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PREFACE 

This report is the first to presep.t f:ind:ings from the National 

Crime Panel for the ,United states as a whole. The Panel, a continuing 

survey of households and commercial establishments, gauges the extent . \ 

to which. persons age 12 and over, households, and bus:inesses have been 

victimized by certa:in types of crime .and studieS the .character and 

nature of criminal :incidents and their victims. The survey was designed 

according to scientif,ic sampl:ing pr:inciples and is c.onducted for the 

Law En:f,orcement Assistance Administration by the U. S. Bureau of the 

Census~ 
The National Crime Panel focuses on ,selected crimes that are of 

major concern to the general public. For :individuals, these are rape, 
• ".1. ,', 

robbery, ass~ult, and personal larceny; for households, burglary, larceny, 

and:;ni6'.f;or vehicle theft; . and for c0mmercial establis.fimen~s, burglary 
: ~~ " '- ' 

and robbery. For reported :incidents, information i~:<:9bta:ined, as. 

appropriate, on such matters a,s the relationship of vic.tim and offender, 

characteristics of the victim, characteristics ~f the offender as perceived 

by the vict~t extent of :injuries suffered and, amount of economic'loss 

suSta:ined 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 perta:ins to criminal incidents that took 

\ place ":in the first half of 1973 (January through June) and was obta:ined . 

from :interviews with a sample of approximately 60,000 households and 15,000 

bus:inesses representative of all households and bus:inesses :in the 50 

States and the District of Columbia. Elim:inated from consideration ~ere 

:incidents reported as occurring to U.S. residents outside the country. 

Victimizations :involv:ing 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 first report presents data on rate~ of victimization for persons, 

households, 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 ~an of being victimized. Subsequent 

reports in this series will update this information periodically. Starting 

with victimizati()!l's'bccurring 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 detailed analysis 
- , 

of the data'covering both victimizations and incidents will be published 

in an annual report. 

All 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 

a 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 ~t least equal to two standard 

errors or, in other words, that the cha'1ces are at least 95 out of 100 

that the. difference reported is a true difference, an9- not due to sampling 

variability. The tables appended to this repor't 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 ~ United States, .!lill£Q!!!! 
~ Reports, such comparisons are inappropriate because of substantial 

* Data for the second quarter of'197B (April through June) are shown 
separately in the appendix tables, but theanaJ,ysis is based solely on the 
6-month totals. Because the impact of seasonaIiiy;;,oA"thesedatais as yet 
unknown, comparisons between first and second quarter results would not be 
valid. Therefore, figures for the first quarter ar,e not shown directly. 
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~ ... 

differences in coverage between Panel surveys and police statistics. A 
, "- ' . 

major difference arises from the fact that po1ice statistics on the 

incidence of crime ?I'e derived principally from reports that citizens 

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

to the police, as well as those repor~ed. Personal crimes cQvered in the 

survey rel~te only to persons age 12 and over, while police statistics 

count crimes'~against persons of any age. Palial surveys do not measure 

some offenses, e.g.". homicide andbommercial larceny (Elhoplifting and 

employee theft), thatare~:ili8iUded in police statistics. Furthermore, 

the counting and classifying 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 

than 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 

establishments are based, respectively, on the npmber of households and 

businesses, \'Jhereas crime rates from police stat:tstics are based on the 

total population. 
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GENERAL FINDINGS 

Throughout the United States during the i'irst 6 months of 1973, crimes 

of violence and common theft, including attempts, accounted for approximately 
18 million victimizations1 of persons age 12 and over, households, and 

'businesses. Of the total number of victimizations, about 5~percent 

involved individuals, 39 percent pertained to households, and 4 percent 

concerned businesses (Table A). 

Table A. Percent distribution of victimizations, 

Type of crime 

All crimes 

Crimes against persons 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

2 Personal larceny 

by type of crime 

Crimes against households 
Burglary 

2 Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Crimes against businesses 
Burglary 
Robbery 

Percent 

100.0 

56.6 
0.5 
3.1 

11.7 
41.3 

39.2 
16.6 
19.4 
3.2 

'4.2 
3.6 
0.6 

The single, most prevalent type of crime was personal larceny, which 

, comprised about 40 percent of ~l victimizations recorded as having occurred 

during the survey period. Other personal crimes, th~se involving some form 

. of violence or the threat of violence, made up abo";t 15 percent of the total. 

1 Throughout this report, the yardst~c~ 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 &).y 
given incident. For crimes against households and businesses, "victimization" 
and "incident" are synonymous. 

2 See definitions, page 9. Household ,l~ceny 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 the~t of p~operty or cash with or without cont~ct . 
between victim and offender, but without force or the threat of force. 
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Household larceny was the most common of the household victimizations, 

accounting for about 20 percent of all crimes., while burglary 'l'1aS the 

more frequent type ~f commercial victimizatidn. 

The vi~timizatiqn rate for personal larceny was 47 per 1,000 per~ons 

age 12 and. over ( Tabl:e 1). By contrast, personal crimes of violence (the 

combination of rape,rQbbery, and assault) had a rate of about 17 per 1,000 

persons. Of the three violent crimes measured by the National, Crime Panel, 

assault was by far the most prevalent, with a rate of 13 per 1,000, as 

compared 'lrlith about 4 for robbery and less than 1 for rape. When the crimes 

of robbery and assault were examined in more detail, ,the less serious forms 

of these crimf!t were found tp have occurred more frequently. Thus, the 

" victimization rate for robbery and attempted robbery without injury was 

about twice as 'high '"as t~~:~"fpr th~, combine,~,,~otal of robbery and attempted 

robbery where inj:urYoccm.~e(L'Lik~~lise,simple assaUlt was more prevalent 

than aggravated assault, and within each of these categories, ,attempted 

assault was more frequent thanassa~t that waS' carried out. Personal 

crimes of theft without anY.,contact between victim apd offender \oJere far 

more likely to have occurred than those with brief contact, as in purse 

snatching and pocket picking. The rates for such crimes dU!"ing the first 

half of 1973 were about 45 and 2 per 1, 000, respectively. 

One of the more significant dimensions of personal crime is whether 

the victim and the offender are in some way acquainted. It is well 

documented, for example, that homicides generally occur among persons 

\-tho at least know one another, if they are not actually related in some 

way. Not so well kno'l'ln is the relationship between victim and offender 

in the three crimes of violence measured by the National Crime Panel. 

Enough data have been collecte,d so far to present some preliminary evidence 

on this r(llla.tionship. For. the first 6 months of 197'3, about two-thirds of 

all personal crimes of violence involved a confrontation oetween strangers. 

Table B gives the percent of victimizations committed?y strangers for the 

crimes of rape, robbery, and assault. Converted into rates, there were 

about 11 Violent stranger-to-stranger confrontations per 1,000 population, 

as compared with 6 where nonstrangers were involved (Table 2). 
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Table Bo Proportion of violent crimes involving strangers 

----------------------------------------~--.--------------Crime 

All crimes 

Rape 
Robbery 
AssaUlt, 

Percent 

65 
75 
84 
60 

Assaul:t, which was the most conunon of the crimes of violence, was less 

likely than rape or robbery to have involved strangers. Nonetheless, the 

victimization rate for stranger ... ~o-stranger assault was higher (8"per 1,(00) 

than in instances where the o.ffender and v:i.ctim were at least'acqumnted 

(about 5 per 1,000). Attempted assault, whetherslfnp.te or aggravat~d, 

occurred more often between strangers than did assa~lt'\\I'hich\:resul ted in 

,some form of injury. The two major subcategories of robbery, those 

involy:Lng injury and those w.lith 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 indicate that it, too, ,rtlaS primarily a crime 

between persons who were unacquainted. 

