforcement Assistance Administration by the U.S. Bureaun of the
Census. , 7 .

The Natlonal Crime Panel focuses on selected crlmes that are of

major concern to the general public, For 1nd1v1duals, these are rape,'

robbery, assault, and personal larceny; for households, burglary, larceny,

and motor vehlcle theft; and for commercial establlshments, burglary
and robbery. For reported incidents, information isfobtained, as
appropriate, on such matters as the relationship of viotim and offender,
characteristics of the yictim, characteristics of the offender as perceived

by the victim, extent of injuries suffered and amount of economic’loss

sustained by the victim, time and place of occurrence of the incident,
whether a weapon was used, and whether the police were notified.

Information in this report pertains to criminal incidents that took

" place in the first half of 1973 {(January through June) and was obtained °

from interviews with a sample of approximately 60,000 households and 15,000
businesses representative of all households and businesses in the 50

States and the District of Columbla. Fliminated from consideration were

incidents reported as occurrlng to U.S. residents outside the country.
Victimizations. 1nvolv1ng foreign visitors were not within the scope
of the survey, although it can be safely assumed that the number of
such events was extremely small,

This fifst report presents data on rates of victimization for persons,
hotseholds, and businesses and covers incidents that occurred during
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the 6-month period.* It thus provides an indication of the varying risk
that different groups in the society ran of being victimized. Subsequent
reports in this series will update this information periodically. Starting
with v1ct1m1zatlons occurrlng in the first quarter of 1974, reports will
be prepared every 3 months comparing rates of victimization with those
in the comparable quarter of the preceding year., More detalled analysis
of the data’ covering both v1ct1mlzat10ns and 1nc1dents will be published
in an annual report. , e

M1 data in this report are estimates and are subject to errors
arising from the fact that .the information was obtained from a sample
rather than a complete census, and that the sample used was only one of
%e large number of samples that could have been selected. In a carefully
designed survey, however, the variation in the final estimates that is
due to sampling can be rather precisely determined. Unless appropriately
qualified, all analytical statements in this report that involve comparisons
have met the test that the differences are at least equai to two standard
errors or,'in.other words, that the chances are at least 95 out of 100
that the difference reported is a true difference, 'and not due to sampling
variability. The tables appended to this report contain all the data on
which the analysis is based. No data are shown in certain cells because
the number of cases was too small to be statistically reliable. Generalized
tables of standard errors for the household survey, plus a number of specific
examples of standard errors for the COmmercial survey, are included to assist
the reader in interpreting the survey data. A more comprehensive discussion
of standard error, along with technical details of the survey design, will
be included in the annual report. : ’ :

Although information in this report may be compared with that collected
from local police agencies by the Federal Bureau of Investigation and '
published annually in its report, Crime in the United States, Uniform

Crime Reports, such comparisons are‘inappropriate because of substantial

# Data for the second quarter of 1973 (April through June) are shown
separately in the appendix tables, but the: analysis is based solely on the
6-month totals. Because the impact of seasonality: onthese:data is as yet
unknown, comparisons between first and second quarter ‘results would not be
valid, Therefore, figures for the first quarter are not shown directly.
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differences in coverage between Panel surveys and police statistics, A

- major difference arises from the fact that police statistics on the

incidence of crime are derived principally from reports that citizens

.make to the police, whereas survey data include victimizations not reported

to the police, as well as those reported. Personal crimes covered in the
survey relate only 0 persons ege 12 and over, while police statistics
count crimes“against persons of any age. Panel surveys do not measure

some offenses, Cuguy hom1c1de and- commercial larceny (shoplifting and

- employee theft), that are 1ncluded in police statistics. Furthermore,

the counting and class;fylng rules for the two programs are not fully
compatible. ‘ \

Unlike the crime rates developed from police statistics, the personal
victimization rates cited in this report are based on victimizations rather
fhan on incidents. For crimes against persons, the number of victimizations
normally is somewhat greater than the number of incidents, because more
than one victim may be involved in any given incident. In addition, the
survey's'victimization rates for crimes against households and commercial
estabiishments are based,'respectively, on the number of households and
businesses, whereas crime rates from police statistics are based on the
total population, - |
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GENERAL FINDINGS

Throughout the United States during the‘first 6 months of 1973, crimes
of violence and common theft, including attempts, accounted for approximately
1% million victimizations' of persons age 12 and over, households, and
businesses, Of the total number of victimizations, about 57 percent
involved individuals, 39 percent pertalned to households, and 4 percent
concerned businesses (Table A). '

Table A, Percent distribution of victimizations,
by type of crime

Type of crime & Percent
A1l crimes R : 100.0
Crimes against persons RIS ' 56,6
Rape ' ‘ C.5
Robbery 3.1
Assault S11.7
Personal 1arceny3 41,3
Crimes against households 39.2 ,
Burglary : 16.6
Household larceny 19.4
Motor vehicle theft ; : 3.2
Crimes against businesses N2
Burglary 3.6
Robbery 0.6

The single, most prevalent type of crime was personal larceny, which -
comprised about 4O percent of all victimizations recorded as having occurred

during the survey period. Other personal crimes, those involving some form{

‘of violence or the threat of violence, made up abot 15 percent of the total.

1Throu’ghou.t this report, the yardstick for the measurement of the
amount of crime is the victimization rather than the incident. For crimes .
against persons, the number of victimizations normally is greater than the |
number of incidents, because more than one victim may be involved in any
given incident. For crimes against households and businesses, "victimization"
and "incident" are synonymous.

?See definitions, page 9. Household larceny refers to the theft or
attempted theft of property or cash from the home, involving neither forcible
nor unlawful entry, or its immediate vicinity. Personal larceny refers to

the theft or attempted theft of property or cash with or without contact
between victim and offender, but without force or the threat of force,
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Household larceny wés the most common of thé household victimizations,
accounting for about 20 percent of all crlmes, while burglary was the
more frequent type of commercial v1ct1m1zat10n.'

The victimization rate for personal larceny'was A? per 1,000 persons
age 12 and over (Table 1), By contrast, personal crimes of violence (the
combination of rape,- robbery, and assault) had a rate of about 17 per 1,000
persons., Of the three violent crimes measured by the Natlonal Crime Panel,

- assault was by far the most prevalent, with a rate of 13 per 1 4000, as

compared with about A for robbery and less then 1 for rape, When the crimes
of robbery and assault were examined in more detail, the less serious forms
of these crime:z weré found to have occurred more frequently. Thus, the

» victimization rate for robbery and attempted robbery w1thout 1n3ury was

about twice as hlgh as that for the comblned total of: robbery and attempted
robbery where injury occurred{: L1kewmse, 51mple assault was more prevalent
than aggravated assault, and within each of these categories, .attempted
assault was more frequent thanfassault‘thaﬁ’waﬁ'carried’Outa Personal
crimes of theft without any contact between victim'éﬁd offender were far
more likely to have occurred than those with brief céﬁtact, as in purse
snatching and pocket picking. The rates for such crimes during the first
half of 1973 were about L45 and 2 per 1,000, respectively;

One of the more'significant dimensions ofkpersonal_crime is whether
the victim and the offender are in some way acquainted. It is well
documented, for éxample, that homicides generally occurlamong persons
who at least know one another, if they are not actually related in scme
way., Not so well known is the relationship between victim and offender
in the three crimes of violence measured by the National Crime Panel.
Enough data have been collected so fér to present some preliminary evidence
on this relationship. For the first 6 months of 1973, sbout two-thirds of
all personal crimes of violence involved a confrontation between strangers.
Table B gives the percent of victimizations committeddby strangers for the
crimes of rape, robbery, and assault. Converted into rates, there were
about 11 viblent stranger-to-stranger confrontations per 1,000 population,
as compared with 6 where nonstrangers were inyolved (Table 2);

