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Inrecent years, Virginia’'s citizens
and government leaders have become
increasingly concerned about the pro-
liferation and misuse of firearms -
particularly handguns. The increased
availability of firearms has coincided

with rapid increases in murders and .

other gun-related violentcrimes,as well
as increases in juveniles committing
violent crimes with guns, in the num-
ber of assault weapons confiscated by

police,” and in ‘the number of gun-

related incidents in public schools.
Homicide, mainly by firearms, is now

_the leading cause of.death among male . .

African-Americans 15 to 34 years old.

Despite the growing concern and
attention being focused on firearms
violence, there is surprisingly little in-
formation available about the link

- between guns.and violent crime. With-
out such information, government
can do little to develop policies to
reduce this violence.

Many questions about guns and
violent:crime are debated in gov-
ernment, in the media, and by the
public, often without being guided by
the solid data needed to provide much-

needed answers.

Introduction
For example:

+ .How prevalent is the use of guns
in violént crimes?
+ How often are juveniles involved

in crimes using guns?

. WﬁéftYpes of firearms are used by
criminals?

«. Howdocriminals obtain firearms?

¢ What laws exist related to the sale

. of firearms, and-how many of-
fenders-are convicted under these
laws?

In response to concerns about

growing firearms violence and the -

lack of data needed to develop
strategies to combat this. . violence,

the Secretary of Public Safety directed
the Department of Criminal Justice

Services’ Criminal Justice Research
Center to prepare a comprehensive
report on firearms and crime.

This report draws on many-sources
of data, some of which have never
before been available to Virginia

‘policy-makers. Much of the datacon-

cerning the number of violent crimes

-mvolvmg firearms in Virginia was

awn.from the FBI's national Uni-
rm_Crime Reports (UCR) database.
Data concerning the nuniber of Vir-

ginia convictions for firearms-related -

offenses was drawn -from _the state’s
Pre/post-Sentence Investigation (PSI)
report database.

Additional information was

) provnded by data collection efforts

developed especnally for this report.

~ ample,

More than a thousand Juvemle and
adult offenders under the custody of.
the Departments - of Corrections and
Youth” and Farmly Services, for ex-
“were interviewed to gather
data about how often these offenders

_carried and used firearms while com-

mitting crimes, what types of firearms
they used, and how .and where they
obfained their firearms. The law -
enforcement homicide files of selected
large and small Virginia localities
were examined to extract detailed
information about the types of firearms
used to commit murders in.Virginia
during 1989, 1990 and 1991. Addi-
tionally, extensive information. was
gathered from the Virginia Firearms
Transaction Program (VFTP) to docu-
ment how many firearms are sold in
Virginia and how often illegal fire-
arms sales are blocked by the state’s
innovative -instant criminal records
background check. -

Much of the mformatlon collccted '
at the request of the Secretary -was
presented to the Governor’s Commis-
sion on Violent Crime to help guide
its deliberations and recommenda-
tions concerning firearms and violent
crime. However, much of the more
detailed information was not pre-
sented to the Commission or was too

_lengthy to presentin the Commission’s -

final report. Therefore, this data is
being pi'cscnted in this separate, spe-
‘cial report tobe included with the final
_report of the Commlssxon

: ‘Hopcfully, this report will provide

- Virginiapolicymakers and others with

information to guide the development
of policies toreduce firearms violence
in the Commonwealth.
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| ~Hadndgun and Firearm -
Involvement in Murder

‘Nearly ‘three-quarters of the 563
murders reported .in Virginia during
"1992 were committéd with a firearm,
and more than 80% of these firearms
'were handguns. Historically, handguns

have been used in crime far more often.

than other types of firearms. Hand-
guns are generally the least expensive
- -firearm to obtain’and they are much

- easier to carry and conceal than rifles
-or shotguns

" ‘Display 1 'p'resen'ts the percentage
of all murders in'the U.S. and Virginia
that were committed using a handgun

durmg the penod 1980 through 1992,

Murders w1th a handgun mcreased

in both the U.S and Virginia between-
1980 and 1992. In 1980, 49% of the

murders  in Virginia were committed

with a handgun. By 1992, this percent-
- age had risen to 60%. Handgun mur-

dersinthe U.S. rose by asrmllar amount
' dunng thrs same perrod

* With the exception of 1982; the
percentage of murders in Virginia com-
mitted with a handgun remained fairly
constant between 1980 and 1986.
Handgun murdersbegantorisein 1987,
and the sharpest increase occurred
between 1989 and 1992.

- Display 1, S
| om0
- 60% |
1 50% fe—
" 40%
"2'0% .

10% -

. 0% T ——

- Percent of Murders 511} the Unlted States
and Vlrgrma Committed with Handguns
’ (1980 1992) ‘

1980 1981 1982 1983

1984 1985 1986

1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992

" robberies and aggravated

Display 2 - . )
Violent Crimes Committed with a Firearm
100% - in the United States and Virginia (1992)
- 3% .
80% 68.2% 2 : : D US.
60% - M va
. : 45.5%
o 40.3%
40% = . : .
. 24.7% 20:8%
20% -
0% N
Murder ‘Robbery ' Assault -

» The percentage of murders com-
mitted 'with  a handgun. in" Virginia
exceeded those committed in.the U.S.
during all years except 1982.

The increase" in-violent crimes
committed with firearms. is not re-
stricted to murders, nor is it réstricted
to only-the use of haridguns. Display 2
compares the- percentages of murders o

~-mitted' with-all typesof- firearmsinsthe- . -
“U. S and Vrrgmra in 1992

. About 68% of murders in the U S.

were committed with a firéarm, com-
pared to 72% of murders commrtted in

. Vlrgrma e s

A larger percentage of 'Vrrglma“ ) '
robberies were . .committed with a fire-

arm than were commltted ln the U‘S =

) Nearly 25% of the assaults in the ,>

U.S. were committed usinga fifearm;
compared to.about 21 % of the assaults

‘committed in Virginia.
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‘Weapons Used by Juvenilés Arrested for Murder in Virginia (1987-1992)

As seen in the previous display,

murders in Virginia committed with a
firearm rose significantly during the
late"1980s andearly 1990s. One alariii-
ing aspect of this increase is that mur-
ders’ by firearm commltted by” _]UVC-

mles (thoseless than 18y years old) rose

combined) more than tripled during
this period. -

. The growth in the use of handguns
by Juvenlles was even greater thanthe
gnoyytlltn  the use of firearms in gen-

eral. The number of murders commit-
ted using a handgun more than qua-

':.:fT:'—his;:;fincreaSE;":{s;biearly;seen
in Display 3, which presents
numbers of Virginia murders during
1987 - 1992 in which at least one juve-

‘nile was arrested. Murders are classi--

fied by the type of weapon used to

--commit-the-crime..Weapon-types:are . .

classified as handguns, other guns
(rifles and shotguns) and other weapons
(knives, . clubs, fists, -etc.).-Data -are
taken from the Supplemental Homicide
Reports provided by the Uniform
Crime Reporting (UCR)-system.

¢ . The number of murders commit-

ted by: juveniles increased for all cat--

egories of weapon types between 1987
and 1992. Nearly three times as many
juveniles were arrested for murder in
1992 as in-1987.

* The growth in the use of firearms
by juveniles is clearly seen by con-
trasting the increases in murders com-
mitted with- and without firearms. In
. 1992, the number of murders commit-
ted using a weapon other than a fire-

4rm’ was.almost_twice. what.it.was - in

-_1987-By-contrast, the:number of mur-
ders committed with all types of fire-

arms (rifles, shotguns and handguns

the -

drupled from 1987 to 1992

The numbers shown in. thlS dis-
play are somewhat less than the total

number of juveniles arrested for
murder as reported by the UCR in the
years 1987 through 1992. The num-
bers shown in this display are less
‘bécause each murder included in the
dlsplay is counted only once, regard-
‘less of how many juveniles may have
been arrested for the crime. The UCR

Juvemle arrest totals, however, may
include more than one juvenile arrest
for each murder.

6
e

Dnsplay 3

Wﬁn;&s Involvmg J uvemle Ofl‘enders by Weapon Type

(1987 - 1992)
1987 : D Handguns
. Other Guns .
16 Other Weapons
1988 3
8
] | 23

‘1989
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Types of Firearms Possessed and Used by

Juvenile and Adult Offenders in Virginia

Data available from official crime
statistics provides little information
about the relationship between crimi-
nals and guns. Generally, crime sta-
tistics reveal little more than whether
an offender used a gun in a.crime and
whether the gun wasahandgun, rlﬂe or
shotgun.

To obtain more information about
the relationship between criminals and
guns, the Criminal Justice- Research
Center surveyed offenders_incarcer-
ated in nine reception and classifica-
tion facilities operated by the Virginia
Department of Corrections (DOC)
and juveniles at the reception. and

. diagnostic center operated by the

‘Virginia Department of Youth-and

“Family Services (DYFS). Allsurveys -

were administered by DOC and DYFS
staff during interviews conducted be-
_ tween November, 1992 and May, 1993..
All offenders surveyed were assured
that their answers were confldentlal
To ensure conﬁdentlahty, no data was
collected that would identify any
individual’s name, sex, age or conv1c—

tion offense. .~ - — o orie ax L L. i

Because the ages of those inter-

viewed were notrecorded, juvenile and
adult offenders were identified based
onthereported average age of offend-
ers’in the facilities surveyed. Those
identified as juveniles in ‘Display 4

.were incarcerated ata DYFS facility in

which the average offender’s age was
15.6 years. Those identified as adults
were incarcerated at DOC facilities
with anaverage inmate age of 31 years.
Additionally, because the offense lead-
ing to incarceration was. not recorded,
those interviewed arenot limited to

‘only” violent offenders.

Display 4 presents information

about the types of firearms owned and

used by juvenile and-adult offenders
surveyed. All percentages shown are
based on'the total number of offenders
interviewed. Data are based on an
analysis of responses ffom"l,l_22 adult
and 192 juvenile offenders.

"« Tuveniles were much more, likely

than adults to say they’,had ever

. About one-thlrd of the juve-
niles and- one.,-ﬁft‘hi of the-adults .
said they-had ever carried a fire-

mates. ThlS is somewhat surpris-
ing given that it is much harder
for a juvenile to legally obtain a .
firearm than it is for an adult.

arm at a crime scene.

* Although many offenders -admit-
ted to possessing a firearm, only about
one-in ten juveniles and adults said
they had -carried a firearm while com-
mitting the crimes for which they were
incarcerated. Even fewer, about 5%,
said they fired their weapon - during
these crimes.

¢ Juveniles were more-than twice as
likely as adults to say they had ever
possessed a semi-automatic pistol.
They were nearly three times as likely
to say they had carried one at a.crime
scene. Adults wereslightly less:likely
'to say they had -ever-possessed-a
-revolver or carried it at a crime-scene:

- o Adultinhates were somewhat less

likely than juveniles to have ever pos-
sessed arifle or shotgun. No more than
3% of adults and juveniles said they
ever carried or used these weapons
during a crime.

K 'Almost’ twice asmany juvenilesas
. adults said they-had ever possessed an

i assault—type nﬂe—,

. No more than 1% of the Juvemles '
said they had ever carried “an assault

Crifle at a. crime scene. None of ‘the -
Juvemles or"adults” surveyed. sald they. .
had ever fired this type of weapon ata
crime scene. -
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Display 4
‘Firearms Possessed by Juvenile and Adult Offenders
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Carricd s Latest Crime . 6% .
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Ever Possessed Firearm
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Ever Posessed Firearm
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Most Common Handguns

~ Used in Virginia Murders

1989-1991

Official crime statistics contain

little information about the types of -
firearmsusedto commit violentcrimes. .

For example, the Uniform Crime. Re-
- porting (UCR) systein only identifies
firearms used in homicides as one of.
three general types: hadgun, rifle or -
* shotgun. Homicideinvestigators work-
ing on individual cases gather much

. more information about the frrearms ’
. mvolved but this data is not collected

orreported in any official state crime
reporting system. '

_To. ohtain more detailed informa-

tion about the types of firearmsused:in

Virginia homicides, the Criminal Jus-
tice Research Center collected data
from the homicide case files of 18
Virginia law enforcement agencies.
The 18 agencies selected were in lo-
calities which reported more than five

- murders in the year 1990 to the Vir- -
ginia State Police.* For each of these’
localities, the "homicide files for the
years 1989, 1990 and 1991 were exam-
med

A total of 590 murders'was com— ]

mitted with a firearm in these locali-
ties during 1989-1991.In413 of these
murders, law enforcement officials
identified the firearm used as a hand-
gun. For 273 of these handguns they
were able to identify the caliber and "
firing action type of the weapon. Efght
types of handguns accounted for 256,
or 94%, of the 273 murders in which
the type of handgun used was identi-
fied. These eight types of handguns are
shown in Drsplay 5.

* By far, the most freonently ‘used
handgun was a .38 caliber revolver.
This handgun was used more thantwice
as often as the next most frequently
used handgun, a .22 caliber revolver.

Display 5

.38 Revolver
22 Revo'lver

9mm Semi-
Automatic

.25 Semi-
‘Automati‘c
.38 Semi-
Automatic
.32'Revolyer

45 Semi-,

Most Common Handguns Used in Virginia Murders
(1989 - 1991)

. Among-semi-automatic handgun's;
the 9mm pistol was the most frequently
used weapon, followed by the 25 call-

' ber plstol

e Three of the fost frequently used

handguns were revolversand five were
semr-automatrc prstols

-In 30% of the: 590 homrcrde frles,

exammed law enforcement ‘inves-

tlgators were unable to ldentrfy the:

type of firearm used to commit the

crime. In some cases; neither the mur-
derer or the firearm used wasfound. -
When a firearm is not found, investi-

- gators can often make inferences about
the type of firearm used by exammmg
bullets récovered at the crime scene or
from the victim’s body. However, in

-:some cases even this information is

unavailable. Bullets sometimes enter

and exit a victim’s body and are not -

Automatic
32 Semi-
Automatic
0 20 4 6 8 100 120

Number of Murders

recovered. In other cases, bullets that :
.are recovered are_so badly_deformed -.

that it is difficult to precisely. identify

‘the type of firearm from which it-was
) Afired. '

The homrcrde:frles exammed"to

_obtain this mformatlon also provrded
.some data about the_use of “assaulf”
type semi-automatic pistols. Six such

weapons were.identified in these files.
Two of the pistols were identified as

the Intratec Tec-9:One prstol was: 1den- o

tified as “similar to-a Tec- 9,”oneasa
“Tec 9, Mac-10 or Uzi” and one as an.-
“Uzi-type weapon.”

* Twenty Virginia localities reported
more than five murders to the UCR section
of the Virginia State Police in 1990. The

homicide files from two of these localities * -

were unavailable for examination, leaving
18 localities from whtch this' data were
drawn
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W Revolvers and

Seml-Automatlc Handguns Used in Virginia Murders

o Although the- previous display

1989-1991

called ‘semi-automatic” because the

shows that the revolver is the most*etngger ‘must“be pulled each time a

‘commonly used-handgun in ‘the homi-
cidecases, inrecent years law enforce-

“bullet is flred..Fully automatic flre-

arms, also

“machine guns,”

. -ment~ofﬁc1als -anid-others

that more andi ‘more of the~ handgunsf

used in violent cnmes are semi-auto-
matic -pistols.. e -
Revolvers are so given this name
because-their ammunition is contained
.inarevolving cylinder. After éach pull
of the trigger, the gun is usually manu-
ally “cocked” to revolve the cylinder
and align the next bullet with the gun
barrel. Semi-automatic pistols, on the
. other hand , CaITy their ammunitionina

“clip” and automatlcally allgn the next_

bullet with the.barrel betweéneach
.pull of the trigger. These pistols are

fire-bulle;

t trxgger is pulled

T -*‘Seml'"autorﬁatlc pistolsTeportedly

are gaining popularity because they
have a faster firing rate, are faster and
easier to reload, and g_ene_r_ally have a

larger ammunition capacxty than
revolvers,

Dlsplay 6 shows the relative per-
centages of revolver and semi- -auto-
matic handguns used in Vlrgrma mur—

'ders commltted dunng six consecutlve -

six-month intervals in 1989 through
1991. Each date shown in'the display

“represents the end-point of a six-month

interval. Data shown are based on the
256 handguns used in murders’ that

. were described in Display 5.
usly as fong asthe

*" In'the first half of 1989, revolvers
were used to ‘commit 70% of the
murders examined, compared to only
30% for senii’-automatic pistols.

. By the latter half of 1991 43% of.

the handguns used "in murders were

seml automatlc plStO]S
. As a result of the mcreasmg use of
semi-automatic pistols by criminals,

~many federal, state ‘and local law

enforcement agencies are replacmg
their revolver sidearms wnth Sle-

-automatic pistols.

51%

Dec-91

Display 6
Percent of Revolver and Semi-Automatic Handguns Used in Vlrgmla
0% Murders (1989 - 1991)
66%
70%
’ 61% ,
60% - 56% 56%.
50% - 44%
s0%] -
30%
30% -
20% -
10% -
070 T T
© v Jun-89 " Dec-89 Jun-90 Dec-90 Jun-91
B Type of Handgun : -
[]Semi-Automatic [l Revolver
Percentages based w} Vthe 8 most commonly used handguns in 256 gun-related murders in 18
. selected localities in Virginia with 5 or more murders in 1990.
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Federally Licensed Fire-
arms Dealers in Virginia
1985 and 1992

The previous displays examined
"how often firearms are used in violent
crimes. and the typés of firearms used
'by those who commit these- crimnes.
Officials searching for solutions to the
problem of gun-related vrolence must
"look at all available data when at-
‘tempting to deyelop pohcres to reduce

these crimes. One approach to reduc- -

ing firearms violence is regulating the
. sale of firearms in an attempt to keep
them out of the hands of criminals. To
provide - information about: firearms

+ sales in Virginia, the next several dis--

) plays discuss the sources, types and
volume of commercral firearms
transactions ‘in the Commonwealth
_ This information can be used in
"conjunctron with other data to ‘better -
understand the connectlons between
firearms, frrearms avallablhty, and
violent crime.

* ‘The Federal Gun Control‘Act of -
1968 established a_licensing system
for persons who manufacture, import
ordealin firearms. To obtaina hcense
an apphcant must be at least 21 years ~
‘'old, be legally able to possess fire-
arms; and have a premises from which
to conduct business. Licensed indi- _
viduals must abide by allrelevantstate ~_

. laws and local ordinances when'mak-

ing firearms sales. The annual fee for
a dealer’s license is $10. Currently

‘there are more than 287,000 Federal

fir_earms licenses in the nation.

Dlsplay 7 presents the number of
federally licensed firearm dealers in

_ Virginia in 1985 and 1992, and the

change in these numbers over this

elght-year penod

* The number of federally licénsed

_firearms ' dealers in Virginia mcreased :

by 24% from 1985 o, 199: .

 The number of pawn brokers wrth ;

.a federal f1rearms llcense

doubled from 1985 t6 1992, increasing

by 153%

arms * manufactirers "-than dealers in

_ Virginia. The number of manufactur-
ers-increased .by 67% from. 1985 to

1992. Most of these manufacturers pro-
duce parts for firearms rather than

completed weapons.

¢ The number of importers of fire-
arms with a federal firearm- license

“increased by 87% from 1985 to 1992.

Federal and state officials have

expressed concern that the current

. - ...-makKing .the “premises”.
.. There are far. fewer hcensed flre- '

Display 7 .

Federal Llcense Data for Vlrglma o

1985and1992 . . . .
o S l:’ercent_.
1985 - 1992 = Change .
Dealers 5513 6827 +24% |

Pawn Brokers A 60- 152 +153%.

. Manufacturers of Firearms 12 - 20 . +67%
Importers of Firearms * 23 L 43 481%

dealer licensing system is too lenient.
The U.S. Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Firearms (BATF) estimates that
only about 26% of the current licensees
operate from a commercxal premises.
BATF also estimates that the remain-
ing 74% of the licenseesconduct little
or .no business, but. simply use . the
license to engage ininterstate firearms
trading, buy guns at wholesale, and
circumvent state record check_reiJuire-
ments. ' '

.the BATF to take steps to’ trghten com- -
,plxance wrth the current?dealer_llcens- :

' more ngorous screemng of ~ license
applicants .and firearm purchasers,

.requirement
moré meaningful, improving BATF's
response to multiple handgun sales,
increasing sanctions for dealer viola-
tions,.and improving agreements with
state and local law enforcement agen- -
cies that address licensing and fire-
arms trafficking problems.

The Commonwealth of Virginia -
does notlicense firearms dealers. How-
ever, legislation to establish asiate

- licensing -system has been recom-

mended by the Govemor s Commrs-
sion on Vlolent Crrme
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- Handgun dealers in Virginiarange

- from dealers who sell fewer than™ 10

handguns per year to large dealers who _
=sel ;000: handguns ayear.

—Anindicationof handgun sales volume ~

Distribution of Handgun Sales
by Virginia Dealers
FY 1991
" A'total of 1,834 firearms dealers
reported 60,044 transactions involving
one or more handguns to the VFTP

durrnglFYf 1991-A Atotal of 65,221

handguns were. sold in these transac-.

in Virginia can be seeii by. €xamining .
datafrom the Vrrglma Firearms Trans=
. action. Program (VFTP). Display 8
 “présenits sales data for licensed deal-
ers in-Virginia who sold at least one
“handgun-during fiscal year 1991. Data

are presented-for-dealers grouped: -ac--

cording to handgun sales volume.
¢ Dealers with the smallest volume
“ofi handgun sales-madeup-70% of-the
active handgun -dealers. in Vrrgmla
However, this group accounted for only

7% of the handguns sold in FY, 1991.

Dealers who sold between 11 and
100 handguns made up 23% of all
dealers in Virginia, and accounted for
24% of the handgun transactions in the
state. ‘
¢ Dealers whosold between 101 and
300 handguns made up only 6% of the
firearm dealers in Virginia, but ac-
counted for 31% of all handgun trans-
actions. This group sold a greater num-
berof handguns than any other group.

1,000 handguns made up only about
1% of the firearms dealers in Virginia,
but-accounted for22% of all ‘the hand-
gun transactrons o

P S e - —_—— em—

Only six firearm dealers in Vir-
ginia_reportéd sales of more.than

1,000 handgins in FY 1991. These -

dealers specialize in firearms and
firearm-related -products. Althéugh
few in number, these dealers accounted
for 16% of all-handgun transactlons

“Déalers who sold between 301 and

th .
greater “than the number “of transac-
tions_reported because some transac-
tions 1nvolved more than one handgun.

The 1,834 firearm dealers that
reported handgun sales in'FY 1991 is
far fewer than the approximately 6,800
federally licensed firearm dealers in
Vlrglma in 1991. There are several
reasons for- thrs dlfference >The:major--
ity of licensed dealers in Virginia only
sell rifles and shotguns: Also, many
individuals holdmg firearms licenses
are no longer or never were “active
dealers. :

- ‘Display 9 lists the 10.localities in
Virginia that had the largest volume
of ‘handgun sales in FY 1991. It is
interesting to note that several rural

Display 9 _
Top Ten Handgun Sales
) Localmes (FY 1991)
. Handgun
. Locality | Transactions.
- Chesterfield - 5474
Hanover 3,(584
Virginia Beach 3,039
Prince William 2,454
Roanoke City 2272
Hampton City 2,104
Newport News 1,782
" Isle of Wight 1,662
- Fauquier 1,625
 Fairfax 1,555

counties with large sales volumes are
adjacentto urban areas with ordinances
that regulate handgun sales (see
Display 15). This suggests that resi-
dents of these urban areas may
purchase firearms by traveling to
neighboring " jurisdictions with less
restrictive purchasing requirements.

Display 8
Handgun Sales By Virginia Dealers (FY 1991) .
Dealer ~ Numberof  Percent of Pe;;::;::: I Number of
Vol Handgun  All Handgun . Handguns
vyoume Dealers ‘Dealers Transactions o4
- (N = 60,044) .
S Chel0T 1275 70% 1% 4,159
“11'to 100 415 23% 24% 14,439
TI0Tte300. JTDUOT1T T 6% % - 18,528
301 to 1,000 27 1% 22% 16,103
221 000 .6 . . 0% 16% 11,992
- Totals _ 1,834 ) 65,221
El Total nw;d;rja]: llandgu;s sul]iirgreaur than total nurber of handgun tr
because some tran.\'acrwns mvolve sale of muluple handgun: .
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 Multiple Handgun Sales
in Virginia
FY 1991

The sale of multiple handguns has
been amajor issue in the debate over
the availability of firearms and vio-
lent crime. DrsplayIO combines data

_:provrded by the Virginia Firearms
Transaction Program (VFTP) and the
U.S. Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and

. Firearms to estimate. how many Vir-
ginia handgun'sales in fiscal year 1991
involved more than one gun.--

*  Multiple handgun sales accounted
for at least 6% of the sales reported to
-the VFTP. Federal and state officials
believe the 6% figure underestimates
" the multiple sale purchases.

* Semi-automatic pistols made up
nearly three-quarters of the handguns
-sold’inthese multiple handgun transac-
tions. .

- Concern about multiple handgun
sales, and the fact that these weapons

* have been found at crime scenes in

majoreastern U.S. cities, led torecent

legislation to limit these sales. The
1993 General Assembly _enacted the -

“one handgun a month” law which
limits to one the number of handguns
that an individual can purchase in a

30-day period. The 1993 General

Assembly also authorized the VFTPt6
“begin collectmg data on the number’

and type of firearms sold by flrearm_’

dealers..

Display 10

Multiple Handgun Sales
. FY 1991

"] Single ' Lo
Gun - Multiple

;- Gun Revolvers.

Sales 2%
6%

Semi-

Automatic

Pistols
74%

These Transactions
Involve 8.595'Handguns

Total Transactions = 60,044

cprov1de a ‘
would-be purchasers who may” mtend o
" to use a firearm while angry or under

Sources of
Firearms Used by
Offenders

Many people have argued that the
increasing use of firearms_in violent
crime is related to the ready availabil-
ity of firearms. As previously seen,
large numbers of firearms, particu-

larly handguns, are sold in Virginia -
.each year, and firearms are involved

in an mcreasmg proportlon of violent
crimes.

‘Those who argue that the ease of
firearms availability. ‘contributes to
increased firearms. vrolence believe
that regulating the availability of
these weapons-is one-viable means of
reducing violent.crime. Such regula-
tion can take the form of prohibitions
on who can purchase firearms, limits
on the number of firearms thatcan be
purchased within a certain period, or
prohibitions on the sale of certain types
of firearms. Other forms of regulation
include imposing waiting periods on
prospective firearms;purchasers. Wait-
ing perrods would grve law enforce—

Display 11
Sources of Handguns for
Offenders

50% 7 ass

2 - y :
Family/ Black  Private - Retail  Other
Friends Market Owner  Outlet

Drsplay 11 shows the percentages
of juveniles. and adults’ who reported

oobtaining handguns fiom each of sev-

eral different types of sources: family
or friends, the black. market, private
owners, retail outlets, and other sources.

. Over,all,adult'offenders were most
likely to report obtaining: a handgun
from a retail. outlet, whereas juveniles

were ‘most likely to. report obtaining .

a handgun from a famlly member or
friend. »

* - Although. retail outlets ;Were_ the
single most common source of hand-

coolmg “oft”

stress

* Others argue that restrrct'ng the
Iegal sale of firearms W €

- >Only 5% of juveniles said. they

>‘A}let Th1s is® not surprrsrng becausem’

Virginia_.it is illegal for. anyone under

T 213 years old to purchase a handgun

keep guns from ¢riminals because .

criminals can obtain their gunsthrough-

illegal means. They contend: that re-

- stricting these sales willi mconvemence

law-abiding citizens while havmg little
effect on criminals.

In an attempt to provide some
information about how and - where
criminals obtained firearms, incarcer-
ated juveniles and adults interviewed
inthe previously described survey were
asked several questions about the
sources of their weapons.

. Forty percent ‘of the juveniles sald"';f

they obtained a handgun from ablack

market source.. About one-quarter of -

adult offenders reported obtaining a

‘handgun from a blaqk::m,ar,k,et source. .

+- ‘Some researchers contend that be- .
- cause many-offenders-appear to. obtain.

handguns through noncommercial

sources, efforts, to regulate -the com- -

mercial sales of handguns will have
limited success in keeping handguns
away from criminals. -
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Sources of Firearms Used
by Offenders (continued)

In addition to being asked about
the sources of their firearms, the incar-
ceratéd juveniles and adults were asked
about their involvement with stolen
firearms. Display 12 presents infor-
mation about how many juveniles and
adults admitted to being involved with
stolen firearms of any type, including
rifles or shotguns.

* Most of the adults and juveniles
surveyed stated that they had never
stolen"a firearm. About one in five
juveniles and one in six adults admit-
ted to having stolen a firearm.

Display 12
Firearms Stolen by Offenders
Have Stolen_[ B D.Juvcniles
aGun B Acuis
Kepta %
Stolen Gun
Have Soid or B - 0%

Traded a
Stolen Gun 20%

*  Overall, juveniles were more likely
than aduits to say they had everstolen
_a firearm or kept, sold or traded a
stolen firearm.

*  Aboutone-quarterof juveniles said
they  had - previously kept a stolen
firearm, compared to about one in sxx
adults. :

As can beseen in Display 12, the
percentages of juveniles and adults
_ admitting to_have ever kept, sold or

traded a stolen firearm is larger than
- the percentages that-admitted to-steal-
. ingafirearm. This discrepancy may be -
‘because some of the offenders-inter--
viewed had obtained and used firearms
which they knew to be stolen, but had -
not stolen the weapons themselves.

Offenders and Armed Victims

The majority of those who see a
relationship between violent crime
and the availability of firearms believe
that the large number of firearms in
society contribute to violent crime.
However, afew have argued that the
widespread availability of -guns may
also have an opposite effect. Accord-
ing tothis view, the widespread avail-
ability ‘of firearms may act as a .deter-
rent tocrime:because criminals some-
times avoid committing a crime for
fear of encountering a victim who is
armed.

One possible way to test this asser-
tion is to determine if known offenders

report ever having been deterred from'

criminal activity by the fear of encoun-
tering an armed victim. Juvemles and

: adults _ir mterv1ewed in the prev1ously
described offender survey were asked

whether. they had ever personally en-

* countered a victith armed witha gun

(other than a police officer or security
guard) while committing a crime, or
whether they had ever been scared off,
shot at, wounded or captured by an
armed victim. They were also.asked if
they had ever decided not to commit a
crime because they knew or believed
that the intended victim was armed
with a gun. These questions were
asked of all offenders interviewed in
the survey, regardless of whether the

offender admitted to_ever possessing
or using a gun in a crime. Findings
from these questions are presented in
Display 13.

*  More than one-third of the juve-
niles interviewed stated that they had
encountered an armed victim or had
been scared off, shot at, wounded or
been captured by a victim armed with
a gun.

*  Only about one in five adults ad-
mitted having ‘'a similar experience
due to an encounter with an armed
victim. B

e About one in four juveniles and
one in ten ‘adults said that they had
decided not to commit a crime for fear
of encountering a victim armed with a
gun.

These responses indicate that at
least some criminals have been de-
terred from commlmng a crime based
on a fear of ‘encountering an armed
victim. However, it would be very dif-
ficult to document any such wide-
spread deterrent effect using’ official
crime statistics. These statistics are
based on crimes reported to law en-
forcement authorities and could not
measure crimes that did not occur due
to such a deterrent effect. '

Display-13=» . — - .~ -

) Offenders' Encounters With
= * Armed Victims

 Have Encountered an
Arimed Victim

| 35%

Have Been Scared Off,
Shot At, Wounded

35%

23%

Did ﬁbt Commit a Crime, ‘
“Feared Victim was Armed-

2%6% 9 iuvelmles
2% . dults

Gun Report . Page 69



Virginia Firearms
Legislation '

Virginia and all other states
have enacted laws deﬂmng flrearm
offenses and prescribing penalties
for. violating these laws. Professor
- Franklin Zimring of the University

of California has identified three
_broad types of firearms laws;

restrictions on who may possess
firearms, restrictions on the use'of

firearins, and restrictions on certain
types of firearms.

~ Display 14 presents 34 fire-
arms-related felony offenses con-
tained in the Code of Virginia as of
December 1, 1993. These offenses
are grouped according to the three
types of firearm laws identified by
Professor’ Zimring. ‘For each of-
fense, the penalty range prescribed

in the Code is shown, as well as the

number of convictions for the of-
fense during 1992. Conviction data
are from the Pre/post - Sentence

Investxgatxon database, which does -

not include all felony convictions.

The 1950 Code of Virginia

listed eight felony firearms-related

offenses. Since 1950, the General

Assembly has added 26 new felony

" firearms offenses. More ‘than

80% of these new offenses have

been added since 1986, and’ more”
.than one-half of them have been

added by the last. four- General
Assemblies.

. In addition to these 34 felony

offenses, the " Code defines 22
firearms-related misdemeanor of-
fenses not listed. These offenses
include several recent prominent
pieces of legislation: the “one-

handgun-a-month” law, prohibi- -

tions against. minors possessing
handgunsor assaultrifles, and the
prohibition of the Striker 12
“Street-sweeper” shotgun.

Display 14

Virginia Firearm Felony Laws in Effect on December 1, 1993
and Number of Convictions: 1992

. Penalty
Description Range Convictions |
RESTRICTIONS ON WHO MAY
POSSESS OR CARRY FIREARMS
Purchaser must not:
+ make false statements on form authorizing .
criminal history record check: 1Y-10Y 30
» "transfer to; transport out of state and transfer to; purchase
multiple firearms and provide to; or transport to another _
state and provide to an ineligible person: 1Y-10Y 0
Ineligible person must not use another person to obtain: Y- 10Y *
Alien may not possess/transport assault firearm: J'lY-SY‘ o * )
Felon may not possess/transport/conceal: 1Y-5Y 428
Citizen must not give or sell to felon: 1Y-5Y 1
Citizen must not furnish a minor with a handgun: 1Y-5Y *
RESTRICTIONS ON HOW FIREARMS ARE USED
A citizen must not: -
« ‘possess “sawed-off” shotgun when@mmiu:ing aviolentcrime: - 20-life 9
* possess/use machine gun when committing-a crime: 20-life 1 .
« discharge from a motor vehicle: 1Y-10Y 8
« _use restricted ammunition in commission of crime: 1Y-10Y - 0
. maﬁdously discharge within/shoot-at occupied house/building: ~ 2Y- 10Y ) 43
. possess/use’ machine gun for offenswe/ aggressnve purpose:  2Y-10Y 1
* possess. sawed-off’ shotgun ' - 2Y-10Y 49
» discharge thhm/shoot-at a school or dlscharge -
- while on ‘or within 1000 feet of school property:- 2Y-10Y NA
: ' :possess wh11e selllngrl Ib. ¢ or mote?ne;u;uz;na ------ + 3Y - 0
e subsequent offense 5Y 0
« useinc 3Y 672 .
« subsequent offense L - 5Y 154 -
. possess while sellmg Schedule IIII drugs: 3Y 0
" subsequent offénse: , 5Y 0
* discharge within/shoot-at occupied house/bu1ldmg -1Y-5Y - 41
. * brandish/point while on/within 1000 feet of
school property; or possess while_on school property: 1Y-5Y . 1
* possess while possessing Schedule /11 drugs: 1Y-5Y 248
* arrange-so it fires on touch/by remote control: 1Y-5Y 0
. possess an unregistered silencer or mufﬂer 1Y-5Y 0
» conceal without a permit - second offense » 1Y-5Y 11
¢ conceal without a permit - third offense: 2Y-10Y 4
RESTRICTIONS ON ACCESS TO FIREARMS ‘ ‘ o
Import/sell/manufecture/transfer/possess plastic firearms: 1Y-10Y 0"

* Indicates that the law became effective after 1992 and, therefore, no canvtctton
data is yet available. :
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Display 15

_ Local Firearms Ordinances

Cities Counties

Restrictions on Who
May Purchase, Possess,
Carry, Transfer or

Sell Firearms

B

Chesapeake

Fairfax

‘Alexandria

‘Buyer Must:Have a Permit or License
Buyer:MustNot be:Felon; Drug User, étc.
Local Waitin'g Period

1:Buyer Must Have Records Check

Towns

'
t
'
s

Chesterfield
|
rfax

Faiffa
Southampton

ann‘oke
Stithfield

Prince William
Farmville -

Hampton
Lynchburg
Newport News
Norfolk
fPortSmouth
Richriond
‘Hoanoke
éuﬂolk
‘,Vir‘g“inia Beach
Albémarle
Arlington
Hariover
Henrico
Loudoun

T
'

A

Biyer Must.be Fingerprinted

Must Not Sell, Transfer or Lend to Minors

* Minors Must Not PosssyDisclu\rge in Public -
-l Dealer'License Required. - -
| Deater Must Have Records Chéck

,
e
K

. Dealer Must be Fingerprinted

Dealer Must Report Sales Information
Restrictions on How
Firearms May Be Used
No Discharge in Certain Places i
Must Not Possess/Carry-Certain Places
Must.Not Point:Brandish-Misuse £
Must Keep Away From Children

- Must Not Use Teflon Bullets

I Must Not Alte,rjsedal Number
| Forfeiture If Concealed Illegally
Forfeiture If Used in Crime’

111

Legend: 1 In effect

Note:

(applicable to.-handguns)

Localities were selected on the.basis of population or because they have a ”permit to purchase* ordinance in effect.