When victimization rates were examined from the perspective of selected 

personal' characteristics, certmn significant differences emerged, (Tables 3 
through 6). In overall terms, blacks were more likely than whites to have 

, been victims of personal crimes i and males tITere more often victimized than 

were females'- Black males had ~he highest victimization rate (85 per 

1,000), followed by white males (7 L,. pel' 1,000). Vic timizat·ion rates 

for females were much lm'ler, but there \'1as no significant difference 

between white and black females in overall personal victimization. Bla~ks 
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. Excluding rape, ,the same 

patterns persisted by race for both males and females, except that there 

l'l'as no essential difference be'tween white and black males in the overall 

assault rate, even though blackma.les were more likely than white males 

to have been victims of aggravated assault. When males as a group \'lere 

compared with females, the former exhibited substantially higher rates of 
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victimization for robbery with and without injury, simple and aggravated 

assault', and personal larceny. 

Age proved to be an important determinant in assessing the likelihood 

of becoming the vi~tim of a personal crime. The hig~est rates of personal 

victimization were recorded by those in the two younges~ groups, coverjng 

the ages 12 to 19, ~~th each olde~ grpup reporting a lower rate than its 

predecess9rj persons 65 and over had the lowest rates otall. For both 

males and females, the same pattern was manifested: the two youngest age 

groups had, the highest victimization rates, with each older group havirlg 

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

noticeably higher rat~s than females; over, that age ",tpe'..differences 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 dissirrfilarities between 

specific age groups ~ Nonetheless, the suM"ey showled 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 24.. Personal larceny followed the pattern 

of all personal crimes: the two youngest ~~e groups had the highest rates, 

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

males and females; the same patteros' were evident, except that there i'lere 

,too few female robbery victims to make me~ful comparisons. There was 
" . 

a sharp declin~' in the incidence of assap,lt for both males and females age 

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 ag,e groups. The 

t.endency for males to be disproportionately the victims of personal crimes 

was again demonstrated by the- figures for assault and, to a lessel" extent, 

f'or personal larc eny. 

Substantial differences in victimization appeared when the four major , ' 

categories 0" marital status were examined. In aggregate terms for all 

·piersonal crimes ,personsi'lho had never been nfarried had the highest rate' 

and tho~et'lho"ler~ widowed the lowe'st, largely a refiection of the age 

structure of these ti'10 gr0Ups. Persons who were separated or ,divorced 

4 I 

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

who had never been ,married. Marri~d persons 'had higher victimization r;.ites 

than the wido\'led, but these were considerably 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 categories of males, 
\ 

except the widowed, exhibited higher victimization rates than did females 

in these categories. The apparent difference in rates between widows and 

widowers was not statistically significant. Victimization rates for persqnal 

larceny ~aralleled those for all personal crimes, with persons who had never 

been married having the highest rates, followed in descending order by the 

separated ~r divorced, the married, and the l'lidowed. The same pattern 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. Althoughnot 

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 assault .. 

When total personal crimes ~lere examined from the standpoint of the 
;, 

various levels of annual family income, no partiCUlar tr~nd 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 ¥iolence 

and personal larceny, a pattern appeared. Persons in families with annual 

\ incomes of less than $~,O~O had the highest rate of victimization for crimes 

of violence, and there was evidence that those with family incomes of 

$15,000 or more had the lowest rates Conversely, and perhaps not surprisingly, 

those in.the high~st income category reported the highest rate of victimizatiori 

from personal larceny, while the two lowest ~come classes, compr~sing 

families with less than $7,500 income, ~d the lowest ~ate. Compared with 

t~e other characteristics discussed earlier, family income did not provide 

the sharp contrasts in victimization experience that were evident, for 

example, from the viewpoint of age. Even when Tace was examined, the 
\ . 

similarities were more st;riking'bhan the differences.. Comparing victimizations 

involving families 'l'lith incomes above and bellow $7,500, however, blacks 

in the 10~'ler income group were more likely than similarly situated; whites 

to have been victims of violent crimes5 Using the $7,.500 figure as a 
.... ' .. 
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dividing line revealed more differences l'lithin 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 about 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, overwhelm~gly so in the case 

of household larceny. This may be due to the nature of these crimes, which 

do not usually involve personal confrontation, 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 demograpllic characteristics of vict~ized 

households revealed differences in the impac't of the three household crimes 

(Tables B-10)~ Burglary and household larceny rates decreas~d significa~tly 
as the age of the household head increa~ed. 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 in 

the victimization rates for these crimes in households headed by persons 

in the 'youngest a~ oldest age categories. In all age groups, rates for 

burglary andhottsehold larceny were substantially higher than the rate for 

motor vehicle theft. 
Renters had substantially higher rates of victimization than 

homeowners for the three types of crimes against households. Households 

headed by whites showed the same pattern, but,there was evidence that 
black o\mers had a higher rate for household larceny than bla,ck· r.enters, and 

that black renters and owners were victimized at about an equal rate by 

motor vehiclethert. 

Among homeowners, households headed by' blacks had substantially 

higher victimization rates than those headed by whites for both burglary 

6 

1 ' 

I 

J ,~~,,-~~----'---

and 'larceny_ Among renters, black households, had a higher 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. vfuen the three household crimes were 

examined individually, certain differences emerged. The lowest rate of 

burg~y occurred in the $10,000 to $14,999 incqme category for all 

households, while the highest burglary rate occurred in households with less 
than $3,000 annual income. 

Victimization rates for household larceny showed an apparent tendency 
to rise as family income increased, but the differences were not 
statistically significant between all j.l,tQPl11e categories. ,.F6:F"Hciusehoids 

.,:.!:-';"", ':. : t, '."" .••. ':, ... '.'. -"- • 

headed bi 1'1hites,~:?Bije,1,O~~~'s~~;::r:',ate\':fofiarceny occurred 'in the less than 
$3,000 per year, category. 

The lowest rate of motor vehicle theft among all households, as well 

as those headed by whit!=ls., 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 ,~th $7,500 or more, 

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

Among households headed by whites ~rith annual family incomes of $3,000 

or more, household larceny was a more frequent occurrence than burglary in 

each income group. Among households headed by blacks f those with family 

incomes of less than $10,000 per year experienced a higher rat,e for 

burglary than for ~ceny, while there was evidence that those with incomes 

above that figure had a higher r~te 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 ldth 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 exlD,biteda higher rate thari.,their white 

counterparts. 
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Of the two commercial crimes measured, burglary was by far t.h~ more 
prevalent, constituting about 85 percent of crimes against business in the 

first 6 months of 1973. Relatively small differences among businesses nth 

selected characteristics (Tables 11 and 12) preclude-any extended discussion 

of results. Compared ~th other kinds of bus~ess~s, 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 latt,er, ,~o statistically significant 

pattern emerged as to victimization in relation to number of employees. 

DEFINITIONS , 
Aggravated Assault - Attack with a weapon resulting in any injury and 

attack without a weapon res~ting either in serious injury (e.g., 

broken bones, lo~s of teeth, int~rnal injuries, ·loss of. conscious­
ness) or in undElterrnined injury requiring 2 or more days of 

hospi~aliza~ion. Also includes attempted assault with a 1fleapon. 

Assault - An unlawful physical attack by o~e per~on upon anot~er, 
includmg both aggravated and simple assault. Excludes rape and 
attempted rape, as well as ~ttacks involving theft or attempt.ed 
theft, which are classified as robbery. 

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

Burglary - Unlavlful or forcible entry of a home or business, usually, 

but not necessarily, attended by theft. Includes attempted forcible 
entry. 

Forcible Entry - A form of burglary in which force is used to gain entry, 
(~. g.,b;'brealci.ng a'~:i.Ild()wor~lashing a screen). 