R

Table B, Proportion of violent crimes involving strangers

Crime ' Percent

Ali crimes 65 o
Rape o s
Robbery . ~ 8L
Assault. ' ‘ 60

Assault, which was the most common of the crimes of violence, was less
likely than rape or robbery to have involved strangers. Nonetheless, the
victimization rate for stranger—to-stranger assault was higher (8 per 1 uOO)
than in instances where the offender and victim were at least acqualnted
(about 5 per 1,000). Attempted assault, whether simple or aggravated,
occurred more often between strangers than dld assaﬁlthhlch resulted in

.some form of injury. The two major subcategories of robbery, those
“1nvolv1ng 1n3ury and those with no injury, also revealed a preponderance

of stranger—to—stranger relationships. Although rape was by far the least
prevalent of the three personal crimes of violence, the evidence from the
survey was sufficient to ihdicate that it, 00, was primarily a crime
between persons who were unacquainted, a

When victimization rates were examined from the perspective of selected
personal characteristics, certain significant differences,emerged‘(Tables 3
through 6). In overall terms, blacks were more likely than whites to have

 been victims of personal crimes,; and males were more often victimized than

were females. Black males had the highest victimization rate (85 per
1,000), followed by white males (74 per 1,000)., Victimization rates

for females were much lower, but there was no significant difference
between white and black females in overall personal victimization. Blacks
were more likely than whites to have been victims of rape, robbery, and
assault, but the difference between the races with respect to personal
larceny was not statistically significant., BExcluding rape, the same
patterns persisted by race for both males and females, except that there
was no essential difference between white and black males in the overall
assault rate, even though black males were more likely'than white males
to have been victims of aggravated assault. When males as a group were
dompared with females, the former exhibited substantially higher rates of
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victimization for robbery w1th and without 1n3ury, simple and aggravated
assault, and personal larceny.

Age proved to be an important determinant in assessing the likelihood
of becoming the victim of a persdnal crime, = The highest rates of personal
victimization were recorded by those in the two youngest groups, covering
the ages 12 to 19, with each older group reporting a lower rate than its =
predecessor; persons 65 and over had the lowest rates of all. For both
males and'females, the same pattern was manifested: - the two youngest agé
groups had the highest victimization rates, with each older -group hav1ng

progressively lower rates. For each age category under 35, males had

noticeably higher rates than females; dver.thatﬂage,ﬁthegdifferénces in
rates between the sexes were virtually nonexistent.
Turning to the specific personal crimes, the general relationship

‘between lower victimization rates and increasing age was evident. Because

the rates often were quite low and the differences between them slight,
however, it was not always possible to find true dissinmilarities between
specific age groups. Nonetheless, the survey showed that there were
significantly more robbery victims under 25 years of age than in any of
the older age categories. The same was true among assault victims, where
the risk fell sharply after age 2. Personal larceny followed the pattern

.of all personal crimes: the two youngest age groups had the highest rates,

while each older agé category had a successively lower rate. For both

males and females, the same patterns were evident, except that there were

too few female robbery victims to make meaningful comparisons. There was

.4 sharp decline in.the incidence of assault for both males and females'agé

<25 and over, and for males alone in the case of robbery. The decline was
not as great in personal larceny for.females in the older age groups. The
tendency for males to be disproportionately the victims of personal crimes
was again demonstrated by the. figures for assault and, to a'lesser extent,
for personal larceny. A h

Sub;pantlal differences in victimization appeared whéh the fouf major

categories of marital status were examined. In aggregate terms for all

”Wépersonal crlmes, persons ‘who' had never been married had the hlghest rate

and thosée who were widowed -the lowest, largely a reflectlon of the age .

structure of these two groups. Persons who were separated or -divorced

»

L
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had high rates of victimization, not much lower than the rates for those

who had never been .married. Marriad personsbﬁad higher victimization ﬁ%tes
than the widowed,kbut these Werekconsiderably lower than the rates among
persons in the other two marital groups. This pattern also held true when
males and females were considered separately. All categorles of males,
except the widowed, exhibited higher v1ct1mlzat10n rates than did females

in these categorleg. The apparent differencs in rates between widows and
widowers was not statistically significant. Victimization rates for personal
larceny paralleled those for all persdnal crimes, with persons who had never
been married having the highest rates, followed in descending order by the
separated or divorced, the married, and thé widowed. The same pa@terﬁ,held\
for both males and females. However, among women, those who were separated
or divorced had the highest victimization rates for both robbery and assault,
higher than those among women who had never been married. Althbugh‘not
conclusive, there was evidence to suggest that men who had never been
married were more .likely than separated or divorced men to have been victims
of assaulte ' :

When total personal crimes were examined from the standpoint of the
various levels of annual famlly 1nc0me, ne partlcular trend emerged, except
that those in the highest income level had the highest rate of victimization.
However, when a distinction was made between personal crimeS’of,violenCe_
and personal larceny, a pattern appeared. Persons in families with annual
incomes of less than $3 OOO had the highest rate of victimization for crimes
of violence, and there was evidence that those with famlly incomes of

$15,000 or more had the lowest rate. Conversely, and perhaps not surprlslngly, |
‘those 1n‘the hlghest income category reported‘the highest rate of victimization

from personal larceny, while the two lowest income élasses, comprising

' families with less than $7,500 income, had thé lowest rate. Compared with

the other characteristics discussed earlier, fgmily income did not provide
the sharp contrasts in victimization experience that were evident, for

‘example, from the viewpoint of age. Even when Pace was examined, the

similarities were more strlklng than bhe dlfferences, Comparlng v1ct1mlzat10ns
involving famllles w1th incomes above and below $7 500, however, blacks .

in the lower 1ncome‘group were more likely than similarly situated whites

to have been victims of violent crimes. Using the $7,506 figure as a
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dividing line revealed more differences within each racial group‘than
between them. For example, both blacks and whites below this level had
higher rates of violent victimizations than did their more affluent
counterparts. On the other hand, higher income whites and blacks were
more likely than those earning less than $7,500 to have been victims of
personal larceny. -

Household larceny was the most common of the three household crimes,
accounting for sbout 50 percent of the total. Burglary came next with
approximately 42 percent, and motor vehicle theft was a distant third with
8 percent (Table 7). In contrast to crimes against persons, the majority
of reported household crimes were completed, overwhelmingly s0 in the case
of household lareeny. This may be due to the nature of thesefcrimes, which
do not usually involve personal COnfrontétion, so that attempts may be
understated because of the absence of evidence concerning the offense.
Among incidents of completed burglary, the rate for unlawful entry without
force was significantly higher than that for forcible entry.

An examination of selected demographic characteristics of victimized
households revealed differences in the impact of the three household crimes
(Tables 8-10). Burglary and household larceny rates decreased significantly
as the age of the household head increased. When the first two age groups
were combined into a 12 to 34 age category, the same trend held true for
motor vehicle theft as well. The larceny rate was higher than that for
burglary for all age groups between 20 and 64. There was no difference 1n
the uictimization rates'for these crimes in households headed by persons
in the‘youngest and'oldesi age categories. In all age groups, rates for

burglary and.hausehold larceny were substantlally higher than the rate for

motor vehicle theft.

Renters had substantlally hlgher rates of v1ct1m1zat10n than
homeowners for the three types of crimes agalnst ‘households. Households
headed by whltes showed the same pattern, but there was evidence that

" black owners had a higher rate for household larceny then black: renters, and

"~ that black renters and owners were v1ct1m1zed at about an equal rate by

motor vehlcle theft. ;
Among homeowners, households headed by blacks had substantlally
hlgher v1ct1m1zat10n rates than those headed by whites for ‘both burglary

and ‘larceny. Among renters, black households had a hlgher burglary _
rate than white households, but there was: no significant difference in the
rates for larceny and motor vehicle theft.