. Local permit authorized by

Not stated in Code but
Section: 15:1-525, CS&!LQLYJIRJ

carned -out in-Practice

Local Firearm Ordinances in Virginia

In addition to state laws regulat-
“ing firearmis, some Virginia localitiés
also have enacted “ordinances which
regulate firearms, Display 15 presents
alisting of firearm-related-ordinances
currently ineffectin Virginia’s 20 most
populous localities. and in four other
localities that have “perinit to  pur-
chase” ordinances. As in Display 14,
ordinances are grouped according to
whether they restrlct who may possess
or whether they" restrict the” u
firearms. None of the localities ldenu-

fied in"the fij gure are kilowni to have'an -

~*Virginia Department-of State Police.

In 1987 the General Assembly
enacted legislation prohibiting locali-
ties from paSSing firearms ordinances
without first obtaining the approvalof

“the General Assembly. Although this
ter the Virginia Firearms Transaction state “preemption” statute did- not
Program became effectlve to 1dent1fy in\?alidate already existing local 6rdi—

The localities: pavlpg permlt to

purchase ‘ordinances were identified
by a 1990 survey conducted by the

-The survey was conducted shortly- af-

ceased to enact any new firearms ordi-
_ nances. A few localmes have enacted
"flrearm ordinances since 1987. after
usedzon large ’obtammg the approval of the General-
localities because it was assumed that Assembly.
large localities. would be more likely ~

ordinance restricting specific- types 5f —thal

firearms.
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Vlrglma Flrearms Transactlon Program Performance

" Display .16 presents data supplied
by the Department of - State Police
VirginiaFirearms Transaction Program
(VFTP) on the number of firearm
transactions requested and denied in
1990 and 1992. Firearm transactions
are denied if-the VFTP computerlzcd

background check on prospective -
firearms purchasers reveals a record -

* indicating the purchaser is not l\egul'ly
eligible to - purchase firearms. Data is

also presented concerning the reasons.

. for transaction denials and arrésts made

in. 1992 for illegally.. attemptmg to -

purchase ﬁrearms o

. The -number of transactions re-

Aqu‘ested in 1992 was more than three B

vonly for handgun purchases Begm-
'mng inJune, 1991, background checks
were required forall firearm purchases,
including rifles and shotguns.

2,

Lt possrble that’ pcrsdns mehglble to’

‘long guns This is suggcstcd By the
i fact that most violent crimes are coi- 7
d- mrtted by mdrvrduals using handguns

This.

'1990 and 1992

. increase suggests that about two-thirds

of all transactions requests are for the

“sale of rifles or shotguns.

~» Although there was a major in-
crease .in transactions requested in-

1992, the transaction denial rate in 1992
was —considerably lower than in ‘1'.990_.-

denial rate’in 1992. The majority of the

-firearms transactions in 1992 were for
,rrﬂc or shotgun purchases,- which did-
 notrequire abackground checkin 1990.- .

outlets.

1992 is that persons ineligible to pur-
chase firearms have bccorne more
aware of 'the background check re-

* quirement and have avoided attempt-

ing to.purchase firearms through retail

-e. The most common -reason for
. denial of a transaction was that the
+ Two’ p0551ble reasons have been -
proposed forthe decreased transaction

person attempting to purchase the fire-
arm was found_to have a felony con-
viction. In 1992, more than three times

as many transactions were denied for

this- reason as. for .prospective pur-
chascrs havmg an outstandmg felony

purchase flrearm

rather than long guns.

" chargeorb being identified asafugitive.

[s transactrons very'.

small percentage of the total transac-
tions requested in each year. ‘How-
ever, the small percentage of transac-

- tions denied -should not be seen as a
. _Ancghcr. possible_reﬁon‘fdr- the -
decreased. transaction’denial rate in:

rnégisuré ‘of the: VFTP’s -effectiveness
in blocking illegal firearms.sales: At-is
hkely that the background check pro-

— A e - Jcess dcterred some ineligible pcrsons
F'g“re 1 - T -~ fiomatiempting to purchase forearms=
Vlrgnma Fnrearms Transactlon Prog Performance ~=However;-the: transaction- denial-rate-
: 24371990 and- 1992 ot L o does: not include illegal sales deterred
: ~* in this manner, = -
g o 1990 . 1992 o ‘.
‘Transactions Requested: 60,018 191,540 - In 1992 the Virginia State Police
1" Transactions Deniéd: 1,035 7 1,667 estabhshed a Firearms Investigation
“Reasons for Denial™ " - L ) - Unit (FIU). The FIU staff investigate
=« Felony Conviction: 693 - 1,287 transaction requests that were denied
" -Outstandirig Felony Chiarge: 302 295 _ ‘because theprospectrve purchaser was
» ° Wanted (Fugmve) 40 T3 ‘found tobe ineligible” to purchase a_
Denial Rate: ’ 1.7% “1.0% “firearm. " Since ‘startifg’ ‘these- inves-
Confirmed Arrests for Attemptmg t6 Purchase: 468 “tigations; thie FIU has incréased the
Conﬁrmed Arrests of Wanted Persons: ‘ 116 _number of. _persons -arrested for- 1llc-.
= el : ' : gally attempting-to purchase firearms
*  VFTP “lfP"?Vﬂl Wlfs-r:equired onlyfor haudgun sales in 1990. in Vlrglma
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Vlrginia’s Mandatory
Firearm Penalty
”Z‘EﬁhﬁﬁCélﬁéﬂt LaW

- Like all.other states, Vlrgrma has
adopted a mandatory frrearms penalty

mandatory prison: term-of-one-’

year-for a first conviction - ‘and- three ’
_years for a subsequent conviction for

any person_who used or attempted to

use-a firearm ‘while committing mur-
der, rape, robbery, burglary or abduc-

tion. In 1980 and again in 1993, the

General Assembly increased the man-
datory prison term and added to the list
of offenses covered by this law.

For such alaw to act as a deterrent
againstuse of firearms in crime, those
who commit (or contemplate) crimes
with a firearm must be aware of the
law. In an attempt to determine if
convicted offenders were aware of
Virginia’s firearm penalty enhance-
ment law, juvenile and adult offenders
interviewed in the previously described
offender survey were asked about the
law and whether it ever influenced

Dlsplay 17 B

Offenders Aware of/Influenced by Mandatory
- ) Flrearm Law

Are Aware 0f~Virglnia i
Law/Increased Penalty

: Have Been Influenced
by the Added: Penalty

commrttmg a crime. Dlsplay 17 pre-

sents data based on these questions.

* Themajority of juveniles and adults
said they were aware of the penalty
enhancement law. Juveniles were more
likely to be aware of thelaw than adult
inmates. Percentages shown in. the
figure -are based on all offenders sur-
veyed, including offenders convicted
of crimes that did not involve firearms.

* Although the majority of offend-
ers said they were aware of the penalty
enhancement law, only about two-
thirds of juveniles and one-quarter of
adults aware of the law said it had ever

Display 18
Percent Convicted of the Mandatory Flrearm Law
(1990 - 1992)

81.6%
80% 4 r— 764%

T0% 4

50% 4.
40% 4

30% J

20% A

748% | | -

10% 4

Murder  Robbery —— Assaull

D Convrcted

 their demsron to.use a frrearm while

lnﬂuenced thelr decision to use or not
use a gun while committing a crime.

* Nearly one-half of juveniles and
20% of adults stated that they carried a
firearm. These percentages include
those who were and were not aware of
the penalty enhancement law.

« Thisdataconcerning awareness of

the penalty enhancement law isbased ~ -

on responses from convicted offend-
ers. As such, it provides no indication
of awarenéss of the law by those who
may have been deterred from commit-
ting crimes by the law.

For alawto actasadeterrent, there
also must be some degree of certainty
that the penalty will be applied in cases
covered by the law. Display 18 illus-
trates how often the law was applied in
various crimes involving the use of a
firearm. Data are based on a three-year
average of convictions during the years
1990 through 1992.

While the probability of an '
offender’s incurring the mandatory
_ firearms penalty was high, it was by no

| means certain. Although a judge had
) to lmpose the penalty if an offender

ed under this statute, about

" 25% of the criminals who used a fire-

- arm 1n ‘the” offenses shown were not

_ given this additional sanction. Itistikely

‘that the penalty enhancement in these -

"~ cases was dropped as part of a plea

E negotratron
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Publications:

Crime in Virginia, Uniform Crime Reporting Section, Virginia
Department of State Police

. Drsplays 1,23

Umf rmn° Crime Reports for the United States, United States
Federal Bureau of Investigation

» Displays 1,2

Data Bases:

Homtcrde Flrearm Study data base, Crlmmal Justlce Research
Center, Vlrglma Department of Criminal Justice Services .
» Displays 5,6 :

Pre-Sentence Investigation (PSI) data base, Virginia Department of Corrections
* Displays 14,17 :

Survey of Virginia Prison Inmates and Youths Committed to
Learning Centers data base, Criminal Justice Research Center,
Virginia Department of Criminal Justice Services

* Displays 4,11,12,13,16 :

Federal and State Agencies:

Criminal Justice Research Center, Virginia Department of Criminal
Justice Services
¢ Displays 14,15

United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms

. thlaysn‘/;é 9, 10
~V1rgip' Fir arms Transactlon Program Department of State Police
. Dlsplays 8, 9 10 15
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 Crimes Committed with Firearms in the State of Hawaii, 1983- 1992

By Thomas M. Greven,‘James B.
Richmond, JoAnn E. Taira

- ‘rom 1983 to’ 1992 35 percent

killed with a firearm,; 71 percent of
whom were killed with a handgun.
While the total number of homicides
in‘Hawaii has’ remamed relatively
stable and low during the past 10
years, the proportion of those
homicides committed with a firearm

is increasing.. In 1983, 32 percent of
Hawan murder vrctlms were killed
with firearms; while 40 percent died
by this method in 1992

Other major ﬁndmgs of ‘this report
include:

State

® The total.number of robberies
and the number of robberies commit-
ted with a firearms’ generally.
declined from 1983 to 1991; how-

ever, from 1991 to 1992; the total
number of robberies increased 17
percent and the number of robberies
committed with a firearm increased
64 percent.

® - From1983't0 1992, the-number

of aggravated assaults mcreased 53
percent.and the number commrtted
with a firearm increased 12 percent.
The percentage of aggravated ,
assaults comiriitted ‘with a ﬁreerm
was smaller in 1992 than in 1983.

®.  Arrests for weapons vnolattons
mcreased 83 percent from 1983 to
1992.

of" all homicide victims were

City & County of Honolulu

o From 19@8 to 1992, there xvere
59 ﬁrearm-related homlcrdes in the

City and County of Honolulu, of
which 41 were male and 18 were

'female

° Forty;elght of the 59 homicides
were committed with a handgun 8

. thh a nﬂe, and 3 thh a shotgun

Fourteen of those victims were lnlled
with a regrstered firearm, 7 thh a gun
whrch had been reported stolen, 18
with an'unregistered firearm, and 19
with a ﬁrearm that t was not recovered

® qut_h_omrcrde victims had no
_ reéord of fany pridr convictions'.-

® Twenty-four of the 55 persons

‘suspected of or charged with krllmg

those 59 victims had no record of any

" prior convrctlons, 16 bad petty

mrsdemeanor or misdemeanor convic-
tions only, and 15 had a record of
felony ¢ ’

Dunng the 10 year penod from - 1983

_ to 1992, 464 pefsons were reported

’ murdered in the State of Hawaii, 163
@35 percent) of whom were killed with -
Of those kllled wrth a

The average annual number of
murders in Hawaii during the 10 year

- period 1983 to 1992 was 46.4 and
‘ranged from a high . of 57 m 1983 toa
Tow of 34 in 1984. The 42 homicides
"in 1992 ‘was 9 percent below the 10

year average Figure 1 (see page 8)

(J‘l me Trcml Sencs

shows the relationship between total
number of “homicides, the pumber of
homicides commrtted with all firearms,
and the number of hom:cndes commrtted .
with handguns for the State of Hawau

for 1983 ‘to 1992

: Nation_ally‘, the number of homicides has

increased steadily since 1987. From
1983 to 1992, the average annual

- pumber of murders in the United States

was 19,200. The 1992 homicide total,
22,540, was 17 percerit higher than the
10 year average. From 1983 to 1992, 62

. percent of those reported murdered in

the United States were killed with a
firearm, 76 percent of which involved a
handgun.” Figure 2 (page 8) shows the
relationship among the total number of
homicides, the number of homicides
commmed with all firearms, and the
number of homicides committed with -

'ha.ndguns for the United States for 1983

to' 1992

-Over the 10 year penod from 1983 to

1992 the use of firearms in homicides
has’ become ‘much ‘more prevalent in the
United States as a whole than in" Hawaii.

"In 1983 32 percent of the homicides in

Hawau were firearm-related and 23 -

-percent involved a handgun; in 1992,
-those figures were 41 percent and 29

percent, respectively. Nationally, 61
percent of the homicides in 1983 were
firearm-related and 45 percent involved a

;handgun ‘In 1992, 68 percent of the

homicides nationally ‘were ﬁrearm
related and 55 percent involved a’

" handgun. The number of hormcrdes in

Hawaii is relatwely low; as such, annual

. fluctuations appear dramatic. . However,

the overall trend for the state shows that

‘firearms are accounting for a greater’
“percentage of all homicides. Figure 3




firearms have played in homicides in
the United States and Hawaii from
1983 to 1992. ‘

ROBBERY |
From 1983 to 1992, there were 10,758
reported robberies in the State of

Hawaii, 13 percent of which (1,359)
involved a firearm.! In 1992, the
1,151 reported robbenes were 7
percent higher than the 10 year
average of 1,075.8 robberies per year
but 13 percent lower than the 1983
robbery total of 1,330. During the 10
year period, both the total number of
robberies and the number of robberies
committed with a firearm generally
declined, until 1992, when the total
number of robberies increased 17
percent and the number of robberies
committed with a firearm increased 64
percent over the previous year.

The total number of robberies in the
United States declined during the
1980s, but then increased in the early
1990s. From 1983 to 1992, the
number of reported robberies increased
39 percent, while the percentage of
robberies commmed with ﬁrearms ,
grew from 37 percent in 1983 to 40
percent in 1992. In 1983, 17 percent
_ of the robberies committed in Hawaii
' involved a firearm. In 1992, 10
" percent of the robberies in Hawaii
involved a firearm, up from 7 percent
in 1991. Figure 4 (page 9) shows a-
10-year trend in the number of
robberies reported pationally and in
Hawaii from 1983 to 1992. Figure 5
(page 9) illustrates the percentage of
robberies committed with firearms in
the United States and Hawaii from
1983 to 1992.

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

Of the 12,538 reported aggravated
assaults reported in the State of Hawaii
between 1983 and 1992, 20 percent -
(2,540) involved a firearm. In 1983,
there were 891 reported aggravated
assaults, 189 of which involved a
firearm (21 percent). In 1992, there
were 1,365 reported aggravated

Crime Trend Series

“assaillts (an incredse of 53 percent=
from 1983), of which 211 involved a -

_ Statutes.
failing to register a firearm, possessing.
_ a firearm without a permit improperly

firearm (a 12 percent | increase).
Overall, a smaller proportion of all
aggravated assaults involved a firearm
in-1992 than in 1983. ‘

Nationally, the number of reported
aggravated assaults has steadily
mcreased from 1983 to 1992, includ-
ing the number and percentage
involving a firearm. In 1983, 21
percent of the reported aggravated
assaults involved a firearm. In 1992,
there was a 73 percent increase in the

. pumber of reported aggravated

assaults, a 102 percent increase in the
number of aggravated assaults which
involved a firearm, and an increase
from 21 percent to 25 percent in the
proportion-of all aggravated assaults
involving firearms. Figure 6 (page 9)
illustrates the changes in the number
of reported aggravated assaults
nationally and in Hawaii; Figure 7
(page 10) shows the percentage of
aggravated assaults committed with
firearms.

"WEAPONS VIOLATIONS |

The Uniform Crime Reporting
Program collects arrest data for one
other group of offenses involving
firearms, collectively referred to as
“weapons violations”, described in
Chapter 134 of the Hawaii Revised
These offenses include

carrymg or stonng a ﬁrearm, and
possessing 1llegal firearms. In
addition to weapons violations

.involving a firearm, Chapter 134 also -

prohibits electric guns, switchblade
knives, and carrying other dangerous
weapons such as a blackjack and metal
knuckles in a concealed fashion.?

From 1983 to 1992, the number of
arrests for weapons violations in-
creased 83 percent, from 506 to 924.
During that period, adult arrests
increased 84 percent (from 450 to 827)
while juvenile arrests increased 73
percent (from 56 to 97). In 1983, 89
percent of the arrests for weapons

| vxolanons mvolved adults, in 1992 90
' -percent-involved adults.. Figure 8
(page 10) summarizes-these changes.

Nauonally, the number of arrests for
weapons violations increased 27
percent from 1983 to 1992. During
that same period, the pumber of adult
arrests increased 14 percent, while
juvenile arrests increased 106 percent.
The 10 year trend for weapons
violations arrests appears in Figure 9

(page 10).

HOMICIDE 1988-1992:
City and County of Honolu_lu

From 1988 to 1992, there were 87
homicide victims killed with firearms
in Hawaii, 68 percent (59) of which
occurred in the City and County of
Honolulu. A more detailed analysis of
the firearm-related homicidesin -
Honolulu reveals important informa-
tion concerning the weapons used and
the criminal records of the victims and
offenders. This analysis involved
reviewing each of the 59 homicide
case files, checking the registration of
firearms used in the homicides, and
conducting a criminal history check of
each victim and offender 3

- Victim Characteri_sti&s

Of the 59 homicide victims killed- with
a firearm, 41 were male and 18 were
female. Eighty-three percent of the
males (34) and 78 percent of” the
females were Killed with a handgun.
The youngest homicide victim was 11,
the oldest 68, and the average victim’s
age was 29.9 years. Forty-two of the
homicides involved a single victim and
a single offender; 5 victims were
killed by more than one offender; 7
victims were killed in circumstances
which involved multiple victims of a
single offender (2 cases involved 2
victims with one offender, one case
involved 3 victims with one offender);
and for 5 of the victims, the number of
offenders was unknown. Ten of the
victims were related to their killer,

-including 4 spouses; 16 wére fnends

19 were acquaintances; 8 were
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CRIMES COMMITTED WITH FIREARMS

strangers; and for 6 of the victims,
their relationship with their killer(s)
was unknown to the police.*

Thirty-one of the 59 homicide victims
had no record of convictions; 1 victim
had a conviction for a petty misde-
meanor only; 16 victims had records
for convictions of only misdemeanors;
and 4 bhad conviction records for only
petty misdemeanors and misdemean-
ors. Only 7 of the 59 homicide
victims had a record of any felony
conviction: 5 had felony convictions
for property crimes, and 2 had
convictions for property, drug, and
violent crimes.

Seven of the 59 homicide victims had
a record of petty misdemeanor
convictions; the median number of
convictions was 1, the average 2. Of
the 27 victims who had convictions for
misdemeanors, the median number of
convictions was 2, the average 3.5.
Seven victims had convictions for
felony property crimes, with a median
of 1 and an average of 1.9 convictions
per person. Two victims had one
conviction each for a felony drug
offense, and the same 2 victims had
one conviction each for a violent
felony offense (assault 2 and robbery).

Offender Characteristics

From 1988 to 1992, 55 individuals
were known to be or suspected of

being responsible for the deaths of the
59 victims (not all of the cases have

been resolved). Of the 55 suspects/
offenders, 51 were male and 4 were
female. Forty-two of the suspects/
offenders acted alone, killing a single
victim; 3 suspects/offenders acted
alone, killing multiple victims (in 2
cases killing 2 persons, in 1 case
killing 3); and 5 suspects/offenders
had one accomplice each, killing a
single victim. Four of the suspects/
offenders committed suicide after
killing their victim(s).

Forty of the suspects/offenders bad no
record of felony convictions: 24 of
the suspects/offenders had no record of
convictions, 14 had misdemeanor

convictions only, and 2 had only petty
misdemeanor and misdemeanor
convictions. Of the 15 suspects/
offenders who had a record of felony
convictions, 7 had convictions for
property crimes only, 2 had convic-
tions for drug crimes only, and 6 had
convictions for violent felonies.

Of the 7 suspects/offenders who had
convictions for petty misdemeanors,
the median number of convictions was
1, the average 1.1. Twenty-eight
suspects/offenders had a record of
misdemeanor convictions with a
median value of 3 and an average of
3.8 convictions per person. Eleven of
the suspects/offenders had a record of
felony property crimes, a median of 1
and an average of 3.8 per person (one
person had 18 gambling convictions; 6
of the 11 had only 1 conviction). For
the 3 suspects/offenders with felony
drug convictions, the median number
of convictions was 1, the average 2.
The 6 suspects/offenders with a record
of violent felony convictions had a
total of 9 convictions, a median and an
average of 1.5 each.

Circumstances - Relationships

As stated above under Victim Charac-

. teristics, most of the homicide victims

knew their killer. By circumstances,
the greatest number of victims were
killed during, or as the result of, a
domestic argument or break-up: 19.
In addition, 3 victims were killed as a
result of a love-triangle. Sixteen of
the victims were killed during a non-
domestic argument, 12 were kilied as
the result of gang- or drug-related
violence, 3 were killed while “playing
around” with a gun (e.g. “Russian
Roulette™), 1 was killed in the
commission of a robbery, and 5 of the
victims were killed under unknown
circumstances.

By relationship, all 8 victims who
were family members with the suspect/
offender, including spouses, were
killed (almost by definition) during
domestic arguments and/or break-ups.
Half (8) of the 16 victims killed by
their friend(s) also died in a domestic

dispute or break-up. The 3 victims
killed while “playing around” with a
gun were friends with the person
holding the gun, 2 friends were killed
in a love-triangle, 2 friends died in a
drug-related killing, and 1 friend was
killed in a non-domestic argument.

Persons who were acquainted with
their killer constituted the largest
single group of firearm-related
homicide victims by relationship: 19.
The degree of intimacy between
acquaintances is less than that for
friends, but greater than for strangers.
Some examples of the 19 acquaintan-
ces included the mother and father of
the killer’s former girlfriend (who was
also killed), the boyfriend of the
killer’s mother, 1 person in a love
triangle, a business competitor, and 7
persons who used and/or sold drugs
with the suspect/offender(s).

Five of the 8 (63 percent) homicide
victims who were shot by a stranger
were killed during an argument. One
of the strangers was killed while
giving chase following a drug rip-off,
one stranger was shot from across the
street by a rival gang member, and one
stranger was killed during a robbery.

All five of the victims killed under
unknown circumstances were male.
Of the 36 males killed where the
circumstances were known, 33 (92
percent) were killed by other males, 3
by females. Seventeen of the 18 (94
percent) female victims were killed by
males, 1 by another female.

Males were most likely to be killed by
an acquaintance (42 percent of all
males killed), a stranger (20 percent),
a friend (15 percent), or where the
relationship was unknown (15 per-
cent). Three males were shot and
killed by a family member (including
an eleven year old boy killed by his
father, who then strangled his wife and
smothered his daughter) and 1 male
was shot by his wife.

One-third of the female victims (6)
were killed by a spouse or other family
member, 10 were killed by a friend (9




of whom were boyfriends or former
boyfriends), and 2 were acquaintances.
No females were killed with a firearm
by a stranger or under unknown
circumstances.

Handguns were used in 67 percent of
the firearms-related murders involving
a family member, 75 percent of
spouses, 100 percent of friends, 68
percent of acquaintances, 88 percent of
strangers, and in 83 percent of the
cases where the relationship between
victim and offender was unknown.

Handguns were used in 89 percent of
the domestic/break-up related-homi-
cides, 67 percent of those related to a
love-triangle, 75 percent of
nondomestic arguments, 83 percent of
gang/drug-related murders, 100
percent of the cases where the victim
and suspect/offender were "playing
around,” and in 80 percent of the cases
where the circumstances were un-
known. A shotgun was used in the 1
case involving a robbery.

FIREARMS USED IN
HOMICIDE

Of the 59 firearm-related homicides in
the City and County of Honolulu, 48
were committed with a handgun and
11 were committed with a long gun (8
involving a rifle and 3 with a shot-
gun). Five (9 percent) of the firearms
used in a homicide were registered to
the victim or the suspect/offender, 9
(15 percent) were registered to a
family member or friend, 1 (2 percent)
was registered to someone not in-
volved in the homicide but was not
reported stolen, 7 (12 percent) had
been reported stolen, 18 (31 percent)
were unregistered, and 19 (32 percent)
were not recovered.

Of the 48 handguns used in homicides,
one-third of the handguns (16) were
not recovered during the course of the
homicide investigation,® 25 percent
(12) were unregistered, 17 percent (8)
were registered to a family member or
friend of the suspect/offender, 15
percent (7) had been reported stolen,
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and 10 percent (5) were registered to
the victim or suspect/offender.

The most popular calibers for hand-
guns used in homicides from 1988 to
1992 were 9mm (11), .357 (10), and
.38 (10). Other calibers of handguns
used include .45 (4), .22 (5), .25 (1),
and .32 (1).°

Over half of the 11 long guns (6) used
in a homicide from 1988 to 1992 were
unregistered, of which at least four
were purchased legally in Hawaii
(current Hawaii law does not require
the registration of long guns). In three
of the homicides (27 percent), the long
gun was not recovered; in one case (9
percent), the gun was registered to
someone not involved in the homicide
but was not reported stolen; and in one
other case (9 percent), the gun was
registered to a family member of the
suspect/offender.

Of the nine long guns identified as the
murder weapon, six were rifles and
three were shotguns. Four of the
rifles were .22 caliber and two were
.30 caliber. All three of the shotguns
were 12 gauge.

Of the 5 guns registered to the suspect/

- offender or the victim, 2 were used to

kill a spouse, 2 a friend, and 1 a
stranger. The 9 guns registered to
other family members or friends of the
suspect/offender were involved in the
murder of 4 friends, 3 acquaintances,
and 2 strangers. The 1 gun that was
registered to someone not directly
involved in the homicide but who had
not reported the gun stolen was used to
kill an acquaintance of the suspect/
offender. The 7 guns that had been
reported stolen were used to kill 1
family member, 2 friends, 3 acquain-
tances, and 1 stranger. Eighteen of
the guns recovered in homicides were
not registered; 4 were involved in the
death of a family member, 2 spouses,
5 friends, 4 acquaintances, and 3
strangers. Nineteen victims were
killed with firearms which were not
recovered, including 1 family member,

. 3 friends, 8 acquaintances, 1 stranger,

and 6 persons where the relationship

between victim and offender was
unknown.

Eight of the nineteen persons killed in
a domestic argument or during the
break-up of a relationship were killed
with an unregistered firearm, 5 with a
stolen gun, 5 with a registered gun,
and 1 with a gun which was not
recovered. Of the 16 people killed in
nondomestic arguments, 5 were killed
with an unregistered gun, 5 with guns
which were not recovered, S with a
registered gun, and 1 with a stolen
gun. Those killed in circumstances
that were drug- or gang-related (12)
were most likely to be killed with a
weapon which was not recovered (7);
3 were killed with an unregistered
gun, 1 with a stolen gun, and 1 with 2
gun that was registered to someone not
directly involved in the homicide but
who bad not reported the gun as
stolen. The 1 shotgun that was used in
the commission of a robbery was
unregistered. Three people were
killed while "playing around” with a
gun, 2 of which were registered to
either the victim, suspect/offender, or
a family member or friend, and 1 was
unregistered. Not surprisingly, the 5
persons killed under unknown circum-
stances were killed with a gun which
was not recovered.

There were 24 suspects/offenders who
had no record of any convictions.

Five of those suspects/offenders used a
firearm which was registered to either
the victim or the suspect/offender, 2
suspects/offenders used a firearm
registered to a family member or a
friend, 4 used a firearm which had
been reported stolen, 9 used an
unregistered firearm, and 4 used a
firearm which was not recovered in the
course of the homicide investigation.

Of the 16 suspects/offenders who had
a record of petty misdemeanor or
misdemeanor convictions only, none
used a firearm that was registered to
them or the victim. Five of this group
of suspects/offenders obtained their
murder weapon from a family member
or friend, 1 used a gun that was
registered to someone not directly
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involved with the homicide but that
was not reported stolen (the investiga-
tion was unable to determine how the
suspect/offender came into possession
of the firearm), 2 used a weapon
which bad been reported stolen, 3 used
an unregistered gun, and 5 used a
weapon which was not recovered.

Fifteen of the suspects/offenders had a
record of some type of felony (prop-
erty, drug-related, or violent). None
of those 15 used a gun which was
registered to them or their victim and
1 used a gun registered to a friend (the
suspect had given the gun to his friend
as a gift, then borrowed it to kill his
victim; the gun was reported stolen 10
days after the homicide). None of the
15 suspects/offenders used a gun
which had been reported stolen.
Fourteen of the 15 used a gun which
was either unregistered (6) or not
recovered (8).

DISCUSSION E

Violent cyimes are not common in
Hawaii. In 1992, Hawaii had the
eleventh lowest homicide rate in the
United States, the fifteenth lowest
robbery rate, and the sixth lowest
aggravated assault rate. For two of
those offenses, the proportion commit-
ted with a firearm are below the
national average: from 1983 to 1992,
35 percent of the homicides in Hawaii
were committed with a firearm,
compared with 62 percent in the
United States overall; and 13 percent
of the robberies in Hawaii were
committed with a firearm, compared
with 36 percent in the United States
overall. From 1983 to0 1992, 20
percent of the aggravated assaults in
Hawaii were committed with a
firearm; during that same period, 22
percent of the aggravated assaults
nationwide involved a firearm.
Arrests for weapons violations have
increased at a greater rate in Hawaii
than the mainiand United States for the
period 1983 to 1992 (83 percent
versus 27 percent, respectively);
however, some of that difference in
the rate of increase is explained by the

relatively low numbers of arrests in
Hawaii.

Is firearm-related violence a problem
in Hawaii? No, and yes. No, because
Hawaii certainly has not fallen prey to
the handgun violence evidenced in
numerous mainland United States
cities. Many of the elements which
contribute to a high violent crime rate
are not currently present in Hawaii.
The interrelationship between drugs,
gangs, and guns has not developed at
the same rate in Hawaii as in other
states.

There are several areas of concern
when considering the future of
firearm-related violence in Hawaii.
First, Hawaii 1s not immune to the
conditions which contribute to
increasing crime. Trends on the
mainland United States can take years
to emerge in Hawaii. Rapid urbaniza-
tion, rising unemployment, especially
among minorities, the emergence of
more sophisticated gangs, and the
lucrative drug trade are examples of
what Hawaii’s future may hold. On
the positive side, the lessons of the
mainland United States need not be
lost on Hawaii. Hawaii’s handling of
youth gangs is a good example:

" through the proactive efforts of both

public and private agencies, youth
gangs have not evolved as feared into
Los Angeles-type organizations.

During the past 10 years in Hawaii,
the percentage of firearm-related
homicides has remained relatively
stable, and the percentage of firearm-
related robberies and aggravated
assaults has generally declined.
However, the sharp upturns in all
three categories from 1991 to 1992
bear close watching. Also, the recent
United States total homicide and
firearm-related homicide trends are
increasing, the latter more steeply,
providing a more disturbing back-
ground for our basic observation of no
decrease in firearm-related homicides
in Hawaii.

- The weapons violation arrests for the

United States are another indicator of

concern for Hawaii's future. While
Hawaii arrests for weapons violations
have increased in rough equality
among the juvenile and adult popula-
tions, juvenile arrests for these
violations nationwide have more than
doubled in the last 10 years, while
adult arrests have increased less than
15 percent.

1t is important to note that the nature
of firearm-related violence is different
in Hawaii than many mainland locales.
The anaylsis of homicides in the City
and County of Honolulu from 1988 to
1992 contained in this report illustrates
some of the differences. First of all,
Honolulu’s homicides are not random
acts of violence, nor are they signifi-
cantly linked to drug trafficking. In
1976, Washington, D.C. adopted a
law that banned the purchase, sale,
transfer, or possession of handguns by
civilians. The city experienced a
slight decline in the number of
homicides annually until 1985. From
1985 to 1992, the number of homui-
cides doubled (U.S. Department of
Justice 1974-1992).

The rapid increase in the number of
homicides in Washington, D.C. is
largely the result of drug-related
violence, specifically crimes involving
crack cocaine. From 1987 to 1990, 58
percent of the increase in the number
of homicides was due to the increase
in crime-related homicides. This
increase is attributable to homicides
related to drug dealing, the number of
which nearly doubled during those
years, and robbery. From 1987 to
1990, 48 percent of all homicides in
Washington, D.C. were drug related.
The drug-related violence generally
did not spill over to those outside the
“business” (Office of Criminal Justice
Plans and Anaylsis 1991).

The twelve gang- or drug-related
homicides involving firearms in the
City and County of Honolulu from
1988 to 1992 (20 percent of the
firearm-related homicides) did not
involve turf disputes over drug
trafficking or large-scale rip-offs.
Most of the drug-related homicides




involved situations where the victim
owed money to his dealer or the theft
of a small amount of drugs.

Those who were arrested for, or
suspected of, committing homicide
with a firearm in Honolulu appear to
be different from their counterparts on
the continental United States. A
recent pewsletter from the Attorney
General of the State of California
(Lungren 1994) cited a statistic from
“Homicide in California, 1992 which
revealed that 77.3 percent of those
arrested for a fircarm-related homicide
had been convicted of homucide or
some other offense.

From 1988 to 1992, 44 percent (24) of
the suspects oftenders in firearm-
related homicides had no record on
any convictions: -3 percent (40) had
either no record or a record of convic-
tions for petts mmu~demeanors and/or
misdemeanors only. Twenty-seven
percent (151 ot the suspects/offenders
had a record ot any felony

conviction: 1. ot which 60 percent (9)
had prior «onvictions for nonviolent
felomies.