Household Larceny .... Theft or att,empted·theft of property or cash from 

the home, involving neither forcible nor unla\vful entry, or its 
immediate vicinity. 

Inc;i.dent - A specific criminal act involving one or more victims .and 
offenders. 

Motor Vehicle Theft - Stealing or un~uthorized taking of.a motor vehicle, 
including 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 

victim and offender. ~uivalent to Personal Larceny. 

Person8.l Crimes of Violence -: Rape, robbery of persons, and assault. 
Persohal Larceny - Equivalent to Personal Crimes of Theft. 

Personal Larceny with Contact - Theft of purse, \'1alJ.et or cash by stealth 

directly from the person of the vict,im, but without force or the 

~hreat of force. Also includes attempted purse snatching. 

9 



Personal Larceny without Contact - Theft, without direct contact between 
victim and o;f'fend~r, of property or cash from anyplace other than 
the victim's home or its immediate vicinity. Also, includes attempted 

theft. 
;'.'-

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

Robbery - Theft 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, accompanied . . ':. 

by an attack, either witH or without a weapon, resulting in inj~y. 
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 bones, loss of 

teeth, internal injuries, loss of consciousness) or undetermined but 
requiring 2 or more days of hospitalization. An injury. is classified 

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 I'leapon, but not resulting in injury. 
Simple'Assault - Attack without a weapon resulting either in minor 

injury (e. g. t bruises, black eye, cuts I) scratchesll swelling) or in 

undetermined injury requiring less than. 2 days of hospitalization. 

Also includes attempted assaul~ without a weapon. 
Unlawful Entry'- A form of burglary committed by someone having no legal 

right to be in the premises even though force is not used. 

Victimization - A specific crimmal act as it affects a single victim. 

. ' .. ~ 

In criminal acts against persons, the number of victimizations is 

determined by the number of victims at such acts. Because more 
than' one individual may be victimized during certain crimes against 

10 

persons, the number of victimizations is somewhat higher than the. 
number of incidents. Each criminal act against a household or 

commercial establishment is 'assumed to involve a single victim, 

the affected household or establishment. 
Victimization Rates - For crimes against persons, the victimization rate, 

\ 

a measure of occurrence among population groups at risk, is computed 
on the basis, of the number of victimizations per 1,000 population 
age 12 and over. For crimes against households, victimization rate~ 
are, calculated on the basiS of the number of incidents p~r 1,000 
households. And, for crimes against corrunercial establishments, 

victimization rates are derived from the number of incidents per 

19000 establishments. 

11 
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1'able 1. Victimization rates, crimes against persons, first hall' and second quarter of 1973 

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

Rate 
Type of victimization F:i.rstlialf of 1973--~~--- --- ---- -secondqu8rter 01'1973 

(January..June) - (April-June) 

Crimes of violence 1702 S.S 

Rape and attempted rape 0.5 0.3 
Robbery 3.5 1.5 

Robbery and attempted robbery with :injury 1.2 0.5 
From serious assault 0~6 0.3 
From minor aSsault 0.5 0.2 

Robbery without:injury 1.3 0.6 
Attempted robbery without injury 1.0 0.4 

Assault 13.2 7.0 
Aggravated assault 5.1 2.S 

With injury 1 06 0.9 
Attempted assaUlt with weapon 3.5 1.9 

Simple assault 8.1 401 
With injury 1.9 1.0 
Attempted assault without weapon 6.1 302 

Cr;imesof theft 46.7 22.0 

Personal larceny with contact 1.6 0.9 
Purse snatclUng 0.3 0.2 
Attempted purse snatching 0.2 0.1 
Pocket picking 1.0 0.6 

Persohal1arceny without contact 45.2 21.1 
Total popul.B:tion age 12 and over 161,502,009 161,808,000 

NOTE: In general, .small differences between any two figures in this table are not statistica1J.y significant oecause 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 April 1. The figure, -therefore, is usual1y smaller thsn that for April through June, which is baseaon- a 
statistical averege centering on May 15. 

.~ 

Table 2. Victimization rates, crimes of y:i.olence against persons, first half and second quarter of 1973, 
by relationship between victim 'and offender , 

Type ot victimization 

Crimes of violence 

Rape and attempted rape 
Robbery 

Robbery and attempted robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Attempted robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assaUlt without weapon 

,Total population age. 12 and over 

(Rate per i,ooo population age 12 and over) 

stran,ger 
First hal±' of 1973 second quarter of 1973 

( Ja.nuary-June ) (April-June) 

ll.2 5.6 

0.4 0.2 
3.0 1.3 
1.0 0.4 
0.6 0.3 
0.4 0.1 
1.1 0.5 
0.9 0.3 
7.9 4.1 
3.3 1.8 
0.9 0.5 
2.4 1.~ 
4.6 2.4 
1.0 0.5 
3.7 1.S 

161,502,000 161,SOB,000 

Nons-tranger 
First hall' of 1973 Second quarter of 1973 

( January-June) (April-June) 

6.0 3.2 

0.1 0.], 
0.6 0.3 
0.2 0.1 
0.1 ~~.~ 0.1 
0.2 0.1 
0.2 0.1 
5.3 2.8 
1.9 1.1 
0.7 0.4 
1.J. 0.6 
3.5 1.S 
1.0 0.5 
2.5 1.3 

161, ,02,000 161, SOB, 000 

NOTE: In general, small differences between any two figures in this table are not statistically significant because of sampling. Detail 
may riot add to total shown because of rounding. The population i'igure for January through June is based on a statistical average 
i'or these 6 months centering on Aprlli. The figure, therefore, is usual1y smaller than'that for April through June, which i.s 
based on a statistical average centermg on May 15. 

13 Rate not shown b'ecause estimated number of victimizations ,in this category was too small to be statistica~ reliable. 
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Table 3. Victimization rates, crimes against persons. first he.l.f and second quarter of 1973. 
by sex and race of victim 

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

Robbe~ A~i:l~u1t 
Sex and race TotaJ. crimes Rape With Without Aggravated 

against persons injury injury 

Both sexes* 

First half of 1973 (161. 502,000) 64.0 '0.5 1.2 2.3 5.1 
Second quarter of 1973 (J:61,808,OOO) , 30.7 0.3 0.5 1.0 2.8 
White 

First half' 0.f:1973 h142,655,000) 63.5 0.4 1.0 2.0 4.7· 
Second quarter of 19:3 (142,896,000) 30.5 0.2 0.5 0.9 2 .. 6 
Black 

First half of 1973, (16,968,000) 70.1 1.2 2.2 5.2 9.0 
"Second quarter 01'1973 (17,019,000) 33.9 0.6 0.8 1.9 5.0 

Ma1e* 

First hall of 1973 (76,771,000) 75.2 ~:~ 1.6 3.6 "" 7.7 
Second quarter of 1973 (76,930,000) 36.2 0.8 1.6 4.0 
White 

First ha1f of 1973 (68,177,000) 74.3 ~:~ 1.4 3.0 7.2 
Second' quarter of 1973 (68,306 000) :35.8 0.7 1.4 3.8 
Blaek 

First ha1f or 1973 (7,674,000) 85.0 (B) 2.8 8.5 12.4 
Second quarter of 1973 (7.701,000) 41.3 () 1.4 3.4 6.6 

Female* 

'First half of 1973 (84,731,000) 53.9 1.0 0.8 1.2 2.8 
"Second quarter of 1973 (84,878,000) 25.8 0.5 0.3 0.5 1.7 

Table 3. Victimization rates, crimes against persons, first half and second quarter of 1973, 
by sex and race of victim--continued 

(Rate per 1,000 population ~ge 12 and over) 

Robbe~ Assault 

Simple 
" 