As was the case with crimes against persons, there were no substantial
differences by level of annual family income in the overall victimization
rate for crimes against households. When the three household crimes were
examined individually, certain differences emerged. The lowest rate of
burglary occurred in the $10,000 to $14,999 income category for all
households, while the highest burglary rate occurred in households ‘with less

.vthan $3,000 annual income.

Victimization rates for household larceny showed an apperenb tendency
to rise as family income increased, but the dlfferences were not
statlstlcally significant between all income categorles.v For households
headed by whltes,wthe lowest jate‘fo larceny’occurred in the less than
$3,000 per year category.

The lowest rate of motor vehicle theft ambng all houSeholds, as well
as those headed by whites, occurred in those with incomes under $3,000 per
year, but no clear pattern emerged in these households with regard to the
highest rate for this particular crime. When black households were divided

into those with less than $7,500 annual income and those with $7,500 or more,,

there was a substantially hlgher victimization rate from motor vehicle theft
in the wealthier group. ‘

Among households headed by whites with annual family 1ncomes of $3,000
or more, household larceny was a more frequent occurrence than burglary in
each income group. Among households headed by blacks, those with family
incomes of less than $10, 000 per year experienced a higher rate for
burglary than for larceny, while there was evidence that those wlth incomes
above that figure had a higher rate for larceny. .

Black households had a higher burglary rate than white households in
all income .groups. For larceny, the same was true only in the case of
total households and those with family incomes under $3,000. Apparent
differences at other income levels were not statistically significant. At
the lower income levels, there was essentially'no difference between white

and black households in the rate of motor vehicle. theft. ‘Above $10,000,

however, black households exhibited a hlgher rate than thelr whlte
counterparts. .




Of the two commercial crimes measured, burglary was by far the more
prevalent, constituting about 85 percent of crimes against bu31ness in the
first 6 months of 1973. Relatively small differences among businesses with
selected characteristics (Tables 11 and 12) preclude- any extended discussion
of results. Compared w1th other kinds of bu31nesses, establishments in
retail trade had the highest victimization rate. Businesses with no
paid employees had a significantly lower rate of victimization than those
with paid employees. Among the latter, no statistically significant
pattern emerged as to victimization in relation to number of employees.

- DEFINITIONS e
1

Aggravated Assault - Attack with a weapon resultlng in any 1n3ury and
attack without a weapon resultlng either in ser:ous 1n3ury (eog.,
broken bones, loss of teeth, 1nternal 1n3ur1es, loss of COHSClOUS—
ness) or in undetermlned 1n3ury requiring 2 or more days of
hospltallzatlon. Also 1ncludes attempted assault with a weapon,

Assault - An unlawful physical attack by one person upon another,
1nclud1ng both aggravated and simple assault Excludes ~rape and
attempted rape, as well as attacks involving theft or attempted
theft, which are class1f1ed as robbery., ' ;

Attempted Forcible Entry - A form of burglary in which force is used in
an attempt to gain entry. ‘

Burglary - Unlawful or forcible entry of a home or business, nsuallyp
but not necessarily, attended by theft. Includes attempted forcible
entry,

For01ble Entry - A form of burgTary'ln which force is used to gain entry,

(e g, by breaklng a window- or slashing a screen).

Household Larceny - Theft or attempted theft of property or cash from
the home, involving neither forcible nor unlawful entry, or its
immediate yicinity. | .

Incident -~ A SpelelC criminal act 1nvolv1ng one or more v1ct1ms and
offenders. . v ;

Motor Vehicle Theft - Steallng or unauthorized taking of a motor vehicle,
1nclud1ng attempts at such acts.

Personal Crimes of Theft - Theft of property or cash, either with contact
(but without force or threat of force) or without contact between
v1ct1m and offender. Equlvalent to Personal Larceny.

Personal Crimes of Violence - Rape, robbery of persons, and assault.

Personal Larceny - Equlvalent to Personal Crimes of Theft.

Persona, Larceny with Contact — Theft of purse, wallet or cash by stealth

’ directly from the person of the victim, but without force or the

threat of force. Also includes attempted purse snatching.




Personal Larceny without Contact - Theft, without direct contact between
victim and offender, of property or cash from any place other than
the victim's home or its immediate vicinity. Also. includes attemptéd
theft. il |

Rape -~ Carnal knowledge through the use of force or the threat of force,
including attempts. Statutory rape (without force) is excluded.

Robbery - Théft or attempted theft, directly from a person or a business,
of property or cash by force or threat of force, with or without a
weapon. | |

Robbery with Injury - Theft or attempted theft from a person, accompanled
by an attack, either with or without a weapon, resultlng in 1n3ury.
An injury is classified-as resulting from a serious assault if a
weapon was used in the commission of the crime or, if not, when the
extent of the injury was either serious (e.g., broken bdnes, loss of
teeth, internal injuries, loss of consc1ousness) or undetermlned but
requiring 2 or more days of hospltallzatlon. An injury is cla531f1ed

~as resulting from a minor assault when the extent of the injury was
minor (e.g., bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, 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 ‘Wweapon, but not resulting in injury. ' '

Slmple Assault - Atback without a weapon resultlng either in minor
injury (e.g., bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling) or in
undetermined injury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization. |
Also includes attempted assault without a weapon.

- Unlawful Entry - A form of burglary committed by someone hav1ng no legal ‘
right to be in the premises even though force is not used.

Victimization — A specific criminal act as it affects a single victim.

In criminal acts against persons, the number of victimizatidns is
determined by the number of victims of such acts, Because more
‘than' one individual'may be victimized during certain crim?s agéinst

10

persons, the number of victimizations is somewhat higher than the
number of incidents. Bach criminal act sgainst a household or
commercial establishment is assumed to involve a single victim,
the affected household or establishment.

Victimization Rates = For crimes against persons, the v1ct1mlzat10n rate,
a measure of occurrence among population groups at rlsk, is computed
on the basis of the number of victimizations per 1,000 population
age 12 and over. For crimes against households, victimization rates
are calculated on the basis of the number of incidents per 1,000
households. And, for crimes against commercial esteblishments,
victimization rates are derived from the number of incident§ per
1,000 establishments.

11
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Table 1.

Victimization rates, crimes against persons, first half and second quarter of 1973

(Rate per 1,000 populatiord sge 12 and over)

Rate T
Type of victimization First haif of 1973 ~Becond quarter of 1973
‘ (Jaruary=June) - {April=June)
Crimes of violence 17.2 8,8
Rape and attempted rape 0.5 0.3
Robbez'y' 3-5 1.5
Robbery and. attempted robbery with injury 1.2 0.5
From sexrious assault (VN 0.3
From minor essault 0.5 0.2
Robbery without dinjury 1.3 0.6
- Attempted robbery without injury 1.0 0.4
Assault . _ 13.2 7.0
— " Aggrevated assault 5.1 2.8
» P; with irljury . 1.6 Oo9
' Attempted assault with weapon 3.5 1.9
Simple assault 8.1 bel
With injury 1.9 1.0
Attempted assault without weapon 6,1 3.2
Crimes of theft L6.7 22,0
Personal larceny with contact 1.6 0.9.
Purse snatching 0.3 0.2
Attempted purse snatching 0.2 0.1
Pocket picking 1.0 0.6 :
Personal larceny without contact 45:2 21,1 ]
Totel population age 12 and over 161,502,000 161,808,000 » »

: 39 : i i 3 174 Soce 1ing. Detail may
NOTE: small differences between any two figures in this table are not statisticelly sigmflcant because ?f Samp
ggtggggr%% 'tgtal shown because of rounding. The population figure for January through June is based on a statistical average for these
6 months centering on April 1. The figure, therefore, is usually smaller then that for April through June, which is based on a
statistical aversge centering on May 15,

Table 2. Victimization rates, crimes of violence against persons, first half and second quarter of 1973,
by relationship between victim and offender .