An important question not completely
answered by this report is how those
who commutied murder with a firearm
came into possession of that firearm.
At least 14 (23 percent) of the victims
were killed with weapons that were
legally registered and that their killer,
or suspected killer, had ready access
to.

Only 7 of the firéarms used in a
homicide had been reported stolen.
This is somewhat surprising, given the
number of firearms stolen annually7
and the role they can play in the
firearms black market. On the other
hand, since most of the homicide
suspects/offenders were not deeply
involved in crime and may not have
had ready access to firearms on the
black marketf the small number of
stolen firearms used in homicides is
less surprising. In fact, none of the
suspects/offenders who used a stolen
gun had a felony record, and only 2
suspects/offenders had any record of
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convictions at all (both involved
misdemeanors).

All of the 18 unregistered firearms
which were recovered from a homicide
investigation in the City and County of
Honolulu from 1988 to 1992 were
legal at the time of manufacture.
During the course of several homicide
investigations, an effort was made to
track down the origin of the recovered
firearms through the National Crime
Information Center, ailways without
success. The guns may have been
purchased legally on the mainland
United States, brought into Hawaii and
not registered. Some of the unregis-
tered firearms may then have been
stolen and not reported, and sold on
the black market.

It is not possible to determine the
origin of the majority of the 19
firearms which were not recovered.
During the course of the homicide
investigations, some of the suspects
told the police that they had received
the gun from a friend, or that they had
purchased the gun from someone (Who
they could/would not identify). A
review of the firearms registration
records revealed that there were no
weapons registered to either the victim
or the offender in the 19 cases where
the murder weapon was not recovered.

Legislation at the federal and state
levels concerning violent crime has

- sparked a great deal of discussion in

recent months. In general, most
efforts to restrict firearms and the role
they play in violent crimes has taken
place at the state and local levels.

This is certainly true of Hawaii:
President Clinton recently signed into
law the “Brady Bill” requiring a 5-day
waiting period for the purchase of
firearms; Hawaii has bad a 10-day
waiting period since 1981 and a 14-
day waiting period since 1992. Since
1986, Hawaii has enacted laws which
increase penalties for crimes commit-
ted with firearms, prohibit automatic
weapons and converting a firearm to
an automatic firearm, prohibit assault
pistols and detachable ammunition
magazines with a capacity in excess of

10 rounds, require safe storage of
firearms where a minor is likely to
gain access to the firearm, increase
penalties for theft of a firearm, and
prohibit possession of a firearm while
under a protective order of any court.

Two important questions conceming
firearm-related violence in Hawaii are:
1) what factors are responsible for the
state’s relatively low rate of firearm-
related violence; and 2) how can those
rates be kept low? The first question
requires a complex answer, but
contains some elements mentioned
earlier in this report: urbanization,
unemployment, gangs, and drugs.
Factors such as migration and mobil-
ity, cohesiveness of neighborhoods,
educational achievement, and cultural
traditions of nonviolence surely
influence the rate of violent crimes in
Hawaii.

Hawaii also has fewer guns per capita
than the mainland United States: an
estimated 1 gun for every 3 persons
versus 1 gun for every 1.3 persons,
respectively. However, the number of
firearms registered in the State of
Hawaii totaled approximately 16,000
in 1992, an 11 percent increase in 3
years (Honolulu Police Department
1991, 1993; Hawaii County Police
Department 1993; Kauai County
Police Department 1993; Maui County
Police Department 1993). During the
same period, the state’s de facto
population increased only 3 percent
(The Department of Business, Eco-
nomic Development and Tourism
1993).

The second question - how to keep
Hawaii’s firearm-related violence rate
low - is no less complex. There is a
growing body of evidence that links
the availability of firearms with gun-
related crimes (e.g. Loftin et al. 1991,
Sloan et al. 1988, Zimring 1991) and
the presence of firearms in the home
with an increase in gun-related
homicide and suicide (e.g. Kellermann
et al. 1993, Kellermann and Reay
1986, Brent et al. 1991). There is
compelling evidence that many of
Honolulu’s 59 firearm-related homi-
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cides from 1987 to 1992 would not
have occurred had a gun not been
readily available.

The problems before the citizens of
Hawaii and their elected representa-
tives is how to restrict gun ownership
to those who will not use them to kill,
rob, and assault, and how to restnct,
and uitimately reduce, the number of
firearms available through illegal
means.

ENDNOTES i

! The Uniform Crime Reporting
Program does not differentiate
between handguns and long guns
(rifles and shotguns) for the offenses
of robbery and aggravated assault
committed with a firearm.

2 Arrest data for weapons violations
includes all offenses covered under
HRS Chapter 134. A review of the
computerized records management
system of the police department for the
City and County of Honolulu for 1992
revealed that approximately 90 percent
of the offenses related to firearms and
10 percent of weapons violations
involved carrying a concealed deadly
weapon (which may include a firearm)
or possessing a switchblade; however,
not all of the records listed the specific
section of HRS Chapter 134 which
was violated. In order to disaggregate
the data by specific type of offense
(e.g. those mvolving a firearm), it
would require an examination of the
actual police reports.

3 The Crime Prevention Division
would like to express its appreciation
to the staff of the Honolulu Police
Department’s Research and Develop-
ment Division, Records Division,
Firearms Registration Division, and
the Hawaii Criminal Justice Data
Center of the Department of the
Attorney General for their assistance
in compiling the data in this section of
the report.

“In 5 of the 6 cases, the victim’s body

was found and there was no evidence
to connect a suspect to the homicide.
In 1 case, a suspect was apprehended,
but there was no indication in either
the Supplemental Homicide Report,
used in the Uniform Crime Reporting
Program, or in the homicide investiga-
tion report concerning the relationship
between the victim and the offender.

5 A common scenario involved the
suspect/offender disposing of the
weapon. The police were often able to
identify the specific type of weapon
but were unable to locate it.

¢ Not all the handguns identified by

either the suspect/offender or wit-
nesses were recovered.

7 In the 4 years from 1989 to 1992,
1,546 firearms were reported stolen in
the City and Couaty of Honolulu. In
1989, 386 firearms were reported
stolen; 1in 1990, 308; in 1991, 361;
and in 1992, 491.

¥ By definition, guns purchased on the
black market are illegal. The sources
for these guns are those that are stolen
locally, and those which are brought
into the state illegally. In the latter
case, failing to register the gun makes
it illegal. The gun may then enter the
black market by being sold, or, if
stolen, is not likely to be reported.




STATE OF HAWAII, 1983-1992

FIGURE 1: HOMICIDES WITH FIREARMS
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FIGURE 2: HOMICIDES WITH FIREARMS
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FIGURE 4: REPORTED ROBBERIES

HAWAII AND THE UNITED STATES, 1983-1992
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FIGURE 7: PERCENTAGE OF AGGRAVATED ASSAULTS
WITH FIREARMS

HAWAII AND THE UNITED STATES, 1983-1992
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FIGURE 8: WEAPONS VIOLATIONS ARRESTS
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FIGURE 9: WEAPONS VIOLATIONS ARRESTS
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Resources for Additional Information on Guns & Crime

Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) Clearinghouse
Box 6000
Rockville, Maryland 20849-6000
(800) 732-3277
BJS Home Page:
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs
Justice Information Center Home Page:
http://www.ncjrs.org
NCJRS Bulletin Board System: (301) 738-8895
E-mail: askncjrs@ncjrs.org
BJS Fax-on-Demand Service: (301) 251-5550
Fax: (410) 792-4358

Sponsored by the Bureau of Justice Statistics,

a component of the National Criminal Justice
Reference Service (NCJIRS), the BJS Clearinghouse
responds to telephone and written requests for crime
and justice data from policymakers, criminal justice
practitioners, academicians, researchers, and others.
In response to inquiries, information specialists send
BIS publications, conduct literature searches of the
NCIJRS data base, and provide referrals to agencies
and organizations that disseminate justice statistics.
Users can also access BJS data and press releases
through the Justice Information Center home page
on the World Wide Web, the NCJRS Bulletin Board
System, and the BJS Fax-on-Demand Service.

Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) ‘

Criminal Justice Information Services Division
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)

1000 Custer Hollow Road

Clarksburg, West Virginia 26306

(304) 625-2823

(202) 324-5015

World Wide Web: http://www.fbi.gov

Established in the 1920’s and administered by the
FBI, the Uniform Crime Reporting Program (UCR)
is a nationwide, cooperative statistical effort of over
16,000 city, county, and State law enforcement
agencies voluntarily reporting data on crime brought
to their attention. The program’s primary objective
1s to generate a reliable set of criminal statistics,
including detailed statistics on firearms, for use in
law enforcement administration, operation, and
management.

Bureau of Alcohel, Tobacco and Firearms (ATF)
National Firearms Tracing Center (NFTC)

2029 Stonewall Jackson Drive

Falling Waters, West Virginia 25419

(304) 2744100

World Wide Web:
http://www.nstreas.gov/treasury/bureaus/atf/atf.html

The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, a
division of the U.S. Department of the Treasury, is
the Federal Government’s chief data collection
branch for the illegal importation, transportation,
registration, manufacture, distribution, purchase, and
transfer of firearms. The ATF’s National Firearm
Tracing Center (NFTC) provides assistance to law
enforcement agencies by offering the ability to link
firearms to crimes and to successfully trace the origin
of guns in the United States. The objective of NFTC
is to provide a centralized source of data on firearms
and link this information to the commission of
crimes. The data compiled by the NFTC are pub-
lished in annual reports to provide a detailed exami-
nation of firearms manufacture, sale, and use nation-
wide.

National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS)
Scientific and Technical Information Branch
6525 Belcrest Road

Room 1064

Hyattsville, Maryland 20782

(301) 436-8500

World Wide Web:
http://www.cdc.gov/nchswww/nchs/home.htm

The National Center for Health Statistics, a division
of the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, is
the Federal Government’s principal vital and health
statistics agency, covering the full spectrum of
concerns in the health field from birth to death,
including firearm mortality. The NCHS mission
includes data collection, analysis and dissemination,
research in statistical survey methodology, and
cooperative programs with State, national, and
international organizations.







National Archive of Criminal Justice Data
(NACJD)

ICPSR

P. O. Box 1248

Ann Arbor, Michigan 48106-1248

(800) 999-0960

(313) 763-5011

E-mail: nacjd@icpsr.umich.edu

World Wide Web:

http://www.icpsr.edw/NACID/home.html

The National Archive of Criminal Justice Data was
established in 1978 under the auspices of the Inter-
university Consortium for Political and Social
Research (ICPSR). ICPSR is a membership-based
organization that acquires, processes, and distributes
social science data for research and instructional use.
The central mission of NACJD, which is sponsored
by the Bureau of Justice Statistics, is to facilitate and
encourage research in the field of criminal justice
through sharing data resources. NACJID provides
access to computer readable criminal justice data
collections and supplies technical assistance in the
selection of data collections and the necessary
hardware and software for data analysis.

ONDCP Drugs & Crime Clearinghouse/NCJRS
1600 Research Boulevard

Rockville, Maryland 20850

(800) 666-3332

E-mail: askncjrs @ncjrs.org

The ONDCP Drugs & Crime Clearinghouse, man-
aged by BJS and funded by the Office of National
Drug Control Policy, specializes in the collection,
analysis and distribution of data on drugs and crime,
including the drug-gun nexus, and gives special
attention to serving the data needs of State and local

Guns & Crime Statistics Information Package

government agencies.

Justice Research and Statistics Association
(JRSA)

444 North Capitol Street, NW.

Suite 445

Washington, DC 20001

(202) 624-5269

E-mail: cjinfo@jrsa.org

World Wide Web: http://www.jrsainfo.org

The Justice Research and Statistics Association is a
professional association of criminal justice analysts,
researchers, and practitioners committed to providing
accurate and timely information in support of sound
policy development. The State Statistical Analysis
Centers (SACs) are the primary members of JRSA.
JRSA publishes an annual directory, Criminal Justice
Issues in the States, which indicates, by jurisdiction,
many of the justice-related issues and problems,
including guns and crime, examined throughout the
country by the SACs. JRSA also maintains a
computerized index to State activities in criminal
justice. The index, called Database of State Activities
and Research (DSAR) contains information on SAC
research, analyses, and other activities, as well as
SAC reports and publications.
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Online Resources for Data on Guns & Crime

World Wide Web Sites

Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS)
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs

Statistics on guns and crime and links to the data
sets used in the reports. This site also maintains
all BJS data collection programs and provides
access to data sets and documents published
since the mid-1970’s covering a range of subjects
including crimes reported to the police, criminal
victimization, prison populations, federal case
processing, and counts of police officers and
their equipment.

Justice Information Center (JIC)
http://www.ncjrs.org

Provides a clearinghouse of information on
research and statistical publications, products,
and sites pertaining to guns and crime. This site
is sponsored by the U.S. Department of Justice,
Office of Justice Programs, National Institute of
Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, Bureau of
Justice Assistance, Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention, Office for Victims of
Crime, and the Office of National Drug Control
Policy.

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms
(ATF)
http://www.ustreas.gov/treasury/bureaus/
atf/atf.html]
Information on firearms manufacturing and
licensing, frequently asked questions and
answers about the Brady law, and a listing
of States subject to the Brady law.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

(CDC)

http://www.cdc.gov/epo/mmwr/
mmwr_wk.html

Statistics on firearm-related injuries and deaths,

death investigations, and health-related data from

the CDC’s Morbidity and Mortality Weekly

Report (MMWR).

Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)
http://www.fbi.gov/

Crime data from the annual Uniform Crime
Reports (UCR), including weapon-related
offenses.

National Archive of Criminal Justice Data
(NACJD)
http://www.icpsr.umich.eduw/NACJD/
home.html
Datasets available from archived crime and
Jjustice data collection series and research studies
from the U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of
Justice Statistics, Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention, Federal Bureau of
Investigation, and researchers.

National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS)
http://www.cdc.gov/

Statistics on firearm-related injuries and deaths,
death investigations, and health-related data.
Fact sheets on injury-related visits to hospital
emergency departments, national data on
homicide and suicide by type of weapon, and
vital statistics.

National Rifle Association (NRA)
http://www.nra.org/

Firearms data base consisting of State firearm
laws, status of all Federal legislation, gun safety
issues, and firearm facts and figures.

Guns & Crime
Statistics Discussion Lists

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
(MM WR-toc)
This list makes available CDC’s Morbidity and
Mortality Weekly Report Statistical Bulletin. To
subscribe to MMWR-toc, send an e-mail to
lists @list.cdc.gov. Leave the subject line blank,
and in the body of the message, type subscribe
mmwr-toc [your name].

Guns & Crime Statistics Information Package = £







Homicide Research Working Group List
(HRWG)
This list facilitates discussions by researchers on
homicide data. To subscribe to HRWG, send an
e-mail to listproc @apollo.it.luc.edu. Leave
the subject line blank, and in the body of the
message, type subscribe hmcide-1 [your name
and affiliation].

National Crime Survey List (NCS-L)

This list discusses methodological issues relative
to the BJS National Crime Victimization Survey.
To subscribe to NCS-L, send an e-mail to
listserv@umdd.umd.edu. Leave the subject
line blank, and in the body of the message, type
subscribe ncs-1 [your name and affiliation].

Guns & Crime Statistics Information Package &
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ASSAULT WEAPONS AND HOMICIDE IN NEW YORK CITY

Richard H. Girgenti

Violent crime is a growing public concemn.
Recognizing the need for a viable solution to this problem,
criminal justice policy makers and practitioners are considering
a wide variety of proposals. Among these are
recommendations calling for the more stringent regulation of
assault weapons.

The objective of assault weapons legislation is to
restrict the possession of any gun with large ammunition
capacity that fires rapidly and can-kill or seriously injure
numerous people at close-range without the necessity of
reloading or taking careful aim. In the view of many, these
military-style weapons lack a legitimate sporting purpose and
are unnecessary for self-defense. In the hands of criminals, the
tremendous killing power of these weapons has been used
against both intended victims and innocent bystanders.
Standard law enforcement firepower is inferior to many assault
weapons, leaving police officers at a disadvantage in
confrontations with criminals possessing these weapons.

Beyond Second Amendment considerations of the
“right to bear arms," opponents of regulation claim that since
criminals ignore the law and illegally acquire assault weapons,
only the law-abiding would be affected. They also assert that

Around our nation there is growing concemn with the increased use of rapid-fire firearms
with large ammunition capacities by violent offenders. In this report we closely examine the use
of assault weapons in homicides committed in New York City during 1993. Earlier studies have
noted the number and type of firearms used in lethal violence. To our knowledge, none have

- assessed the link between assault weapons and homicide. For our analysis, assault weapons are
defined in terms of proposed legislation in New York State.
weapons as so defined were used in at least 16 percent, and perhaps as many as 25 percent, of the
gun-related homicides that were studied. This number is much greater than originally thought.
Clearly, legislation is needed to regulate assault weapons and to curtail their use in violent crime.

Qur findings show that assault

Director of Criminal Justice and Commissioner

very few crimes are committed with assault weapons and
banning them would not reduce acts of violence. ¢

The debate over this issue has been complicated by
the fact that we do not know to what extent assault weapons
are used to commit violent crimes, especially homicides. The
purpose of this report is to inquire into that question. To that
end we use data derived from ballistic reports maintained by
the New York City Police Department (NYPD) that contain
information on weapons recovered by police in connection with
homicides where a weapon was discharged.

What Is An Assault Weapon?

The determination of the extent to which assault
weapons are involved in violent crime is made more difficult
by the variety of ways in which assault weapons are defined.
There are several definitions of assault weapons. The
Department of Defense defines an assault rifle as a short and
compact military-use weapon equipped with a switch to change
from semiautomatic to full automatic rate of fire. Frojn this
original definition, the term assault weapon has taken on
broader meaning and is sometimes used to refer generally to
any gun capable of firing many bullets in rapid succession
without reloading.



Varying legal interpretations have developed in recent
years. For purposes of the national import ban in 1989, the
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms defines assault
weapons based on the physical characteristics of the gun
including military appearance, large magazine capacity, and
being a semiautomatic version of a machine gun. A
semiautomatic firearm shoots a single round with each trigger
pull, ejecting the spent casing with the gas-operated forces of
the fired cartridge, after which a fresh round is immediately
chambered from the magazine. While machine guns are also
gas-operated, they are fully automatic in action, in that they
continuously fire for as long as the trigger is depressed. By
virtue of federal statute, the U.S. Treasury Secretary is
authorized to ban the import of weapons deemed unsuitable for
sporting purposes, such as hunting and marksmanship. The
United States Senate has passed a crime bill with provisions
supported by President Clinton which will ban the sale,
manufacture and possession of 19 specific makes and models
of semiautomatic long guns, handguns, and other guns based
upon shot capacity and at least two specified military-style
features.

Other states have adopted definitions in statutes that
restrict public possession of assault weapons. California and
Connecticut outlaw specific makes
and models of semiautomatic

suitable for military and not for sporting purposes. In addition,
shotguns with revolving cylinders are banned, as are parts
designed to readily convert a long gun into an assault weapon.

Rochester bans semiautomatic long guns that hold
over six rounds -- magazine and chamber combined. In
addition, long guns with military characteristics, and specific
makes and models of semiautomatic long guns are banned
from public possession. The City of Albany bans high-
capacity centerfire firearms (long guns and handguns) which
have been determined by the City Council to be for non-
sporting purposes. Also, the Albany ordinance bans specified
makes and models of semiautomatic firearms and shotguns
with revolving cylinders, and their copies.

Legislation proposed by Governor Cuomo and passed
by the New York State Assembly (Bill 40001) in 1994, defines
an assault weapon as any centerfire, semiautomatic rifle,
shotgun, or pistol capable of having loaded in its magazine and
chamber more than six cartridges for a long gun (rifle or
shotgun) or ten cartridges for a pistol. Fifty-one specifically
listed military-style weapons and their copies are also included
in the bill as assault weapons (e.g., UZIs, Tec-9s, MAC-10s,
AK-47s), as well as those with military characteristics of a

flash suppressor, grenade launcher,

firearms not lawfully possessed and
registered prior to a specified date.
California’s law applies to both
long guns and handguns.
Connecticut’s statute applies only to
long guns, though state legislation

—the term assault weapon has taken on broader
- meaning and is sometimes used to refer
generally to any gun capable of firing many
bullets in rapid succession without reloading.

night sight, barrel jacket, or
multiburst trigger activator. Under
this bill, unlicensed possession of
such weapons will be a class D
felony. In addition, various felony-
level penalties will apply to use of
assault weapons in  crimes.

has been introduced to extend the

ban to certain semiautomatic

handguns. New Jersey bans specifically listed long guns and
handguns, along with their copies, as well as weapons
exceeding certain shot capacities and semiautomatic shotguns
with pistol grips or folding stocks. People who owned assault
weapons prior to the law’s effective date were required to sell
them to dealers or residents of other states, to surrender them
to law enforcement agencies, or to render them inoperable.
Hawaii bans possession of assault pistols -- semiautomatic
handguns with large capacity or military characteristics.
Semiautomatic Street Sweeper shotguns are banned in Virginia.

Several municipalities have enacted ordinances
restricting the possession of various types of assault weapons.
New York City bans centerfire and rimfire long guns (rifles
and shotguns) with various military characteristics such as a
bayonet mount, flash suppressor, barrel shroud, or grenade
launcher. The list of military features may be expanded by the
New York City Police Commissioner on the basis of what is

2/ ASSAULT WEAPONS AND HOMICIDE IN NEW YORK CITY

Individuals could obtain a license to
possess and use assault vgeapons at
organized marksmanship competitions and at authorized ranges,
with provisions for transportation of the weapons to and from
these functions. A State license would also allow federally
licensed collectors to possess assault weapons.
Legislation introduced in the New York State Senate
(Senate Bill 6406) would ban 22 specifically listed makes and
models of semiautomatic handguns and long guns, (e.g., Tec-
9s, MAC-10s and Striker 12s). With few exceptions, the
firearms covered by the Senate Bill are a subset of the
weapons regulated by the Assembly Bill. Under the Senate
Bill, possession of such weapons and their copies would be a
class C felony. Felony-level penalties would attach to use of
assault weapons in crimes and the death penalty would be
authorized for first degree murder.

v,
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The Limits of Available Data

The Uniform Crime Reports (UCR), the most
comprehensive source of crime statistics in the United States,
indicate annually the number of firearms used in homicides,
based upon reports submitted by law enforcement agencies
statewide. Table 1 shows the number of firearms by type used
in homicides in New York City from 1987 to 1992. For
policy purposes, the problem with the UCR data is that the
categories used to classify firearms do not permit a
determination of those that are assault weapons. For example,
2,007 homicides were recorded in New York City in 1992. Of
the 1,551 firearms homicides, only 44 cases involved a long
gun (rifle or shot gun) of any type. These classifications are
determined from police investigations and Medical Examiner
records. If all assault weapons were long guns, then the
number of assault weapons used in homicides in New York
City in 1992 would be no more than 44. However, such an
approach would be inappropriate because it excludes the wide
variety of semiautomatic handguns that meet the definition of
assault weapon. The focus of this analysis is to determine how
often assault weapons were used in homicides. For that
purpose, detailed data are needed that identify the weapons
used in homicide incidents.

Method of Study

The New York City Police Department (NYPD)
identifies every criminal incident known to the Department by
assigning an exclusive complaint number to each respective
act. Any ballistic evidence gathered from a crime scene is
forwarded to the NYPD Ballistics Unit for analysis and
codification. Firearms, bullets, bullet fragments, or casings
recovered from shooting scenes are itemized on Ballistics Unit

Case Worksheets. Each Worksheet contains information

including:

(D case identifiers (e.g., case number, police precinct,
complaint number);

@ the number and type (caliber, make, model, action,
serial number) of firearms recovered,;

(® the level of injury (deceased, injured, no one injured);
and

@ for each firearm recovered, whether or not it was

positively identified with the injury.

All worksheets are given an exclusive Ballistics Unit case
number which serves as an identifier between the criminal
incident or complaint number and evidence analyzed and
subsequently recorded by the Ballistics Unit.

A review of all Ballistics Unit Case Worksheets
generated in 1993 revealed 1,588 cases that identified, at
minimum, one firearm that was recovered from a shooting
incident. NYPD Member of Service weapons (i.e., police
guns) were analyzed if involved in a shooting incident. Of
these 1,588 cases, 407 or 25.6 percent indicated at least one
victim died.

Each of the 407 cases was identified by its respective
complaint number and corresponding police precinct where the
incident occurred. This list was cross-referenced with all 1,508
cases being investigated as firearms-related homicides by the
NYPD Chief of Detective’s Office to ascertain which cases
were indeed homicides rather than suicides, accidents, or
justifiable homicides. Of the 407 cases where at least one
person died, 259 cases (63.6 percent) matched and hence were
deemed homicides. In matched cases wherelthere were
multiple victims (n=28), 12 cases involved an additional victim
that was being investigated as a separate homicide. These 12

FIREARM USE IN NEW YORK CITY HOMICIDES
1987-1993

TABLE 1
1987 1988 1989 1990 | 1991 1992 1993
Total - All Homicides 1668 1913 1918 2263 2164 2007 1946
Handgun 1026 1240 1308 1503 1582 1510 N/A
Shotgun 34 31 31 40 21 29 N/A
Rifle 12 9 4 14 3 8 N/A
Machine Gun 3 4 1 10 6 4 N/A
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cases and their respective weapons were scored as single victim
homicide incidents. This process resulted in a total of 271
cases for this analysis identified as homicides. The remaining
148 cases were not considered.

The intent of this analysis is to determine the
proportion of gun-related homicides in New York City during
1993 that involved assault weapons as defined by legislation
pending in the New York State Legislature. To achieve this
goal, every weapon listed on the Ballistic Case Worksheet for
all 271 cases was identified according to caliber, action,
manufacturer (and if noted, model), and type (ie,
semiautomatic pistol, revolver, derringer, long gun). This
information was derived directly from Ballistics Case
Worksheets. For each weapon that was not a revolver, the shot
capacity was determined based upon the detailed information
specified by Ballistics personnel in conjunction with current
gun catalogues. When the shot capacity could not be
determined by this methodology, the specific weapon in
question was referred to Ballistics personnel fpr further
identifying features. Weapons for which shot capacity could
not be determined were coded as missing. Specifically listed
military-style weapons and their copies and weapons in which
the shot capacity exceeded limits specified in the Governor’s
Program Bill (Assembly Biil 40001) were declared assauit
weapons.

The Weapons and the Homicide Incidents

A particular fiream recovered from a homicide
incident was not necessarily used in the killing or fired.
Recovered weapons are positively identified with a killing only
when they are matched by ballistic evidence to bullets, bullet
fragments, or casings obtained from the scene or the victim.

NUMBER OF WEAPONS RECOVERED
IN HOMICIDE INCIDENTS

TABLE 2
Incidents Weapons
N % | N %

One Weapon 203 74.9 203 55.5

Two Weapons 48 17.7 96 26.2
Three

Weapons 15 5.5 45 12.3
Four Weapons 3 1.1 12 33

Five Weapons 2 27

TOTALS

| 271 llO0.0 ‘ 366 ‘100.0
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Of 271 homicides under investigation by NYPD
detectives in 1993 for which a firearm was discharged and at
least one firearm was recovered, a total of 366 firearms were
acquired by the NYPD Ballistics Unit for examination. The
number of weapons recovered as part of these homicide
investigations is listed in Table 2. Of the 271 incidents, 203
(75 percent) involved only one firearm.

Using the NYPD data, we determined the type of
weapon or weapons found. More than half (212 or 58 percent)
of the 366 firearms recovered in relation to homicides were
semiautomatic pistols. (See Figure 1.) Another 140 (38
percent) were revolvers and only 13 (4 percent) were long
guns of any type.

All 366 weapons in this analysis were recovered from
incidents at which a death occurred and a gun was discharged.

WEAPON TYPE
TOTAL WEAPONS = 366
FIGURE 1

Semiautomatic
Pistol 212 58%

-~
Derringer 1 0%
Long Gun 13 4%

¢

Revolver 140 38%

Each weapon was then tested by NYPD Ballistics Unit
detectives. Positive identification of a particular fifearm with
a shooting was determined through microscopic comparison of
a test bullet fired from the same gun to a bullet or bullet
fragment extracted from the deceased or found at the scene.

\

Recovered weapons are positively identified with a
killing only when they are matched by ballistic evidence
to bullets, bullet fragments, or casings obtained Jrom
the scene or the victim.

Thus, it can be said that firearms that have been positively

identified were used or involved in homicides.
4
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Not all weapons recovered from the 271 homicide
incidents are positively identified with the killings. A firearm
involved in a shooting may not be matched to ballistic
evidence if the condition of the bullet is substantially aitered
upon impact. The NYPD Ballistics Unit maintains a record of
those weapons that have been positively identified with
shooting incidents. For each incident it was determined
whether or not the weapons recovered were positively
identified with the homicides. Neither are all firearms
recovered from homicide incidents assault weapons. For
purposes of analysis, all 366 firearms were classified in terms
of whether or not they would be considered assault weapons
under the Governor’s Program Bill (Assembly Bill 40001).

Table 3 shows that of the total 271 homicides under
study, at least one weapon was positively identified with the
killing in 169 (62 percent) cases. Similarly, Table 3 shows
that for the 271 homicide incidents, at least one assault weapon
was recovered in 68 (25 percent) cases.

It is possible to combine information about the
positive identification of the weapons with the extent to which
the identified firearms can be classified as assault weapons.
Table 3 considers this association in two ways. Of the total
271 incidents in which a weapon was recovered, 43 (159
percent) of the incidents included assault weapons that were
positively identified with the homicides. This percentage does
not include other weapons used in the homicides that may or
may not have been positively identified. It is also possible to
consider the 43 incidents as a proportion of those incidents in
which a weapon was positively identified with the homicide.
Using that method, the 43 incidents represent 25.4 percent of
the 169 homicides in which a weapon was recovered and
positively identified with the homicide.

Further examination of the Ballistics Unit records for
the 43 cases showed that a specific bullet extracted from the
deceased was directly linked to the assault weapon in 20 cases.
Our limited analysis of just those 169 murders in New York
City during 1993 where a firearm recovered was positively
identified with the killing shows that certainly no fewer than
20 and probably at least 43 homicide victims were killed by an
assault weapon. Thus, assault weapons appear to have been
responsible for 25 percent of the homicide cases where the
firearm which likely caused the death could be identified.

Table 4 (see page 6) lists 52 weapons positively
identified with 43 homicide incidents involving assault
weapons. Of the 52 firearms, virtually all can be considered
handguns and 42 (81 percent) were 9mm caliber weapons.
The weapon involved most often was the 9mm Ruger with a
16-shot capacity, used eight times, followed by the 9mm Glock
with an 18-shot capacity, used seven times. Ten of the
firearms, the Intratec 21-shot capacity 9mm, the SWD 38-shot
capacity 380 auto, and the IMI UZI 31-shot capacity 9mm
would be specifically prohibited by both the Assembly and
Senate bills. With respect to the more narrowly crafted Senate
bill, this sum represents the total number of assault weapons
linked to homicides. The list also includes two member of
service or police officer weapons: an S&W 16-shot capacity
9mm and a Glock 18-shot capacity 9mm.

CHARACTERISTICS OF HOMICIDE INCIDENTS UNDER STUDY
N=271 HOMICIDES
TABLE 3

At Least One Assault Weapon

At Least One Positively

At Least One Positively

Recovered .- Identified Weapon Identified Assault Weapon
No Yes No Yes "No Yes
203 68 102 169 228 43
(74.9%) (25.1%) (37.6%) (62.4%) (84.1%) (15.9%)

No

At Least One Assault Weapon
Recovered (of all positively
identified cases)

Yes

126
(74.6%)

43
(25.4%)
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ASSAULT WEAPONS POSITIVELY IDENTIFIED TO
HOMICIDE INCIDENTS UNDER STUDY
TABLE 4
MAKE CALIBER SHOT CAPACITY | NUMBER

RUGER 9MM 16 8
¢+ GLOCK 9MM 18 7
~#* INTRATEC 9MM 21 5

+* SWD 380 AUTO 38
SMITH & WESSON 9MM 14 3
SIG SAUER 9MM 14 3
BERETTA 9MM 16 3
GLOCK 45 AUTO 14 2
TANFOGLIO 9MM 16 2
HECKLER & KOCH 9MM 18 2
FEG 9MM 16 2
BERSA 380 AUTO 14 1
STAR 9MM 16 1
¢ SMITH & WESSON 9MM 16 i
BROWNING 9IMM 13 1
HECKLER & KOCH 9MM MISSING 1
GLOCK 40 SMITH & WESSON 14 1
TANFOGLIO . 380 AUTO 12 1
ASTRA 9MM 16 !
AMERICAN ARMS 9MM 31 1
BERETTA 380 AUTO 14 1
+* M1 UZI 9MM 3o 1
TOTAL 52

6 / ASSAULT WEAPONS AND HOMICIDE IN NEW YORK CITY

*Assault weapons specifically listed by make and model in the Assembly Bill.
#Assault weapons specifically listed by make and model in the Senate Bill.

+This weapon is an NYPD officer service weapon.
+One of these weapons is an NYPD officer service weapon.
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Summary and Conclusion

Our analysis focused upon the 271 homicides being
investigated by the NYPD in 1993 where a firearm was
discharged and recovered. Of the 271 homicides, an assault
weapon, as defined in the Governor’s Program Bill passed by
the New York State Assembly, was recovered for 68 homicide
incidents (25 percent). Of the 271 homicide cases, a particular
firearm was positively identified with the killing 169 times (62
percent). This involvement was established through a match
between ballistic evidence found in the deceased or at the
homicide scene and an assault weapon recovered. It was
determined in this manner that assault weapons were used in
at least 43 homicide cases. Thus, assault weapons were
involved in 16 percent of the 271 homicides where discharged
firearms were recovered and 25 percent of the 169 homicides
where a recovered firearm was positively linked with ballistic
evidence from the crime.

Of course, we only examined cases where the police
recovered and tested an actual fircarm. The 271 homicides we
studied were only 18 percent of the 1,508 firearm homicides
being investigated by NYPD detectives in 1993. Since these
cases do not constitute a random sample, the results cannot be
generalized to all firearm-related homicides. However, if the
43 victims of the assault weapons homicides identified by this
analysis represent the same proportion of all firearms homicide
victims, then the number of possible homicide victims against
whom assault weapons were used in New York City in 1993
could range from 240 (15.9 percent) to 383 (25.4 percent).

- *This report was prepared by Kelly Haskin-Tenenini, Philip Jones, and James ‘Blake of the
“Bureau of Statistical Services,’and Steven Roth of the Bureau of Program and Policy Analysis. :The
" project team worked under the direction of Henry H. Brownstein, Chief of the Bureau of Statistical
Services and Richard J. Dehais, Director of the Office of Justice Systems Analysis. We would like

- to ‘thank Commissioner:William Bratton and the New York City Police’ Department -for - their -
- coopération without which'this analysis would not have been possible. Special thanks go to Capt.
" “ThomasDale f the-Homicidé Analysis Unit of the Chief of Detectives Office and i : n:
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How often are guns used
in violent crimes?

According to the National Crime
Victimization Survey (NCVS), aimost
43.6 million criminal victimizations oc-
curred in 1993, including 4.4 million
violent crimes of rape and sexual as-
sault, robbery, and aggravated assault.
Of the victims of these violent crimes,
1.3 million (29%} stated that they faced
an offender with a firearm.*

In 1993, the FBI's Crime in the United
States estimated that almost 2 million
violent crimes of murder, rape, rob-
bery, and aggravated assault were re-
ported to the police by citizens. About
582,000 of these reported murders,
robberies, and aggravated assaults
were committed with firearms. Murder
was the crime that most frequently in-
volved firearms; 70% of the 24,526
murders in 1993 were committed with
firearms.