8.1 
4~1 

8.1 
4.1 

7.9 
4.5 

10.3 
5.2 

10.5 
5.3 

8.2 
4.0 

6.1 
3.2 

~ 

Sex and race Total crimes Rape With Without Aggravated Simple 
against persons 

White 

First half of 1973 (74,478,000) 53.5 0.8 
S~cond quarter of 1973 (74,590,000) 25.6 0.4 
Black 

First half of 1973 (9,293,000) 57.6 2.0 
Second quarter of 1973(9,318,000) 27.8 1.1 

injury :iJ:Ijury 

0.7 1.1 
0.3 0.5 

1.7 2.5 
(B) (B) 

2.4 
1.5 

6.1 
3.7 

5.9 
2.9 

7.6 
4·9 

_____ c. ________ ' __ ~".;"'~_. ~~l .. '. 
' ' - ~.~ 

• 'I 

I 

I 

Personal larceny 

46.7 
22.0 

47·2 
22.2 

44.6 
21.0 

.52.t~ 
24.5 

52.2 
24.5 

53.0 
25.9 

42.0 
19.7 

Personal larceny 

42.6 
20.0 

37.7 
16.9 

I 

J 

;11 

t,~1 

i), 
I' 
I 
11i 

1j, 
I. 

I .' 
" I 

NOTE: In general, small differences between any t~IO figures in this table are not statistically significant because of sampling. Detailmay 
~ot add to total shown because of rounding. Rounded numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. , The population 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 1 which are based on a statistical average centering on May 15. 

* Includes "other races, " not shown separately-." 
B Rate not shown be~ause estimated number of victimizations in thi~ category was too small to be statistically"reliable. 
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Table 4. Vict:im1zat:i.on rates, crimes against: persons, f'irst ha1£ and second quarter of' 1973. 
by sex and age of' victim ' 

,:(Rate per 1,600 population age 12 and over) 

Robberz Assl/;ult 
Sex and age, Total crimes Rape With Without Aggravated SiiriPle ' Personal larceny 

against 'peraonS. injury :injury 

I30th sexes 

First half'Of' 1973 (161,502,000) 64.0 0.5 1.2 2.3 5.1 13.1 46·7 
Second quarter of"19'f3 (161,808,000) 30.7 .0.3 0.5 1.0 2.8 4.1 22.0 
12'-15 

First half' of· 1973 (16~542,000) 126.4 o.} 1.6 4.8 7.7 18.3 93.4 
Second quarter of' 1973 (16,535,000) 55.8 (B (B) 2.3 4.1 9.3 39.2 
16-19 .... 
First halt' cit 1973 (15,512,000) (p 122.1 1.4 1.9 3.2 1l.9 17.2 86.5 
Secolio:.l quarter of' 1973 (15,543,000) 59.13 0.7 0.9 1.2 7.2 8.9 40.9 
~24 

First half' of' 1973 (17,274,000) 9~ .. O 1 .. 4' ~<J' :3.9 10.3 13.8 66.7 
oocWiquarier ,of '1.973 (rl ,340,000) 413.1. 0.8 ,0.9 2.0 5.5 6.8 32.1 
25-34 
First half' of' 1973 (27,819,000) 67.0 0.6 1.2 2.3 5.9 ,8.1 48.8 
Second quarler of' 1973 (27, 983, OOQ) 33.6 0.4 0.5 1.0 3.1 4.7 23.8 

,~ 

,35-49 ~. 

First hall' .of 1973 (33, 819, ooo} 46.7 1:~ 0.9 1.6 3.3 5.1 35.6 
Second quarler of 1973 (33,781,000) 22.6 0.4 0.6 2.0 2.5, 17.0 
50-64 
First r.ali' of' 1973 (30 386,000) 30.0 ~:~ 0.6 1.1 1.4 2~5 24.3 
Second quarter of' 1973 bO,422,OOO) 13.9 (B) (B) 0.5 O~-9 1l.9 

~.",,~ ~Ei$!1ii' 

Table 4. Victimization rates, cr~s agn:inat persons, tirst half' and second quarter of' 1973. 
by sex ~ age of vict:iJn--'-<:ontinued 

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

Robbe;a; Ass~ult 
Sex and age Total crimes Rape With Without Aggravated Simple Personal larceny 

aga:inst persons injury injury 

65imd~, 

F.lrst half, of'1o/13 (20,149~000) 15.1 ~=~ 1.0 1.5 0.8 1.1 10.6 
seccind quart('lr ot 1973 (20,204,000) 7.9 (B) 0.9 0.5 0.6 5.4 

Male 

First 'ballo~ 1973 (76~m'000) 75.2 ~~~ 1.6 3.6 7.7 10.3 52.0 
Second quarter of'1973 76,930,000) 36.2 Oi8 1.6 4.0 5.2 24.5 

.... 12-l5 
'" F:i.rsb ,half' of' 1973 (8,409,000) , 138~1 ~:~ 10.6 21.13 95.2 2.9 7.5 

SecQnd quarter of 1973'(8,409,000) 60.8 (B) 3.2 4.7 10.6 41.0 

16-l9 

First . ball of 1973. (7,677,000) i46.2 0 2.5 5.2 19.6 21.8 97.0 • 
Second q)l81"ter of'1973 (7,700,000) 71.0 0 1.4 2.1 12.4 10.6 44.4 

~24 

F:irst half' of 1973 (8,281,000) 118.6. 0 2.9 6.2 16.0 18.0 75.4 
Second quarter of' 1973 (8,328,000) 58.6 0 1.5 3.3 8.1 9.4 36.2 

25-34 ~! 
First half ot 1973 (13,537,000) 80.2 0 1.2 3.5 8.7 10.4 56.3 ~ 

.11 

Second quarter of 1973 (13,624,000) 40.5 0 (B) 1.7 4.6 6.2 27.4 ill 
(I, 

35-49. III ,I 

First halt o1'l973 {16, 270, 000) 49.4 0 1.2 2.0 4.1 5.3 36.8 
l' Second quarter of 1973 (16,247,000) 23.7 0 (B) 0.7 - 2.2 2.5 17.8 
j 
,I 

... ...;.:-:;-:"":-t:":'"C~~'. -.:...,-;-,.::.:-_--;r--:r-,"·.,.< " "~. -::-:::':'--:', 
-~.:,.;.,.. .~.,' 

" 



Table 4. Victimization rates, crim~s against. persons, first half and second q'..w.rter of 1973, 
by sex and age of v,i:ct:i.m-cont:inUed 

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

RObbe~ l\.ssault 
Sexand.age Total crimes Rape With Without. Aggravated Simple Personal larceny 

against persons injury injury 

,0-64 

First half of 1973 (14,276,000) 32., 0 0.8 1.6 1.) 3.5 24.8 Second quarter of 1973 (14,284,000) 15·2 (j (B) (B) (B 1.6 12.4 
65 and over 

First half of 197.3 (8,321,000) 18.4 0 ~~j 2.1 ~~~ 1.6 13.2 Second quarter of 1973 (B,339,(}()() 9.9 a I., (B) 6.8 
Female, 

~ First hal:f of 1973 (84,731,000) 53.9 1..0 O.S 1.2 2.8 6.1 42.0 Second quarter of 1973 (84,$78,000) 2,.8 0.5 0.3 0.5 1.7 3.2 19.7 
12-15 

First half of '1973 (B,133,OOO) 114.4 ,. ~~~ (B) 2.1 4.7 14.B 91.5 Second. quarter of 1973 (B,127,000) 50.7 0 1..4 3.4 B.o 37.3 
16-19 

First half of 1.973 (7,835,000) 9B.6 2·7 ~~j ~~~ 4.4 12.B 76.;2 
Second quarter of 1973 (7,B43,000) 4$.9 1·4 2.1 7.2 37.5 
20-24 