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

: ] Stranger , Nonstranger
Type of victimization First half of 1973 Second quarter of 1973 First half of 1973 Second quarter of 1973
_ o ‘ (January-dJune) (4pril-dJune) (Jarmary-June) (April-June) |
Crimes of violence iz.2 5.6 6.0 3.2
Rape and attempted rape Qo 0.2 0.1 0.1
_Robbery 3.0 1.3 0.6 0.3
Robbery and attempted robbery with injury 1.0 Ol 0.2 0.1
-~ From serious agsault ! 0.6 0.3 0.1 §B;
From minor assault 0.4 0.1 0.1 B
Robbery without injury 1.1 0.5 0.2 0.1
Attempted robbery without injury 0.9 0.3 0.2 0.1
H ~Assdult : 7.9 Lol 5.3 2.8
) Aggravated assault 3.3 1.8 1.9 1.1
. With injury ‘ 0.9 0.5 0.7 0.k
. Attempted assanlt with weapon 24 1.3 1.1 0.6
Simple assault E L6 2.4 3.5 1.8 .
With injwy .- ‘ 1.0 C.5 1.0 C.5
_Attempted assault without weapon 3.7 1.8 2.5 1.3
.Total population age 12 and over 161, 502,000 161,808,000 161,502,000 161,808,000

In general, small differences between any two figures in this table are not gtatistically significant because of sampling., Detail
may not add to total shown because of rounding. The population figure for January through June is based on a statistical average
for these 6 months centering on Aprit 1. The figure, therefore, is usually smaller then that for April through dJune, which is
based on a statistical average centering on May 15, , : :

B Rabte not shown because estimated rmumber of victimizations.in this category was too small t0 be statistically reliable.

WOTE:
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Table 3. Victimization rates, crimes aga:r.nst persons, f:.rst half and second @mrﬁer of 1973,
by sex and race of victim ; :

{Rate ‘per 1,000 population age 12 and over)

, ) : Robbe Assault -,
Sex and race Totgl crimes ‘Rape © With Without Aggravated Simple Personal larceny
agsinst persons - injury injury - i B )

Both sexes* o
First half of 1973 (161,502,000) 64,0 ‘0.5 1.2 2.3 5.1 8.1 L6.7
Second quarter of 1973 (161,808,000)  30.7 0.3 0.5 L0 2.8 a1 22.0
White :
First half of 1973 (142,655,000) 6345 0.1, 10 2.0 L7 8. L7,
Second q_uﬂrter of 19 3 (11;2,8°6 OOO) 3005 042 005 ch 2;é lL-l 22.2

. Black : ;

- First half of 1973 (16,968,000) 70,1 1.2 2,2 5.2 9.0 7.9 L6
. -Second quarter of 1973 (17,019 000) 3349 ' 0.6 0.8 1.9 5.0 Le5 21.0
Male* . . EREEa

First half of 1973 (76,771,000) 75.2 ‘ EB; 1.6 3.6 7.7 10.3 - 525
Second quarter of 1973 (76,930,000) 36.2 4 B 0.8 1.6 4.0 5.2 2.5
White , : S
First half of 1973 (68,;177,000) The3 . éE; 1. 3.0 L) 10.5 52.2
Second' quarter of 1973 (68 306,000) 35.8 , B 0.7 1.k 3.8 503 24.5
Black i ,
First half of 1973 (7,674,000) 85.0 (8) 2.8 8.5 12.4 8.2 53.0
Second quarter of 1973 (7,701,000) 1.3 [+] 1o 3aky 6.6 4.0 25.9
- Female¥ A
* First half of 1973 (8%,731,000) 53.9 1.0 - 0.8 1.2 2.8 6.1 42.0
““Second quarter of 1973 (84,878,000)  25.8 0s5 0.3 0.5 1.7 . 3.2 19.7
Table 3. Victimigation rates, crimes against persons, first half and second guarter of 1973,
by sex and race of victim—contired
(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)
' Robbery Asseult
Sex and race- Total crimes Rape With Without Aggravated Simple Personal larceny
against persons injury ifijury :
White
First half of 1973 (7k,478,000) 53.5 0.8 0.7 1.1 2.1 5.9 12.6
Second quarter of 1973 (7k,590,000) 25.6 0.4 0.3 0.5 1.5 2.9 20.0
Black . . )
First half of 1973 (9,293, ooo) 57.6 2.0 1.9 2.5 6.1 7.6 37.7
Second quarter of 1973 (9,318,000) 27.8 1.1 (B) (B) 3.7 49 16.9

not add to total shown because of rounding.
for January through June are based on a statistical average for these 6 months centering on A

NOTE: Tn general, small djfferences between any two figures in this table are not statlstlcaliy significant because of sampling.
) Rounded numbers in parentheses réfer to population in the group.
pIJJ. 149

These figures, therefore,

are usually smaller than those for April through June, which are based on a statistical average centering on May 15 .
% Includes "other races," not shown separately. ‘
B Rate not shown because estimated number of victimizations in this category was too small to be statistically re_lable.

R

Detail may ‘
The population figures
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Table 1}.

by sex and age of victim -

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

Victimization retes, crimes against persons, f:_rst half and second quarter of 1973,

, - : Robbery X Assault
Sex and age . - Total crimes - Rape With Without Aggravated Simple - Personal larceny
L against persons. injury injury _
Both sexes -
First half of 1973 (161,502,000) 6.0 0.5 . l.2 2.3 5.1 8,1 Kb7
Second quarter of 1973 (161 808,000)  30.7 o.3 0.5 1.0 2.8 Lol 22.0
12-15 ‘ v .
First half of 1973 {16, 542,000) T 1264k 0. T 1.6 Le8 7.7 18.3 934
Second quarter of 1973 (16,535,000) 5548 (B ®) 2.3 bl 9.3 39.2
16~19. 3
First half of 1973 (15,512,000) 122,1 Lok 1.9 302 11.9 17.2 8645
Secord quarter of 1973 (15,543, ooo) 598 0.7 0,9 1.2 7.2 8.9 40,
. First half of 1973 (17,274,000) 98,0 Lok - 29 3.9 10.3 13.8 66.7
" Second quaruer of 1573 U.,,,gu,m; v A4BlL 0.8 0,9 2.0 505 6.8 32,1
25-3L '
First half of 1973 (27,819,000) 6740 0.6 1.2 2.3 549 8.1 18.8
Second quarter of 1973 (27,983,000) T 33.6 0.kt 05 1.0 3.1 b7 23.8
3549 A » ‘
First half of 1973 (33.819,000) 46,7 gB; 0,9 1.6 343 5.1 35.6
Second quax‘ter of 1973 (33, 781,000) 22.6 {B 0ol 0.6 2.0 2.5, 17.0
. 50=bl, ) ) »
First Lalf of 1973 = (30,386,000) 30.0 EB; 0.6 1.1 1o 2.5 243
Second quarter of 1973 (30,1,22,000 13.9 B (B) (B) 0.5 0,9 11.9
R N e
‘I’abié Lo Victimization ra"bes, crimes againgt persons, first half end second qusrter of 1973,
by sex and age of victim—=—continued
| ‘ (Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)
. Robbery ssault
Sex and age Totel crimes - Rape With Without Aggraveted Simple Pergonsl larceny
. o against persons injury injury
65 and over- '
First half. of 1973 (20,149, 000) 15.1 EB; 1.0 1.5 0.8 1.1 1006
Second quarter of 1973 (20,204,000) 7.9 B : ’(13) 0.9 0.5 0.6 5oy
Male . ‘
First half of 1973 (76,771,000) 7502 ’ EB; . 1.6 3.6 7.7 10.3 52,0
Second quarter of 1973 76, 930,000) 36,2 B 0:8 1.6 4e0 5.2 2.5
12-15 - : :
First half of 1973 (8,409,000) 138,1 &B; 2.9 7.5 10.6 218 95,2
Second quarber of 1973 (8, 1,09,000) 60.8 B (B) 3.2 Lo 10.6 1.0
16-19
First half of 1973 (7,677,000) 156.2 o 2.5 5.2 19.6 21.8 97.0 -
Second quarter of 1973 (7,700,000) 71.0 0 1. 2.1 12.4 10.6 LhL
20-21_, ; : :
First half of 1973 (8,281,000) 118.6 0 2.9 .2 16,0 18.0 75.4
Second quarter of 1’)73 (8,328,000) 58,6 0 1.5 3.3 8.1 9.4 36.2
25—-3b :
First half of 1973 (13,537,000} 80,2 0 1.2 3.5 8.7 10.4 5643
Second quarter of 1973 (13,624,000) 40,5 0 (B) 1.7 L6 6.2 27.L
3549 4 :
Pirst half of 1973 (16 270, 000) 49.4 o} 1.2 2.0 Ll 563 36.8
Second quarter of 1973 - (16, 247,000) 2347 0 (B) 0.7 . 2.2 2.5 17.8