How do we know about the guns
used by criminals?

No national collection of data contains
detailed information about all of the
guns used in crimes. Snapshots of

* See note on page 7.
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Hlighlfiglhts

© Although most crime is not commit-
ted with guns, most gun crime is com
mitted with handguns. pages 1 & 2
° Although most available guns are
not used in crime, information about
the 223 million guns available to the
general public provides a context for
evaluating criminal preferences for
guns. page 2

° By definition, stolen guns are avail-
able to criminals. The FBI's National
Crime Information Center (NCIC)
stolen gun file contains over 2 million
reports; 60% are reports of stolen
handguns. page 3

° In 1994, the Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms (ATF)
received over 85,132 requests from
law enforcement agencies for traces
of guns used in crime. Over three-
quarters of the guns traced by the

ATF in 1994 were handguns (mostly
pistols), and almost a third were less
than 3 years old. page 4

© Surveys of inmates show that they
prefer concealable, iarge caliber

guns. Juvenile offenders appear to
be more likely to possess guns than
adults. page 5

o Studies of the guns used in homi-
cides show that large caliber revolv-
ers are the most frequent type of gun
used in homicides, but the number

of large caliber semiautomatic guns
used in murders is increasing. page 5
o Little information exists about the
use of assault weapons in crime. The
information that does exist uses vary-
ing definitions of assault weapons that
were developed before the Federal
assault weapons ban was enacted.
page 6

information about the guns used

by criminals are available from —

° official police records concerning the
guns recovered in crimes and reports
gathered from victims

° surveys that interview criminals

o surveys that interview victims

of crime.

From these sources, we know how
often guns are involved in crime, how
guns are used in crime, what general
categories of firearms are most often
used in crime, and, to a limited extent,
the specific types of guns most fre-
quently used by criminals.
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Types

What are the different types of firearms?

Handgun

A weapon designed to fire a small projectile from one or
more barrels when held in one hand with a short stock
designed to be gripped by one hand.

Revolver

A handgun that contains its ammunition in a revolving cylin-
der that typically holds five to nine cartridges, each within a
separate chamber. Before a revolver fires, the cylinder ro-

tates, and the next chamber is aligned with the barrel.

Pistol

Any handgun that does not contain its ammunition in a
revolving cylinder. Pistols can be manually operated or
semiautomatic. A semiautomatic pistol generally contains
cartridges in a magazine located in the grip of the gun.
When the semiautomatic pistol is fired, the spent cartridge
that contained the bullet and propellant is ejected, the firing
mechanism is cocked, and a new cartridge is chambered.

Derringer

A small single- or multiple-shot handgun other than a
revolver or semiautomatic pistol.

Rifle

A weapon intended to be fired from the shoulder that uses
the energy of the explosive in a fixed metallic cartridge to
fire only a single projectile through a rifled bore for each
single pull of the trigger.

Shotgun

A weapon intended to be fired from the shoulder that uses
the energy of the explosive in a fixed shotgun shell to fire
through a smooth bore either a number of ball shot or a
single projectile for each single pull of the trigger.

Firing action

Fully automatic

Capability to fire a succession of cartridges so long as the
trigger is depressed or until the ammunition supply is ex-
hausted. Automatic weapons are considered machineguns
subject to the provisions of the National Firearms Act.

Semiautomatic

An autoloading action that will fire only a single shot for
each single function of a trigger.

Machinegun

Any weapon that shoots, is designed to shoot, or can be
readily restored to shoot automatically more than one shot
without manual reloading by a single function of the trigger.

Submachinegun

A simple fully automatic weapon that fires a pistol cartridge
that is also referred to as a machine pistol.

Ammunition

Caliber

The size of the ammunition that a weapon is designed to
shoot, as measured by the bullet's approximate diameter
in inches in the United States and in millimeters in other
countries. In some instances, ammunition is described
with additional terms, such as the year of its introduction
(.30/06) or the name of the designer (.30 Newton).

In some countries, ammunition is also described in terms
of the length of the cartridge case (7.62 x 63 mm).

Gauge

For shotguns, the number of spherical balls of pure lead,
each exactly fitting the bore, that equals one pound.

Sources: ATF, Firearms & Explosives Tracing Guidebook, September 1993, pp. 35-40,
and Paul C. Giannelli, "Ballistics Evidence: Firearms identification," Criminal Law Bulletin,
May-June 1991, pp. 195-215.

2 Guns Used in Crime

Handguns are most often the type
of firearm used in crime

e According to the Victim Survey
(NCVS), 25% of the victims of rape
and sexual assault, robbery, and
aggravated assault in 1993 faced an
offender armed with a handgun. Of all
firearm-related crime reported to the
survey, 86% involved handguns.

¢ The FBI's Supplemental Homicide
Reports show that 57% of all murders
in 1993 were committed with hand-
guns, 3% with rifles, 5% with shotguns,
and 5% with firearms where the type
was unknown.

* The 1991 Survey of State Prison In-
mates found that violent inmates who
used a weapon were more likely to use
a handgun than any other weapon;
24% of all violent inmates reported that
they used a handgun. Of all inmates,
13% reported carrying a handgun
when they committed the offense

for which they were serving time.

What types of guns do criminals
prefer?

Research by Wright and Rossi in the
1980's found that most criminals prefer
guns that are easily concealable, large
caliber, and well made. Their studies
also found that the handguns used by
the felons interviewed were similar to
the handguns available to the general
public, except that the criminals pre-
ferred larger caliber guns.

What types of guns are available
generally?

The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms (ATF) estimates that from
1899 to 1993 about 223 million guns
became available in the United States,
including over 79 million rifles, 77 mil-
lion handguns, and 66 million shot-
guns. The number of guns seized,
destroyed, lost, or not working is
unknown.

The number of new handguns added
to those available has exceeded the
number of new shotguns and rifles

in recent years. More than half of the
guns added in 1993 were handguns.




Over 40 million handguns have been
produced in the United States since
1973.

Since over 80% of the guns available
in the United States are manufactured
here, gun production is a reasonable
indicator of the guns made available.
Frcm 1973 to 1993, U.S. manufactur-
ers produced —

© 6.6 million .357 Magnum revolvers
© 6.5 million .38 Special revolvers

© 5.4 million .22 caliber pistols

© 5.3 million .22 caliber revolvers

@ 4.5 million .25 caliber pistols

°© 3.1 million 9 millimeter pistols

© 2.4 million .380 caliber pistols

° 2.2 million .44 Magnum revolvers

© 1.7 million .45 caliber pistols

© 1.2 million .32 caliber revolvers.

During the two decades from 1973

to 1993, the types of handguns most
frequently produced have changed.
Most new handguns are pistols rather
than revolvers. Pistol production grew
from 28% of the handguns produced
in the United States in 1973 to 80%

in 1993.

The number of large caliber pistols
produced annually increased substan-
tially after 1986. Until the mid-1980's,
most pistols produced in the United
States were .22 and .25 caliber mod-
els. Production of .380 caliber and

9 millimeter pistols began to increase
substantially in 1987, so that by 1993
they became the most frequently pro-
duced pistols. From 1991 to 1993, the
last 3 years for which data are avail-
abie, the most frequently produced
handguns were —

© .380 caliber pistols (20%)

° 9 millimeter pistols (19%)

0,22 caliber pistols (17%)

© .25 caliber pistols (13%)

° .50 caliber pistols (8%).

Stolen guns are a source
of weapons for criminals

All stolen guns are available to crimi-
nals by definition. Recent studies of
adult and juvenile offenders show that
many have either stolen a firearm or
kept, sold, or traded a stolen firearm:

© According to the 1991 Survey of
State Prison Inmates, among those
inmates who possessed a handgun,
9% had acquired it through theft, and
28% had acquired it through an illegal
market such as a drug dealer or fence.
Of all inmates, 10% had stolen at least
one gun, and 11% had sold or traded
stolen guns.

o Studies of adult and juvenile offend-
ers that the Virginia Department of
Criminal Justice Services conducted

in 1892 and 1993 found that 15% of
the adult offenders and 19% of the ju-
venile offenders had stolen guns; 16%
of the adults and 24% of the juveniles
had kept a stolen gun; and 20% of the
adults and 30% of the juveniles had
sold or traded a stolen gun.

° From a sample of juvenile inmates

in four States, Sheley and Wright
found that more than 50% had stolen
a gun at least once in their lives and
24% had stolen their most recently ob-
tained handgun. They concluded that
theft and burglary were the original, not
always the proximate, source of many
guns acquired by the juveniles.

How many guns are stolen?

The Victim Survey (NCVS) estimates
that there were 341,000 incidents of
firearm theft from private citizens an-
nually from 1987 to 1992. Because
the survey does not ask how many
guns were stolen, the number of guns
stolen probably exceeds the number
of incidents of gun theft.

The FBI's National Crime Information
Center (NCIC) stolen gun file con-
tained over 2 million reports as of
March 1995. In 1994, over 306,000
entries were added to this file including
a variety of guns, ammunition, can-
nons, and grenades. Reports of stolen
guns are included in the NCIC files
when citizens report a theft to law
enforcement agencies that submit

a report to the FBI. All entries must
include make, caliber, and serial num-
ber. Initiated in 1967, the NCIC stolen
gun file retains all entries indefinitely
unless a recovery is reported.

Most stolen guns are handguns

Victims report to the Victim Survey that
handguns were stolen in 53% of the
thefts of guns. The FBI's stolen gun
file's 2 million reports include informa-
tion on —

© 1.26 million handguns (almost 60%)
© 470,000 rifles (22%)

o 356,000 shotguns (17%).

From 1985 to 1994, the FBI recelved an annual average
of over 274,000 reports of stolen guns

1968 1970 1972 1974 1976 1978 1980 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994
Source: FBI, National Crime Information Center, 1995.

Number of stolen gun
entries into NCIC

1 300,000

00,000
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How many automatic weapons
are stolen?

Under the provisions of the National
Firearms Act, all automatic weapons
such as machine guns must be regis-
tered with the ATF. In 1995, over
240,000 automatic weapons were
registered with the ATF. As of March
1995, the NCIC stolen gun file con-
tained reports on about 7,700 machine
guns and submachine guns.

What types of handguns are most
frequently stolen?

Most frequently reported handguns
in the NCIC stolen gun file

Percent
of stolen )
handguns Number Caliber Type
20.5% 259,184 .38 Revolver
1.7 147,681 22 Revolver
11.6 146,474 357 Revolver
8.8 111,558 9 mm Semiautomatic
7.0 87,714 .25 Semiautomatic
6.7 84,474 22 Semiautomatic
5.4 68,112 .380 Semiautomatic
3.7 46,503 .45 Semiautomatic
3.3 41,318 .32 Revolver
3.1 39,254 .44 Revolver
15 18,377 .32 Semiautomatic
1.3 16,214 .45 Revolver

Upon request, the ATF traces some
guns used in crime to their origin

The National Tracing Center of ATF
traces firearms to their original point of
sale upon the request of police agen-
cies. The requesting agency can use
this information to assist in identifying
suspects, providing evidence for sub-
'sequent prosecution, establishing sto-
len status, and proving ownership.
The number of requests for firearms
traces increased from 37,181 in 1990
to 85,132 in 1994.

4 @Guns Used in Crime

Trace requests represent an unknown
portion of all the guns used in crimes.
ATF is not able to trace guns manufac-
tured before 1968, most surplus mili-
tary weapons, imported guns without
the importer's name, stolen guns, and
guns missing a legible serial number.

Police agencies do not request traces
on all firearms used in crimes. Not all
firearms used in crimes are recovered
so that a trace could be done and, in
some States and localities, the police
agencies may be able to establish
ownership locally without going to

the ATF.

Most trace requests concern
handguns

Over half of the guns that police
agencies asked ATF to trace were
pistols and another quarter were
revolvers,

While trace requests for all types of
guns increased in recent years, the
number of pistols traced increased
the most, doubling from 1990 to 1994.

What are the countries of origin
of the guns that are traced?

Traced guns come from many coun-
tries across the globe. However, 78%
of the guns that were traced in 1994 ~
originated in the United States and
most of the rest were from —

e Brazil (5%)

@ Germany (3%)

e China (3%)

@ Austria (3%)

e ltaly (2%)

® Spain (2%).

Almost a third of the guns traced
by ATF in 1994 were 3 years old
or less

Percent of all Age of Traces completed in 1994
Type of gun 1994 traces traced guns Number Percent
Total 100.0% Total 83,362 100%
Handgun 7941 Less than 1 year 4,072 5
Pistol 53.0 1 year 11,617 14
Pistol Revolver 24.7 2 years 6,764 8
Pistol Derringer 1.4 3 years 4,369 5
Rifle 11.4
Shotgun 9.7
Other including
machinegun 0.1

What crimes are most likely to result in a gun-tracing request?

Percent of traces by crime type

Source: ATF, unpublished data, May 1995.

Percent Handgun

of all 1994 Pistol Pistol
Crime type traces Total Total Pistol Derringer Revolver Rifle  Shotgun
Weapons offenses 72% 100% 81% 55% 1% 25% 10% 9%
Drug offenses 12 100 75 50 2 23 14 11
Homicide 6 100 79 49 1 29 11 10
Assault 5 100 80 50 1 28 10 11
Burglary 2 100 57 34 1 22 24 19
Robbery 2 100 84 53 1 29 7 10
Other 2 100 76 54 1 21 14 10

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




What guns are the most frequently traced?

10 most frequently traced guns in 1994
The most frequently traced guns vary from _
year to year. The ATF publishes a list of the Rank Manufacturer Modetl Caliber Type Number traced
10 specific guns most frequently traced annu- 1 Lorcin P25 25 Pistol 3,223
ally. The total number of traced guns on the 2 Davis Industries P380 38 Pistol 2,454
top 10 list was 18% of the total traced from 3 Raven Arms MP25 25 Pistol 2,107
1991 to 1994. Most of the top 10 guns were 4 Lorcin L25 25 Pistol 1,258
pistols (over 30% were .25 caliber pistols), 5 Mossburg 500 12G Shotgun 1,015
although a number of revolvers and a few 6 Phoenix Arms Raven 25 Pistol 959
shotguns and rifles were also included. The 7 Jennings J22 22 Pistol 929
most frequently traced gun was a Smith and 8 Ruger P89 9 mm Pistol 895
Wesson .38 caliber revolver in 1990, the Ra-  © Glock 17 9 mm Pistol 843
ven Arms P25 (a .25 caliber pistol) from 1991 10 Bryco 38 38 Pistol 820
through 1993, and the Lorcin P25 in 1994, Source: ATF, May 1995,

What caliber guns do criminals
prefer?

They were also more likely to have
carried a revolver (10% versus 7%).
The same proportion of adults and ju-
veniles (3%) carried a shotgun or rifle
at the crime scene.

from 1989 through 1991. Firearms
were identified as the murder weapon
in 600 cases. Over 70% of the fire-
arms used were handguns. Of those
handguns for which the caliber and
firing action could be identified, 19%
were .38 caliber revolvers, 10% were
.22 caliber revolvers, and 9% were 9

In their 1983 study, Wright, Rossi, and
Daly asked a sample of felons about
the handgun they had most recently
acquired. Of the felons sampled —

° 29% had acquired a .38 caliber

Some studies of guns used in
homicides provide information

handgun about caliber millimeter semiautomatic pistols.

© 20% had acquired a .357 caliber

handgun McGonigal and colleagues at the Uni-  The Hawaii Department of the Attorney
°© 16% had acquired a .22 caliber versity of Pennsylvania Medical Center General, Crime Prevention Division,
handgun. studied firearm homicides that oc- studied 59 firearm-related homicides in

curred in Philadelphia: 145 in 1985 and
324 in 1990. Most of the firearms
used in the homicides studied were
handguns: 90% in 1985 and 95% in
1990. In both years, revolvers were
the predominant type of handgun
used; however, the use of semiauto-
matic pistols increased from 24% in
1985 to 38% in 1990. The caliber of
the handguns used also changed:

Honolulu from 1988 to 1992. Hand-
guns were used in 48 homicides (over
80%) including 11 handguns of 9 milli-
meter caliber, 10 of .357 caliber, 10 of
.38 caliber, and 5 of .25 caliber.

Sheley and Wright found that the juve-
nile inmates in their 1991 sample in
four States preferred large caliber, high
quality handguns. Just prior to their
confinement —

© 58% owned a revolver, usually

a .38 or .357 caliber gun

° 55% owned a semiautomatic
handgun, usually a 9 millimeter

What caliber guns are used In
the killings of law enforcement
officers?

or .45 caliber gun
© 51% owned a sawed-off shotgun

In Philadelphia, handguns most often used:

From 1982 to 1993, of the 687 officers
who were killed by firearms other than.

© 35% owned a military-style automatic  In 1985, of 91 In 19_9%. of 204 their own guns, more were killed by
or semiautomatic rifle. homicides homicides .38 caliber handguns than by any other
44% .38 caliber 23% 9 mm pistol f guns tha by any ©
\ revolver type of weapon.
Do juvenile offenders use different  19% .25 caliver 18% .38 caliber
types of guns than adult offenders? pistol revolver Percent
yP g 1% Z2calber  16% 357 calier e O a cers
revolver revolver 1 0 i :
. . ff killed f
A study of adult and juvenile offenders  14% .32 calber  16% 22 calier Type of firearm fled with & firearm
Heps H. revolver revoiver .
by the Virginia Department of Criminal = 0 pistol  10% .32 caliber -38 caliber handgun 25.2%
Justice Services found that juvenile of- revolver .357 Magnum handgun 12,1
fenders were more likely than adultsto 2% .357 caliber 6% .380 caliber 9 millimeter handgun 9.5
have carried a semiautomatic pistol at revolver pistol 12 gauge shotgun 7.4
the crime scene (18% versus 7%). o - .22 caliber handgun 5.4
The Virginia Department of Criminal 20 caliber rifle 44

Justice Services studied 844 homi-

cides that occurred in 18 jurisdictions
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[P A S —————————

Little information exists about the use
of assault weapons in crime. The in-
formation that does exist uses varying
definitions of assault weapons that
were developed before the Federal
assault weapons ban was enacted.

In general, assault weapons are
serniautomatic firearms with a large
magazine of ammunition that were
designed and configured for rapid fire
and combat use. An assault weapon
can be a pistol, a rifle, or a shotgun.
The Federal Violent Crime Control
and Law Enforcement Act of 1994
bans the manufacture and sale of 19
specific assault weapons identified by
make and manufacturer. It also pro-
vides for a ban on those weapons that
have a combination of features such
as flash suppressors and grenade
launchers. The ban does not cover
those weapons legally possessed
before the law was enacted. The
National Institute of Justice will be
evaluating the effect of the ban and
reporting to Congress in 1997.

In 1993 prior to the passage of the
assault weapons ban, the Bureau

of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms
(ATF), reported that about 1%

of the estimated 200 million guns

How often are assault weapons used in crime?

in circulation were assault weapons.
Of the gun-tracing requests received
that year by ATF from law enforce-
ment agencies, 8% involved assault
weapons.

Assault weapons and homicide

A New York State Division of Criminal
Justice Services study of homicides
in 1993 in New York City found that
assault weapons were involved in
16% of the homicides studied. The
definition of assault weapons used
was from proposed but not enacted
State legislation that was more expan-
sive than the Federal legislation. By
matching ballistics records and homi-
cide files, the study found information
on 366 firearms recovered in the
homicides of 271 victims. Assault
weapons were linked to the deaths of
43 victims (16% of those studied).

A study by the Virginia Department of
Criminal Justice Services reviewed
the files of 600 firearm murders that
occurred in 18 jurisdictions from 1989
to 1991. The study found that hand-
guns were used in 72% of the mur-
ders (431 murders). Ten guns were
identified as assault weapons, includ-
ing five pistols, four rifles, and one
shotgun.

Assault weapons and offenders

In the 1991 BJS Survey of State
inmates, about 8% of the inmates
reported that they had owned a
military-type weapon, such as an Uzi,
AK-47, AR-15, or M-16. Less than
1% said that they carried such a
weapon when they committed the
incident for which they were incarcer-
ated. A Virginia inmate survey con-
ducted between November 1992 and
May 1993 found similar results:
About 10% of the adult inmates re-
ported that they had ever possessed
an assault rifle, but none had carried
it at the scene of a crime.

Two studies indicate higher propor-
tions of juvenile offenders reporting
possession and use of assault rifles.
The Virginia inmate survey also cov-
ered 192 juvenile offenders. About
20% reported that they had pos-
sessed an assault rifle and 1% said
that they had carried it at the scene of
acrime. In 1991, Sheley and Wright
surveyed 835 serious juvenile offend-
ers incarcerated in 6 facilities in 4
States. In the Sheley and Wright
study, 35% of the juvenile inmates
reported that they had owned a
military-style automatic or semiauto-
matic rifle just prior to confinement.
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Note

Data in this report from the 1993 Na-
tional Crime Victimization Survey are
the first released on this topic since the
survey was redesigned. Because of
changes in the methodology, direct
comparisons with BJS's victim survey
data from prior years are not appropri-
ate. Additional information about the
survey's redesign can be obtained
from the Bureau of Justice Statistics
Clearinghouse at 1-800-732-3277.

The Bureau of Justice Statistics is the
statistical arm of the U.S. Department
of Justice. Jan M. Chaiken, Ph.D., is
director,

BJS Selected Findings summarize
statistics about a topic of current
concern from both BJS and non-BJS
datasets.

Substantial assistance in preparing
this document was provided by Roy
Weise and Gary Boatman of the
Criminal Justice Information Systems
Division of the FBI; Edward Troiano,
Emmett Masterson, Gerald Nunziato,
Gary Kirchoff, and Kris Denholm of
the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms; Jim McDonough of the
Virginia Department of Criminal
Justice Services; Henry Brownstein
and Kelly Haskin-Tenenini of the
New York State Division of Criminal
Justice Services; and Larry Green-
feld, Thomas Hester, and Michael
Rand of the Bureau of Justice Statis-
tics. Verification and publication
review were provided by Yvonne
Boston, Ida Hines, Rhonda Keith,
and Priscilla Middleton of the Bureau
of Justice Statistics.

July 1995, NCJ-148201

Guns Used in Crime is the first of

a series of reports on firearms and
crime that will become part of a
longer document, Firearms, Crime,
and Criminal Justice. Other topics
to be covered in this series include
weapons offenses and offenders,
how criminals obtain guns, and
intentional firearm injury. The full
report will focus on the use of guns
in crime, trends in gun crime,
consequences of gun crimes,
characteristics of offenders who
use guns, and sanctions for offend-
ers who use guns. This report will
not cover the involvement of firearms
in accidents or suicides.
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Arrestees Guns:
Momitoring the iltegal Firearms

Firearms are plentiful, easily obtained, and regularly used
by offenders in major urban areas, according to interim
findings from a study conducted for the National Institute
of Justice (NIJ). Thirty-nine percent of arrestees reported
ever owning a firearm—a rate higher than the general
population’s self-reported ownership rates and lower than
rates for more serious offenders. Most troubling is that 40
percent of juvenile males—for whom the possesion of
most firearms is by statute illegal—reported ever pos-
sessing a firearm. Just over a third of the juveniies
admitted to owning a firearm in the previous 30 days.

The findings are based on data collected by researchers
in interviews with more than 4,000 recent arrestees in 11
cities (Atlanta, Denver, Detroit, Indianapolis, New Or-
leans, Los Angeles, Miami, Phoenix, San Diego, St.
Louis, and Washington, D.C.) during the first 3 months of
1995. These cities were chosen because they partici-
pated in NIJ's Drug Use Forecasting (DUF) program and
have high crime rates. Most provide data on juveniles as
well as adults. The DUF program, on a quarterly basis,
conducts urinalysis tests and interviews with recent
arrestees. Six of the cities—Atlanta, Detroit, New Or-
leans, Miami, St. Louis, and Washington, D.C.—were
among the U.S. cities with the highest levels of violent
crime in 1993.

Interim findings

The wide availablity of firearms and the increase in
firearm violence among young people provided the
impetus for this study. The ongoing study is focused on
learning how offenders obtain firearms, their motives in
obtaining them, their patterns of firearm use, and their
experiences as victims of firearms. Interim findings are
based on interviews with 2,343 adult males, 942 adult
females, 753 juvenile males, and 103 juvenile females.
Overall, admitted gang membership and involvement in

drug sales appear to be most associated with gun
ownership. Highlights of the findings to date include:

O Fifteen percent of the total sample of arrestees
reported that they carried a gun all or most of the time.
(Among juvenile male arrestees, 22 percent reported
carrying a gun all or most of the time.) For arrestees who
admitted selling illegal drugs in the past year, this figure
jumps to 25 percent, and for those who admit gang
membership, it jumps to 36 percent.

O Interestingly, those who tested positive (via urinalysis)
for illegal drugs were no more likely to report possession
or use of a firearm than those whose test results were
negative.

O As might be expected, the illegal firearms market has
played a large role in providing arrestees with access to
weapons; 45 percent of those interviewed said this was
how they obtained their guns.

0 A strong association was found between carrying a
gun and gang membership and carrying a gun and illicit
drug-selling. Of the total sample, 7 percent reported that
they were current members of a gang, and 19 percent
reported having sold drugs within the past year. Among
those reporting gang membership, 36 percent stated that
they carried a gun all or most of the time. Among respon-
dents reporting drug sales in the previous year, 25
percent indicated that they carried a gun all or most of
the time.

O A similar association was found between illegal gun
procurement and gang membership or illicit drug sales.
Sixty percent of those who admitted to gang membership
reported having obtained their most recently acquired
gun through illegal means, and 60 percent of those who
reported having sold illegal drugs in the last year made a
similar claim.
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B The majority of the sample (55 percent) reported that
it was easy to get firearms illegally, and one-third of the
sample (34 percent) said they could get a gun in less
than a week.

Twenty-four percent of the arrestees interviewed
admitted using a gun in a crime (32 percent of the
juvenile males), and one-third of that group said they fired
the gun during the crime. Considerably higher figures
were reported for gang members and those who sold
illegal drugs in the preceding year.

B Thirteen percent of interviewed offenders indicated
that they had stolen a gun.

B Arrestees have experienced high levels of firearm
victimization. Fifty-six percent had been threatened with a
gun {60 percent among adult male arrestees and 55
percent among juvenile male arrestees), 42 percent had
been shot at (48 percent among adult male arrestees and
50 percent among juvenile male arrestees), and 16
percent had been injured by gunshot (21 percent among
adult male arrestees and 11 percent among juvenile male
arrestees). Exposure to violence through victimization
was associated with the likelihood of owning or possess-
ing firearms. That is, arrestees who reported being
threatened or shot at were more likely to admit gun
ownership than those who had not been victimized.

B Arrestees’ beliefs about firearm use suggest a series
of norms that support and encourage the use of firearms
to settle disputes. For example, 9 percent agreed with the
statement, “It is OK to shoot someone who has disre-
spected you,” and 28 percent agreed that “It is OK to
shoot someone who hurt you.” Among juvenile males, 38
percent held this view.

Additional data for this project will be collected through
summer 1995, and a final report on the project is ex-
pected to be available in late fall.

This study is being conducted under NIJ grant 95—
IJ-R014 by Scott Decker, Ph.D., Department of
Criminology and Criminal Justice, University of
Missouri-St. Louis, and Susan Pennell, Criminal
Justice Research Division, San Diego Association
of Governments. For further information on the
project, please contact Dr. Thomas Feucht, Pro-
gram Manager, Office of Research and Evaluation,
NIJ, at 202-307-2949. Inquiries may also be made
to Dr. Decker at 314-516-5038 or Ms. Pennell at
619-595-5383.

As part of NiJ's Research in Progress Seminar
Series, Dr. Decker and Ms. Pennell discussed this
study with an audience of researchers and criminal
justice professionals and practitioners. A 60-minute
VHS videotape Monitoring the lllegal Firearms
Market is available for $19.00 ($24.00 in Canada and
other countries). Please ask for NCJ 153850.

Use the order form on the next page to obtain this
videotape and any of the 11 other tapes now avail-
able in the series.
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NCJ 152237 —Christian Pfeiffer,
Ph.D., Director of the Krimino—
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NCJ 152238 — Arthur L. Kellerman,
M.D., M.P.H., Director of the Center
for Injury Control, School of Public

Health and Associate Professor in the
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Division of Emergency Medicine,
School of Medicine, Emory Uni—
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By Michael R. Rand, BJS Statistician

In 1992 offenders armed with handguns committed a
record 931,000 violent crimes. Handgun crimes
accounted for about 13% of all violent crimes. As
measured by the National Crime Victimization Survey
(NCVS), the rate of nonfatal handgun victimizations in
1992 — 4.5 crimes per 1,000 people age 12 or older —
supplanted the

record of 4.0 per Handguns and crime, 1987-92

1,000 in 1982.
Annual
average,
On average per year 1992 1987-91
in 1987-92, about Handgun crimes 930,700 667,000
62,200 victims of Homicide 13,200 10,600
i i Rape 11,800 14,000
woolent crime, about Robbery 339,000 225,100
1% of all victims of Assault 566,800 417,300

violence, used a
firearm to defend
themselves. Ano-

Note: Detail may not add to total because
of rounding. Data for homicide come from
the FBI's Uniform Crime Reports.

The 1992 handgun victimization rate was the highest
on record

Number of victimizations per 1,000 population
20

0
1979 1983 1988 1992

Source: BJS National Crime Victimization Survey, 1979-92.
Note: Serious violent crime includes rape, robbery, and aggravated assault.

ther 20,300 used a
firearm to defend their property during a theft,
household burglary, or motor vehicle theft.

For 1987-92 victims reported an annual average of about
341,000 incidents of firearm theft. Because the NCVS
asks for types but not a count of items stolen, the annual
total of firearms stolen probabiy exceeded the number

of incidents.

Males, blacks, and the young had the highest rates
of handgun crime victimization, 1987-92

Average annual rate of crimes committed
with handguns (per 1,000 persons)*

Age of Male victims Female victims
Victim Total White Black Total White Black
All ages 4.9 3.7 142 2.1 1.6 5.8
12-15 5.0 3.1 141 2.5 2.1 4.7
16-19 14.2 9.5 39.7 5.1 3.6 13.4
20-24 11.8 9.2 29.4 4.3 35 9.1
25-34 5.7 4.9 12.3 3.1 2.1 9.0
35-49 3.3 2.7 8.7 1.7 1.4 3.3
50-64 1.5 1.2 3.5 0.8 0. 1.6
65 orolder 0.8 0. 37 0.3 0. 2.3

*Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 or older in each age category. Rates do
not include murder or nonnegligent manslaughter committed with handguns.
The totals include persons of other races not shown separately.

Violent crime rates
Unlike the record rate of handgun crimes in 1992, the

-~ overall rates for violent crimes were well below the 1981

peaks.' The total 1992 rate for rape, robbery, and
aggravated and simple assault was 35 per 1,000
persons, compared to 39 per 1,000 in 1981. The 1992
rate of 17 per 1,000 for the more serious violent crimes
(rape, robbery, and aggravated assault) was also less
than the 20 per 1,000 in 1981.

Most likely victims of handgun crime

o Males were twice as likely as females to be victims of
handgun crimes, and blacks 3 times as likely as whites.

o Young black males continued to be the population sub-
group most vulnerable to handgun crime victimization.
For males age 16-19 —

The rate for blacks (40 per 1,000 persons)

was 4 times that of whites (10 per 1,000).
For males age 20-24 —

The rate for blacks (29 per 1,000)

was 3 times that of whites (9 per 1,000).

1Except where noted, this brief excludes homicides, which NCVS does not
measure.




When offenders fired at victims

o Offenders fired their weapon in 17% of all nonfatal hand-
gun crimes (or about 2% of all violent crimes). In 3%

of handgun crimes, about 21,000 a year, the victim was
wounded. (An additional annual average of 11,100 were
victims of homicide by handgun.) The offender shot at but
missed the victim in 14% of handgun crimes.

Self-defense with firearms

¢ 38% of the victims defending themselves with a firearm
attacked the offender, and the others threatened the
offender with the weapon.

s A fifth of the victims defending themselves with a firearm
suffered an injury, compared to almost half of those who
defended themselves with weapons other than a firearm
or who had no weapon. Care should be used in inter-
preting these data because many aspects of crimes —
including victim and offender characteristics, crime
circumstances, and offender intent — contribute to the
victims' injury outcomes.

e In most cases victims who used firearms to defend
themselves or their property were confronted by offenders

About three-fourths of the victims who used firearms for
self-defense did so during a crime of violence, 1987-92

Average annual number of victimizations
in which victims used firearms to defend
themselves or their property

Attacked Threatened

Total offender offender

All crimes 82,500 30,600 51,900

Total violent crime 62,200 25,500 36,700

With injury 12,100 7,300 4,900

Without injury 50,000 18,200 31,800
Theft, burglary,

motor vehicle theft 20,300 5,100 15,200

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. Includes victimizations
in which offenders were unarmed. Excludes homicides.
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who were either un- Offenders shot at victims in 17%
armed or armed with of handgun crimes, 1987-92
weapons other than : Percent
firearms. On average Moo
Shot at victim 16.6%
between 1987 and Hit victim 3.0
1992, about 35% (or Missed victim 13.6
Nongunshot injury 1.6
t2h210c')0| petr ygar) O.f No physical injury 12.0
ne violent crime vic- Did not shoot at victim 83.4%
tims defending them- Other attack/attempt 19.9
selves with a firearm Verbal threat of attack 15.4
W .
faced an offender who Onahon present 468
also had a firearm.? Unknown action 5
. Average annual number 699,900
Theft of firearms _ -
Note: Excludes homicides.

¢ Although most
thefts of firearms (64%) occurred during household
burglaries, a significant percentage (32%) occurred during
larcenies. Loss of firearms through larceny was as likely
to occur away from the victim's home as at or near the
home. In 53% of the firearm thefts, handguns were
stolen.

341,000 incidents of firearm theft occurred
per year, 1987-92

Average annual number
of victimizations in which

Crime in which firearms were stolen

firearm was stolen Total Handgun  Other gun
Total 340,700 180,500 160,200
Violent crime 7,900 5,300 2,600
Personal theft 56,200 33,900 22,300
Household theft 52,600 31,700 20,800
Household burglary 217,200 105,300 112,000
Motor vehicle theft 6,700 4,400 2,400

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. The table measures
theft incidents, not numbers of guns stolen. See text on page 1.

2Because the NCVS collects victimization data on police
officers, its estimates of the use of firearms for self-defense are
likely to include police use of firearms. Questionnaire revisions
introduced in January 1993 will permit separate consideration
of police and civilian firearm cases.
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A Summary of a Presentation by Alfred Blumstein, Ph.D., Carnegie Mellon University

Note: This Research Preview updates the December
1995 release.

The perception that violence is on the rise is supported
by data showing a sharp increase in violent crime among
juveniles since the mid-1980s. Although the overall
national homicide rate has not increased over the past 20
years, homicides by youths under the age of 24 have
grown significantly in recent years. Between 1985 and
1992, the rate of homicide by young people, the number
they committed with guns, and the arrest rate of nonwhite
juveniles for drug offenses have all more than doubled.
These increases appear to be linked to the recruitment of
juveniles into the illegal drug trade and the consequent
diffusion of guns from them to a much larger number of
young people.

Age, murder, and illegal drug use

Age and murder. It has long been known that crime
rates typically peak in the late teen years, and age-
specific patterns for such crimes as robbery and burglary
have not changed significantly in the past 20 years.
However, major changes have occurred in homicide
patterns among the young.