First half of 1973 (S~ 993, 000) 79.1 2.7 ~~~ 1.8 5.1. 10.0 5B.6 Second quarter of 1973 (9,012,000) 3B.4 1.5 (B) 3.0 4.4 2B.4 
25-34 

First half of 1973 (14t 2B2, 000) 54.5 1.2 1.2 1.2 3.3 6.0 41.6 
Second quarter of 1973 {14,359,000} 27.0 0.8 (B) (B) 1.7 3.3 20.4 

__ ===-,,-"'-''''-''' ____ ~. ,. ~ """~ ~~~_,l::-.,.;i~.::',..;~:;f"~;..<.,~ .. ·~_.....;·'". ... • .... W4· __ • ." .... -..... <""""'.~',.....,.~.....:.~,~.,_, . .,.,_ .•• ""~ ___ , ..... ~.:..~-:.~~t __ ~~~~·-" ........ ~, 
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Table 4. Vict1mi.zntion rates, crimE1s against persons, first half and second quarter of 1973, 
by sex and age Of vict;imo-continued 

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

RObben Assault 
Sex and age Total crimes Rape with Without Aggravated 

against persons injury injur'y 

35-49 
First ha1f of 1m (27,549,000) 44.2 ~~~ 0~6 1.1 2.6 
Second quarter of 1973 (17,534,000) 21.6 (B) (B) 1.9 

,0=64 

f';irst half of 1973 (16,111,000) 27.7 f~~ ~~~ ~~~ 1.1 
Second quarter of 1.973 (16,1.38,000) 12.8 (B) 

65 and Over 

First half' of 1973 (li,B2B,OOO) 12.S ~~~ 1.1. 1..1. 0.9 
Second quarter of 1973 (1.1,B65,000) 6.4 (B) (B) (B) 

Simple Personal larceny 

5.0 34.5 
2.6 16.3 

1..6 23.B 
(B) li.5 

~~~ 8.S 
4.3 

:ooTE; In general, small differences between any two figUres in this table are not statist.ically significant because of samplin,g. Detail may 
not add to total shown because of rounding. Rouncled -numbers in parentheses refer to pop1.!.lation in the group. The ,populal,ion figut'es 
for J/mUary through June are-based on a statist:ical average- for these 6-months centering ,on April 1. These :figures, therefore, 
are usua1.1y smaller than those for April. through <Tune, which are based on a statistical average centering on May 15. 

B Rate not shown pecause estimated number of victimizati.ons in this category was too small to be statistically reliable. 
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Table 5. Vietimizat:i.on rates, crimes against persons, i'irst half' and second quarter of 1973, 
by sex and marital status of' victim 

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

Total. crimes 
R°tlbeitZ 4ss!!ult 

Simp:le Sex and marital status Rape With Without Aggravated 
against persons injury :injury 

Both sexes* 
First half of 1973 (161,502,000) 64,.0 0.5 1.2 2 • .3 5.1 
Second quarter of' 1973 (161,807,000) 30.7 0·3 0.5 1.0 2.B 
Married 

First half of 1973 (95,330,000) ) 43.6 0.2 0.6 1.3 3.4 
Second quarter. of' 1973 (95,4%~000 21.5 oa, 0.3 0.6 1.9 
WidOWed 

First ba,lf' of' 1973 (1l,457,000) ~:~ 1.6 23.1 1.5 1.5 
Second quarter of' 197;3 (1l,468,000) li.4 (B) (B) (B) 
Separated, d:i.vor.ced 

~,(:1t half' of' 1973 (8,4$3,000) 90.1 2.1 205 5.3 10.1 
secOnd quarter of' 1973 (B,576,000) 43.9 (B) (B) 1.7 5 • .3 
Never married 

First half' of 1973 (45,828,000) lll.$ 1.0 2.0 4.1 B.7 
Second quarl;erof' 1973 (45,$84,000) ·52.2 -,~.:,.-,;::~ ',~~ 0.9 1.9 4.9 

Mal6* 

First bal.t of 1.97.3 '(76,771,000) 75.2 ~~~ 1.6 .3.6 7~6 
Second quarter of' 1973 (76,930,000) 36.2 0.8 1.6 4.0 
IA.arried 

First half' of'1973 (47,706,000) 49.1 0 0.8 1.8 4.9 
Second quarter of'1973 (47,800,000) 24.2 ,0 0.4 0.8 2.6 

Widowed 

. First bali' of ,1973 (1.,796,000) 29.7 0 ~~~ ~~~ ~~~ Second quarter of' 1973 (1,807,000) 14.4 0 

Table 5. Victimization rates, crimes against persons • .t'irst half and second quarter of' 1973, 
by sex and marital status of v:i.ctim--continued 

(Ra~e per 1,000 population age 12 and over) 

Robbe~ Assault 
Sex and marital status Total crimes .', Rape Wlth Without Aggravated 

against persons injury injury 

Separated, divorced 

First h1ilf of 1973 (2,930,000) 103.5 0 ~:~ 10.1 12.3 
Second quarter of 1973 (2,957,000) 50.5 0 (B) 5.4 
Never married 

First ~lf of 1973 (24,150,000) 126.5 ~~~ 2.9 6.2 12.9 
Second quarter of 1973 (24,,196,000) 59.4 1.4 2.9 7.0 

Femal.e* 

lli5t half of 1973 (84, 731,000} 53.9 1.0 . 0.8 1.2 2.8; 
Second" quarter of 1973 (84,878,000) 25.8 0.5 0.3 0.5 1.7 

MaiI:ied 
Fir~t;half of 1973 (47,624,000) 38.2 0.4 0.4 0.8 1.8 
Se~orid·quarter of 1973 (47,696,000) 18.8 0.2 (B) 0.3 1.1 

Widowed 

First nalf of 1973 (9,661,000) 21.9 ~~~ ~~~ ~:~ 1.6 
Second quarter of 1973 (9,661,000) 10.8 (B) 
Separated,d.;vorced 

First halfo! J.973 (5, 553,000} 83.0 3.2 3.2 2'J .8.9 
Seco~ quarter ot 1973 (5,619,000) 40.4 (B) (B) (B 5.3 

, Never marr:i.ed 

Fir!3t half 01'197'31 (21,679,000) 95.4 2.0 1.0 1.8 4.0 
Second qUarter of' 1973 (21,688,000) 44.1 1.0 (B)" 0.8 2.5 

' 8.1 
4.1 

4.4 
2.3 

2.2 
1.2 

16.1 
8.3 