Table Le Victimization rates, crimes against persons, first helf and second quarter of 1973,

by sex and age of nc‘blm——cont:.rmed

(Rate per l 000 population age 12 and over)

ST LT i e

e _.ur_.)_u.uwb

. Robbe: _Assault
Sex and age Tetal crimes Rape With Without Aggravated Simple Personal larceny
i against persons ’ :mevy injury ‘
’ 50-6L 4
First helf of 1973 (1k,276,000) 32.5 0 0.8 1.6 1. 3.5 2.8
Second quarter of 1973 (]1;,281;.,000)‘ 15.2 -0 (B) (3) (B 1.6 120k
65 and over _ ’
- First half of 1973 (8,321,000) 18,1 0 EB; 2.1 B 1. 13.2
Segond quarter of 1973 (8,339,600) 9.9 0 B 1.5 éB (B) 6.8
Female, '
8 Fivst half of 1973 (84,731,000) 5349 1.0 0.8 1.2 2.8 6.1 42,0
Second quarter of 1973 (8&,878 000) 25.8 0.5 0.3 0.5 1.7 3.2 19.7
12-15 ;
First half of 1973 (8,133, 000) 11kl (B (B) 2.1 . .8 :
Second quarter of 1973 (8,127,000) 50.7 ng 0 1.k %Z Jﬁ.o ;’%2
© 16419 o
First half of 1973 (7 835, ooo) 98.6 2.7 B B Lol i2.8 6.2
Second quarter of 1973 (7,843 000) 489 1.4 §B; EBg 2.1 7.2 ’377:‘5
20-24
‘Firgt half of 1973 (8,993,000) 79.1 2.7 B) 1.8 1 10,0
Second quarter of 1973 (9:012 000) - 38.4 1.5 2B; (8) g.O Lely gg:g
25-3h
First half of 1973  (14,282,000) 5kLe5 1.2 1.2 1.2 3. 6.0
Second quarter of 1973 (14,359,000)  27.0 0.8 (3) (3) 33 3.3 ’2'1022
|
1
|
|
Table 4o Victimization rates, crimes against persong, i’:.rst half and second qusrter of 1973,
by sex and age of vichimecontinued
(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)
Robbe: . Assault
Sex and age Total crimes Rape With Without Aggravated Simple " Personal larceny
. against persons - injury injury
35=1,9 .
First half of 1973 (17,549,000) Lhe2 éBg 0.6 1.1 2.6 5.0 3he5
Second quarter of 1973 (17,534,000)  21.6 B (8) (8) 1.9 2.6 S
50-6l, , ’ ‘
First half of 1973 (16,111,000) 27.7 EBg EB% EB; 1.1 1.6 - 23.8
Second quarter of 1973 (16 138,000) 12.8 , B B B (B) (B) : 11.5
K 65 ard aver :
R Firgt half of 1973 (11 828,000) 12.3 ) : EB; 1.1 1.1 0.9 ?33 - 8.8
Second quarter of 1973 (11,865,000) A B (8) (8) (B) B k3

ND‘J:E In genersl, small differences between any two flgures in this table are not statistically mgm.flcant because of sampl:.n%l. Detail may
not add to total shown because of ri ing, Rounded numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. The population figures

for: Jamuary through June are-based on a statistical average for these 6-months centering on April 1., These i'lgures, therefore,

are usually smaller than those for April through: June, which a®e based on a statistical average centering on May 15.
B Rate not shown because estimated number of nctnmzatlons in this category was 100 small {o be statistically rehable.




Table 5.

Viectimization rates, crimes sgainst pefsons, first half and second quarter of 1973,
by sex and marital status of victim ‘

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

. i . Robbery ssault ‘
Sex and merital stetus Total erimes Rape With  Without Aggravated ' Simple Personal larceny
. against persons injury injury :
Both sexes* " .
First half of 1973 . (161 502,000) 640 065 1.2 2.3 5.1 g 16:7
Second quarter of 1973 (161,807,000) 30,7 0.3 0.5 1.0 2.8 el 22,0
First helf of 1973  (95,330,000) 4346 L 0.2 0.6 1.3 34 Lely 33,7
: Second quarter of 1973 (95,496,000) 21.5. 051, 0.3 0.6 1.9 2.3 16.4
» Firgt half of 1973 (1_1,457,000) 23.1 'éBg 1.5 1.6 1.5 2.2 16,0
Second quarter of 1973 (11,468,000) 1.4 B - (B) (B) (8) 1.2 8,0
. Separated, d;worced : . :
Firpt half of 1973 (&,483,000) 90,1 2.1 2,5 5.3 10.1 16.1 5401
- Second quarter of 1973 (3, 576,000) 1349 - (B) (®) 1.7 5.3 8.3 26,7
Never married ¢ ‘ : ,
First helf of 1973 (45,828,000) 111.8 Lo " 2,0 Ll 8.7 15.6 80.3
Second quarter of 1973 (15,88),000) = - 522 e Q8B 0.9 . 1.9 L9 7.9 36.1
Malex ' -
First half of 1973 - (76 771,000) 7502 éB; 1.6 3.6 76 10.3 52,0
Second quarter of 1973 (76 930,000) 36.2 B 0.8 1.6 4.0 5.2 245
Marrded : -
First half of 1973 (47,706,000) - 491 : 0 0.8 1.8 a9 . 5.7 35.8
- Second quarter of 1973 (47,800 000)  2he2 0 0ok 0.8 2.6 3.0 17.3
Widowed DR ‘ ‘
“First half of 1973 (1,796,000) S 2907 o ng §B§ 513; (B) 15.
Second quarter of 1973 (1 807,000) lhel 0 B B B). " (B) ok
v |
a |
m o o o~ o - OBRCYRN e - .
Table 5. Victimization rates, crimes aga:l.nst persons, f£irst half and second quarter of 1973,
by sex and marital status of vicbim~—continued
(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)
' ' Robbery ‘ Assault : .
Sex and marital status Total crimes - Rape With Without Aggravated Simple Personal larceny
ggainst persons e injury injury
Separa’ced ‘divorced : N
First half of 1973 (2,930,000) 103.5 0 éB; 10.1 2.3 12.8 67.2
Second quarter of 1973 (2,957,000) 50,5 o B (B) Sedy 5.9 35,8
Never married - -
First half of 1973 (24,150,000) 126.5 Eﬁ; 2.9 6.2 12.9 19.5 84.9
Second quarter of 1973 (21,,196 000) 594 B 1.4 2.9 7.0 9.6 38.4
Female¥* .
First half of 1973 (8&,,731 000) 53.9 1.0 0.8 1.2 2.8. 6.1 11.9
Second’ quarter of 1973 (81,,878 000) 25.8 0.5 0.3 0.5 1.7 3.2 19.7
N Marr:.ed : f , ,
- First half of 1973 (47,62L, 000) 38,2 Ouly 0.4 0.8 1.8 3.2 31.6
Second: guarter of 1973 (1,,7,696 000) 18,8 0.2 (B) 0.3 1.1 1.6 15.14
‘Widowed ; k
First ha:u: of 1973 (9,661, ooo) : 21,9 23; Eﬁg 2Bg L6 1.8 . ¥
Second quarter of 1973 (9,661 000) 10,8 B B B) (B) (8 8.3
Separated; divorced : ' ; :
First half of 1973 (5,553,000) 3.0 3.2 3.2 2. . 8.9 17.8 k7.1
Second quarter of 1973 (5,619 000) 40.4 B (B) (B) (B 5.3 9.5 21.8"
- Never married : , : _ '
First half of 1973 (21,679,000) 954 2.0 1. 1.8 4.0 11 75.2
Second quarter of 1973 (21,688, 000) L L 1.0 {(B) 0.8 ‘ 2:5 6.0 » 33.5
WIE: In general, small differences between any two figures in this table are not si:atlstlcally significant because of 53111p]ing Detail may
. not @dd to total shown because of rounding. Rounded numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. The population figures -
for Jamuary through June are based on.a statistical average for these 6 months centering on April 1, These figures, therefore, . .
" are usually smaller than those for April through June, which are bagsed on a statistical average centering . on May 15.
o # Includes marital status not reported, not shown separately. ¢
B Rate not shown because estimated mumber of .victimipations in this category was too small to be statist.:.ca]ly reliable.
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Table 6. Victimization rates, cri}nes against persons, first half end second quarter of 1973,
by race and family income of victim