From 1970 to 1985, individuals ages 18 to 24 were the
most likely of any age group to commit murder, and the
murder rate among this group was relatively steady. In
1985, murder by people under 24 began to increase: for
those 18 and younger, the homicide rate more than
doubled between 1985 and 1992. During that same
period, the rate among those 24 to 30 remained steady,
and the rate declined for those over 30. Thus, much of

the rise in the Nation’s overall homicide rate in the late
1980s was due to the surge in killings by the young.

To further illustrate the dimensions of this change, a
calculation can be made to show the “excess” murders
attributable to young people, i.e., the homicides that
would not have been committed if the rates for ages 15—
22 had remained stable at their 1970-1985 levels. A total
of 18,600 of these “excess murders” are estimated to
have been committed between 1986 and 1992. This
represents about 12 percent of the annual average of
22,000 murders during those 7 years.

Age, race, and illegal drugs. The surge in violent
juvenile crime coincided with an increase in drug arrests,
which rose particularly among nonwhites in urban areas.
After a 10-year period of stability in drug arrests of
nonwhite juveniles, the rise of urban crack cocaine
markets led to sharply increased rates among this group,
beginning in 1985. To meet the growth in demand for
crack cocaine, the drug industry had recruited young
sellers, primarily nonwhite youths, many of whom saw
this as their only viable economic opportunity. The rate of
arrests rose from approximately 200 per 100,000 in 1985
to twice that rate 4 years later.

For white youths, drug arrests declined during this period,
in part because of a general policy-shift begun in 1975
that reversed their rapidly growing drug arrest rate,
primarily for marijuana. The rapid increase in arrests of
nonwhites (primarily African Americans) reflected the
extent to which crack street markets were more acces-
sible to police (as well as to buyers) than the more
surreptitious markets maintained by white drug dealers.
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Murder with guns. Guns are increasingly involved in
homicides among youths. From 1976 to 1985, when the
homicide rate involving juveniles was fairly steady, a gun
was used more often than any other weapon (a constant
60 percent of the time). Seven years later, by 1992, the
number of murders by juveniles in which a gun was
involved had doubled, but the number committed without
a gun remained steady.

The linkage: a hypothesis. As more juveniles were
recruited to sell crack, they armed themselves with guns.
For those transporting valuable illicit merchandise,
whether money or drugs, a gun was seen as necessary
for protection, especially because they could not call for
police assistance if threatened. Since juveniles are tightly
networked in schools and in their neighborhoods, some
youths not involved in the drug business felt they had to
carry guns to protect themselves from armed juvenile
drug sellers. Possibly, many also saw guns as conferring
a measure of status and power. Gun possession esca-
lated into an arms race that diffused the weapons broadly
throughout the community.

Considering the known frequency with which male
teenagers often resort to violence to settle arguments,
the increased presence of guns has meant that disputes
once settled by fist fights often escalated to shooting
incidents resulting in greater lethality. Juveniles’ use of
firearms is more random than adults’; teenage behavior is
often marked by recklessness and bravado, while adults
generally act with more restraint. Until recently, the
majority of homicide cases involved people who knew
each other. Overall, between 1976 and 1991, the propor-
tion of homicides involving strangers was about 20
percent. But when male juveniles were involved as
perpetrators, the figure climbed to 34 percent.

The links between the diffusion of guns to juveniles and
to the general community—a result of youths’ recruitment
into the illegal drug trade—is reflected in the 120 percent
jump in the homicide arrest rate for nonwhite juveniles
from 1985 to 1992. For white juveniles, the rate rose
about 80 percent, even though there was no strong
indication of their involvement in the drug trade; also, this
increase began in 1988, 3 years after the rise among
nonwhites began—a lag consistent with the diffusion
hypothesis. In sharp contrast, there was no growth in the
homicide rate for adults of either group.

Implications

Demographics and crime. Meanwhile, the incarceration
rate in this country has grown dramatically. In the 50
years from 1923 to 1973, it was quite stable and aver-
aged about 110 per 100,000. Since then, the rate has
almost quadrupled to over 400 per 100,000 in State and

Federal prisons. In fact, the large increase in incarcerated
adults could have contributed substantially to the recruit-
ment of juveniles into the drug trade.

Of particular relevance to future crime rates is the grow-
ing number of teenagers. The age group currently
responsible for the highest homicide rate, the 18-year-
olds, is about as small as it has been in recent years. As
this cohort ages, its crime rate may level out, as it has in
the past. But it is also possible that today’s 18-year-olds
will continue reckless behavior as they grow older.
However, children who are now younger (about ages 5 to
15) represent the future problem, because they are larger
cohorts than the current 18-year-old group. Even if
current rates do not continue to rise, violent crime is likely
to increase because there will be more 18-year-olds to
commit violence at a higher rate.

Options to change the trends. A concerted effort needs
to be made to get firearms out of the hands of young
people. In most cases it is not a legislative issue—the
carrying of firearms by juveniles is illegal almost every-
where, and the 1994 Crime Law made it a Federal
offense. Because so many of the guns obtained illegally
have moved across State lines, initially from a licensed
firearms dealer, the Federal government has an important
role in enforcing the laws prohibiting those illegal sales.
Stronger enforcement and other avenues of depleting the
gun supply need to be found, especially in urban areas.

Some communities are trying new ways to cut down the
number of guns. Pittsburgh’s “gun task force” is examining

This summary is based on a presentation by Alfred
Blumstein, Ph.D., J. Erik Jonsson University Profes-
sor of Urban Systems and Operations Research at
the H. John Heinz 11l School of Public Policy and
Management, Carnegie Mellon University. As part of
NIJ’s Research in Progress Seminar Series, Dr.
Blumstein discussed his work with an audience of
researchers and criminal justice professionals and
practitioners. A 60-minute VHS videotape, Youth
Violence, Guns, and Illicit Drug Markets, is available for
$19 ($24 in Canada and other foreign countries). Ask
for NCJ 152235. Use the order form on the NEXT
PAGE to obtain this videotape and any of the other
tapes now available in the series.

Dr. Blumstein’s research is being extended with an
NIJ grant on juvenile violence and its relationship to
drug markets.

Points of view in this document do not necessarily reflect the official
position of the U.S. Department of Justice.




a variety of approaches, including radio and television
spots with a telephone number to use to anonymously
report illegal guns. In Charleston, South Carolina, a
bounty is offered for reports leading to the seizure of an
illegal gun. Such an approach not only removes that gun
from circulation, it also inhibits the brandishing of guns,
which stimulates others to obtain a gun. These are the
kind of approaches needed to reverse the escalating
arms race in our neighborhoods.

In the long term, a major effort has to be made to build a
base of understanding by involving the research commu-
nity in examining juvenile crime and its causes, the links
between those two criminogenic commodities—guns and
drugs—in the community and in their respective markets,
and the rate of homicides among young people. Financial
resources are needed to pursue these issues at the
necessary depth. The war on drugs, in particular, needs
to be examined to assess its positive and negative
effects, including its unintended consequences.

The Latest Criminal Justice
Videotape Series from NIJs

Research in Progress Seminards

Learn about the latest developments in criminal justice
research from prominent criminal justice experts.

Each 60-minute tape presents a well-known scholar discussing his or her current studies and how
they relate to existing criminal justice research and includes the lecturer’s responses to audience questions.
In addition to Youth Violence, Guns, and lllicit Drug Markets, reported on in this Research Preview, the other tapes

available in VHS format are listed on page 4.

To order any of these tapes, please complete and return this form with your payment ($19, U.S.; $24, Canada and
other countries) to National Criminal Justice Reference Service, P.O. Box 6000, Rockville, MD 20849-6000.
Call 800-851-3420, or e-mail askncjrs@ncjrs.aspensys.com if you have any questions.

Please send me the following tapes:
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Research in Progress VHS Tapes Now Available

NCJ 152236 — Peter W. Greenwood,
Ph.D., Director, Criminal Justice
Research Program, The RAND
Corporation: Three Strikes, You're Out:
Benefits and Costs of California’s New
Mandatory-Sentencing Law.

NCJ 152237 — Christian Pfeiffer,
Ph.D., Director of the Krimino-
logisches Forschungsinstitut
Niedersachsen: Sentencing Policy and
Crime Rates in Reunified Germany.

NCJ 152238 _ Arthur L. Kellerman,
M.D., M.P.H,, Director of the Center
for Injury Control, School of Public
Health and Associate Professor in the
Division of Emergency Medicine,
School of Medicine, Emory University:
Understanding and Preventing Violence: A
Public Health Perspective.

NCJ 152692 — James Inciardi, Ph.D.,
Director, Drug and Alcohol Center,
University of Delaware: A Corrections-
Based Continuum of Effective Drug Abuse
Treatment.

NCJ 153270 — Adele Harrell, Ph.D.,
Director, Program on Law and Behav-
ior, The Urban Institute: Intervening with
High-Risk Youth: Preliminary Findings from
the Children-at-Risk Program.

NCJ 153271 —Marvin Wolfgang,
Ph.D., Director, Legal Studies and
Criminology, University of Pennsylva-
nia: Crime in a Birth Cobort: A Replication
in the People s Republic of China.

NCJ 153730 — Lawrence W. Sherman,
Ph.D., Chief Criminologist, Indianapo-
lis Police Department, Professor of
Criminology, University of Maryland:
Reducing Gun Violence: Community
Policing Againat Gun Crime.

NCJ 153272 — Cathy Spatz Widom,
Ph.D., Professor, School of Criminal
Justice, State University of New
York — Albany: The Cycle of Violence
Revisited Six Years Later

NCJ 153273 — Wesley Skogan, Ph.D.,
Professor, Political Science and Urban
Affairs, Northwestern University:
Community Policing in Chicago: Fact or
Fiction?

NCJ 153850 —Scott H. Decker, Ph.D.,
Professor and Chair, Department of
Criminal Justice and Criminology,
University of Missouri-St. Louis, and
Susan Pennell, Director, Criminal
Justice Research Unit, San Diego
Association of Governments: Monitoring

the lllegal Firearms Market.

NCJ 154277 — Terrie Moffitt, Ph.D.,
Professor, Department of Psychology,
University of Wisconsin: Partner
Violence Among Young Adults.

NCJ 156923 —Orlando Rodriguez,
Ph.D., Director, Hispanic Research
Center, Fordham University: The New
Immigrant Hispanic Popiilations: Implica-
tions for Crime and Delinguency in the Next
Decade.

NCJ 156925 — John Monahan, Ph.D.,
Professor of Psychology and Legal
Medicine, University of Virginia:
Mental Iliness and Violent Crime.

NCJ 157643 — Benjamin Saunders,
Ph.D,, and Dean G. Kilpatrick, Ph.D.,
Medical University of South Carolina:
Prevalence and Consequences of Child
Victimization: Preliminary Results from the
National Survey of Adolescents.

NCJ 159739 — Joel H. Garner, Ph.D.,
Research Director, Joint Centers for
Justice Studies: Use of Force By and
Againat the Police.

NCJ 159740 —Kim English, Ph.D.,
Research Director, Colorado Division
of Criminal Justice: Managing Adult Sex
Offenders in Community Settings: A
Containment Approach.
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Summary of a Presentation by Arthur L. Kellermann, M.D., M.P.H., Emory University

Misuse of firearms and its related violence have been the
source of new challenges to the criminal justice and
medical professions. Criminal justice responses to gun-
related violence involve deterrence, incapacitation, and
rehabilitation of perpetrators, while medicine focuses on
providing emergency and trauma care as well as physical
rehabilitation to injured victims. A third approach—the
public health model—stresses prevention and addresses
both potential victims and offenders. The three perspec-
tives have obvious overlapping interests and expertise to
share.

As part of the effort to reduce firearm violence, research
projects at Emory University's Center for Injury Control
feature an explicit partnership between public heaith and
local law enforcement. Some key findings of this effort
indicate:

O Firearms in the home are associated with an increased
risk of suicide or homicide among family members
residing there.

O Guns kept in the home do not offer substantial protec-
tion against homicide at the hands of an intruder.

0O The number of individuals who are injured and require
medical treatment for gunshot wounds is three to eight
times the number who are killed by guns.

O Existing gunshot injury reporting systems do not link
emergency department records with police reports to
support criminal investigations.

O Health care providers often fail to report patients with
gunshot wounds to the authorities, even in jurisdictions
with mandatory reporting.

O Policy relevant research on gun-violence reduction
efforts, especially in terms of youth violence, is vital to
finding which aspects of such comprehensive pro-
grams as Atlanta’s Project PACT* are effective.

Guns in the home: protection or peril?

Approximately half of all homes in America contain one or
more firearms. Although many gun owners keep a gun in
their home at least in part for self-protection, studies
conducted over the past decade suggest that the risks of
keeping a gun in the home outweigh the potential ben-
efits. For example, two large population-based case
control studies have found that keeping a gun is associ-
ated with an increased risk of violent death in the home.

The studies identified suicides and homicides that
occurred in the home of the victim, regardless of the
instrument of death. By interviewing surviving next-of-kin
and identifying behavioral characteristics of the family
and environmental characteristics of the household,
researchers were able to develop profiles of those homes
that were the scene of a violent death. Through a process
of random selection, investigators then identified a
neighboring household that contained an individual of the
same age range, gender, and race as the case house-
hold. In each of these “control” households, an adult
family member was interviewed, and a similar profile of
behavioral, personal, and environmental characteristics
was compiled.

By comparing the characteristics of households where a
violent death occurred to those of neighboring house-
holds where a violent death did not occur, risk factors for
violent death could be identified. Several behavioral
factors (e.g., living alone, depression, alcoholism, illicit
drug use, previous arrest history, previous family violence
history) were strongly and independently linked to an
increased risk of suicide or homicide in the home. How-
ever, even after these characteristics were taken into
account, and case and control households were matched
for age, sex, race, and neighborhood, researchers found
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that homes with guns were almost five times more likely
to be the scene of a suicide and almost three times more
likely to be the scene of a homicide than comparable
homes without firearms.

No evidence was found to indicate that keeping a gun in
the home offered substantial protection from homicide,
even in the subset of cases where someone forcibly
entered the home. In those cases, the presence of a gun
neither increased nor decreased the risk of violent death.
Instead, researchers found that homes with guns were
much more likely to be the scene of a homicide involving
a spouse, a family member, or an intimate acquaintance.

Survey data gathered by the Bureau of Justice Statistics
between 1987 and 1992 estimated that guns are used in
self-defense each year approximately 82,000 times. But
this figure compares to the annual toll of more than 1.5
million instances of criminal violence involving firearms.
Guns probably are used infrequently in self-defense
because the criminals often rely on stealth, surprise, or
sudden force to achieve their goal. Few victims have
sufficient time to secure a weapon.

Tracking nonfatal gun injuries

The computer systems of many medical care facilities and
law enforcement agencies do not lend themselves to
tracking nonfatal data. Hospital admission data bases do
not include information about individuals treated and
released, and law enforcement data bases—usually
indexed by the type of offense—do not readily indicate
whether a weapon was involved.

To fill this gap, researchers at Emory University and other
institutions are studying the incidence and impact of gun-
related violence in three cities: Memphis, Tennessee;
Seattle, Washington; and Galveston, Texas. According to
preliminary data, for every firearm homicide in Memphis,
another seven patients required medical care; in
Galveston, the ratio of nonfatal to fatal cases was nearly
8 to 1, while in Seattle, the ratio was close to 3to 1. The
weapon used in most cases was a handgun. In Memphis,
handguns were used in 87 percent of gun-related as-
saults where the type of weapon was recorded. Hand-
guns account for about one-third of all privately owned
firearms in the United States.

Researchers have found they needed both hospital
emergency reports and police offense reports, but
gathering this information is cumbersome and slow. The
Emory University team was surprised to learn that even
in States where reporting is legally mandated, health care
providers do not always notify police of a gunshot wound,
often because they are told by the person seeking
medical assistance that the police were already notified.

Whereas a law enforcement officer would view such
claims with skepticism, physicians almost always take the
patient at his word.

In an effort to create a fail-safe process for notifying
authorities, the Georgia Bureau of Investigation has been
asked to provide a single, regional, round-the-clock
telephone contact number so emergency room personnel
can report gun-related injuries and provide physical
profiles to appropriate law enforcement officials. Emory
University researchers hope to link these reports to police
records to build a real-time electronic data base that will
allow police and public health officials to quickly discern
patterns, “hot spots,” and trends as well as identify
wounded fugitives when they contact the health care
system.

Educating communities about juvenile
gun violence

Local government officials in the five-county greater
Atlanta area have recently joined with city and community
leaders under Project PACT* to forge a comprehensive
community-based approach to gun violence. Designed to
break the link between youths and guns, the program will
involve young people as well as culturally sensitive and
appropriate media messages, school-based education,
neighborhood groups, and support from grassroots
organizations.

In addition, under a new Georgia State law, juvenile
offenders using guns will be referred to and handled by
the adult court. The Emory University team is evaluating
this effort with support from a consortium of Federal
agencies.

*Pulling America's Communities Together

As part of NIJ’s Research in Progress Seminar Series,
Arthur L. Kellermann, M.D., M.P.H., discussed the
work summarized in this document with an audience
of researchers and criminal justice professionals and
practitioners. Dr. Kellermann is director of the Center
for Injury Control, School of Public Health, and associ-
ate professor in the Division of Emergency Medicine,
School of Medicine, Emory University.

A 60-minute VHS videotape, Understanding and
Preventing Violence: A Public Health Perspective, is
available for $19 ($24 in Canada and other foreign
countries). Please ask for NCJ 152238. Use the order
form on the next page to obtain this videotape and
any of the other tapes now available in the series.

Points of view in this document do not necessarily reflect the
official position of the U.S. Department of Justice.



The Latest Criminal Justice
Videotape Series from NIJs

Research in Progress Seminars

Learn about the latest developments in criminal justice
research from prominent criminal justice experts.

Each 60-minute tape presents a well-known scholar discussing his current studies and how they relate to existing criminal
justice research and includes the lecturer’s responses to audience questions. In addition to Understanding and Preventing Vio-

lence: A Public Health Perspective, reported on in this Research Preview, the other tapes available in VHS format are:

NCJ 152235 — Alfred Blumstein, Ph.D.,
Professor of Urban Systems and Opera-
tions Research, Carnegie Mellon
University: Youth Violence, Guny, and lllicit
Drug Market.

NCJ 152236 — Peter W. Greenwood,
Ph.D., Director, Criminal Justice
Research Program, The RAND Corpora-
tion: Three Strikes, You're Out: Benefits and
Covts of California s New Mandatory
Sentencing Law.

NCJ 152237 — Christian Pfeiffer, Ph.D.,,
Director of the Krimino-logisches
Forschungsinstitut Niedersachsen:
Sentencing Policy and Crime Rates in Reunified
Germany.

NCJ 152692 — James Inciardi, Ph.D.,
Director, Drug and Alcohol Center,
University of Delaware: A Corrections-
Based Continuum of Effective Drug Abuse
Treatment.

NCJ 153270 — Adele Harrell, Ph.D,,
Director, Program on Law and Behavior,
The Urban Institute: /ntervening with High-
Risk Youth: Preliminary Findings from the
Children-at-Risk Program.

NCJ 153271 — Marvin Wolfgang, Ph.D,,
Director, Legal Studies and Criminology,
University of Pennsylvania: Crime ina
Birth Cobort: A Replication in the People s
Republic of China.
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What are weapons offenses?

Weapons offenses are violations of
statutes or regulations that control
deadly weapons. Deadly weapons
include firearms and their ammunition,
silencers, explosives, and certain
knives. About 2% of arrests nation-

~ wide in 1993 were for weapons
offenses.

All States, some localities, and the
Federal Government have criminal
laws concerning deadly weapons,

including restrictions on their —

© possession

o carrying

° use

° sales or trafficking

° manufacturing

° importing and exporting.

Many of these laws are specific to fire-
arms. For example, in 1994 all States
and the District of Columbia had
statutes concerning the carrying of fire-
arms; some required permits to carry a
concealed weapon, and some prohib-
ited open carrying of firearms.

Federal law regulates the importation,
manufacture, and distribution of fire-
arms; bans certain firearms such as
machine guns and semiautomatic as-
sault weapons; and prohibits the sale

[Blighlights

© Weapons arrestees are predomi-
nantly male, age 18 or over, and
white. However, weapons arrest
rates per 100,000 population are
highest for teens and for blacks.
page 2

o Arrests of juveniles comprise an
increasing proportion of weapons
arrests. page 3

°© The number of Federal weapons
offenses investigated and prosecuted
has increased at least 4-fold since
1980. page 4

© Average prison sentence lengths
for Federal weapons offenders have
increased, while those for State of-
fenders have decreased. page 5

© Of the defendants in felony weap-
ons cases in the 75 largest counties
in 1992, two-fifths were on probation,
parole, or pretrial release at the time
of the offense, and a third had

previously been convicted of a felony.
page 5

o Weapons offenders are making up
an increasing proportion of admis-
sions to State and Federal prisons.
page 5 _
o Although many more offenders are
admitted to Federal prison for drug
offenses than for weapons offenses,
from 1985 to 1992 the rate of in-
crease in admissions of weapons of-
fenders was 4 times greater than the
rate of increase of drug offenders.
page 6

° Weapons charges as an addition to
other charges are more common at
the Federal level than the State level.
page 7

This report is the second in a series on firearms,
crime, and criminal justice. The first report in
the series, Guns Used in Crime (NCJ-148201,
July 1995}, includes definitions of commonly
used firearm terms.

of some firearms to restricted classes
of people, including convicted felons
and juveniles.

How many arrests for weapons
offenses are made annually?

The FBI's Crime in the United States,
1993, estimated that State and iocal
law enforcement agencies made
262,300 arrests in which a weapons
offense was the most serious charge.

From 1974 to 1993, the number of ar-
rests for weapons offenses increased
54%, while the total number of arrests
for all crimes increased 55%. The pro-
portion of all arrests that were for
weapons offenses remained fairly
constant during the period. The
number of violent offenses (murders,
robberies, and aggravated assaults)
committed with a firearm increased
78%. '




After 1965, arrest rates for weapons offenses more than doubled

Weapons offense arrest rates
per 100,000 population

100
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Sources: FBI, Uniform Crime Reports, Age-specific Arrest Rates and Race-Specific Arrest Rates
 For Selected Offenses, 1965-1992, December 1993; and FBI, Crime in the United States, 1993,
December 1994.

Weapons offense arrest rates vary by State

Weapons arrest rates
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1993 weapons offense arrest rates per 100,000 population by State

State Rate State =~ Rate State ~~_  Rate
District of Columbia 301 Michigan 107 Alabama 67
Missouri 199 Kentucky 106 Minnesota 61
Wisconsin 165 Maryland 104 Rhode Island 60
Georgia 149 New York : 102 Hawaii 60
Louisiana 142 Chio 97 Indiana 59
Nevada 141 New Jersey 94 Idaho 52
Colorado 140 Kansas* 94 Pennsylvania 49
Texas 139 Oklahoma 91 South Dakota 41
Mississippi 135 Utah 85 Massachusetts 35
California 135 Oregon 81 Wyoming 31
North Carolina 132 Nebraska 78 Delaware 30
Tennessee 131 West Virginia 77 lowa 30
Virginia 129 South Carolina 77 North Dakota 25
Arkansas 126 Washington 75 Maine 23
Connecticut 116 lliinois* 75 New Hampshire 16
Arizona 114 New Mexico 7 Montana 12
Alaska 107 Florida 68 Vermont 1

*1993 arrest data were not available for these States.
An average of their 1991 and 1992 rates was used.
Source: FBI, Crime in the United States, 1993, December 1994,

Weapons Offenses and Offenders

‘Who is arrested for weapons
offenses? -

Of those persons arrested by State
and local agencies for weapons
offenses in 1993 —
© 92% were males
© 77% were age 18 or over
© 55% were white.

Percent of persons arrested

for weapons offenses
Age 18  Under

Race Total orover age 18

Total 100.0% 76.6% 23.4%
White 554 410 144
Black 43.0 344 85
Asian or )

Pacific Islander 1.1 8 3
American Indian

or Alaskan Native 5 4 A

Source: FBI, Crime in the United States, 1993,
December 1994.

Weapons arrest rates are 5 times
greater for blacks than for whites

Weapons offense arrests
per 100,000 population
Age 18  Under

Race Total _orover_ age 18
Total 105 109 94
White 70 69 73
Black 362 430 221
Other 40 41 37

Source: FBI, Uniform Crime Reports,
1993 preliminary arrest data adjusted
to reporting populations.

Most arrests for weapons offenses
were made in cities '

Most arrests for all types of offenses
are made in urban areas; however,
weapons offense arrests are more
likely to occur in urban areas.

Percent of 1993 arrests

Place of All Weapons
occurrence arrests offense arrests
Urban 7% 81%
Suburban 16 14

Rural 8 5

Source: FBI, Crime in the United States,
1993, December 1994.

Of all arrests for weapons offenses,
20% were of juveniles in cities.



Arrests of juveniles comprise
an increasing proportion of
weapons offense arrests

Juveniles accounted for 16% of those
arrested for weapons offenses in 1974
and 23% in 1993. Between 1985 and
1993, the number of juvenile arrests
for weapons offenses increased by
more than 100%, from just under
30,000 to more than 61,000; at the
same time, adult arrests grew by 33%.

Older teens have the highest
weapons offense arrest rates

Among all age and gender groups,
males at age 18 have the highest
per capita arrest rates for weapons
offenses.

1993 weapons offense arrest
rates per 100,000 population

Age group Males Females
12 or under 15.2 2.1

13-14 350.9 477
15 607.8 56.1

16 793.9 59.4
17 857.8 50.7
18 1,007.0 48.6
19 826.5 42,0
20 683.7 36.2
21 630.4 39.2
22 601.2 38.7
23 546.5 43.3
24 447.7 36.7
25-29 317.0 30.0
30-34 2105 24,6
35-39 153.9 18.6
40-44 108.4 11.7
45-49 82.2 8.3
50-54 60.2 55
55-59 40.7 3.0
60-64 26.6 14
65 or over 146 9

Source: FBI, Uniform Crime Reports,
1993 preliminary arrest data adjusted
to reporting populations.

Juveniles are subject to additional
weapons restrictions In many
jurisdictions

Both the States and the Federal Gov-
ernment have jurisdiction over the pos-
session of firearms by juveniles.

For teenage males, arrest rates for weapons offenses
rose dramatically since the mid-1980's

Arrest rates for weapons violations
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Sources: FBI, Age-Specific Arrest Rates and Race-Specific Arrest Rates for Selected Offenses,
1965-1992, December 1993, and FBI, Uniform Crime Reports, 1993 preliminary arrest data and
1993 population estimates from the U.S. Bureau of the Census adjusted to reporting populations.
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At the Federal level, the Youth Hand-
gun Safety Act of 1994 prohibits the
possession of handguns by anyone
under age 18 and provides criminal
sanctions of up to 10 years in prison
for anyone convicted of providing a
handgun to a person under age 18.
There are a number of exceptions to
the prohibition including possession for
employment, for hunting, and for fire-
arm safety training. Prior to enactment
of this law, Federal firearms licensees
were prohibited from selling handguns
to anyone under age 21 and rifies and
shotguns to anyone under age 18.
However, the earlier Federal law did
not prohibit the sale of firearms to juve-
niles by unlicensed persons and did
not prohibit the possession of any type
of firearm by juveniies.

According to a 1994 study of State
laws by the National Criminal Justice
Association, all 50 States and the Dis-
trict of Columbia have firearms laws
that specifically apply to juveniles.

In addition—

o half the States prohibit or restrict a
juvenile's possession of firearms with-
out some form of parental or adult
supervision or permission

o 24 States explicitly prohibit or restrict
a juvenile's possession of a handgun.

The ages covered by firearms restric-
tions on juveniles vary; in some States
the laws apply to persons under age
16, and in others, to persons under
age 21.

More than two-thirds of the States
have enacted general prohibitions
against the possession of a firearm in
or near a school or similar facility, such
as a daycare center.

How many delinquency cases
involving weapons offenses are
handied by the juvenile couris?

Juveniles who commit criminal law
violations are handled by the juvenile
justice system in delinquency cases.
Aduits who commit the same acis are
prosecuted in the criminal courts. In
1992 juvenile courts processed an
estimated 41,000 delinquency cases
(about 3% of those processed) in
which the most serious offense in-
volved weapons. Between 1988 and
1992, the number of delinquency
cases involving weapons grew 86%,
more than any other offense type.

Weapons Offenses and Offenders 3



The National Center for Juvenile Jus-
tice reported that of the weapons of-
fense cases involving juveniles that
were disposed of in 15 States in 1992,
57% were handled formally (petitioned)
by juvenile courts. Of those weapons
cases petitioned, 63% were formally
adjudicated by the court. Of the adju-
dicated weapons cases, about 31%
resulted in an out-of-home placement,
56% resulted in probation, 6% received
other sanctions, and 6% were
dismissed.

Some juveniles may be prosecuted
for weapons offenses in criminal
court

In some States, some juveniles
charged with selected offenses may be
prosecuted in criminal court. Juveniles
come under criminal court jurisdiction
in one of three ways:

® statutory exclusion where the State
law specifically excludes certain of-
fenses from juvenile court jurisdiction

® prosecutorial discretion where the
prosecutor may file certain juvenile
cases in either juvenile or criminal
court

¢ judicial waiver where a juvenile court
judge may waive jurisdiction and trans-
fer the case to criminal court.

According to the Office of Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Prevention's
Juvenile Offenders and Victims:

A National Report, the provisions
used vary by State:

¢ Cases involving juveniles accused
of a weapons offense are excluded
by statute from the juvenile court in
four States; at age 15 in lliinois and at
age 16 in Indiana, Maryland, and Okla-
homa.

® Prosecutors may decide whether to
prosecute juveniles of a minimum age
for any criminal offense in three States
and for weapons offenses in two
States (Colorado and Florida).

e Judges have discretion to transfer
any case that involves a juvenile of

a minimum age to aduit court for any
criminal offense in 23 States and for
any felony charge in 25 States. Such
authority is provided to judges specifi-
cally in weapons cases involving

4 Weapons Offenses and Offenders

juveniles in six States (Arkansas,
California, the District of Columbia,
Montana, New Jersey, and New
Mexico).

According to the BJS National Judicial
Reporting Program, an estimated 640
persons under age 18 were convicted
as aduits of felony weapons offenses

in State criminal courts in 1992.

Most defendants charged with
weapons offenses are released
pending trial

In 1992, 71% of the defendants
charged with felony weapons offenses
in the Nation's 75 largest counties
were released prior to trial. The re-
mainder included 4% held without bail
and 25% held although bail had been
set. Of all weapons defendants, 28%

were granted a nonfinancial release
including 18% released on personal
recognizance.

Federal courts in 1990 released 80%
of the felony weapons offense defend-
ants prior to trial. The remainder in-
cluded 16% held without bail and 5%
held although bail had been set. Of
all weapons defendants, 60% were
granted a nonfinancial release includ-
ing 15% released on personal
recognizance.

How many felony weapons defend-
ants had a criminal justice status
or prior criminal history at the time
of the offense?

According to Felony Defendants in
Large Urban Counties, 1992, 42% of
the felony weapons defendants had a

Number of weapons offense suspects
in matters concluded by the U.S. attorneys
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e In 1992 U.S. attorneys investigated
7,971 suspects and prosecuted
5,613 suspects who had a Federal
'weapons violation as their most seri-
ous offense. Between 1980 and
1992, the number investigated in-
creased 4-fold, and the number
prosecuted increased 5-fold.

© The proportion of all suspects in-
vestigated and prosecuted by U.S.
attorneys and whose most serious
charge was a weapons offense more
than doubled from 1980 to 1992,
growing from 3% to 7% of all investi-
gations and from 3% to 8% of all
prosecutions.

The number of Federal weapons offenses investigated
and prosecuted has Increased since 1980

1968

Sources: BJS, Federal Criminal Case Processing, 1980-87, NCJ-120069, May 1990; BJS,
Federal Criminal Case Processing, 1980-90, NCJ-136945, September 1992; BJS, Federal
Criminal Case Processing, 1982-91, with Preliminary Data for 1992, NCJ-144526, November 1993;
and BJS, Compendium of Federal Justice Statistics, 1992, NCJ-148849, forthcoming.

1990 1992

® |ncreases in the number of Federal
investigations and prosecutions for
weapons offenses may have been
due to new Federal statutes enacted
during the l1ast decade. For example,
the Omnibus Drug Initiative Act of
1988 added several provisions pro-
hibiting the acquisition or transfer of
firearms in furtherance of drug traf-
ficking crimes, and the Crime Control
Act of 1990 added several provi-
sions, including a prohibition on
assembling from imported parts any
rifle or shotgun that may not legally
be imported into the United States.




criminal justice status at the time
of the offense including —

© 17% on probation

° 10% on parole

© 14% on pretrial release.

Of the felony weapons defendants,
34% had at least one prior felony con-
viction, and 17% had at least one mis-
demeanor conviction. Of those felony
weapons defendants with a history of
felony convictions, more than half had
two or more such convictions. Con-
victed felons and, in some States,
some misdemeanants are prohibited
from possessing guns or other deadly
weapons.

How many cases with a weapons
offense as the most serious charge
result in a conviction?

Few weapons arrests (an estimated
11%) result in a felony conviction.
Some people arrested for weapons
offenses are charged with misdemean-
ors rather than felonies.

Felony Defendants in Large Urban
Counties, 1992, reported that 68%

of weapons defendants charged with a
felony were convicted: 55% for a
felony and 13% for a misdemeanor.
Of those convicted of a weapons
offense, 93% pleaded guilty.

At the Federal level in 1992, about
84% of weapons cases resulted in a
conviction. Of the 3,177 convicted
of a Federal weapons offense, 85%
pleaded guilty.

In both 1990 and 1992, weapons
offenses accounted for about 3%
of felony convictions in State courts
nationwide. in 1992, for 6% of all
those convicted in Federal district
court, their most serious conviction
offense was a weapons offense.

Where do felony weapons offense
convictions occur?

Most felony convictions occur in State
courts. Of all felony convictions in
1990, State courts accounted for 96%
and Federal courts for 4%. Most fel-
ony weapons convictions also occurred

in State courts (90%). While the Fed-
eral courts account for about 4% of all
felony convictions nationwide, about
10% of felony convictions for weapons
violations occur in Federal court.

Who is convicted of felony
weapons offenses?

Of those convicted of State felony
weapons offenses in 1992 —

© 96% were male

o 60% were black

o half were age 27 or under.

What kinds of sentences are given
to offenders convicted of weapons
offenses?

In 1992, two-thirds of the estimated
26,000 offenders convicted in State
courts of felony weapons offenses
were sentenced to incarceration: 40%
to prison and 26% to jail. About a third
were sentenced to probation. The av-
erage sentence length given to weap-
ons offenders was approximately —

o 4 years for those sentenced to prison
o 6 months for those sentenced to jail
o 3 years for those sentenced to
probation.

Felony weapons offenders sentenced
to prison were almost twice as likely as
those receiving jail or probation terms
to have had multiple conviction
offenses.

Of all offenders convicted of felony
weapons offenses, some had addi-
tional sanctions attached to their sen-
tences including—

© 14% who were fined

0 7% who had to pay restitution

o 5% who were sentenced to commu-
nity service

o 4% who were sentenced to
treatment.

The additional penalty may have re-
sulted from a secondary conviction
offense in addition to the more serious
weapons conviction.

Among convicted weapons offenders
sentenced in Federal court in 1992,
86% were imprisoned, and 21%
received probation. Less than 1%
received a sentence of a fine only.