15.6 
7.9 

10.3 
5.2 

, 5.7 
3.0 

(B) 
(B) 

Simple 

12.8 
5.9 

19.5 
9.6 

6.1 
3.2 

3.2 
1.6 

1.$ 
(B) 

J.7.8 
9.5 

li." 
6.0 

Personal larceny 

46~7 
22.0' 

33.7 
16.4 

16~0 
8.0 

54.1 
26.7 

80.3 
36.1 

52.0 
24.5 

35.8 
17.3 

15.1 
6.4 

Personal larceny 

67.2 
35.8 

84.9 
38.4 

41.9 
19.7 

11.6 
15.4 

16.1 • 
B.3 

47.1 
21.8'" 

75.2 
33.5 

NOTE: In general, small differences between any two figures in this table are no~ stati!3tically Significant because of SSmpling. Detail may: 
not add to total shown because of rounding. Rounded numbers in parehthesea refer to population in the group. The population i'igu!'es ' 
i'or January through June are based ona statist:i.cal average for these 6 months cent.ering o~ April 1. These figures, therefore '" , 
are U5U8lly smaller than those f'or April through June, which are based on a statistical average centering on May 15. . 

* Includes mai':i.tal .status not reported, not shot.n separately. ' 
B Rate not sh~ because estimated numbe~ of.victimizations in this category was too small to be statistic~lly reliable. 
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Table, 6. Victimization rates, crimes against persons, first half and second quarter of 1973, 
by race and f~y income of victim 

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

Robberz Assault 
Race and family income Total crimes Rape With Without Aggravated S1Diple Personal larceny 

against persons injury injury 

Allraces* 
F"lrst half of 1973 (161.502,000) 64.0 0.5 1.2 2.3 5.1 8.1 46.7 
Second quarter of 1973 (161,807,000) 30.7 0.3 0.5 1.0 2.8 4·1 22~ 

Less than $3,000 
First half of 1973 (15,736,000) . 59.8 0.9 2.2 3.6 7.8 10.3 35.0 
Second quarter of 1973' (15,529,000) 28.6 (B)· 0.7 1.4 4.1 5·4 16.6 

$3,000-$7,499 
l\J 

First hill of 1973 (38,536,000) 0.9 1.1 6.1 S.O ~ 57.2 3.0 38.1 
~cond quarter of 1973 (38,542,000) 27.5 0.5 0.6 1.6- 3.5 3.7 17.6 

$7,500-$9,999 
First half of 1973 (19,955,000) 61.4 0.6 1.0 1.9 5.7 7.2 45.0 
Second quarter of 1973 (20,038,000) 30.6 0.6 0.6 0.8 3.2 3.6 21.9 
$10,000-$l4,999 
First half of 1973 (41,014,000) 65.9 ~:~ 1.0 2.3 .4·3 g.] 49.$ 
Second quarter of 1973 (41,151,000) 31.6 0.4 1.0 2.4 4.7 23.0 
$15,000' and; over 
First half of 1973 (35,804,000) 75.2 0.3 0.9 1.5 3.3 7·8 61.4 
Second quarter of 1973 (36,065,000) 35.4 (B) 0.3 0.6 1.7 3·B 2g.9 

\fu:lte* 

First half of 1973 (142,655,000) 63.5 0.5 1.0 2.0 4.7 B.1 47.2 
Second quarter of 1973 (142,896,000) 30.5 0.2 0.5 0.9 2.6 4.1 22.2 

Ta.b1e 6. Victimization ra.tes, crimes against persons, first half and second quarter of 1973, 
by race and family income of v:i.ct:im--continued 

(Rate per 1,000 population a'ge 12 and over) 

. Robber~ Assault Race and family income Total crimes Rape With l'lithout Aggravated Simple Personal larceny 
a~ainst 12ersons injm:;y injury 

Less than $3,000 
First half of 1973 (ll,921,000) 56.8 ~~~ i.S 2.7 6.4 9.7 35·4 Second quarter of 1973 (ll, 760, 000) 27.9 (B) 1.1 4.0 5.3 16.6 
$3,00Q...$7,499 
First half' of 1973 (31,642,000) 55.0 0.8 1.1 2.4 5.3 8.5 37.0 Second quarter of 1973 (31,633,000) 26.1 0.5 0.6 1.3 2.8 3.7 17.2 
$7,500-$9,999 

l\J First half of 1973 (17,844,000) 62.0 
~:5 1.1 1.9 5.5 7.6 45.4 Vt 

Second quarter of 1973 (17,900,000) 31.0 0.6 0.8 3.3 3.B 21.9 
$10,000-$14,999 
Firsthall'of 1973 (37,920,000) 65.5 ~~5 0.9 2.0 4.4 8.2 49.7,. Second q~er of 1973 (38,053,000) 31.2 0.4 0.9 2.4 4.5 22.9 
$15,000 and over 

First ,half of 1973 (33,933,000) 74.9 ~~~ O.S 1.5 3.3 7.B 61.2 Second quarter of 1973 (34,165,000) 35.5 (E) 0.6 1.7 3.8 29·0 
Black* 

First half of 1973 (16,968,000) 70.1 1.1 2.2 5.2 9.0 7.9 44.6 Second quarter of 1973 (17,019,000) 33.9 0.6 0.8 2.0 5.0 4.5 21.0 
Less than $3,000 

First half of 1973 (3,621,000) 69.2 ~~5 2.8 6.9 12.2 12.0 33.9 Second quarter of 1973 (3, 577,000) 30.8 (B) (E) 4.8 5.8 16.4 
$3,000-$7,499 

First hal.f of 1973 (6,490,000) 68.8 ~~~ ~:j 5.3 10.9 5.9 44.2 Second quarter of 1973 (6,508,000) 35.1 2.4 7.1 4.0 20.1 

·_ .. "----: .".--""","-,,;" '""'''" 
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Ta.ble 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) 

Robberz Ass~ult 

Race and family income Tota]. crimes 
against persons 

Rape With Without Aggravated Simple Personal larceny 

$7,500-$9,999 
First half of 1973 (1, BB1, (00) 
Second quarter of 1973 (1,897,000) 

$10,000-$l.4,999 

First half of 1973 (2,6ll,OOO) 
Second quarter of 1973 (2,606,000) 

$15,000 and over 

First half of 1.973 (1,426,000) 
Second quarter of 1973 (1,459,000) 

57.5 
2B.O 

76.2 
37.3 

87.5 
39.0 