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

. . ) e Robbery Assauld

Race and family income Total crimes: ‘Rape With Without Aggravated Simple Personal larceny -

- ’ against persons injury injury

A1l races¥
First half of 1973 (161,502,000) 64.0 0.5 1.2 2,3 5.1 8.1 L6.7
Second quarter of 1973 (161,807,000) = 30.7 0.3 0.5 1.0 2.8 hel 2240
Tess than $3,000
Firgt half of 1973 (15,736,000) - 59.8 0.9 2.2 3.6 7.8 10-3 28
Sscond guarter of 1973 (15,529,000)  28.6 (3)- 0.7 Lok bed 5k 16.6
$3,000-$7,499 - .

B First half of 1973 (38,536,000 57,2 0.9 1.1 3.0 b1 8.0 8.1
Second quarter of 1973 (38,542,000) ~ 27.5 0.5 0.6 1.4 3¢5 3.7 17.6
$7,500-$9,999 ’ o .

First half of 1973 (19,955,000) 6La 0.6 1.0 1.9 507 7.2 k3.0

Second quarter of 1973 (20,038,000) 30.6 0.6 0.6 0.8 3.2 3.6 21.9

$10,000~$14,999 - ; '

First half of 1973 (41,014,000) 6549 gag 1.0 2.3 L3 8.3 19.8

Second quarter of 1973 (41,151,000) 31.6 (B 0ol 1.0 2.4 L7 23.0

$15,000 and. over '

First half of 1973 (35,80%,000) 75.2 0.3 0.9 1.5 3.3 7-8 61els

Second quarter of 1973 (36,065,000) 35k (8) 0.3 0.6 1.7 3.8 28.9
Wnite*

First half of 1973 (1i2,655,000) 3.5 0.5 1,0 . 2.0 b7 b (A

Second quarter of 1973 (142,896,000)  30.5 0.2 0.5 0.9 2. Ll 22.2

Table 6, Victimizaetion rates, crimes against persons, first half and’ seéond quarter of 1973;
by rate and family income of vichbimeecontimed )
(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)

e, andl Tond in Tisbal . + Robber Agsault .

; amily income crimes Ra; With Without i

against persons pe :m:;ur'y i;iurO; Aggravated Simple Pers?onal larceny

Less than $3,000

First half of 1973 (11,921,000) 5648 éB; 1.8 2.7 6ol 9.7

Second ’quart‘er of 1973 (11,760,000)  27.9 B (B) 1.1 L0 5.3 ig.é

$3,000-87,499 , ,

First half of 1973 (31,642,000) 55,0 048 1.1 2. . :

Second guarter of 1973 ,(311633,’000) 2641 0.5 0.6 1.% gag g:g ig:g
| $7,500-89,999

» First half of 1973 (17,844,000) 62.0 B 1.1 1. J

b Second quarter of 1973 217. 600,000) 31,0 28; 0.6 O;Z g:g Z:é lg:g
$10,000~$14, 999
First half of 1973 (37,920,000) 65,5 B 0.9 2.0 . )

Second quarter of 1973 (38,053,000) 31.2 &3 0. 0.9 f{zl: LJ? ‘ 32:3'

$15,000 and over ; .

First half of 1973 (33,933,000) a9 B 0.8 1.5 . 7.8 ‘

Second quarter of 1973 (34,165,000) 3545 ng (8) 0.6 Iat.g '37.8 g;:g
Black# . . L .

First half of 1973 (16,968,000) 70.1 1.1 2.2 .2 .0 .

Second quarter of 1973 (17,019,000)  33.9 0.6 0.8 5 3.0 Z? hzlf:g

Less than $3,000 : ‘

First half of 1973 (3,621,000) 69.2 Bg 2.8 6.9 12.2 12.0 .

Second quarter. of 1973 (3,577,000) 30,8 ﬁa (8) (B) 48 . 5.8 %219;

$3,000-87,499 : ' ’

First half of 1973 (6,490,000) 68.8 B B 5.3 10.9 . .2

Second quarter of 1973 (6, 508,000) 35,1 ng 833 2.5 7.1 Z.‘g s
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Table 6. 'Victimization rates, crimes against persons, first half and second quarter of 1973,
by race and family income of victim—continued

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

Robbe Assauld ‘
Race and family income Total crimes Rape With  Without Aggravated Simple Pergonal larceny
against persons injury injury ‘
$7,500-89,999
First half of 1973 (1,861,000) 5745 $B§ () gng 7.5 gng KLk
Second quarter of 1973 (1,897,000) 28,0 B 0 B (B) (B 21.6
$10,000~$14,999 : .
First half of 1973 (2,611,000) 7642 0 éB) 6.'; gn; 8.7 Shely
Second quarter of 1973 (2,606,000)  37.3 ) B) (B B 5.3 25.7
$15,000 and over
Firgt half of 1973 (1,426,000) 87.5 éBg 213; Eng éB% ng 6841
Second quarter of 1973 (1,459,000) 39.0 B) - B B B B 28.3

‘NOTE: In genérél, small differences between any two figures in this table are not statistically significant because of sampling, Debail may
not add to total shown because of rounding. Rounded numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.