Average sentence length increased
for weapons offenders admitted to
Federal prison and decreased for
those admitted to State prison

Average sentence length
for weapons offenders
admitted to prison

Year State Federal

1985 56 months 42 months
1986 53 45

1987 54 53

1988 53 52

1989 50 47

1990 47 47

1991 48 63

1992 45 77

Sources: BJS, National Corrections Reporting
Program, 1985 through 1992; BJS, Prisoners
in 1993, Bulletin, NCJ-147036, June 1994; and
BJS, Federal Criminal Case Processing,
1982-91, with Preliminary Data for 1992,
NCJ-144526, November 1993.

Between 1985 and 1992, State prison
sentences for weapons offenders de-
clined nearly a year to an average of
less than 4 years. Over the same pe-
riod, average sentences to prison for
Federal weapons offenders increased
by almost 3 years to almost 6'2 years.

Weapons offenders comprise an
increasing proportion of admis-
sions to State and Federal prisons

Prison admissions for weapons offenses

State Federal
Percent of Percent of

Year Number admissions Number admissions
1985 3,296 1.8% 1,003 4.9%
1986 3,253 1.6 1,174 5.1
1987 3,836 @ 1.7 1,188 5.0
1988 4,661 1.9 1,262 5.4
1989 5,957 2.0 1,647 6.0
1990 6,138 19 1,894 6.6
1991 7,296 23 2,632 8.6
1992 8,023 2.4 3,426 10.2

Sources: BJS, National Corrections Reporting
Program, 1985 through 1992; BJS, Prisoners
in 1993, Bulletin, NCJ-147036, June 1994,

and BJS, Federal Criminal Case Processing,
1982-91, with Preliminary Data for 1992,
NCJ-144526, November 1993.
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Many State and Federal laws con-
cerning weapons offenses provide
for mandatory prison terms and
sentence length enhancements

According to the report National
Assessment of Structured Sentencing,
prepared for the Bureau of Justice
Assistance, 41 States have mandatory
minimum sentences to prison for cer-
tain weapons offenses such as using
a firearm in the commission of a fel-
ony. Also, some State statutes permit
judges to enhance or lengthen an of-
fender's sentence for a crime commit-
ted with a deadly weapon. Marvell and
Moody reported that such statutes
were in force in 20 States as of 1992.

Federal law concerning the use of fire-
arms provides for both sentencing en-
hancements and mandatory minimums
and includes —

© the Armed Career Criminal Act en-
acted in 1984, and amended in 1986,
which provides enhanced penalties for
persons who are convicted of possess-
ing firearms and have three previous
State or Federal convictions for violent
felonies or serious drug offenses

° the 1986 amendments to the Fire-
arms Owners Protection Act which im-
poses mandatory penalties for the use
or carrying of firearms in the commis-
sion of drug trafficking crimes.

Are admissions to prison for
weapons offenses growing as
rapidly as those for drug offenses?

In recent years, drug offenders made
up an increasing proportion of admis-
sions to prison and accounted for a
large share of the overall growth in the
prison population. Weapons offenders
make up a much smaller proportion of
prison admissions than drug offenders,
but their proportion of all admissions
has also grown.

At the State level, admissions for drug
offenses grew faster than those for
weapons offenses, but at the Federal
level the opposite was true:

° Among those entering State prisons,
the number of weapons offenders in-
creased more than 140% between

8 Weapons Offenses and Offenders

What are the characteristics of weapons offenders
in State and Federal prisons?
Prisoners convicted
of a weapons offense
Characteristic State Federal
Sex
Male 99% 97%
Femaie 1 3
Race/ethnicity
White 24% 47%
Black 56 35
Hispanic 19 13
Other 2 5
Citizenship
U.s. 97% 92%
Non-U.S. 3 8
Criminal history
No 10% 25%
Yes 90% 75%
Prior violence 44 28
No prior violence 46 47
Total 12,700 3,100
Sources: BJS, Survey of Inmates in State Correctional Facilities, 1991,
and BJS, Survey of inmates in Federal Correctional Facilities, 1991.

> In both State and Federal prisons, weapons
offenders were predominantly male.

> Weapons offenders in State prison were more
likely than those in Federal prison to be black
or Hispanic.

> While few weapons offenders in prison were not
U.S. citizens, State prisoners were more likely
than Federal prisoners to be U.S. citizens.

> Most State and Federal weapons offenders in
prison had a prior criminai history, but State of-
fenders were more likely than Federal offenders
to have a history of prior violence.

1985 and 1992, compared to about a
300% increase in the number of drug
offenders.

© Over the same years, the number of
Federal offenders imprisoned for drug
offenses increased just over 60%,
while the number of Federal weapons
offenders imprisoned increased 4
times as fast, growing about 240%.

State prisons hold more weapons
offenders than Federal prisons, but
weapons offenders are more preva-
lent in Federal prisons

In 1991 two simultaneous surveys,

the Survey of Inmates in State Correc-
tional Facilities and the Survey of In-
mates in Federal Correctional
Facilities, revealed that weapons of-
fenders were about 3 times as preva-
lent in the Federal prison population —
5.7% of Federal prisoners and 1.8% of
State prisoners were serving time after
conviction for a weapons offense.
However, State prisons held about 4
times as many convicted weapons of-
fenders as Federal prisons; in 1991 an
estimated 12,700 weapons offenders
were in State prisons, and 3,100 were
in Federal prisons.

Average time served in prison
is similar for State and Federal
weapons offenders

Federai weapons offenders released
in 1992 had served an average of 4
months longer in confinement than
those released in 1985. By contrast,
released State weapons offenders in
1992 served about 1 month longer
than those released in 1985.

Average (mean) time
releasees served in prison

Year State* Federal
1985 21 months 18 months
1986 25 19

1987 25 20

1988 23 21

1989 24 21

1990 24 21

1991 23 21

1992 22 23

*Includes an average of 5 months
of jail credit against the sentence.

Sources: BJS, National Corrections Reporting
Program, 1985 through 1992, and BJS, Federal
Criminal Case Processing, 1982-91, with Pre-
liminary Data for 1992, NCJ-144526, November
1993.
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In 1991, 60% of weapons offenders
in State prison were on probation
or parole at the time of admission

According to the 1991 Survey of In-
mates in State Correctional Facilities,
46% of those in prison were probation
or parole violators, including 35% who
were convicted of a new offense and
10% who had technically violated the
conditions of their release. In State
prisons, about 2% of all probation vio-
lators and parole violators were admit-
ted for a weapons offense.

Federal law and many State laws pro-
hibit convicted felons from possessing
guns. In some States, such prohibi-
tions also apply to some misdemean-
ants. Although 14% of all violators
.(35,000) reported being armed when
they committed their current offense,
1 out of 5 of them (7,000) were actu-
ally convicted of a weapons violation.

Probation and parole conditions of
release often prohibit offenders from
possessing firearms or deadly weap-
ons. Technical violations of the
conditions of release may result in
revocation of probation or parole. Less
" than 1% of the violators in prison were
there because their probation or parole
was revoked for a technical violation
involving weapons.

Weapons offense charges may
accompany more serious charges

When a weapon is used or possessed
during the commission of a crime, the
defendant may be charged with a
weapons offense in addition to the pri-
mary criminal charge. The Congress
and many State legislatures have
passed laws that target armed offend-
ers with additional sanctions including
mandatory minimum terms in prison
or enhancements to the length of the
prison sentence imposed.

Additional weapons charges
in cases brought in State courts
are uncommon

In general, most offenders are not
charged with or convicted of more than
one felony. Offenses in addition to

more serious charges were present
for —

o 34% of the defendants charged
with a felony

o 21% of convicted offenders

o 35% of State prison inmates.

Few defendants or offenders were
charged or convicted of additional
weapons offenses. Weapons offenses
in addition to more serious offenses
were present for —

o 2% of the felony defendants

o 1% of convicted offenders

o 5% of State prison inmates.

Weapons offenses accompanied
all types of offenses including
property crimes and drug offenses

Defendants and offenders whose most
serious offense was a weapons of-
fense were more likely than those
charged or convicted of other offenses
to have additional weapons charges or
convictions.

Percent of State offenders with
a weapons offense in addition
to another charge

Felony
defendants
inthe75  Felony Inmates
largest convic- in State
Most serious  counties tions prisons
offense in 1992 in 1992 in 1991
Total' 2% 1% 5%
Violent
offenses 3% 3% 5%
Murder 3% 8% 5%
Rape * * 1%
Robbery 5% 3% 5%
Aggravated
assault 3% 4% 8%
Other violent 1% * 2%
Property
offenses 1% * 1%
Burglary 1% 1% 2%
Larceny and
motor vehicle
theft 1% * 1%

Drug offenses 1% 1% 2%

Weapons 12% 7% 5%
“Less than 0.5%.

fInciudes offenses not displayed in detail.
Sources: Unpublished BJS data from the Na-
tional Pretrial Reporting Program, the National
Judicial Reporting Program, and the Survey of

inmates in State Correctional Facilities, 1991.

Defendants or offenders charged or
convicted of the violent crimes of mur-
der, robbery, and aggravated assault
were the next most likely to have addi-
tional weapons offenses.

At the Federal level, additional
weapons convictions are more
common than at the State level

Federal Firearms-related Offenses,
a BJS study of U.S. Sentencing
Commission data, found that the
2,400 Federal offenders convicted
of an additional firearms offense
included —

o 21% of convicted violent offenders
o 8% of convicted drug offenders

o 1% of public-order offenders

o 0.4% of property offenders.

Of those convicted of an additional
firearms offense, 82% were convicted
of the use or carrying of a firearm in
the commission of another offense and
10% were convicted of illegally pos-
sessing the weapon as a prohibited
person (such as convicted felons,
mental defectives, or illegal aliens).

Ninety-nine percent of the Federal
offenders convicted of an additional
weapons offense were sentenced

to prison. Violent offenders convicted
of a firearms charge in addition to
another offense were sentenced

to an average of more than 12 years.
Over a third of the sentence length
imposed for these offenders was
attributable to the firearms conviction.

Federal sentencing guidelines also
consider the involvement of deadly
weapons, particularly firearms

Sentences in Federal courts are deter-
mined through the application of sen-
tencing guidelines. Two factors —the
seriousness of the offense and the of-
fender's criminal history — determine
what sentence a convicted Federal of-
fender will receive. The presence or
use of a firearm during the commission
of the offense is one measure of seri-
ousness. Even when offenders are
not convicted of separate firearms
offenses, they may receive additional
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sanctions because the use of a firearm
during the crime increases the sen-
tence recommended under the guide-
lines or raises the penalty to that for
an "aggravated offense" class.

According to Federal Firearms-related
Offenses, during the fiscal year ending
on September 30, 1993, 1,786 Federal
offenders received enhanced sen-
tences under the guidelines because of
firearms involvement. Over a quarter
of the Federal offenders convicted of

a violent crime were given a sentence
enhancement because of firearms in-
volvement. Their sentences increased
by about 19% because of the firearms
involvement.

Sources

ATF, "Legislation Since 1984 Enhancing ATF's
Law Enforcement Responsibilities,” ATF General
Counsel's Office, Aprif 26, 1995,

BJS, Compendium of Federal Justice Statistics,
1992, NCJ-148949, forthcoming.

BJS, Correctional Populations in the United
States, 1992, NCJ-146413, January 1995.

BJS, Federal Criminal Case Processing, 1980-87,
NCJ-120089, May 1990.

BJS, Federal Criminal Case Processing, 1980-90,
NCJ-136945, September 1992,

BJS, Federal Criminal Case Processing, 1982-91,
NCJ-144526, November 1993.

BJS, Federal Firearms-related Offenses, Crime
Data Brief, NCJ-148950, June 1995.

BJS, Felony Defendants in Large Urban Counties,
1992, NCJ-148826, July 1995.

BJS, Felony Sentences in State Courts, 1992,
NCJ-151167, January 1995.

BJS, National Corrections Reporting Program,
1985 through 1992.

BJS, National Judicial Reporting Program, 1992,
unpublished data.

8 Weapons Offenses and Offenders

BJS, National Pretrial Reporting Program, 1992,
unpublished data.

BJS, Pretrial Release of Federal Felony Defend-
ants, Special Report, NCJ-145322, February
1994.

BJS, Pretrial Release of Felony Defendants,
1992, Bulletin, NCJ-148818, November 1994.

BJS, Prisoners in 1993, Bulletin, NCJ-147038,
June 1994,

BJS, Probation and Parole Violators in State
Prison, 1991, Special Report, NCJ-149076,
August 1995.

BJS, Survey of Inmates in State Correctional
Facilities, 1991, unpublished data.

BJS, Survey of Inmates in Federal Correctional
Facilities, 1991, unpublished data.

Butts, Jeffrey A., et al., Detailed Supplement to
Juvenile Court Statistics 1992, National Center
for Juvenile Justice, July 1995.

FBI, Age-Specific Arrest Rates and Race-Specific
Arrest Rates for Selected Offenses, 1965-1992,
December 1993.

FBI, Crime in the United States, 1993,
December, 1994.

Marvell, Thomas B., and Carlisle E. Moody, Jr.,
"The Impacts of Enhanced Prison Terms for
Felonies Committed with Guns," Criminology,
Vol. 33, No. 2, May 1995, pp. 247-78.

National Council on Crime and Delinquency,
National Assessment of Structured Sentencing,
prepared for the Bureau of Justice Assistance,
January 1995.

National Criminal Justice Association, Compilation
of State Firearm Codes that Affect Juveniles,
November 1994, prepared for the Office of Juve-
nile Justice and Delinquency Prevention and the
Bureau of Justice Assistance.

Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Pre-
vention, Delinquency Cases in Juvenile Court,
1992, Fact Sheet #18, July 1994,

Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention, Juvenile Offenders and Victims:
A National Report, NCJ-153569, August 1995,

The Bureau of Justice Statistics
is the statistical arm of the U.S.
Department of Justice. Jan M.

Chaiken, Ph.D., is director.

BJS Selected Findings summarize
statistics about a topic of current
concern from both BJS and non-
BJS datasets.

Substantial assistance in preparing
this report was provided by Patrick
A. Langan, Robyn L. Cohen, Brian
A. Reaves, Pheny Z. Smith, Tom
Hester, Bruce M. Taylor, and Ste-
ven K. Smith of the BJS staff; Jo-
seph Moone of the Office of
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention; Melissa Sickmund,
Howard Snyder, and Dennis Sulli-
van of the National Center for Juve-
nile Justice; Victoria Major and
Sharon Profiter of the FBI's Uniform
Crime Reports program; and Steve
Rubenstein and Teresa Ficaretta of
the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms. Verification and publica-
tion review were provided by Ida
Hines, Priscilla Middleton, Tom
Hester, Marilyn Marbrook, and
Yvonne Boston of the Bureau of
Justice Statistics.

November 1995, NCJ-155284

This report is part of a series on
firearms and crime that will result in
the publication of a comprehensive
document entitied Firearms, Crime,
and Criminal Justice. Other topics
to be covered in this series include
guns used in crime, how criminals
obtain guns, and intentional firearm
injury. The full report will focus on
the use of guns in crime, trends in
gun crime, consequences of gun
crimes, and characteristics of and
sanctions for offenders who use
guns. This report will not cover the
involvement of firearms in accidents
or suicides.
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“This is the best and most comprehensive
study ever done of spouse murder.”

— Marvin Wolfgang, University of Pennsylvania Professor
of Criminology and Law (Associated Press report)

o 58% were huslands killing wives.
o 41% were wives killing husbands.
o 70% were charged with first-degree murder.
o 80% were arrested on the day of the murder or the next day.

The report answers these questions: © What was the average sentence
o What age and race were for husbands? For wives?
defendants and their spouses? o What percent of cases involved
o What was the arrest charge? provocation or self-defense?

o How likely were defendants to What were the outcomes?

plead not guilty? o Were there differences

o What percent chose a jury trial in outcome by race of the victim
rather than a trial by a judge? or race of the defendant?

o What were the outcomes for each? © How long did these cases take
o What percent of cases resulted from the murder to final disposition,
in guilty verdicts? In acquittals? on the average?

Order while they last!

Actual case histories supplement
detailed statistics.

o More than half the Nation's
murders occurred in the 75 largest
counties sampled for this report.

o 1 in 3 spouse murder cases were
sampled.
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reports, to be added to one of the BJS
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specialist in statistics at the Bureau of
Justice Statistics Clearinghouse, Box
179, Annapolis Junction, MD 20701-0179;
or fax orders to 410-792-4358. To view or
downioad the latest electronic publica-
tions (titles followed by X are available)
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Board, 1-301-738-8895, or go to the
NCJRS Internet Web page (http./ncjrs.
aspensys.com:81/ncjrshome.html) or the
Statistics section of the Department of
Justice gopher. For drugs and crime data,
call the Drugs & Crime Clearinghouse of
the Office of National Drug Control Policy,
Box 6000, Rockville MD 20850, toll-free
800-666-3332.

BJS maintains these mailing lists:
o Law enforcement reports

o Federal statistics

o Drugs and crime data

o Justice expenditure and employment
o Criminal history records and policy
o BJS bulletins and special reports

o State felony courts

o Corrections

o National Crime Victimization Survey
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libraries call for special rates.

Public-use tapes, disks, and CD-ROM's
of BJS data sets and other criminat justice
data are available from the National
Archive of Criminal Justice Data (formerly
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What Information Is available about
firearm Injury from crime?

Firearm injuries caused by crime in-
clude those caused by interpersonal
violence regardless of whether or not
the victim was the intended target.
Such injuries can be fatal (homicides)
or nonfatal (assaults). As discussed
on page 6, firearm homicide data from
several good sources have been avail-
able for many years. Little data on
nonfatal firearm injuries caused by
crime were available until recently.
While many jurisdictions have laws
mandating the reporting of gunshot
wounds to law enforcement, there is
no national registry of such injuries.

To understand firearm injury better, the
Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention (CDC) initiated the Firearms
Injury Surveillance Study in June 1992.
As discussed on page 5, this study col-
lects data about gun-related injuries
treated at hospital emergency depart-
ments through the Consumer Product
Safety Commission's National Elec-
tronic Injury Surveillance System.

Firearm-related crime and resulting
injury is a relatively rare event

o |n 1994 the BJS National Crime Vic-
timization Survey (NCVS) found that

Blichliehes

o Of the victims of nonfatal violent
crime who faced an assailant armed
with a firearm, 3% suffered gunshot
wounds. page 1

o Qver half of all nonfatal firearm-
related injuries treated in emergency
departments were known to have re-
sulted from an assault. page 2

o An estimated 57,500 nonfatal gun-
shot wounds from assaults were
treated in hospital emergency depart-
ments from June 1992 through May
1993. page 2

o Of those victims who received non-
fatal gunshot wounds from crime and
were treated in an emergency room,
65% arrived by emergency medical
service, rescue squad, or ambulance.
page 2

o Almost half of the victims of nonfa-
tal gunshot wounds from crime were
shot in an arm, hand, leg, or foot.
page 2

o About 60% of the victims of nonfa-
tal firearm injury from crime who went

to an emergency room were subse-
quently hospitalized. page 2

o Over half of the victims of nonfatal
gunshot wounds from crime who
were treated in emergency depart-
ments were black males; a quarter
were black males age 15-24. page 3
o While the majority of victims of in-
tentional gunshot wounds were black,
most victims of unintentional firearm
injury and suicide attempts with fire-
arms were white. page 3

o For 12% of the victims of nonfatal
gunshot wounds from crime, the term
"drive-by" was used to describe the
assault. page 4

o The firearm injury rate for police of-
ficers declined in the early 1980s and
began climbing again after 1987, but
has not exceeded the peak reached
in 1980-81. page 4

This report is the third in a series on firearms,
crime, and criminal justice. The first reportin
the series, Guns Used in Crime (NCJ-148201,

July 1995), includes definitions of commonly
used firearm terms.

29% of the victims of nonfatal violent
crime, excluding simple assault, faced
an offender armed with a gun.

o An earlier analysis of NCVS data for
1987-92 found that of the victims of
nonfatal violent crime who faced an as-
sailant armed with a firearm, 3% suf-
fered gunshot wounds.

o According to the 1992 National Hos-
pital Ambulatory Medical Care Survey,
about 0.3% of all injury visits to
emergency departments (3 of every
1,000 visits) were caused by firearms.
This estimate includes all causes of
firearm injury and may also include vis-
its for patients seeking follow-up care
and patients who died at the hospital.
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How often are victims injured
as a result of crimes committed
with firearms?

According to an analysis of NCVS data
for 1987-92, about 17% of the victims
of nonfatal gun crimes were injured.
Of those injured, 61% received minor
injuries. Few of those injured in nonfa-
tal gun crimes received injuries that re-
sulted from the discharge of a firearm;
about 19% of the victims injured in gun
crimes suffered from gunshot wounds.
The NCVS does not include victims
who died.

Percent
of victims
Injured in gun crime 100 %
Gunshot wound 19
Serious injury 15
Rape/Atternpted rape 5
Minor injury 61

Of the victims who suffered gunshot
wounds, over 90% reported that they
were treated at a hospital.

How many people are Injured by
firearms and how many are the re-
sult of crime?

The Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC) estimates that be-
tween June 1, 1992, and May 31,
1993, about 99,000 nonfatal firearm-
related injuries were treated in U.S.
hospital emergency departments. Of
these, an estimated 57,500 nonfatal
gunshot wounds were known to have
resulted from assaults.

Of the total firearm injuries —

® 58% resulted from assaults

® 20% were unintentional

* 5% were suicide attempts

® 1% were legal interventions

® 16% were from unknown causes.

CDC estimates that there were 3.3
nonfatal firearms-related injuries from
assault or legal intervention for every
firearm-related homicide. While most
nonfatal firearm-related injuries are the
result of intentional, interpersonal

'95% confidence interval estimates the number
to be between 33,800 to 81,000. See
Methodology.
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violence, most firearm-related deaths
are self-inflicted. According to the Vital
Statistics, 37,776 firearm deaths oc-
curred in 1992; 48% were suicides,
and 47% homicides/legal interventions,
and 4% unintentional.

How did the victims of firearm In-
Jury from crime get to the hospital?

About two-thirds of the victims of gun-
shot wounds from crime who were
treated in emergency departments
were taken to the emergency depart-
ment by an emergency medical serv-
ice, ambulance, or rescue squad.

Percent of victims
Mode of transport of gunshot wounds
to the hospital from crime
EMS/Rescue/Ambulance 65%
Private vehicle 19
Walk-in 6
Police 4
Unknown 4
Air transport 2

Source: Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, Firearm Injury Surveillance Study,
June 1, 1992, through May 31, 1993.

Victims of unintentional firearm injury

differ from other types of gunshot vic-
tims in that a higher percentage come
to hospital by private vehicle than any
other means.

Where were victims of gunshot
assaults wounded?

Data from the CDC study of nonfatal
firearm injury show that almost half of
the victims shot as a result of an as-
sault received wounds to the extremi-
ties (arms, hands, legs, or feet). Over
a third of these victims were shot in the
trunk, and the remainder were shot in
the head or neck.

By contrast, three-quarters of the vic-
tims of unintentional gunshot wounds
were shot in the arms, legs, or feet,
while two-thirds of the victims of sui-
cide attempts were shot in the head or
neck or upper trunk.

———

Webster and others analyzed all crime-
related gunshot wound cases that
were admitted to a level | trauma unit
in Washington, D.C., from 1983 to
1890.* They found that the severity of
gunshot wounds increased during the
study period. Increased mortality
among victims of gunshot wounds was
a function of an increase in the per-
centage of patients who suffered
wounds to the head or thoracic regions
that included the vital organs. In addi-
tion, the increase in patient mortality
during the last 3 years of the study
was partially attributable to increases
in the proportion of patients with multi-
ple thoracic wounds. Overall, they
found that the proportion of patients
with two or more gunshot wounds grew
from about 26% before 1987 to 43%
from 1988 through 1990.

Most victims of intentional firearms
injury treated in an emergency
room are subsequently hospitalized

The CDC data show that about 60% of
the victims of nonfatal intentionally in-
flicted gunshot wounds (an estimated
34,500) were hospitalized after their
initial treatment in an emergency room.
The remainder (40%) were released
after being treated or transferred.2 The
CDC firearms study did not follow
treatment after admission but did esti-
mate that about 92% of the victims
hospitalized for firearm injury were dis-
charged from the hospital alive.

Data from the NCVS on nonfatal fire-
arm crimes for 1987-92 showed that
over half of the victims of gunshot
wounds were hospitalized and of these
victims over half were hospitalized less
than 1 week.

The analysis by Webster and others
found that 28% of the admitted pa-
tients received some care in an inten-
sive care unit. In 1990 the gunshot
wound patients in intensive care spent
an average of 2.2 days in the unit.*

*A full citation for this source is at the end of this
paper.

295% confidence interval estimates the number
to be between 20,300 to 48,700. See
Mathodology.




S o ) Over half the victims of gunshot
Who are the victims of gunshot wounds from crime? wounds from crime who were
Percent of victims treated in hospital emergency
of nonfatal gunshot departments were black males
wounds from crime
treated in hospital
Vietm  emergency Percent of victims
characteristic departments of nonfatal gunshot
Sex » Almost 9 of 10 victims were male wounds from crime
Mal 79
Farale 8T Black male 52%
White male” 15
Race and Hispanic male 13
ethnicity > About 6 in 10 victims were black Black female 6
White 19% White female* 4
3',3‘* ) 59 Other male 3
Oltpranlc " Hispanic female 1
er 4 Other female 1
Unknown 5 1 Unknown 5
Age » One quarter of the victims were under age 20 *Represents white, non-Hispanic.
0-14 9% gourcei‘Cenégrs for I‘Z)ljseasse Cor]It|ro| and
15-19 22 3 About half of the victims were between Brody June 1. 1002 o ovigh May 31, 1993,
20-24 27 15 and 24 years old ' ’ ’
2529 17 Over a quarter of all the victims of in-
g‘;gg lﬁ tentional gunshot wounds were black
4.
044 5 males age 1510 2
45+ 6 . - . .
While the majority of victims of inten-
|
*Represents white, non-Hispanic. tional gunshot wounds were black,
Source: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Firearm Injury Surveillance Study, most victims of unintentional firearm
June 1, 1992, through May 31, 1993. - L e
injury and suicide attempts with fire-

arms were white.

How do the victims of nonfatal gunshot wounds from crime compare to firearm homicide victims?

A comparison of two sources of fire-

arm homicide data to the CDC's data Fheam homicides FBI's Supplementary  Nonfatal firearm
on nonfatal firearm injury from crime Victim 1992 Vital Homicide Reports, injury from crime,
shows similar demographic patterns characteristics __ Statistics June 1992 -May 1993 June 1992 -May 1993
among victims. Black males are the  pace and sex ‘
most frequent victims of firearm homi-  white mate 37% 35% 28%
cide and nonfatal firearm injury from White female 9 9 5t
crime. Young people are also more Black male 45 47 52
frequently victims in all three sources.  Black female 6 7 6
O\der victims are more frequent in the  Other 2 2 4
homicide statistics since they are less  Unknown ) L 5
able than younger victims to recover  pgq
from gunshot wounds. 0-14 3% 2% 3%
15-19 16 16 22

Although these sources cover slightly 2024 22 22 27
different periods and have different 25-29 7 7 7
population coverage (see page 5), 30-34 12 1‘; 12
the homicide victims in the Vital Sta-  ur e 4 5
tistics and the FBI's Supplementary Unknown : 1
Homicide Reports appear to be very *Less than 0.5%

| similtar. Some of the differences be- tFor comparison, Hispanics who were included in the other racial category

. in the original data were included in the whites racial category. The homicide
',(W_een these sources and the, firearm sources do not classify Hispanics as a racial category.
injury study may be due to differ- Sources: 1992 Vital Statistics of the United States, Centers for Disease Control, and Prevention
ences in population coverage or the National Center for Health Statistics; FBI, Uniform Crime Reports, Suppéementary Hﬁmicide .
; ; : Reports, June 1992 — May 1993; and Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, ational Center
estimation procedures used with the for Injury Prevention, Firearms Injury Surveillance Study, June 1992 — May 1993.

firearm injury surveillance sample.

Firearm Injury from Crime 3
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What were the circumstances
surrounding the crimes that
resulted in gunshot wounds?

For most of the victims of nonfatal
gunshot wounds from crime in the
CDC study, little is known about the
event or the type of weapon, because
much of this information is unavailable
in hospital emergency departments.
Information about whether the injury
resulted from another crime such as a
robbery, from a physical fight, or from
a verbal argument was recorded for
less than a third of the cases.

For the victims of firearm homicide in-
cluded in the Supplementary Homicide
Reports from June 1992 through May
1993, 82% were killed with a handgun.
Of these firearm homicide victims —

® 29% were killed because of an
argument

¢ 21% were killed during the commis-
sion of another crime including 11%
during a robbery and 7% during a drug
law violation

® 6% died as a result of a juvenile
gang killing.

Where did the assaults that resulted
In nonfatal gunshot wounds occur?

The CDC study found that the location
of the assault was —

¢ unknown by hospital staff in more
than half the injuries

¢ a street or highway in 18%

® a home, apartment, or condominium
in 16%

¢ other property, including schools or
recreation areas, in 13%.

In 83% of the cases, the assault did
not occur when the victim was on the
job. In the text descriptions provided
by hospital staff, the term "drive-by"
was used to describe what happened
to 12% of the victims of nonfatal gun-
shot injury from assaults.

What was the relationship of injured
victims to their attackers?

In almost half of the cases in the CDC
study, the victim's relationship to the

4 Firearm Injury from Crime

offender was unknown. In 28% of the
cases the perpetrator was a stranger
to the victim, and 10% of the victims
did not see who shot them.

Percent of victims

of nonfatal
“Victim-offender unshot wounds
relationship _ rom crime
Relationship unknown 48%
Stranger 28
Did not see offender 10
Friend/acquaintance 8
All other 6

Source: Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, Firearm Injury Surveillance Study,
June 1, 1992 through May 31, 1993.

About 60% of the victims of gunshot
wounds for 1987-92 in the NCVS re-
ported that they were victimized by
strangers. Another quarter reported
that they were victimized by an
acquaintance.

The relationship to the offender was
unknown in 40% of the firearm homi-
cides in the Supplementary Homicide
Reports from June 1992 through May
1993. In 44% of the homicides during
the period, the killer was known to the
victim including —

® 24% in which the victim and offender
were friends or acquaintances

® 13% in which the killer was a relative
or intimate of the victim.

The killer was a stranger to the victim
in 156% of the homicides.

What is the cost of injuries caused
by assaults with firearms?

Miller and Cohen estimated the aver-
age cost per gunshot wound from all
causes in 1992.* The estimates for
medical costs, mental health care,
emergency transport, police services,
and insurance administration were —
* $21,700 per fatal gunshot wound

® $28,000 per gunshot wound requiring
hospitalization

® $6,500 per gunshot wound treated
in the emergency department and re-
leased without hospitalization.

They estimated that the total cost per
survivor of gunshot wounds caused by

*A full citation for this source is at the end of this
paper.

assault was $260,000. This figure in-
cluded direct costs such as medical
costs as well as those costs because
of lost productivity and pain, suffering,
and reduced quality of life. Overall,
they estimated that firearm assault in-
jury and death cost $63.4 billion in
1992.

How often are police officers in-
jured In assaults with firearms?

In 1993, over 1,400 police officers
were injured in firearm assaults and
67 police officers were killed by a
firearm while responding to a crime.
The firearm injury rate for police offi-
cers declined in the early 1980s and
began climbing again after 1987.
Rates in the 1990s have not ex-
ceeded the peak reached in
1980-81.

Number of firearm Injuries from
assault per 1,000 police officers

i, b G

0 <
1978 1980 1985 1990 1993

Because fewer police officers are
dying from gunshot wounds, the
ratio of those injured to killed from
assaults with firearms has been
increasing.

For police officers who were shot,
ratio of those injuried to killed

40

. S U G

1978 1980 1985 1990 1993

Source: FBI, Uniform Crime Reports, Law
Enforcement Officers Killed and Assauilted,
1978-93.

.




and kilied or Injured

The Survey of Inmates in State Cor-
rectional Facilities found that of the
almost 328,000 State prison inmates
serving time for a violent crime in
1991, 30% were armed with a fire-
arm when they committed the crime.
Of those armed, 56% said that they
fired the gun and most of those who
fired said their victims were shot and
either wounded or killed.

Over 44,000 violent State prison inmates In 1991
reported that victims of their crimes had been shot

Injury to the victim and the use of a
firearm are both factors that can in-
crease the severity of the sentence
given to violent criminals. For exam-
ple, according to Federal Firearms-
related offenses, over a quarter of
the Federal offenders convicted of a
violent crime were given longer sen-
tences because of firearms
involvement.

Are offenders more likely to be
victims of firearm injury?

Several studies reported findings about
the gunshot wound history of criminals
and criminal defendants:

o Preliminary findings from a National
Institute of Justice study of over 4,000
arrestees in 11 cities during the first 3
months of 1995 showed that 21% of
the adult male arrestees and 11% of
the juvenile male arrestees had been
injured by a gunshot at some time.”

o May and others' study of 582 male
detainees in the Cook County, lliinois
jail, in 1994 found that 26% had sur-
vived gunshot wounds.”

According to a BJS study of murder in
the 75 largest counties in 1988, 13% of
the victims killed with a firearm had a
prior criminal arrest and 7% a prior
conviction — a pattern similar to vic-
tims of homicide killed with other
weapons.”

McGonigal and others' study of firearm
deaths in Philadelphia in 1985 and
1990 found that two-thirds of the vic-
tims killed in 1990 had a prior criminal
history including 36% who had prior
firearms arrests.”

*A full citation for this source is at the end of this
paper.

Methddology

CDC Firearms Injury Surveillance
Study — These data were compiled
through the U.S. Consumer Product
Safety Commission's (CPSC) National
Electronic Injury Surveillance System
(NEISS). The CPSC established
NEISS in 1972 to track product-related
injuries. NEISS collects data from 91
hospitals selected as a representative
sample of the approximately 6,000
hospitals in the United States with
emergency departments. The system
includes very large inner-city hospitals
with trauma centers, as well as other
types of urban, suburban, and rural
hospitals. Data from the 91 NEISS
hospitals are weighted to provide na-
tional estimates about injuries treated
in U.S. hospital emergency
departments.

Through an agreement with CDC,
NEISS was used to collect data on
nonfatal gun-related injuries at all 91
hospitals beginning in June 1992.
NEISS personnel abstracted informa-
tion from medical records on each
case identified. Further information
about the study can be found in Annest
and others, "National Estimates of
Nonfatal Firearm-Related Injuries: Be-
yond the Tip of the lceberg," Journal of
the American Medical Association,
June 14, 1995.

The CDC data for June 1992 through
May 1993 consists of 4,874 un-
weighted cases. This report focuses
on the 3,302 unweighted cases that
involved nonfatal gunshot wounds

caused by any weapon that uses a
powder charge to fire a projectile. Ad-
ditional estimates on injury caused by
BB guns or pellet guns and other inju-
ries that directly involve a gun including
powder burns, pistol whipping, or recoil
injuries are included in the report cited
above and in "BB and Pellet Gun-
Related Injuries, United States, June
1992, May 1994," Morbidity and Mor-
tality Weekly Report, Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, Vol. 44,
No. 49, December 15, 1995, pp.
909-13.