~~~ 
o 
o 

~~~ . 

injury 

(B) 
0 

~B) B) 

~:~ 

injury 

~~~ 7.5 ~~~ 41.4 
(B) 21.6 

6.) ~~~ S.7 54.4 
(B '5.3 25.7 

~~~ ~~~ ~~~ 6S.4 
2S.3 

'NO'r8: In general, small differences between any two figures in this table are not statistically significant because of sampling. Detail may 
not add to tota]. shown because of rounding. Rounded numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. The pppu1ation figures 
for January through June are based'on a statistical average for these 6 months· centering on April,l. These figures, therefore, 
are uSually smaller than those for April through June, which are based on a 'statistical average' centering on May 15. 

* Includes income not reported, not shown separately; the "all races" category also ilacludes "other races," not shown separately. 
B Rate not shown because estimated number of victimizations in this category was too small to be sta.tistically reliable. 
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Table 7. Victimization rates, crimes against households, first half and second quarter of 1973 ' 

(Rate per 1,000 househo1ds) 

First half of 1973 Sec~ quarter of 1973 
Type of household. victimization (January-June) (April-June) 

Burglary 44.0 22.5 
Forcible entry 14.4 .6.B 
Unlawfu1 entry without force 19.7 10.6 
Attempted forcible entry 9.$ 5.0 

Household larceny 51.4 2S.6 

Completed larceny 47.4 ' 26.4 
Attempted larceny 4.2 2.2 

Motor vehicle theft B.5 4.6 
Corripleted theft 5.2 2.9 
Attempted theft 3.2 1.7 

Total households qBt 97B,000 69,234,000 

NOTE: In general, small differences between any two figures in this table are not statistically significant b~cause of sampling. Detail may 
not add to total shown because of rounding. The figUre for the number of households for January throu~ June is based on a statistical 
average for these 6 months cente~ing on April 1. The figure, tlierefore, is usually smaller than that for April through June, which 
is based on a stat:i.st:Lcal average centering on May 15. 
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Table 8. Victimization rates, crimes aga.:iIJst households, first half and secOnd quarter of 1973, 
by age of household head 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Total crimes 
Age of househbldhead against households BurgJ:ary Household larceny 

JIll ages '" 
First half of 1973 (68,978,000) 10.3.9 .M.O 51.4 
Secolld quart.er of 1973 (69,234,000) 55.7 22.5 28.6 

12.-19 
106.0 Fll-st hsl£ of 197.3 (958,000) 236.6 :).05.4-

Second quaI"!;er ot 1973 (992,000 ) U5.8 53.5 50.3 

2()..;34 
Fll-st ha1.fof 1973 {19, 086, (00) J.4O.9. 56.9 71.0 
Secolld quarter of 1973 (19,194,000) 74.$ 29.2 3807 

.35-49 . 
First ha1.f of 197.3 (18,044,000) 114.0 46.4 58.4 
Secolld.quarter ot 1973 (18,051,000) 61.0 24 • .3 31.8 

5G-64 
First ha1.f of 1973 (17'i94,000) 8.3.1 35.9 40.4 

,Second quarter Of 197.3 l7,559,ooo) 45.3 17.4 2307 

65 alld over 
24.'8 First hal£ of 1973 (l3,397,000) 55.3 28.5 ' 

SecQlld quarter of 1973 (l3,439,ooo) 30.2 14.8 ';1.4.5 

~'btorvehicle. theft 

8.5 
4-.6 

25 • .3 
12.0 

13.0 
6.9 

9 • .3 
4.9 

6.9 
4.2 

2.0 
0.8 

IDTE: In general, small differences between any two tigure~)g.n this table are not statiStically significant because of sampling. Detail may 
not add to total shown because of rounding •. Rounaed numbers, in parentheses refer to the numberot households, in the group.' The 
figures for January through June are based on a statistical aver,~ge for these 6 months centering on April 1. These figur~s, . 
therefore, are usually smaller than those for April through Junej-;r~~ll:ichare based on a statistical average centering on May, 1,. 
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Table 9. Vkt:imization rates, crimes agsll1st households, first halt am second quarter of 1973, 
by race of household head and tenure . 

(Rate per l~OOO households) 

Total cr:imes 
Race ot household head and tenure against households Burglary Himsehold l.&rceny M;)tor vehicle theft 

All races* 
First half' of 1973 (68,978,000) 103.9 44.0 51.4- 8.5 
Second quarter of 1973 (69,234,000) 55.7 22.5 28.6 4.6 
Owned or being bought 
First hall of'l973 (44,254,000) 91.3 .37.1 47.4- 6.8 
Second quarter of 197.3 (44,5.34,000) 50.9 19.5 Zl.4- 4-.1 
Ren\;ed 
First half' ot 1973 (24,724,000) 126.5 56.3 58.7 ll.6 
Second quarter of 1973 (24,701,000) 64.2 Z/.9 30.8 5.6 

White* . 
First ha1.f of 1973 (61,303,000) 99.9 40.9 50.8 8.3 
Second quarter of 197.3 (61f530,000) 54.4 21.5 28.4 4.5 
Owned or being bought 

46.1 6.5 'First hal£ of' 1973 (40,780,000) f!f7.6 35.0 
Second quarter of 197,3 . (4J.; 044,000) 49.4 18.6 26.9 3.9 
Bent.ed 
First halZ of' 1973 (20,524,000) 'l.24.4- ;52~6 60.0 ll.S 
Second quarter of 1973 (20,4$6,000) 64.4- Zl.3 31.4 5.7 

Black 
First half' of i973 ( 6,962,000) 139.7 71.2 58.7 9.8 
Secolld quarter ot 1913 (6,989,000) 68.2 31.5 31.7 5.1 

{.~.::>,.;...".".:..~ 
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Table 9. V:ictimizntion rates, cr:imes aga.inst households, first lw.J.i> am second quarler o£l973, 
by race of household head am tenure-continued . 

(Hate per 1,000 households) 

Race of household head am tenure 
.Total crjmes 
against households Burglary Household larceny MJtor vehicl.e theft 

Owned or being bought 
F:irst half of 1m (3,151,000) . 
Second quarter of 1973 t3.~,167 , 000) 

Rented 
F:irst half of 1.973 (3,811,000) 
Second quarter.of 1973 (3,823,000) 

139.6 
71·5 

139.9 
65.6 

64.9 
31.2 

76.3 
31.7 

64.6 10.1 
35.3 5.0 

53.9 9.6 
28.7 5.1 

00'l'E: In genera1, sDall differences between any two figures :in this table are not statistical.l¥ signi£icant because of'sampl::Jng. 1)ataiI. II*Y 
notaddto.tqtsl. shown because of rounding. ~uiJded:numbers·in parentheses,refer tc:> the number of households inth~ group. The figures 
I'oi' Jli1lllBrYthrcugh' June are, based on a st<l-tistical average fop these 6 months centering on April 1. These figures, therefore, are 
usuallyslllftller than those for April through June, which are based on a statistical average centering on May 15. 

* Includes '!other races," not shown separately. . 

Table 10. Victimization rates, crimes aga:inst households, f:irst half and second quarter of 1973, 
by race of household head and family income 

(Rate per 1,OOOhouse?olds) 

Total c):'imes 
Race of hOUl3ehold head and f'amlly income against households Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

lUlraces* 
(68,978,000) 

,~..,.> 

. First ha+£ of 197.3 103.9 44.0 51.4 8.5 
Second quarter of 1973 (69,234,000) 55.7 22.; 28.6 4.6 

Less thim $3,000 
First half of 1973 (9,733,OQO) ,104.3 53.7 46.1. 4.5 
Second quarter Of,1973 (9,623,000) 54.13 ZloB 25.4 1.7 

$3r.QOO-$7,b,99 
First·half of 1973 (113,008,000) 104.1 45.9 51.3 6.9 
Second quarter of'1973 (18,056,000) 55.6 Zj.7 28.b, 3.4 

~, 500-$9, 999 
First half' oCI.9'O (8,342,000) 10b,.9 4J..6 51.9 ll.b, 

Second quDrlei:'of 1973 (13,396,000) 53.3 19.2 Z7.4 6.6 

$10,000-$14,999 . 
First .half' of 1973 (15,717,000) 101.1 35.6 55.1 10.4 

Second'quarter of'1973 (15,8Q3,OOO) 54.6 18.6 30.0 6.0 

$15,000 artd over 
FiJ:'st half' of 1973 '(12, 530,000} lll., 45.6 55.7· 10.3 

Sec.ond iauarter of 1973 (12,672,000) 62.7 24.3 32:6 5.9. 

White*' 
First half' of 1973 (61,303,000) 99.9 40.9 50.13 8 • .3 

Second quarter 1973 (61,530,000) 54.4 21.5 28.4 4.5 

Less than $3,000 
First half' of 1973 (7,693,000) 96.8 48.3 43.8 4.6 

Second quarter of 1973 (7,596,000) 51.6 25.9 '24.3 1..3 

-.'-:;"~'-
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Table 10. Vict:imization rates, criIDes against households, first bali' and second quarter of 197.3, 
by race of household head and family income --continued 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Total crimes 
Race of household, head and family income against households Burglary Hpusehold larceny ~tor veticle theft 

$.3,000-$7~499 
First half of 1973 (15,323,000) 98.1 41.3 49.9 6.9 
Second quarter of 1973 (15,355,000) 53.6 22.4 ?I.7 3.5 
$7,500-$9,999 
First bali' of 197.3 (7,551,000) 102.2 38.6 52.8 10.8 
Second. quarter of 197.3 (7,598,000) 52.7 18.4 27.7 6.6 
$10,000-$l4,999 
First hall' of 1973 (14,626,000) 98.7 34.7 54 • .3 9.8 
Second quarter of 1973 (14, 7l2, 00) . 54.0 18.2 .30.1 5.7 
$15,000 and over 
First halt of 1973 (11,903,000) 110.0 44.7 55., 9.8 
Second quarter of 1973 (12,0.37,000) 62 • .3 24.2- 32.3 5.7 

Black' 
First half of 1973 (6,962,000) 1.39.7 7l.2 58.7 9.8 
Second quarter of 1973 (6,989,000) 68.2 .31.5 31.7 5.1 
Less than $3,000 