The population figures

for Jamuary through Jurie are based on a statistical average for these 6 months’ centering on Apr_i'LA 1. '%‘hese figures, therefore,
are usuglly smaller than those for April through June, which are based on a statistical average' centering on May 15.
# Tneludes income not reported, not shown separately; the "all races" category &lso inmcludes "other rface§,“ not shown separately.
B Rate not shown because estimated number of victimizations in this cabegory was too small to be statistically relisble.
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Table 7. Viet:'lmization

(Rate per 1,000 households)

rates, crimes against households, first half and second quarter of 1973

Pirst half of 1973

Second quarter of 1973

Type of household yvictimization (January-June ) (April=-Jdune)
Burglary ‘ 440 22.5
Forcible entry 1ok 6.8
Unlawful entry without force 1947 10.6
Attempted forcible entry - 9.8 5.0
Household ‘larceny : 5144 28.6
Completed larceny L7l - 26.4
Attempted larceny Ll 242
Motor vehicle theft 8,5 heb
Conipleted theft 5e2 2.9
Attempted theft 3.2 1.7
Total households N 48,978,000 69, 234,000

NOTE: In generél, small differences between any two figures in this table are not statistically significant because of sampling. - Detail may
not add to totel shown bécause of rounding. The figure for the mumber of households for Jarmary through June is based on a statistical

average for these 6 months centering on April 1. -The figure,
is based on a statistical average centering on May 15.

therefore, ‘is usually smaller than that for April through June, which




Tgble 8.  Victimigzation rates, crimes against households, £irst half and second guarter of 1973,

by age of household head

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Total crimes
Age of household head against households Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle.theft
A1) ages - T ’ ’
First half of 1973 (68,978,000) 103.9 L0 5Leky 845
Second guarter of 1973 ~ (69,234,000) 5547 22,5 28.6 kb
12=19 D . _ :
First half of 1973  (958,000) 23646 106,0 - 105.4 25.3
- Second quarter of 1973  (992,000) 115.8 5345 50.3 12,0
20=34 . : , )
. First half of 1973 (19,086,000) 14049, 5649 71,0 13.0
N Second quarter of 1973  (19,194,000) The8 29.2 38,7 6.9
35=49 - . . ' .
. -First half of 1973 (18,044,000) 11440 A 58sL 9.3
- Second quarter of 1973 (18,051,000) 61,0 243 31.8 L9
58=61 ‘ :
First half of 1973 (17,494,000) 83.1 3549 400 6.9
“.Second quarter of 1973 17, 559,000) 4543 174 23.7 Le2
65 and over : .
First half of 1973 (13,397,000) 5543 28,5 24,8 2.0
Second quarter of 1973 (13,439,000) ~ 30,2 , 1.8 . 15 0.8 , ;
NOTE: In g smsll dirp between any two figures in this tabl ot statistically significant be £ sampling. Detail
notggg.edr‘g%’to‘bal shmggggggze gfwgggrlgzﬁw)g.@mﬁgienumbers;in ;aanatrhgsgs refgr -tol%he. m;gnber o}chouseggiggéig tigmgroup.‘ Theé ey
figures for -January through June are based on a statistical average for these 6 months centering on April 1, These figures,
therefore, are usually smaller than those for April through June; ich are based on a statistical average centeringon May. 15.
|
|
; . |
Table 9¢ Victimization rates, crimes against households, first half and second quarter of 1973,
by race of househcld head and temure ) ,
(Rate per 1,000 households)
. Totel crimes k .
Race of household head and terure againgt households Burglary Household lerceny. Motor vehicle theft
" K11 races® ' ' k i
First half of 1973 (68,978,000) 103.9 L0 5ol 845
. Secord querter of 1973 (69,234,000) 5547 225 28.6 Leb
Owned or being bought
First hal? of 1973 (44,254,000) 91.3 37.1 LTel 648
Secord quarter of 1973 (44, 534,000) 5049 19.5 27k Lol
Rsnta * R
First half of 1973 (24,724,000) 126.5 5643 58,7 11.6
- Second quarter of 1973 (24,%701,000) 6le2 27.9 30,8 5.6
1o White% -
First half of 1973 (61,303,000) 99.9 %40.9 50,8 8.3
Second gquarter of 1973 (61,530,000) 5hely 21.5 2Bk Le5
Uwned or being bought ;
"First half of 1973 (40,780,000) 87.6 35,0 546.2 6.5
Secord quarter of 1973 (41,04%,000) L9eb 18.6 2649 349
Rented L
First hal® of 1973 (20,524,000) 12y 5246 60.0 1.8
Second quarter of 1973 (20,486,000) 6lLiels 1273 3Lek 5.7
Black
First half of 1973 (6,962,000) 1397 TLe2 58,7 9.8
Secord quarter of 1973 (6,989,000) 68.2 31.5 31.7 5.1




Tgble 9» Victimization rates, crimes ageinst households, first half and second quarter of 1973,
by race of household head and temure—continued ,

(Rate per 1,000 households)

. - Total crimes- o S o

Race. of hcuseh‘o}d head and terure against households Burglary Household larceny Motor wehicle theft
Owned or being bough . o -
First half of 1973 '(3,151,000) 139.6 - 6le9 - 6L46 10,1
Second qusrter of 1973 (€8 167,000) 7.5 - 3L.2 35.3 5.0
Rented .

First half of 1973 (34 m,ooo) C 1399 7643 : 5349 . 9.6
Second quarter of 1973 (3,823,000) © 6546 317 28,7 5.1

m In general, snnall differences between any two figures in this table are nct statistically significant because of sempling. Betall may
not add to.total shown becguse of rourding, Toeunded mumbers-in parentheses.refer to the number of households in the group. The figures

S : for January threugh’ June are-based on a statistical average for these 6 months centering on April 1. These figures, therefore, are
usually smaller than those for April through June, which are ‘based on a gtatistical average centering on May 15.
#  Includes "other races,” not shown separately.
|
|
J
|
|
:
|
' Ta'ble lO. Victimization rabtes, ‘crimes aga:mst. households, f:rst half and second quarter of 1973, & ‘
by race of household: head and family income . =
(Rate per 1,000 households) j
' ) Total crimes ce ) 1
Race of household head and i‘amily income ' against housgeholds Burglary - Household larceny  Motor vehicle theft ’
cA1l Tecesk ' i g e '
" . First haIf of 1973 (68,978,000) 103.9 LheO 5Ll s.g ;
Second quarter of 1973  (69,234,000) 55.7 22,5 . ; 28,6 Le
Less than $3,000 : ‘
~ First half of 1973 (9,733,000) - . 10443 5347 ‘ 4641 Lo
Second quarter of 1973 (9,623,000) 5.8 27.8 | 25,1, 1.7
$3:000=87,499. ‘ a :',
First half of 1973 (18,008,000) 104.1 4549 o 51,3 6.9 :
- Second ‘quarter of 1973 (18 056, ooo) 5546 R 23.7 . 284 Ses s
$7,500-$9,999 ' - ’ ' F S : ~ 1
| First half of 1973 (8:342,000) 1049 41.6 SHp 5.9 - 1.b
Second quartex of 1973 (8,396,000) 53.3 19.2 274 : 64 . .
- $10,000-$14,999 . 1004
" First half of 1973 (15,717,000) . 101.1 . 3566 ‘ 5541 . |
 Second: quarter of 1973 '(15 803, 000) 5heb 18.6 | 30,0 60
$15,000 arid over ,
Eihe vatt of 3973 (12,530,000) 1m.5 156 5527 103 |
Second quarter of 1973 (12, 672,000) , 62.7 , , 2.3 3 4 9. vi
+ - White* g k o = ' ‘ s - |
. g 8-3 [
First half of 1973 (61,303,000) 99.9 5 4049 50.8 3
Second quarter 1973  (61,530,000) o Bheh 215 e 281, . ke i
less than $3,000 ' :
First helf of 1973 (7,693,000) ~ 96.8 _ 4803 o 138 heb

Second quarter of 1973 (7,596,000) 5146 259 Ci 2443 1.3




I Table 10. Victimiéation rates, crimes against households, first half and second quart
. ) ) o by race of househol:’i head and family income -—-éonrbinued © E or of 1973

{Rate per 1,000 households)

Total crimes - : A

Race of household head and family income against households Burglary Hougehold larceny Motor wvekicle theft
&ggo.smg i ¢ | , ' '

- Fi half of 1973 (15,323,000 2 9861 41.3 . ‘
Second quarter of 1973 "(15,355,000) . . 8306 ‘ 2.4 gg-g g:g
$7,500-$9,999 b ' :

First half of 1973 (7,551,000) L 102.2 38,6 52,8 10.8
Second quarter of 1973 (7,598,000) 527 ’ 1844 27.7 646
‘ ey R (14, 626,000) " '
- i i of 3 ]-LI- 9807 3 L] L) . .
® Second querter of 1973 ,'(11,:712,00)' . 540 115.2 SS:BL Z.’?
$15,000 and over '( o ) ‘ : '
Fi!‘s'b ha:l.f of 1973 11 903 000 B ]J.O.o lﬂ.}o? . ® .
Second quarter of 1973 ’.(12:037,000) 623 ‘242 gg.g ‘ ) zﬁ
Black' . o : :
First half of 1973 (6,962,000) ‘ 13947 ' TLe2 / 8.
Second quarter of 1973 (6,989,000) 68.2 * 315 313 ?2?.