Because the CDC data are a sample
of firearm injuries that occur in U.S.
hospitals, the estimates that are de-
rived from the data are subject to sam-
pling error. To measure the precision
of national estimates obtained from the
data, CDC estimated the generalized
standard errors for estimates of se-
lected sample size as follows:

Relative
sampling
Standard errorin  95% Confi-
Estimate error percent dence Interval
1,000 300 30% 412-1,588
5,000 1,150 23% 2,746-7,254
10,000 2,200 22% 5,688-14,312
25,000 5,300 21% 14,612-35,388
50,000 10,600 21% 29,224-70,776
75,000 15,800 21% 44,032-105,968
99,000 21,800 22% 56,272-141,728

The Bureau of Justice Statistics is also
using NEISS to collect information
about both firearm and nonfirearm in-
tentional interpersonal injury. The BJS
study collects data from 31 hospitais in
the NEISS sample. The information
on intentional firearm injury in the BJS
study comes from the CDC firearm in-
jury data. This report used the CDC
data since it has a larger number of
firearm injury cases permitting more
detailed analysis.

National Crime Victimization Survey —
The National Crime Victimization Sur-
vey (NCVS) is the Nation's primary
source of information on criminal vic-
timization. The survey provides a de-
tailed picture of crime incidents, victims
and trends occurring each year in the

Firearm Injury from Crime 5
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United States. The survey collects in-
formation on the frequency and nature
of the crimes of rape, sexual assault,
personal robbery, aggravated and sim-
ple assault, household burglary, theft
and motor vehicle theft utilizing a na-
tionally representative sample of ap-
proximately 49,000 households (about
101,000 persons).

The survey provides information about
victims (age, sex, race, etc.), offenders
(age, sex, race, etc.) and the crimes
(use of weapons, nature of injury,

etc.). Because firearm crime and re-
sulting injury are relatively rare when
compared to all types of crime, there
were too few cases in any one year to
permit detailed analysis of gun crime
and gunshot injuries. It was therefore
necessary to aggregate sample cases
for 6 years, 1987-1992, to have a suffi-
cient number of cases for analysis.
The 6 year aggregate of firearm crimes
consists of 2,011 unweighted cases.

Firearm homicide data— Firearm
homicide data come from two primary
sources:

® Vital Statistics of the United States,
which collects data from all death cer-
tificates filed throughout the Nation

¢ Supplementary Homicide Reports,
which includes data reported to the
Uniform Crime Reporting Program of i
the FBI by State and local law enforce-
ment agencies on a voluntary basis.

The Vital Statistics information in-
cludes the demographic characteristics
of firearm homicide victims and is
thought to be an accurate count of the
number of such deaths. Firearm homi-
cides include legal intervention deaths
such as those caused by police offi-
cers in pursuit of criminals. It does not
contain information about the circum-
stances surrounding the death, the
type of firearm used, or suspected of-
fenders. The Supplementary Homicide

6 Firearm Injury from Crime

Reports provide such detailed informa-
tion. However, not all agencies report
and not all reports are complete. In
1992, for example, the FBI estimated
that there were 23,760 murders in the
U.S. and provided Supplementary
Homicide Reports on 22,540 murders.
The homicide data from the Vital Sta-
tistics and the Uniform Crime Reports
provide slightly different estimates of
the number of homicides annually.?
Rokaw and others attributed this differ-
ence to differences in —

¢ coverage of the U.S. population

¢ practices or rules governing the re-
porting of homicides to NCHS and the
FBI

® criteria used in defining a case as a
homicide

¢ categories used and rules employed
to classify people among demographic
subgroups.

The calendar year 1992 Vital Statistics
used here included 17,790 firearm
homicide and legal intervention deaths.
FBI Supplementary Homicide Data
covering the same period as the CDC
Firearms Injury Surveillance Study
were provided by James Alan Fox,
Dean, College of Criminal Justice,
Northeastern University. Reports on
165,610 murders involving a firearm
were included.

Other data— This report includes in-
formation analyzed and published by
others. Full citations for these sources
are included at the end. Some of the
data presented are from single site and
multijurisdictional studies and are not
representative of the Nation as a
whole.

SAdditional information about the differences be-
tween the Vital Statistics and the Uniform Crime
Reports estimates of homicide can be found in the
following :

Cantor, David and Lawrence E. Cohen, "Compar-
ing Measures of Homicide Trends: Methodologi-
cal and Substantive Differences in the Vital
Statistics and the Uniform Crime Report Time
Series (1933-1975)," Social Science Research,
Vol. 9, 1980, pp.121-145,

Hindelang, Michae! J., "The Uniform Crime Re-
ports Revisited," Journal of Criminal Justice, Vol.
2,1974, pp.1-17.

Rand, Michael R., "The Study of Homicide Case-

flow. Creating a Comprehensive Homicide Data-

set,” paper presented to the annual meeting of the
American Society of Criminology in New Orleans,
Louisiana, November 1992.

Rokaw, William M., James A. Mercy, and Jack C.
Smith, "Comparing Death Certificate Data with
FBI Crime Reporting Statistics on U.S. Homi-
cides," Public Health Reports, Vol. 105, 1990,
pp. 447-455 '

Rosenberg, Mark L., M.D., M.P.P. and James A.
Mercy, Ph.D., "Homicide: Epidemiologic Analysis
at the National Level," Bulletin of the New York
Academy of Medicine, Vol. 62, No. 5, June 1986,
pp. 376-399.

The Bureau of Justice Statistics is
the statistical arm of the U.S. De-
partment of Justice. Jan M.
Chaiken, Ph.D., is director.

BJS Selected Findings summarize
statistics about a topic of current
concern from both BJS and non-
BJS datasets.

Substantial assistance in preparing
this report was provided by J. Lee
Annest, Ph.D., Director of the Office
of Statistics and Programming, Na-
tional Center for Injury Prevention
and Control, Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention; James Alan
Fox, Dean, College of Criminal Jus-
tice, Northeastern University; and by
Larry Greenfeld, Michael Rand, and
Patrick A. Langan of the BJS staff.

Verification and publication review
were provided by Rhonda Keith,
Tom Hester, Marilyn Marbrook, and
Yvonne Boston of the Bureau of
Justice Statistics.
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Directory of State Uniform Crime Reporting Programs

Alabama

Alabama Criminal Justice Information Center

770 Washington Avenue
Suite 350

Montgomery, Alabama 36130
(334) 242-4900

Alaska
Uniform Crime Reporting Section

Department of Public Safety Information System

5700 East Tudor Road
Anchorage, Alaska 99507
(907) 269-5708

American Samoa
Department of Public Safety
Post Office Box 1086
Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799
(684) 633-1111

Arizona
Uniform Crime Reporting
Arizona Department of Public Safety
Post Office Box 6638
Phoenix, Arizona 85005
(602) 223-6638

Arkansas
Arkansas Crime Information Center
One Capitol Mall, 4D-200
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201
(501) 682-2222

California
Law Enforcement Information Center
Department of Justice
Post Office Box 903427
Sacramento, California 94203-4270
(916) 227-3473

Guns & Crime Statistics Information Package

Colorado
Uniform Crime Reporting
Colorado Bureau of Investigation
690 Kipling Street
Suite 3000
Denver, Colorado 80215
(303) 2394300

Connecticut
Uniform Crime Reporting Program
Post Office Box 2794
Middletown, Connecticut 06457-9294
(203) 685-8030

Delaware
State Bureau of Identification
Post Office Box 430
Dover, Delaware 19903
(302) 739-5875

District of Columbia
Information Services Division
Metropolitan Police Department
Room 5054
300 Indiana Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20001
(202) 7274301

Florida
Uniform Crime Reports Section
Florida Crime Information Center Bureau
Post Office Box 1489
Tallahassee, Florida 32302-1489
(904) 487-1179

Georgia
Georgia Crime Information Center
Georgia Bureau of Investigation
Post Office Box 370748
Decatur, Georgia 30037
(404) 244-2840







Guam
Guam Police Department
Planning, Research and Development
Pedro’s Plaza
287 West O'Brien Drive
Agana, Guam 96910
(671)472-8911

Hawaii

Uniform Crime Reporting Program

Crime Prevention and Justice Assistance
Division

Department of the Attorney General

First Floor

425 Queen Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

(808) 586-1416

Idaho
Criminal Identification Bureau
Department of Law Enforcement
Post Office Box 700
Meridian, Idaho 83680
(208) 884-7156

Illinois
Uniform Crime Reporting Program
Division of Administration, Crime Studies
Ilinois State Police
Post Office Box 3677
Springfield, Iilinois 62708-3677
(217) 782-5791

lowa
Iowa Department of Public Safety
Wallace State Office Building
East Ninth and Grand
Des Moines, [owa 50319
(515) 281-8494

Kansas
Kansas Bureau of Investigation
1620 Southwest Tyler Street
Topeka, Kansas 66612
(913) 296-8200

Kentucky
Information Services Branch
Kentucky State Police
1250 Louisville Road
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601
(502) 227-8783

Guns & Crime Statistics Information Package

Louisiana
Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement
Room 708
1885 Wooddale Boulevard
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70806
(504) 925-4847

Maine
Uniform Crime Reporting Division
Maine State Police
Station #42
36 Hospital Street
Augusta, Maine 04333
(207) 624-7004

Maryland
Central Records Division
Maryland State Police Department
1711 Belmont Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21244
(410) 298-3883

Massachusetts
‘Crime Reporting Unit
Massachusetts State Police
470 Worcester Road
Framingham, Massachusetts 01701
(508) 820-2110

Michigan
Uniform Crime Reporting Section
Michigan State Police
7150 Harris Drive
Lansing, Michigan 48913
(517) 322-1150

Minnesota
Bureau of Criminal Apprehension
Minnesota Department of Public Safety
Criminal Justice Information Systems
1246 University Avenue
St. Paul, Minnesota 55104
(612) 642-0610

Momntana
Montana Board of Crime Control
303 North Roberts
Helena, Montana 59620-1408
(406) 444-2077







Nebraska
Uniform Crime Reporting Section
The Nebraska Commission on Law
Enforcement and Criminal Justice
Post Office Box 94946
Lincoln, Nebraska 68509
(402) 471-3982

Nevada
Criminal Information Services
Nevada Highway Patrol
555 Wright Way
Carson City, Nevada 89711
(702) 687-5713

New Hampshire
Uniform Crime Reporting Unit
New Hampshire Department of Public Safety
Division of State Police
10 Hazen Drive
Concord, New Hampshire 03305
(603) 271-2509

New Jersey
Uniform Crime Reporting
Division of State Police
Post Office Box 7068
West Trenton, New Jersey 08628-0068
(609) 882-2000, ext. 2392

New York

Statistical Services

New York State Division of
Criminal Justice Services

Eighth Floor, Mail Room

Executive Park Tower Building

Stuyvesant Plaza

Albany, New York 12203

(518) 457-8381

North Carolina
Crime Reporting and Field Services
Division of Criminal Information
State Bureau of Investigation
407 North Blount Street
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601
(919) 733-3171

Guns & Crim

North Dakota
Information Services Section
Bureau of Criminal Investigation
Attorney General’s Office
Post Office Box 1054
Bismarck, North Dakota 58502
(701) 328-5500

Oklahema
Uniform Crime Reporting Section
Oklahoma State Bureau of Investigation
Suite 300
6600 North Harvey
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73116
(405) 848-6724

Oregon
Law Enforcement Data Systems Division
Oregon Department of State Police
400 Public Service Building
Salem, Oregon 97310
(503) 378-3057

Pennsylvania
Bureau of Research and Development
Pennsylvania State Police
1800 Elmerton Avenue
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110
(717) 783-5536

Puerto Rico
Puerto Rico Police
Post Office Box 70166
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00936-8166
(787) 793-1234

Rhode Island
Rhode Island State Police
Post Office Box 185
North Scituate, Rhode Island 02857

ANY AAA 1 1
(401) 444-1121

South Carolina
South Carolina Law Enforcement Division
Post Office Box 21398
Columbia, South Carolina 29221-1398
(803) 896-7162







South Dakota
South Dakota Statistical Analysis Center
500 East Capitol Avenue
Pierre, South Dakota 57501-5070
(605) 773-6310

Texas
Uniform Crime Reporting
Crime Information Bureau
Texas Department of Public Safety
Post Office Box 4143
Austin, Texas 78765-9968
(512) 424-2091

Utah
Data Collection and Analysis
Bureau of Criminal Identification
Utah Department of Public Safety
4501 South 2700 West
Salt Lake City, Utah 84119
(801) 9654445

Vermomnt
Vermont Crime Information Center
103 South Main Street
Waterbury, Vermont 05671-2101
(802) 244-8786

Virginia
Records Management Division
Department of State Police
Post Office Box 27472
Richmond, Virginia 23261-7472
(804) 674-2023

Guns & Crime Statistics Information Package

Virgin Islands
Records Bureau
Virgin Islands Police Department
Nisky Center
Second Floor
Saint Thomas, Virgin Islands 00802
(809) 774-6400

Washington
Uniform Crime Reporting Program
Washington Association of Sheriffs and Police
Chiefs
Post Office Box 826
Olympia, Washington 98507
(360) 586-3221

West Virginia
Uniform Crime Reporting Program
West Virginia State Police
725 Jefferson Road
South Charleston, West Virginia 25309
(304) 746-2159

Wisconsin
Office of Justice Assistance
222 State Street
Second Floor
Madison, Wisconsin 53702-0001
(608) 266-3323

Wyoming
Uniform Crime Reporting
Criminal Records Section
Division of Criminal Investigation
316 West 22nd Street
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002
(307) 777-7625







Selected qua on
Guns & Crime

Guns & Crime Statistics Information Package m m mmm =







Annual Firearms Manufacturing and Exportation Report 1994 (ATF)

Child Victimizers: Violent Offenders and Their Victims (BJS)

Comparing Federal and State Prison Inmates, 1991 (BJS)

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1993 (BJS)

Juvenile Offenders and Victims: A National Report (OJJDP)

Juvenile Offenders and Victims: 1996 Update on Violence (OJJDP)

Monthly Vital Statistics Report (CDC NCHS)

Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics, 1995 (BIS)

Selected Data on Guns & Crime

The following is a list of selected tables from BJS and other
data sources on guns and crime:

* pp- 19-20
* p.28

¢ p. 1, text .
¢ p. 14, tables 21 and 22, text
* p. 15, tables 23-26, text

* p. 72, table 66

* p. 21, text

* p- 24, text

* p. 26, table and text

* pp. 52-53, tables and text

* p. 56, text

* p. 58, table and text

* p. 108, tables and text -

* pp-2-3
* pp. 21-22

* pp.- 34, text
* p. 15, table

* pp. 188-197, tables 2.77-2.89

« pp. 337-338, tables 3.114 and 3.115

« p. 351, table 3.124

* p. 353, table 3.126

« p. 368, tables 3.148 and 3.149 o

+ p. 381, table 3.167 Natioral Crimi

* p. 390, table 3.183 oX €000
Racisite, MD 20849.5000

PROPERTY OF —

nal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS)

7

Guns & Crime Statistics Information Package s s m m m m







Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993 (BJ]S)
* pp. 12-13, text
* pp. 56-63, tables 21A, 22-25

Survey of State Prison Inmates, 1991 (BJS)
* pp- 18,19

Uniform Crime Reports, 1995 (FBI)
e p. 17, text
* p. 18, tables 2.10 and 2.11
p. 29, text
p- 32, text
pp. 193-195, tables 20-22
pp. 274-276, tables 5.3 and 5.4, text
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706,542 843,529 1,140,669 769,505 6,092
692,977 734,650 970,541 641,482 41,482
963,562 695,270 1,006,100 857,949 3,963
991,011 754,711 1,144,707 928,070 2,239
1,402,660 628,765 1,407,317 935,541 2,387
1,376,399 462,496 1,156,213 848,948 3,809
1,381,325 456,941 883,482 828,426 2,213
1,549,659 460,373 1,001,708 1,018,204
2,272,001 552,808 1,160,124 1,144,940 4,240

EXPORTATION

65,816 44,741
103,890 58,943
133,859 41,014

99,289 68,699

76,494 67,559
104,620 104,250
110,058 117,301
111,821 119,127

89,641 171,475

Source: ATF F 4483A (ATF F 5300.11), Annual Firearms Manufacturing and Exportation
Report







197,417
201,000

307,620
372,008
274,497
191,787
116,141
441,933
246,114
117,866

270,571
269,000
413,780
282,640
293,152
203,505
311,285
1,423,189
1,592,522

229,497 697,485
231,000 - 701,000

342,113 1,063,513
621,620 1,276,268
440,132 1,007,781
448,517 843,809
293,231 720,657
981,588 2,846,710
1,204,685 3,043,321

5,168 1,880,902

$44,840
$73,400
$106,900
$91,400
$176,550
$115,050
$99,550
$127,000
$130,600
$162,700

* Beginning in 1992, imported firearms statistics are reported on a calendar year basis (1992 was
a transition "year" of 15 months). This data is received from the Customs Automated Commercial

System (ACS).

All AEC statistics are also on a calendar year basis.







U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs

- Bureau of Justice Statistics

Child Victimizers: Violent
Oftenders and Their Victims

19% of violent State prison inmates committed their crime against a child;
78% of those convicted of sexual assault had abused a child

Percent of State prison inmates
with victims under age 18

100%

80%

Allviolent Murder  Negligent Kidnaping Forcible Sexual Robbery Assault
crimes man- rape assauit
slaughter

Offense

~ Jointly published with the
Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention







® The types of weapons used in child
murders varies with the age of the vic-
tim (figure 21). While almost two-
thirds of infant murder victims were
beaten to death by an offender using
hands, feet, or a blunt object, about
3% of those age 15 to 17 were killed
in this fashion. Over three-quarters

of the oldest child murder victims were

Older child murder victims
are most likely to be killed
with guns, while younger
victims are most often beaten

Murder weapon or method

Lan 1 year

Beaten

Firearm F=

Other*

0% 40% 80%
Percent of child murder victims

in each age group, 1976-94,

based on 31,505 cases for which

the type of weapon was reported

*Includes arson, drowning, poison,
and strangling.
Fig. 21

killed by a firearm. By 1994 handguns the mid-1980's when less than 30%
accounted for nearly 48% of all mur- of child murders were by a handgun
ders of children, a sharp increase after (figure 22).

By 1894 half of child murders were committed with a handgun, a sharp increase
after the mid-1980's, when a quarter were committed with a handgun

Percent of child murders committed with a handgun
50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

1976 1994

1982 1988

Fig. 22

Between 1984 and 1993 the number of murder victims age 15-17
climbed 171%, as handgun murders among these victims climbed 363%

In 1976, 45% of the murder victims age 15-17 were shot by a handgun;
in 1994, 69%.

Number of murder victims age 15 o 17
1,500
1,200

900

600

300

1994

1988

1976 1982

Fig. 23
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Between 1976 and 1994, the average
age of those who murdered children
who were strangers to them declined
from a high of 27 years in 1977 to 21
years in 1994. The average age of
murderers of children age 15 to 17

32

26

20

17
1976

Younger offenders are increasingly involved in the murders of children who are strangers
to them, of children age 15-17, and of children killed with a handgun

declined from just over age 24 to age
20 during the same period. The aver-
age ages of murderers of children who
were family members or acquaint-
ances remained relatively stable over
the period:

- Relationship Average age of
Family members 26-27
Acquaintances 21-23

Average age in years
of murderers of a child

1988

1982

The average ages of murderers of
children younger than 15 were sub-
stantially unchanged from 1976 to
1994:

Age éroup Average age of
of child victim

Younger than 1 23-25
14 24-26
5-14 25-27

1994

Fig. 24

In 1994 States varied substantially
in the number of child murders
per capita

Three States, North Dakota (1 adult
murder victim), Vermont (6 adult mur-
der victims), and Wyoming (16 adult
murder victims) reported no murders of
children during 1994 (table 17). Based
on those jurisdictions reporting in 1994
and excluding the wholly urban District
of Columbia, the highest per capita
rates of child murder occurred in 1lli-
nois (6.5 murders per 100,000 children
under age 18), California (5.5 murders

per 100,000), and Louisiana (5.3 per
100,000). (See the map on page 23
for a national representation of child
murder rates.) These States ac-
counted for 19% of all children living
in the reporting States in 1994 but
nearly 30% of the child murder victims
that year.

® Between 1976 and 1994 an esti-
mated 405,089 murders occurred in
the United States. Of these, an esti-
mated 36,951 had been murders of
children below age 18. Overthe 19
years for which the FBI collected

20 Child Victimizers: Violent Offenders and Their Victims

Supplementary Homicide Reports,
about 92% of all murders resulted in
the submission of a report— 34,005
reports for child victims and 338,885
reports for victims who were adults or
of unknown age (table 18).

® The national estimate that 36,951
children were murdered over the pe-
riod from 1976 to 1994 translates into
an average of about 1,945 child mur-
der victims per year or about 5 per day
in the United States. The number of
murders in 1994 translates into an av-
erage of about 7 victims per day.
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Figure 22, page 19. Murders of Figure 23, page 19. Murders of
children committed witha - victims age 15-17, by whether a
handgun, 1976-94 handgun was used, 1976-94
Percent of murders of children Number of murders of victims
Year  committed with a handgun . age 15-17 —
1976 28.5% Year All With handgun
1977 . 25.9
1978 , 25.8 1976 681 305
1979 28.0 1977 717 289
1980 . 20.6 1978 731 312
1981 26.3 1979 .77 324
1982 26.0 1980 862 392 :
1983 27.3 1981 715 309
1984 24.6 1982 675 292
1985 29.0 1983 612 294
1986 26.6 1984 546 228
1987 32.7 1985 619 307
1988 36.0 1986 676 318
1989 40.8 1987 735 394
1990 41.7 1988 843 503
1991 447 1989 1,020 659
1992 488 1990 1,170 727
1993 49.9 1991 1,324 872
1994 47.6 1992 1,362 949
Note: Percentages are based on all cases, 1 ggi :':?g 1'3?‘2
inciuding those in which the type of weapon !
was not reported. Source: FBI, Supplementary Homicide
Source: FBI, Supplementary Homicide Reports
Reports

Figure 24, page 20. Average age of child murderers, by their relationship to the victim,
by the victims' age, and by whether the offender used a handgun, 1976-94

Average age of child murderers in years

Relation to victim : Age of victim - ‘Used
All child Acquaint- Less than a hand-
victims Family ance Stranger 1 year 1-4 5-14 15-17 gun
1976 242 26.3 22.1 23.8 25.1 25.9
1977 249 273 221 2341 25.3 27.0
1978 24.4 26.4 22.3 23.3 24.4 26.0
1979 243 26.5 222 23.3 25.0 25.7
1980 249 272 229 242 26.1 26.1
1981 248 26.8 27 23.8 259 27.1
1982 25.1 . 277 225 23.7 25.8 27.3
1883 248 26.3 23.1 235 26.1 26.1
1984 244 . 272 2241 24.0 254 26.9
1985 249 27.2 229 23.9 26.8 272
1986 243 26.8 22.1 25.4 26.0 26.0
1987 247 27.3 221 23.9 26.5 26.8
1988 241 27.0 224 241 26.7 26.4
1989 239 28.0 21.6 252 27.0 252
1990 23.1 274 212 243 258 250
1991 23.3 275 215 25.0 26.4 24.6
1992 227 272 20.8 242 26.4 23.6
1993 227 27.8 208 24.3 26.9 24.0
1994 225 27.4 205 257 26.0 229

Note: The mean age of offenders was based on
28,921 victims for victim-offender relationship and on
31,467 victims for age of victim and for handgun use.

Source: FBI, Supplementary Homicide Reports

* U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1896 — 405 - 010 / 20034
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U.S. Department of Justice
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Bureau of Justice Statistics

Bureau of J ustice Statlstlcs

- Comparing Federal and
State Prison Inmates, 1991

Criminal histo
Percent of inmates i

Characteristic Federal State No
Male 92% 95% previous

sentence
Femate 8 5

White 350, \,;jigl\gt "Federal
Black 30 46 recidivists
Other race 4 2

Hispanic 28 17 Ever

violent
Median age 36 years 30 years recidivists

Married 38% 18% 0% 50%

Widowed. divorced.
or separated 30
Never married 33

At least a high
school graduate

Citizen of a
foreign country

Violent
Property
Drug
Public-order

Number of
sentenced
inmates 54,000

Percent of inmates
27 .
55 _ . . Federal

Public-
order

0 30 60 90

704,000 Months to be served
from sentencing to predicted release







Summary

In 1991, 58% of Federal prisoners (an
estimated 31,100 inmates) and 21% of
State prisoners (149,200) were serving
a sentence for a drug offense. Drug
traffickers were 43% of Federal offend-
ers and 13% of State prisoners.

A fourth of Federal inmates serving time
for a drug offense other than possession
belonged to an illegal drug organization.
About 9% belonged to an organization
with 11 or more members.

These findings about the predominance
of drug offenders among Federal in-
mates come from separate, but similar,
surveys of State and Federal inmates.
For the first time, in the summer

of 1991, inmates were selected in na-
tionally representative samples of both
the Federal and State prison popula-
tions. They responded to questions
about their past and current lives in
lengthy personal interviews. The
simultaneous surveys document how
the two populations differ and are alike.

Other major findings include the
following:

Current offense

s About 17% of Federal inmates and
47% of State inmates were in prison

for a violent offense. Murder accounted
for 2% of Federal prisoners and aimost
11% of State inmates.

Sentence length and
time to be served

» On average, Federal inmates were
expected to serve almost 62 years

on a sentence of almost 10 % years,
and State inmates, 52 years on a sen-
tence of 12 years.

Criminal history

e About 61% of Federal inmates and
93% of State inmates had been on
probation or incarcerated before their
current sentence or were serving a
sentence for a violent crime.

Drug and alcohol use

» Federal inmates reported less drug
use than State inmates.

42%.0f Federal inmates and
62% of State inmates had
ever used drugs regularly

32% of Federal inmates and

50% of State inmates had
used drugs in the month before
their current offense

17% of Federal inmates and

31% of State inmates were using
drugs when they committed
their current offense.

» Federal inmates were half as likely as
State inmates to have been under the
influence of alcohol or drugs when they
committed their current offense (24%
versus 49%). Eleven percent of Federal
prisoners and 32% of State prisoners
were under the influence of alcohol.

» Federal inmates reported slightly lower
levels of participation in drug treatment
than State inmates. Among those who
had used drugs in the month before their
current offense, about 43% of Federal
inmates and 48% of State inmates had
been in a drug treatment program since
their admission to prison; 15% of Feder-
al inmates and 20% of State inmates
were participating at the time of the
survey. '

Weapons

* About 12% of Federal prisoners and
16% of State prisoners were armed
when they committed the offense for
which they were serving time.

e Among violent offenders 38% in
Federal prison and 29% in State prison
had carried a firearm when committing
their current offense.

¢ About a quarter of Federal inmates
who carried a firearm during the crime
discharged the weapon. More than
half of State offenders in prison who
committed their crime with a gun
discharged it.

Personal and family characteristics

o Federal inmates were more likely than
State inmates to be —
women (8% versus 5%),
Hispanic (28% versus 17%),
- age 45 or older (22% versus 10%),
married (38% versus 18%),
with some college education
_ (28% versus 12%),
noncitizens (18% versus 4%),
employed prior to their arrest
(74% versus 67%), and
raised in a two-parent home
(58% versus 43%).

¢ Federal inmates were less likely than
State inmates to have —
lived in a foster home
(8% versus 17%),
parents who abused alcohol or drugs
(16% versus 27%),
a relative who had been.incarcerated
(26% versus 38%), and
been physically or sexually abused
at some time before entering prison
(6% versus 14%).

¢ An estimated 62% of Federal inmates
were parents of 70,300 children under
age 18, and 57% of State inmates were
parents of 818,000 minor children.

HiV

» A smaller percentage of Federai
inmates (0.8%) than State inmates
(2.2%) reported testing positive for the
human immunodeficiency virus (HIV)
that causes AIDS. These findings are
based on 59% of Federal inmates and
51% of State inmates who knew they
had been tested for the HIV and could
report the test results. :

Activities since admission

¢ About 58% of Federal inmates and
46% of State inmates had enrolled in

a school program since their admission.
About 3 in 10 had attended a vocational
program.

¢ An estimated 91% of Federal inmates
and 70% of State prisoners had a job
while in prison. Of these, about 98%

of the Federal prisoners and 88% of the
State priscners received some form

of compensation.
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The growth in juvenile homicide victimizations from the mid 1980’s
through 1994 was completely firearm-related

Between 1980 and 1994 most murdered children below age 6 were killed
by a tamily member, while most murdered oider juveniles were killed by
an acquaintance or a stranger

Victim-offender Victim age

relationship All juveniles  0-5 6-11 12-14 15-17
Parent 24% 55% 33% 8% 3%
Other family member 4 5 9 7 3
Acquaintance 36 - 24 24 43 44
Stranger 11 3 12 14 16
Unknown 25 13 21 27 34
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

B Between 1980 and 1994, 93% of white and black juveniie homicide victims
were killed by persons of their same race.

B The proportion of juvenile homicides in which the offender was unknown
increased with the age of the victim.

8 Young children were the least likely to be killed by a stranger.

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

Data source: Fox, J. (1996). Supplementary homicide reports 1976—1994 [machine-
readable data file].

Between 1980 and 1994 most murdered children below age 6 were beaten
to death, while most older juveniles were killed with a firearm

Victim age
Weapon All juveniles  0-5 6-11 12-14 15-17
Firearm 49% 10% 41% 64% 76%
Knife/blunt object 15 12 20 20 16
Personal” 19 47 11 4 2
Other” - 10 17 22 7 3
Unknown 7 13 7 4 3
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

® Juvenile male homicide victims were twice as likely to be killed with a fire-
arm as were juvenile females (59% vs. 30%).

B Black juvenile homicide victims ages 12-17 were more likely to be killed
with a firearm than were white juvenile homicide victims that age (81% vs.
65%).

* Personal weapons include hands, fists, and feet. Other weapons include fire, asphyxiation,

strangulation, drowning, drugs, poisons, and explosives.
Note: Detail may not total 100% because of rounding.

Data source: Fox, J. (1996). Supplementary homicide reports 1976—1994 [machine-
readable data file).

Juvenile Offenders and Victims: 1996 Update on Violence

More children are being killed by
parents, more older juveniles by
strangers and acquaintances

Between 1980 and 1994 the.character-
istics of the offender were unknown
when the data were collected in 1 in 4
juvenile murders. The proportion of
juveniles killed by unknown offenders
increased over this period. from 20%
in the early 1980°s tc 28% in the early
1990°s.

Murders of juveniles by family mem-
bers increased 9% between 1980 and
1994. In comparison, the number of
juvenile homicides committed by ac-
quaintances increased 78%. while
murders by strangers increased 51%.
There were substantial differences for
white and black victims. Between
1980 and 1994. the number of whites
killed by acquaintances increased
44%. while the number of blacks
killed by acquaintances increased
115%. The number of whites killed by
strangers and unknown offenders
changed little from 1980 to 1994,
while substantially more black juve-
niles were killed by strangers (120%)
and unknown offenders (153%).

Increases in juvenile homicides were
found in the youngest and oldest ju-
venile age groups. These increases
differ substantially in the types of
offenders involved. For the youngest
victims (below age 6), parents and
other family members accounted for
44% of the increase in murders be-
tween 1980 and 1994, acquaintances
accounted for 41% of the increase, and
strangers or unknown offenders ac-
counted for 14%. In contrast, the
number of juveniles ages 15-17 mur-
dered by family members actually
declined slightly between 1980 and
1994. Half of the increase in murders






Table 21. Ownership and use of guns by sentenced
Federal and State prison inmates, 1991
Percent of sentenced inmates
Ever armed while Armed during Fired gun during
committing a crime current offense current offense
Type of firearm Federal _ State Federal State Federal  State
All Inmates
Any firearm 16.3% 22.9% 11.8% 16.4% 2.0% 78%
Handgun 13.4 192 9.5 13.3 1.5 6.1
Rifie or.shotgun 2.9 4.8 1.9 27 4 1.8
Automatic/military type 1.3 1.6 7 5 A 2
Violent inmates
Any firearm 46.3% 35.1% 38.0% 29.2% 10.0% 159%
Handgun 38.4 28.1 31.0 23.6 7.8 124
Rifle or shotgun 8.8 76 5.6 5.0 1.8 3.2
Automatic/military type 2.8 2.0 1.6 7 4 .3
Other inmates
Any firearm 10.1% 12.5% 6.5% 5.3% 4% 8%
Handgun 8.2 106 5.1 4.5 3 B
Rifle or shotgun 1.7 25 1.1 7 1 A
Automatic/military type 9 1.2 5 .3 1 1
Note: Data were missing for 1.2% of Federal prison inmates and 1.6% of State prison inmates.

Firearms

Overall, Federal prison inmates carried a
firearm iess often than State inmates

at the time of any past offense and
during the crime for which they were
currently serving a sentence. Sixteen
percent of Federal inmates and 23%

of State inmates indicated ever having

a firearm during the commission of a
crime (table 21). While committing the
offense for which they were serving
time, 12% of Federal inmates and 16%
of State inmates were armed with a gun,
and 2% of Federal offenders and 8% of
State prisoners fired it.

LBV

and nonviolent offenders

Firearm use by violent

Although a smaller percentage and
number of Federal inmates than State
inmates were serving a sentence for a
violent offense, a higher percentage of
the Federal inmates who were violent
offenders were armed during their
offense — 38% of Federal and 29%

of State violent offenders (table 22).
About 10% of Federal and 16% of State
violent offenders fired a weapon during
their current offense.

About 46% of Federal and 35% of State
offenders in prison for a violent crime
had carried firearms when committing
some crime. In contrast, about 1 in 10
Federal-and State inmates convicted

of crimes other than violent offenses
had ever been armed while committing
a crime, and about 1 in 20 were armed
when committing their current offense.

Type of firearm

Vioient offenders using a firearm most
often had a handgun. About 31% of
Federal and 24% of State violent offend-
ers carried a handgun during their cur-
rent offense, while about 5% carried a
rifle or shotgun and about 1% a military-
type weapon.

Firearm use, by offense

Forty-five percent of inmates in Federal
prison for homicide, and 42% of State
inmates, carried a firearm at the time

of the crime. Smaller percentages of
the inmates said they fired the weapon.
Among the nearly 6,000 Federal inmates
serving time for robbery, 41% committed
the crime with a gun, and 4% fired it.
Among the 102,000 robbers in State
prison, 35% had a gun, and 6% fired

it. Among armed robbers 10% of the
Federal inmates and about 16% of

the State inmates fired their weapon.

Of those convicted of assault, 25%

of Federal prisoners and 31% of State
prisoners carried a firearm, and 15%

of Federal offenders and 25% of State
offenders fired it.

Less than 5% of Federal and State
offenders convicted of property and drug
crimes committed their current offense
with a firearm, and less than 1% fired
their gun.

Table 22. Gun presence and firing during current offense of sentenced
Federal and State prison inmates, by current offense, 1991

Percent of sentenced inmates

Armed during Fired gun during
Number of inmates current offense current offense
Current offense Federal State Federal State Federal State
Total 52,973 687,949 1.7% 16.3% 2.1% 7.9%
Violent offenses 9,072 320,587 37.7% 29.0% 10.1% 16.0%
Homicide 1,187 84,487 454 418 39.4 36.1
Sexual assault 370 65,659 82 3.2 0 3
Robbery 5,872 102,232 413 34.5 4.4 5.5
Assault 809 56,255 25.4 31.3 14.5 25.2
Other violent 864 11,952 26.5 214 9.2 6.6
Property offenses 5,417 170,810 2.0% 3.2% 2% T%
Burglary 385 85,855 16.2 3.8 26 .9
Other property 5,032 84,956 9 26 0 5
Drug offenses 30,760 147,692 3.7% 4.1% 1% 3%
Possession 7.233 52,340 4.2 45 o 2
Trafficking 22,798 92,226 37 4.0 A 3
Other drug 729 3,125 0 2.1 0 0
Public-order oftenses 6,558 46,437 22.2% 16.3% 2.2% 2.7%
Weapons 3,011 12,245 42.7 48.5 3.4 7.1
Other public-order 3.547 34,193 47 4.8 1.2 1.1
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Table 23. Sentenced Federal and State
prison inmates who had ever stolen
guns or who had used or traded
stolen guns, 1991

Percent of inmates

Federal State
All inmates who —
Had ever stolen a gun 4.6% 10.4%

| Kept a stolen gun for .

their own use 2.5 6.1
Sold or traded a stolen gun 4.4 10.9
Violent Inmates who —
Had ever stolen a gun 14.3% 11.7%
Kept a stolen gun for
their own use 9.5 7.5
Sold or traded a stolengun ~ 11.9 113
Other Inmates who —
Had ever stolen a gun 2.5% 9.3%
Kept a stolen gun for
their own use 1.0 5.0
Sold or traded a stolen gun 29 10.7
Note: Data were missing tor 0.8% of Federal
prisoninmates and 0.5%c of State prison
inmates.