~~~ First halt of 197.3 (1,932,000) 135.6 74 • .3 57.2 
Second quarter of 197.3 (1,918,000) 68.3 34.4 .30.9 
$3,000-$7,499 

60.6 ' 5~6 First 'halt of 197.3 (2,518,000) 1.37.4 .71.2 
Second quarter of 1973 (2,5.39,000) 66.7 .30.9. 3.3.6 (B) 

$7,500-$9,999 _ 
16.6 First halt of 197.3 (709,000) , 140.0 78.2 45.1 

Second quarter of 1973· (714,000) 62.9 30.3 26., (B) 

~ ~,._.;;.:..,~.~~,.~. _~~."_ ~. __ ;.~ ..... _ ...... ~~~r . ..;.,...~.o_-:;.-<.,,:.,.....:.~,~.:.r_"{ . ..:->~...;..<, __ • ,,,.,.~. "_'~_-_""_'-'~'':'~'''_M_.,.._.", _._._"._.~ ___ , __ .-,-.~":_~_~,,."";:"'.'--'::"~":"':':' •••• ,.:--~_ .. _~_' ___ ' ~.....:--._..:; .. ....;,;-_~~. '" .-",o·.,.~"", 

Table 10. Victimization rates, crimes against households, first half and second quarter of 197.3, 
by race of household head and family income--continued 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Total crimes 
Race of household head and family income against ho~seholds Burglary ~ousehold larceny Motor vehicle theft 

$10,000-$14,999 
First half of 197.3 (923,000) 140.0 51.0 68.8 20.3 
Second quarter of 1973 (919,000) 6.3.9 24.4 29.1 (B) 

$15,000 and over . 
First half of 1973 (490,000) 158.9 70.4 70.0 ~~~ Second quarter of 1973 (500,000) 8'7.8 31.6 45.6 

NOTE: In general, small dif'ferences between any two figures in this table are not statistically significant because of sampling. Detail may 
not add to total shown because of rounding. Rounded 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 Apr:il 1.. These figures, therefore, are 
usually smaller than those for April'through June, which are based on a statistical average centering on May, 15. ' 

* Includes income not reported, not shown separately; the "all races" category also ptcludes "other races," not shown separately. 
B Rate not shown because estimat~d number of victimizations in this category was too small to be statistically reliable • 
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Table ll. Victimization rates, crimes against COll!lleI'cial. establishments, first hall' and second quarter of 1973, 
by ldnd of business 

Kind of business 

All businesses 
First hall' of 1973 (6,734,000 ) 
Second quarter of J.973 (6,840,000) 

Retail 
First half of 1973 (2,616,000) 
Second quarter of J.973 (2,641,000) 

Service 
First half of 1973 (2,614,000) 
Second quarter of 1973 (2,639,000) 

Ot:.her 
First half of 1973 (1,504,000) 
Second quarter of 1973 (1,559,000) 

(Rjl.te per' J., 000 establishmem.s) 

Total. f3tirglary Robbery 

ll4.4 97.8 J.6.6 
54.2. 47.0 7.1 

J.5J..J. 124.4 26.7 
70.2 59.3 J.O.9 

94.8 82.9 ll.8 
47.9 42.6. 5.3 

84.5 77·4 7.2 
37.5 3$.8 3.1 

OOTE: In general., sma.ll differences between any two ;figures in this table are not statistically significant because of sampling. Detall may 
not add to total. shown because of rounding. R..;'lunded ·numbers in parentheses' refer ta, the nUmber' of' commercial establishmen,ts'in the 
group. The figures for January through June are based on a statisticaJ. average for these 6 months centering on April 1. 
These figures, therefore~ are usual1:y sma.ller than those for April through June, which are based on a statistical. averiige centering . 
on May 1,. 
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Table 12. Victimization rates, crmes against commercial. establishments, first bali and second quarter of' l.973, 
by number of' paid empl.oyees . 

(Rate per J.,OOO establishmems) 

Number of paid employees Total. Burglary Robbery 

All empJ.oyees* 
First bali of 1973 (6,734,000) 114.4 97.8 J.6.6 

Second quarter of J.973 (6,840,000) 54.2 47.0 7.J. 

None 
First bali of J.973 (1,660,000) , 78.4- 69.0 9.4 

Second quarter of J.973 (J., 700, 000) 40.2 35.9 4.3 

1-3 
First hall' of 1973 (2,518,000) 114.:3 96.5 17.7 

Second quarter of 1973 (2, 56J.,000) 53.8 46.0 7.8 

lr7 
First bali of 1973 (1,2.?4,000) 131'·J. ll3.4 23.~6 

Second quarter of 1973 (1,239,000) 68.4 57.9 10~5 

8-19 
First half of 1973 (752,000) 131.9. ll8.5 13.4 

Second quarter of 1973 (759,000) 57.5 53.2 4.3 

20 or more 
First half of 1973 (555,000) , 148.2 128.0 20.3 

Second quarter of J.973 (562,000) 62 • .3 54.1 8.2 

NOTE: In general., small differences between 8.ny two figures .:in this table are not statistically significant because of sampling~ Detall may 
not ~add to total. shown because of rounding. Rounded numbers in parentheses ref'er to the number or commeJ;cial establishments :in the 
group. The .figures for January through June are based on a statist~cal average .for these 6 months centering on April 1. These 
f'igures, therefore,. are usually smaller than those for AprP- through June, which are based on a statistical average centermg 
on May 15. * Includes number of paid employees not available, not shown separately. 

~ , ....... <~. 



1 
! 

!/ 

I 
\ 
~ 

I 
If 
\ 

. , 

,-? 

-~------ --------

APPENDIX II 

RELIABILITY OF' THffi ESTIMA'lES 

,,' 
______ '---_i.. 



: .... , -

RELIABILITY OIt' 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 samples and, therefore, also measures 
the precision with which a particular sample approximates the results of a 

complete census using the same collection proc~dures. The chances are about 

2 out of 3 that the survey estimate will differ from the true 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 standard 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 charact,eristics, no attempt having been made to prepare generalized 

sampling errors; Table III presents actual estimated standard errors for 

some of the more important victimization rates generated by the 
commercial survey. 
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Table II. standard error approximations ~or household victimization rat~s 

Bas~ o~ rat~ Estimated rate (Eer 1,000 households2 
(000) .5 or 999.5 lor 999 2.5 or 997.5 .5 or 995 10 or 990 50 Or 950 --1000;:: 900 -- 250 or 75CF -35001' 650 500 

lOO 2.4 3·4 5.4 7·6 10.0 23.0 32.0 46.0 50.0 52.0 
250 1.5 2.1 3·4 4.8 6.$ 15.0 20.0 30.0 32.0 34.0 
500 1.1 1.5 2.4 3·4 4.$ 10.0 15.0 20.0 23.0 24.0 

l,ooo 0.$ 1.1 1.7 2·4 3·4 7.3 10.0 15.0 16.0 17.0 
3,000 0.4- 0.6 1.0 1·4 2.0 4·3 5.7 8.3 9.4 10.0 
5,000 0.4 0.5 0.8 1.J. 1.5 3.3 4·6 6.8 7·3 7.8 

10,000 0.3 0.4 O~5 0.8 1.0 2.3 3.2 4.6 5.J. 5.2 
J.5,000 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.9 1.9 2.7 3.8 4.2 4.4 
20,000 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.7 1.6 2.2 3.1 3.4 3.6 
25,000 0.2 0.2 0.4 Q.5 0.7 1.5 2.0 3.0 3.2 3.4 
35,000 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.6 1.2 1.7 2.5 2.8 2.9 
50,000 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.1 2.3 2·4 
66,000 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.9 1.2 1.8 2.0 2.1 
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