Iess than $3,000 ( ‘) : ' - ‘

First balf of 1973 (1,932,000 © 13546 The3 - o2

Second quarter of 1973, (1:918,000) 6843 BIL:.A. ) gg.‘? g;
$3,000~87,499 L |

First half of 1973 (2,518,000) ' 137k : .TLe2 60,6 5.6
Second quarter of 1973 (2,539,000) : 6647 : 30.9. 33.6 : (8)
$7,500-39,999 ' i ) :

Firgt half of 1973 (709,000) : 150.0 78.2 L5.1 - ‘ 16.6
Second quarter of 1973 ('714,000) . 62.9 30.3 26,5 (B)

' .
L 8 e i e & e v e i G S i e PHERLE . T e B S e g L . . il . : y
¥ I A B . R i et LT i el il S Sk o e

[ Table 10. Victimization rates, crimes against households, first half and second quarter of 1973,
‘ ‘ by race of household head and family income—contirued

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Potal crimes

Race of household head and family income against households Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft

8 $10, 000-81%, 999 ; _

‘ ‘ First half of 1973 (923,000). 140.0 51.0 68.8 ; 20.3 -
Second quarter of 1973 {919,000) ‘ 63.9 bl : 29.1 (B)
$15,000 and over , -

First balf of 1973 - (490,000) 158.9 70.4 70.0 %B;
Second quarter of 1973 (500,000) 87.8 31.6 4L5.6 B

NOTE: In general, small differences between any two figures in this table are not statistically significant because of sampling. Detail may
W) not, add to total shown because of rounding. Hounded numbers in-parentheses refer to the number of households in the group. .The figures
» for January through June are based on a statistical average for these 6 months centering on April 1.. These figures, therefore, are
usually smaller than those for April through June, which are based on a statistical average centering on Mey 15. -
¥  Tneludes income rot reported, not shown separately; the "all races" category also jncludes "other races," not shown separately.
B Rate not shown because estimated number of victimizations in this category was too small to ke statistically reliable.




Table 11, Victimization rates, crimes against commerciasl establishments, firgt balf and second quarter of 1973,
by kind of business-

{Rate per 1,000 establishments) : -

Kind of business . Total . _ Burglery Robbery
411 businesses k ' . )
First hal? of 1973 (6,734,000) ERTNA 97.8 16.6
Second guarter of 1973 (6,840,000) 5he?2. 47.0 . 701
First half of 1973 (2,616,000) 151.1 120 2647
Second quarter of 1973 (2,641,000) 70,2 5943 0.9
Service
First helf of 1973 (2,614,000) 9L,.8 82.9 1.8
o Second quarter of 1973 (=2,639,000) CL7.9 12.6 . 5.3
= Other ' _
First half of 1973 (1,504,000) 8445 ek 7.2
Second quarter of 1973 (1,559,000) 3745 33.8 3.7
WOTE: In general, small differences between any two figures in this table are not statisticé]ly gignificant because'of sampling. Deta:!l nsy
. not add to total shown because of rounding. Bounded -numbers in parentheses-refer to. the muimber of commercial establishments in the
group.  The figures for Jamuary through June aye based on a statistical average for these 6 months centering on April 1. -
Thesi?' fi%:res, therefore, are usually smaller than those for April through June, which are based on a statistical average centeying -
on May 15. ) i
[
!;
i
| | N
Teble 12, Victimization rates, crimes against commercial establishments, fipst half and second quarter of 1973,
‘» : by mimber of paid employees ; :
o (Rate per 1,000 establishments)
- Number of paid employees . Tobal ) _‘Burglary ‘Ropbery
i ‘ : - ; :
“ 413 employees¥ ) S : |
First half of 1973 (6,734,000) ' 1kl ?;.g 15;:3
Second quarter of 1973 (6,8AO,QOO) 5462 .
None :
First half of 1973 - (1,660,000) , 78aL gg.g Z:g
Second guarter of 1973 (2,700,000) 5402 .
1~3 ; )
First half of 1973 (2,518,000) 11443 Zg.g 1";.3
w Second quarter of 1973 (2,561,000) 53.8 .
' ! l : 236
First half of 1973 (1,224,000) 137.1 1134 7
Secord. quarter of 1973  (1,239,000) 68.1 579 10.5 )
819 | 1. |
First half of 1973 (752,000) . = . _ 131.9. 1:5L§g ig
Second quarter of 1973 (759,000 ’ 575 . .
20-or- more . 0.
First half of 1973 (555,000) - - 148.2 l?i'(l) 28.2
Second quarter of 1973 (562,000) 62.3 _ . :
NOTE: In general, small differences between any two figares in this table sre not statistically significant because of sampling;tSD?;aﬁemay

1 ; i I ber of commercisl esbablighme
+ add to total shown because of rounding. HRounded numbers in pargntheses refer to vhe nun ’ C ]
ggou;?d The figures for Jamuary through Jgne aré based on a shabistical average for these 6 months centering on Aprdil 1, These

 figures, therefore, are usually smaller than those for April through June, which are based on a stabistical average centering

on May 15.

% Includes number of paid employees not available, not shown separately. -




APPENDIX IT

RELTABILITY OF THE ESTIMATES




RELIABILITY OF THE ESTIMATES

The sample used for this National Crime Panel survey was, as indicated,
only one of a large number of possible samples of the same size that could
have been used. Estimates derived from different samples would differ from
each other. The standard error of a survey estimate measures the variation
among the estimates from all possible sampies.and, therefore, also measures
the precision with which a particular sample appr0xima£es the results of a
complete census using the same collection procedures. The chances are about
2 out of 3 that the survey estimate will differ from the trie value (the
value that a complete census would have produced) by less than one standard
error (plus or minus). Similarly, the chances are 95 out of 100 that the
difference would be less than twice the standard error. |

The standard errors computed for the household survey are rough
approximations and suggest the order of magnitude of the staridard error
rather than the precise value for a specific item. Table I contains

. generalized standard errors applicable to personal victimization rates;
Table II shows generalized standard errors applicable to household
victimization rates. In the commercial sector, a number of sampling
errors have been estimated for victimization rates according to specific
Business characteristics, no attempt having been made to prepare generélized
sampling errors; Table III presents actual estimated standard errors for
some of the more important v1ct1mlzatlon,rates generated by the
commercial survey.

38

Standard error approximations for personal victimization rates

Table I.

Base of rate
{000)

Egtimated rate (per 1,000 persons)

.75 or 999.25 - 1 or 999 2.5 or 997.5

.5 or 999.5

=25 or 999.75

5 or 995 10 or 990 30.or 970 50 or 950 100 or 900 250 or 750 500
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813 oom. Mmm MM I%3q i Table III. Standard error estimates for commercial
T RRAA ; victimization rates*
§
W &ﬁOOhBth&BBO W
m Qugworndmma N ¢
R , Characteristic : Victimization rate Standard error
. o m ‘ (per 1,000 establishments)
;
Rlogognuonqgunrn , : A1l businesses with ‘
i %%0586.14333221 . burglary or robbery 1144 9.3
2 T E , |
N ] Retail business burglary 1244 8.7
8l cgoagnoanagmny | Service business robbery 11.8 2.9
e 2%505}43222111
o -
S Burglary of business with: 6.1
. . Y X
i : : No 'paid employees 69.0 - Se
S ; , M 8-19 paid employees 118.5 15.9
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