Stealing and selling firearms

About 5% of Federal inmates and 10%
of State inmates had stolen a gun, and
4% of Federal inmates and 11% of State
inmates had sold or traded a stolen gun
(table 23). Among violent inmates about
the same percentage of Federal and
State offenders had stoien firearms
(14% and 12%) and sold or traded
stolen guns (12% and 11%).

Family background

A higher percentage of Federa! (58%)
than State inmates {43%) lived with both
their parents most of the time while
growing up (table 24). About 28% of
Federal prisoners, compared to 39% of
State prisoners, lived with their mothers
most of the time. About 4% of each
group lived primarily with their fathers.

Black Federal or State inmates were
less likely than Hispanics, who were less
likely than whites, to have lived with both
parents. In Federal prisons 41% of
black inmates lived with both parents
while growing up, compared to 62%

of Hispanic inmates, and 69% of white
prisoners. in State prisons 32% of black
inmates had lived with both parents,

most of the time whilie growing up, by

Table 24. Persons with whom sentenced Federai and State inmates lived

race/Hispanic origin, 1991

Percent of sentenced inmates

Person lived with All inmates White Black Hispanic
most of thetime  Federal State Federal State Federal State Federal State
Both parents 58.3% 43.1% 69.0% 56.1% 40.9% 31.9% 62.4% 46.2%
Mother only 285 39.1 20.8 276 426 497 247 36.0
Father only 3.4 3.9 37 4.9 3.1 3.1 3.2 4.0
Grandparent 5.7 7.7 2.8 5.2 8.8 10.0 5.5 6.8
Other” 4.2 6.2 37 6.2 4.6 54 4.2 6.9

Number

of inmates 53,549 700,916 20,576 248,514 15,925 319,234 15,028 116,579

*Includes other relatives, friends, foster homes,
and agencies.

Table 25. Sentenced Federal and State

prison inmates who lived Iin a foster

home or institution while growing up, by race/Hispanic origin, 1991

Seéntenced prison inmates

Percent who had
lived in a foster home

Inmate race/ Number or childcare institution
Hispanic origin Federal State Federal State
Total 53,538 700,820 7.8% 17.3%
White 20,573 248,516 9.8 23.1
Black 15949 319,374 8.2 13.1
Other 2,031 16,533 14.5 34.1
Hispanic 14,986 116,398 36 14.2

compared to 46% of Hispanics and 56%
of whites. Among black inmates 4 in 10
Federal offenders and 5 in 10 State
offenders lived only with their mothers
most of the time while growing up.

Federal inmates were halt as likely as
State inmates to have spent some time
in a childcare institution or foster home
whiie growing up (8% versus 17%)
(table 25). In Federal prisons just under
1 in 10 white and black prisoners had
been under public care as a child. A
fourth of white State inmates and an
eighth of black inmates had been in
foster care. About 15% of Asians and

Native Americans in Federal prisons and
34% in State prisons had been cared for
in a public institution while growing up.

Parental drug and alcohol abuse

A lower percentage of Federal than
State inmates reported that their parents
or guardians abused alcohol or drugs
while they were growing up (16% versus
27%) (table 26). Alcohol was abused
by a parent of 16% of Federal prisoners
and 26% of State prisoners. About 1%
of Federal prisoners and 5% of State
prisoners said their parents or guardians
abused drugs.

Table 26. Sentenced Federal and State

prison inmates with at least one parent

or guardian who abused alcohol or drugs, by race/Hispanic origin, 1991

Percent of sentenced inmates

Parental abuse All White non-Hispanic  Black non-Hispanic Hispanic
of alcoho! or drugs Federal State  Federal State Federal State Federal _ State
Total 162%  26.7% 20.7% 36.6% 16.2% 19.9% 9.0% 22.0%
Aicohol 146 222 186 30.5 14.8 16.7 8.2 175
Drugs 3 8 2 7 4 7 3 1.3
Both 1.1 37 1.7 5.3 9 2.4 3 3.2
Number of inmates 53,551 698,029 20,585 247,764 15946 318,013 14,998 115,857

Comparing Federal and State Prison Inmates, 1991
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Table 66. Personal crimes of violence, 1993:

Percent of incidents, by victim-offender relationship,

type of crime and weapons use
Percent of incidents

No Weapon used
Total incidents weapon Total Hand Other
Allincidents Number Percent used . Total firearm gun gun
Crimes of violence 9,898,980 100 % 65.7 % 273 % 103 % 89 % 1.3 %
Completed violence 2,942,240 100 62.8 31.4 11.2 10.1 0.7 *
Attempted/threatened violence 6,956,740 100 67.0 25.6 10.0 8.4 1.5
Rape/Sexual assault: 472,760 100 834 75 4.2 4.2 00"
Robbery 1,161,800 100 39.2 52.1 251 242 09~
Compieted/property taken 723,140 100 33.1 59.6 31.9 304 1.5*
With injury 253,950 100 47.0 45.2 99 * 99 * 00"
Without injury 469,200 100 25.6 67.5 43.8 41.5 23"
Attempted to take property 438,760 100 49.1 396 14.0 14.0 0.0~
With injury 89,980 100 413 50.4 13.5 135 * 0.0*
Without injury 348,770 100 511 36.8 14.1 14.1 00"
Assault 8,264,320 100 68.5 25.0 8.6 7.0 1.4
Aggravated 2,220,180 100 58 93.0 321 26.2 - 52
With injury 623,010 100 20.7 751 13.5 10.4 14>
Threatened with weapon 1,697,170 100 100.0 39.3 324 6.6
Simplez 6,044,150 100 91.5
With minor injury 1,273,190 100 95.1
Without injury 4,770,950 100 80.5
Involving strangers
Crimes of violence 5,045,040 100 55.1 34.8 14.4 126 1.6
Rape/Sexual assautt) 122,090 100 60.0 15.0 * 87 * 87 * 0.0
Robbery 930,860 100 34.1 56.3 29.5 28.3 1.2~
Aggravated assault 1,281,200 100 3.8 94.6 34.6 282 54
Simple assault: 2,710,900 100 86.4
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 4,853,940 100 76.8 19.6 6.1 5.1 1.0
Rape/Sexual assault: 350,670 100 91.5 49 26 * 26" 00"
Robbery 231,040 100 59.5 35.1 76* 76" 00~
Aggravated assault 938,980 100 8.5 90.8 28.7 235 49
Simple assauit: 3,333,250 100 95.6
Percent of incidents
Weapon used
Weapon  Don't know
Gun type Sharp Blunt  Other type if weapon
unknown Knife object object  weapon unknown  present
Crimes of violence 0.1 % 6.3 % 1.0 % 3.7 % 48 % 12 % 6.9 %
Completed violence 03" 7.2 1.3 4.5 6.0 1.1 5.9
Attempted/threatened violence 0.1* 5.9 0.9 3.4 42 1.2 7.4
Rape/Sexual assault: 00~ 1.2 05* 0.7 * 05* 05" 9.1
Robbery 00" 14.3 16 * 48 4.3 20™ 8.8
Completed/property taken 0.0* 14.1 22 55 4.1 19~ 7.2
With injury 00~ 88" 32" 104 * 93 * 37 - 79"
Without injury 00" 17.0 1.7 * 29* 12" 09 * 6.9
Altempted to take property 0.0~ 14.6 06 * 35" 48 * 24" 11.3
With injury 00~ 18.9 * 0.0~ 9.5 * 6.0 * 25" 83"
Without injury 00" 13.5 07~ 20" 44 20" 12.1
Assault 02" 5.5 1.0 3.7 5.1 1.1 6.6
Aggravated 07 * 20.3 37 13.9 18.9 4.1 12"
With injury 16 * 16.8 3.8 14.8 234 29 * 4.2
Threatened with weapon 03~ 217 3.7 135 171 4.6 0.0~
Simplez 8.5
With minor injury 4.9
Without injury 9.5
invoiving sitrangers
Crimes of violence - 03~ 77 1.0 4.6 5.6 1.5 10.1
Rape/Sexual assault: 0.0 * 0.0 ™ 18 * 25* oo~ 19" 25.0
Robbery 0.0 " 16.2 1.1 4.4 34 17 * 9.6
Aggravated assault 10~ 18.5 28 14.8 19.7 43 16 *
Simple assault: 13.6
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 0o~ 49 1.1 27 3.9 0.9 3.6
Rape/Sexual assault: 00~ 16~ 0.0~ 0.0 * 06 * 0.0~ 35"
Robbery 0.0* 6.8 * 34" 62* 81" 3.0* 54"
Aggravated assault 02" 229 5.0 127 * 17.9 3.8 06 *
Simple assault: . 4.4

Note: Responses for weapons use are tallied once, based upon a hierarchy.
In previous editions, multiple responses for weapons were tallied.

*Estimate is based on about 10 or fewer sample cases.

...Not applicable.

iincludes verbal threats of rape and threats of sexual assauit.

:Simple assault, by definition, does not involve the use of a weapon.
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1991 were more similar for rape and
robbery than for aggravated assault and
- simple assault.

Percent
stranger crime

Juvenile Adult

Personal crimes™ 22% 42%
Rape 33 39
Robbery 44 51
Aggravated assault 20 38
Simple assault 15 38

* Includes crimes of theft.

A gun was used in 1in 4 serious
violent offenses against
juveniles in 1991

The offender was armed in 67% of
serious violent crimes (i.e.. crimes of
violence excluding simple assault)
involving juvenile victims. In 19% of
serious violent incidents the offender
had a handgun. in 6% a gun other than
a handgun. in 18% a knife. and in 25%
a blunt object was used.

The level of weapon use against
juveniles is only slightly less than
against adults. Compared with adult
victimizations. offenders in serious
violent incidents against juveniles were
less likely to be armed (67% compared
with 72% for adults) and, when armed,
less likely to use a handgun (19%
compared with 24% for adults).

Juveniles suffer fewer and less
serious injuries than adults

The proportion of serious violent
incidents that resulted in injury was the
same for juveniles (35%) as for adults
(36%) in 1991. Adult victims of
serious violent crime, however, were
twice as likely as juvenile victims to be
injured seriously (14% versus 7%).
Injuries requiring hospital stays of at
least 2 days were also more common
for adult (3% ) than for juvenile victims
(fewer than 1%).

Chapter 2: Juvenile victims

More than 1 in 5 violent crime victims in 1991 was a juvenile

file].

age 12-17
Proportion of victims who were:
Juveniles

Crime type Total 12-14 15-17 Adults

Personal crime 18% 9% 9% 82%

Crimes of violence 22% 10% 12% 78%
Rape 18 3 15 82
Robbery 18 9 8 82
Aggravated assault 20 9 11 80
Simple assault 24 11 13 76

Crimes of theft 16 8 8 84
Personal larceny with contact 11 4 7 89
Personal larceny without contact 16 8 8 84

Source: BJS. (1992). National crime victimization survey, 1991 [machine-readable data

Much of what is known about the
victimization of juveniles comes
from NCVS

The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS)
conducts the National Crime Victimi-
zation Survey (NCVS). With funds from
BJS, the Bureau of the Census
contacts a large nationally representa-
tive sample of households and asks
their occupants to describe the per-
sonal crimes they have experienced.
Personal crimes are broken into two
general categories: crimes of violence
and crimes of theft.

Personal crimes of violence include
rape, personal robbery, and aggravated
and simple assault. These crimes
always involve contact between victim
and offender. For this report, serious
violent crime includes all crimes of
violence except simple assault.
Personal crimes of theft include
larcenies (theft without force or threat of
force) with and without victim-offender
contact.

With all its strengths, NCVS has
limitations in describing the extent of
juvenile victimizations. NCVS does not
capture information from, or about,
victims below age 12. Designers of the
survey believe that younger respon-
dents are not able to provide the
information requested. Therefore,
juvenile victimizations reported by
NCVS cover only those that involve
older juveniles. In addition, as with any
self-report survey, NCVS has limited
ability to address the sensitive issues of
intrafamily violence and child abuse.

Some official data sources (such as law
enforcement and child protective
service agencies) can provide a partiat
picture of crime against juveniles.
However, they are limited to those
incidents made known to them.
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Chapter 2: Juvenile victims

Recent large increases in the homicide rates of black and older
juveniles are the result of increases in firearm homicides

Fatal injuries to youth have
decreased, while homicides rise

According to the National Center for
Health Statistics, injury was the lead-
ing cause of death for youth below age
20 in 1991. Homicide was second only
to motor vehicle accidents as the
leading cause of fatal injuries. Two in
5 injury deaths of these youth in 1991
were the result of motor vehicle colli-
sions. More than 1 in 5 injury deaths
resulted from homicide. Between 1986
and 1991, while the number of youth
dying in motor vehicle accidents
declined 20%, homicide deaths rose
substantially.

On a typical day in 1992, seven
juveniles were murdered

An FBI Supplementary Homicide
Report form is completed on all
homicides known to police. Data are
coliected on victim and offender
demographics. the victim-offender
relationship. the weapon. and circum-
stances surrounding the homicide.

From 1985 through 1992 nearly 17.000
persons under age 18 were murdered in
the U.S. In 1992, 2.595 juveniles were
murdered. an average of 7 per day.

Number of juvenile

P

Year homicides
1985 - 1,605
1986 1,753
1987 1,738
1988 1,955
1989 2,184
1990 2,339
1991 2,610
1982 2,595

Source: FBI. (1986-1993). Crime in the
United States series

The homicide victimization rate for juveniles ages 1 4-17 has nearly
doubled since the mid-1980's, while the rates for younger juveniles
have remained relatively constant : :

Homicide victimizations per 100,000 juveniles

12 T .
10 1
Ages 14-17
8 4
6 +
4 +
Under age 10
2 L e — S
e ————— v,
Ages 10-13
0 + t ]

1976 1978 1980 1982 1984 ~ 1986 1988 1990

Source: FBI. (1993). Supplementary homicide reports 1976—1991 [machine-readable data
files].

Until they become teens, boys and girls are equally likely to be
murdered

H_omicide victimizations per 100,000 juveniles
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Age
a The rate of homicide victimization is higher for children age 5 and younger

than for those between ages 6 and 1. After age 11 the homicide victimiza-
tion rate increases throughout adolescence, especially for boys.

Note: Rates are based on the 1976-1991 combined average.

Source: FBI (1993). Supplementary homicide reports 1976~1991 [machine-readable data
files].
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Chapter 2: Juvenile victims '

Fourteen percent of juvenile homicide
victims were killed by strangers. In
“murders by strangers, one-third oc-
curred during the commission of
another felony, such as rape or rob-
bery.

Young children are often killed
by parents, older juveniles by
their peers

Children were more likely than were
older juveniles to be killed by their
parents. Fifty-nine percent of homi-
cide victims under age 10 were killed
by parents (more often the father).
Fists or feet were the most common
weapons in such killings (45%).
Eighteen percent of these younger
children were killed with a firearm.
These younger homicide victims were
slightly more likely to be male (54%).

A Bureau of Justice Statistics study of
murder cases disposed in 1988 found
that 4 in 5 children under age 12 mur-
dered by their parents had been previ-
ously abused by the parent who killed
them.

Homicide victims ages 10 to 17 were
more often killed by a friend or other
acquaintance (61%) rather than by a
family member (16%). More than 70%
of these homicide victims were shot to
death. The large majority of juvenile
homicide victims in this age range
were male (73%).

Percent of homicides involving a firearm
90% 1
- 80% T
70% 1
60% T
50% T
40% 1
30% T
20% 1
10% 1
0% +=

infant -4 5-9

States 1991.

Homicides of youth ages 15—-19 are most likely to involve a gun

Sources: FBI. (1988). Crime in the United States 1987. (1992). Crime in the United

Age

More than half of juvenile
homicide victims are killed with
a firearm

In 1991 approximately 57% of all ju-
venile homicide victims were killed
with a firearm, 8% were killed with a
cutting or stabbing instrument, and
17% were killed with personal weap-
ons such as fists or feet. Overall,
homicide victims under age 18 were
less likely than were adult homicide
victims to be killed with a firearm and
more likely than were adult victims to
be killed with personal weapons.
Oider teens (ages 15 to 19) were more
likely than was any other age group 10
be killed with a gun, while the mur-
derers of young children rarely used a
gun.

26 Juvenile Offenders and Victims: A National Report

The firearm homicide rate
increased while the nonfirearm
homicide rate declined

The firearm homicide death rate for
teens ages 15 to 19 increased 61%
between 1979 and 1989, from 6.9 to
11.1 deaths per 100,000. During the
same period, the nonfirearm homicide
rate decreased 29%, from 3.4 10 2.4.
Thus, the observed increase in the
homicide rate for older teenagers was
driven solely by the increase in firearm
homicides.

Homicides involving firearms have
been the leading cause of death for
black males ages 15 to 19 since 1969.
In 1979 there were fewer than 40 such
deaths per 100,000 black males that
age in the population — by 1989 the
figure had increased to more than 85.
In 1989 the firearm homicide death rate
among black males ages 15 to 19in
metropolitan counties was 6.5 times the
rate in nonmetropolitan counties.






Chapter 3: Juvenile offenders

How many juveniles carry guns and other weapons?

Many high school students say
they carry weapons, but few
carry guns

In 1990 the Centers for Disease Con-
trol asked a nationally representative
sample of students in grades 9-12 how
many times they had carried a weapon,
such as a gun, knife, or club. during the
past 30 days. One in 5 reported
carrying a weapon at least once in the
previous month. About 1 in 20 said
they had carried a firearm, usually a
handgun.

Males were nearly 4 times as likely as
females to report carrying a weapon
(31% vs. 8%). Hispanic males (41%)
and black males (39%) were more
likely to say they carried a weapon
than were white males (29%).

Of students who reported they had
carried a weapon. 25% said they had
carried a weapon only once in the 30-
day period. while 43% reported carry-
ing a weapon 4 or more times. Stu-'
dents who reported carrying weapons 4
or more times were 9% of all students
and accounted for 71% of weapon-
carrying incidents.

Among students who reported carrying
a weapon, knives oOr razors were car-
ried more often (55%) than clubs
(24%) or firearms (21%). Most stu-
dents who reported carrying firearms
carried handguns. Black males were
the only group for whom firearms were
carried more often than other weapons
— 54% of black males who carried
weapons carried a firearm.

Study finds strong relationship
among illegal gun ownership,
delinquency, and drug abuse

A recent longitudinal study of high
risk. urban youth in Rochestér. New
York. assessed the scope of legal and
illegal gun ownership by 9th and 10th
grade boys. [Legal guns are defined as
shotguns or rifles owned for reasons
other than protection.] By 10th grade
more boys owned illegal guns (7%)
than legal guns (3%). Of those who
owned illegal guns. 57% carried them
on a regular basis. and 24% had used a
gun in a street crime. Compared with
those with legal guns. boys with illegal
guns were more likely to be involved
in street crime (74% vs. 14%}). to use
drugs (41% vs. 13%). and to be a gang
member (54% vs. 7%).

Source: National Governors' Association. (1984). Kids and violence.

At the end of 1993, 16 States had laws prohibiting the possession of handguns by juveniles

-4 District

of Columbia

State laws regarding handgun
possession by juveniles
Il No possession below age 21
] No.possession below age 18
D Possession allowed below age 18
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Gun possession is common for
serious juvenile offenders and

" some inner-city high school
students

A study of inmates in maximum secu-
rity juvenile correctional facilities and
high school students in inner-city areas
where gun-related violence was likely
to occur found:

®  55% of inmates said they carried
guns all or most of the time in the
year or two prior to their incarcera-
tion: 84% carried a gun now and
then; and 63% had committed at
least one crime with a gun.

m 12% of students said they carried
guns most of the time. while an-
other 239 said they carried guns
now and then.

m  62% of inmates had male family
members who routinely carried a
aun: 84 had been threatened with
a gun or shot at during their lives:
and half had been stabbed with a
knife.

m Two in 3 students reported that
males in their family routinely car-
ricd guns outside the home: 45%
had been threatened with a gun or
<hot at on their way to or from
~chool: 1in 10 had been stabbed:
and 1 in 3 had been seriously as-
<aubted in or on the way to school.

m Fow thought it would be difficult to
eota gun — 13% of inmates and
23, of students said it would be a
lot of trouble or nearly impossible.

m  Except for military-style rifles,
most guns obtained trom informal
sources were purchased for $100 or
fess. Most military-style rifles cost
S300 or less.

Chapter 3: Juvenile offenders

Many inmates of juvenile facilities and inner-city high school students own
at least one gun

' Percent who said they owned a gun

inmates Students

Any type of gun 83% 22%
Rifies

Sawed-off shotgun 51 - 9

Regular shotgun 39 10

Automatic/semiautomatic 35 6

Target or hunting 22 8
Handguns

Revolver 58 15

Automatic/semiautomatic 55 18

Derringer or single-shot 19 4

Homemade (zip) 6 4
Three or more guns 65 15
Source: Sheley. J., and Wright, J. (1993). Gun acquisition and possession in selected juveniie
samples. Research in Brief.

To obtain a gun—informal sources were preferred
Percent of inmates Percent of students
Likely source if desired
Get off the street 54% 37%
Borrow from family or friend 45 53
Buy trom family member or friend 36 . 35
Get from a drug dealer 36 22
Get from an addict 25 22
Steal from a house or apartment 17 8
Steal from a person or car 14 7
Buy from gun shop 12 28
Steal from a store or pawnshop 8 4
Source of most recent handgun -
A friend 30% 38%
The street 22 14
Drug addict - ' 12 6
“Taken" from a house or car 12 2
Drug dealer 9 2
Gun shop/pawnshop 7 11
Family member 6 23
Source: Sheley. J.. and Wright. J. (1993). Gun acquisition and possession in selected juvenile
samples. Research in Brief.

The main reason given for having
a gun was self-protection
Percent listing

35% of inmates and 10% of stu-
dents believed it was "okay to shoot
a person if that is what it takes to

. " reason
get something you want. as "very important”
619 of inmates and 28% of stu- Inmates _Students
dents believed it was "okay to shoot Protection 70%  68%
] ho hurts or insults you." Enemies had guns 52 32
someone wWho ) § you. To get someone 38 18
Use in crimes 37 (not asked)
Friends had one 17 9
To impress people 10 ]
To sell 10 5

Source: Sheley, J., and Wright, J. (1993).
Gun acqguisition and possession in selected
juvenile samples. Research in Brief.
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Chapter 3: Juvenile oftenders

Increase in homicides by juveniles is tied to the use of guns

The FBI is a primary source of
information on homicide

The FBI's Supplementary Homicide
Reports provide data on offenders as
well as victims. In 29% of homicides
that occurred between 1976 and 1991,
the identity of the perpetrator was
unknown. at least at the time the
reports were completed by law en-
forcement authorities. From the large
majority of homicides in which the
offender is known, however, a profile
of juveniles who murder can be devel-
oped and trends in juvenile homicide
can be examined.

The growth in homicides
involving juvenile offenders has
surpassed that among adults

From 1976 to 1991, nearly 23.000
persons under age 18 were known
perpetrators of homicide in the U.S.. an
average of more than 1.400 per year.
Moreover. the number of known
juvenile homicide offenders has more
than doubled in recent years, from 969
in 1984 10 2.202 in 1991. whiie the
number of adult offenders increased
20% over the same period.

The trends in homicide for male and
female juveniles are quite different.
Controlling for population changes,
homicides by male juveniles have more
than doubled if number since the mid-
1980's. whereas those by female
juveniles have remained steady in
recent years.

Between 1976 and 1991, 9in 10
juvenile murderers were male,
and about haif were white

Most juveniie homicide offenders are
male (91%). Boys are 10 times more
likely to commit homicide than girls.

The homicide offending rate for 14—17-year-olds increased substantially in
recent years, while the rate for younger juveniles remained constant

Homicide offenders per 100,000 juveniles in age group

20 T
15 1
Ages 14-17
10 T
5 +
Ages 10-13
0 } —

1976 1978 1980 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
a Between 1984 and 1991 the rate at which juveniles ages 14 to 17 committed
murder increased 160%.

Source: FBI. (1993). Supplementary homicide reports 1976-1991 [machine-readable
data files]. .

The homicide offending rate for black juveniles is substantially higher than
the rate for white juveniles and has risen sharply in recent years

Homicide oftenders per 100,000 juveniles ages 10—-17
357

30 1

Blac/
25~
20 1
15 A

10 1

White
S

51

0 + 4 + + + + + : } : + + + +
1976 1978 1980 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

s Between 1984 and 1991 the rate at which white juveniles committed murder
increased by 64%, while the black juvenile murder rate increased 211%.

Source: FBl. (1993). Supplementary homicide reports 1976—1991 fmachine-readable
data files]. - ’
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Chapter 3: Juvenile offenders

Nearly one-third of juvenile
murder victims are strangers

When juveniles commit homicide,
most of their victims are friends or
acquaintances (53%). Thirty-two
percent of juvenile murder victims are
strangers. and 15% are family mem-
bers.

When juveniles kill strangers. gener-
ally the perpetrator is male (96%) and
black (57%). uses a gun (64%). and
kills during the commission of a felony
(62%).

Similarly. when juveniles kill friends
or acquaintances. the perpetrator is
almost always male (92%). is equally
likely to be white or black. kills with a
firearm (62%). and is frequently moti-
vated by an argument or brawl (45%).

In family-related incidents. the of-
tender is usually male (75%). s more
often white (649 ). murders with a
firearm (64% ). and is motivated by an
argument or brawl (51%). When
juveniles commit homicide within the
tamily. they typically kill fathers/
stepfathers (30% ) or brothers (17%).

Handguns accounted for the
greatest proportion of homicides
by juveniles from 1976 to 1991

Over the period 1976 to 1991, firearms
were used by 65% of juvenile homi-
cide oftenders — 44% used handguns.
The use of firearms by juvenile homi-
cide offenders increased substantially
over this period. In 1976, 59% of
juvenile homicide offenders killed with
a gun: by 1991 the figure was 78%.

Gun homicides by juveniles have nearly tripied since 1983, while
homicides involving other weapons have actually declined

Number of homicides
1800 +

1600 +
1400 1
1200 1
1000
800
600 1
400
200 +

Firearm involved

No firearm involved

0 + + } -+ } +
1976 1978 1980 1982

= From 1983 through 1991, the proportion of homicides in which the juvenile
uses a gun increased from 55% to 78%.

Source: FBI. (1993). Supplementary homicide reports 1976—1991 [machine-readable

data files].

1984 1986 1988 1990

A growing number of juveniles
kilt in groups of two or more

Multiple-offender killings have more
than doubled since the mid-1980's.
While in a majority (77%) of homicide
incidents involving juvenile offenders
the offender acted alone. 14% involved
2 oftenders. 6% involved 3 offenders.
and 3% involved 4 or more offenders.
Group killings typically involve guns
(64%) or knives (17%). and often
occur during the commission of other
felonious acts (51%). When multiple
offenders are involved they are dispro-
portionately black (52%) and male
(93%). Victims of multiple-offender
homicides are as likely to be strangers
as not and are more likely to be male
(86% ) and white (60%).
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Group killings are more likely to cross
racial lines than single-offender
homicides. Whereas 11% of single-
offender killings involve victims and
offenders of different races. one-
quarter of multiple-offender homicides
involved victims and offenders of
different races. These mixed-race
group killings typically involve black
offenders killing white victims (71% of
all mixed-race combinations) who are
strangers (76%), and often involve the
element of robbery (60%).






Chapter 5: Law enforcement and juvenile crime

—

After a decade of gradual increase, the juvenile arrest rate for
weapons violations increased 75% between 1987 and 1992

A weapons law violation was the -

most serious charge in 54,000
juvenile arrests in 1992

. There were more juvenile arrests for
weapons law violations in 1992 than
for murder. forcible rape. and robbery
combined. A weapons law violation
was the most serious charge in 54,000
juvenile arrests. Many more juvenile
arrests actually involved a weapons
law violation but. following the FBI's
reporting procedures. an arrest is
classified under the most serious
offense involved (e.g.. aggravated
assault, robbery. forcible rape, and
murder).

Juvenile arrests for weapons law
violations more than doubied
between 1983 and 1992

Between 1983 and 1992 the adult
arrests increased 219 . while juvenile
arrests increased 117%. During this
same time period. juvenile murder
arrests rose 128% and aggravated
assault arrests rose 95%. while arrests
for other assaults increased 106%.
These large increases in juvenile
arrests reflect a growing involvement
of juveniles in violent crime.

As juveniles age, the probability
that their murderer will use a
firearm increases substantially

The proportion ot victims killed by
firearms in 1992 varied with the age of
the victim:

® 49 of victims under age 1.
15% of victims ages 1-4.
37% of victims ages 5-9.
72% of victims ages 10-14.
85% of victims ages 15-17.

The 20-year trend in the rate of juvenile arrests for weapons law violations
closely parallels the juvenile arrest trend for murder

Arrests per 100,000 juveniles ages 10-17
200 1 .

175+
150 1
125 +
Weapons law violations
100 A

75 +

50 1

25 +

0 +—— e p—————————p————pee————p——————+——
1973 1975 1977 1979 1981 1983 1985 1987 1989 1991

& lttook 12 years (from 1975 to 1987) for the juvenile arrest rate for weapons
oftenses to increase 25%. In comparison, it took just 2 years (from 1987 to
1989) for the rate to increase another 25%, and then just 2 more years (from
1989 to 1991) for another 25% increase.

Source: FBI. (1994). Age-specific arrest rates and race-specific arrest rates for selected
offenses 1965-1992.

Juvenile arrest rates for weapons law violations more than deubied
between 1983 and 1992 in each racial group

Weapons arrests per 100,000 juveniles ages 10-17
600 T

500 +
Black

0 + t + + + + + -
1083 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992

m The increase for black juveniles (167%) was greater than the increases for
whites (106%) and for youth of other races (129%).

Source: FBIl. (1994). Age-specific arrest rates and race-specific arrest rates for selected
offenses 1965-1992.
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of these older juveniles were murders
committed by acquaintances. with the
other half murders by strangers or
unknown offenders.

Biack homicide victims were
more likely to be killed by a
firearm than were white victims

Between 1980 and 1994. in homicides
in which the weapon was reported.
60% of black juvenile murder victims
were killed with a firearm, compared
10 46% of white victims. In the first
half of the 1980°s this disparity was
much less (46% vs. 39%). But as the
juvenile murder rate increased, so did
the disparity. Between 1990 and
1994, firearms were involved in the
murder of 71% of black victims and
549 of white vicums.

Trends show that acquaintances
and strangers who murder
juveniles were more likely to use
firearms

Increases in juvenile murders between
"1980 and 1994 were primarily in-
creases in murders by non-family
inembers using firearms. Firearm
murders by acquaintances increased
156% over this period. In 1980, 46%
of the juveniles murdered by acquain-
tarices were killed with a firearm — by
1994 this proportion had increased to
67% . Juvenile homicides by strangers
using a firearm increased 120% be-
tween 1980 and 1994. In 1980, 59%
of juveniles killed by strangers were
killed with a firearm —in 1994 it was
869%. Juveniles killed by unknown
assailants with a firearm increased
140% between 1980 and 1994, with
the proportion killed by firearms in-
creasing from 45% in 1980 to 72% 1n
1994.

While juvenile homicide victimizations not involving firearms remained
constant, those involving firearms nearly tripled from 1984 to 1994

Homicide victimizations
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& In 1994, 65% of juvenile murder victims were killed with a firearm — 72% of
males and 42% of females.

Data source: Fox, J. (1996). Supplementary homicide reports 1976—1994 [machine-
readable data fiie].

Over the years firearms were used in a greater proportion of the
homicides of black than white juveniles

Firearm percent of juvenile homicide victimizations
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Data source: Fox, J. (1996). Supplementary homicide reports 1976—1994 [machine-
readable data file].
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Juvenile arrest rates for weapons law violations nearly doubled
between 1987 and 1994

The FBI's arrest statistics do not
reflect the full volume of arrests
involving a weapons law

The 20-year trend in the rate of juvenile arrests for weapons law
violations closely paraliels the juvenile arrest trend for murder

violation Arrests per 100,000 juveniles ages 10-17

The juvenile arrest rate for weapons 250 ' : : — B
possession is at an historic high. A o L _ :

weapons law violation was the most 200 ——— : ,

serious charge in 63.400 juvenile SRR : iWeapans law violations

arrests in 1994. However. many more 150 —— — — '

arrests undoubtedly involved a weap- Lo /__/

ons law violation. FBI coding proce- 100 +———— " E v

dures require an arrest to be classified —————-/—N ' : ‘

by the most serious charge involved. 50 4o SR I

Consequently, none of the arrests of A R A Lo

juveniles for killing someone with a S S S S AR N S T S S
handgun. aggravated forcible rape. 1975 1977 1979 1981 1983 1985 1987 1989 1991 1993

armed robbery. or aggravated assault
with a firearm would be included in
the arrest count for weapons law viola-
tions.

Note: 1993 and 1994 arrest rates were estimated by the National Center for Juvenile Justice
by using data presented in Crime in the United States reports and population data from the
U.S. Bureau of the Census.

Data sources: FBi. (1994). Age-specific arrest rates and race-specific arrest rates for
selected offenses 1965-1992. (1994). Crime in the United States 1993. (1995). Crime in
the United States 1994. Bureau of the Census. (1995). Resident population of states 1992-
1994 [machine-readable data file] and Current population reports, series P-25.

Interim findings from a recent study
by the National Institute of Justice that
interviewed 4.000 arrestees in 11 cities

(Atlanta. Denver. Detroit. Indianapo-
lis. New Orleans. Los Angeles, Miami.
Phoenix. San Diego. St. Louis. and
Washington. DC) found that:

B 10% of juvenile males reported
possessing a firearm at some time.

B (ver a third admitted owning a
fircarm in the previous month.

B 22¢ reported carrying a gun all or
most of the ime.

® 353G of juvenile arrestees reported
that they had been threatened with
agun.

8 50% had a gun fired at them.

® | 1% had been injured by a gun-
shot.

® 38% believed that it was okay to
shoot someone who hurts you.

This study found that gang member-
ship and involvemient in drug sales
appear to be highly associated with
gun ownership among arrestees. In
addition. the study found that juveniles
who had been violently victimized
(i.e.. threatened or shot aty were more
likely to admit owning a gun.

Increases in juvenile arrests for
a weapons law violation support
a picture of growing juvenile
violence

Between 1985 and 1994 the adult
arrest rate for weapons law violations
increased 26%. while juvenile arrests
grew 103%. In most of the violent

crime categories. juvenile arrests show
similar increases: murder up 150%.
robbery up 57%. aggravated assault up
97%. and simple assault up 144%.
These changes are more disquieting
when they are compared to the rela-
tively small 1 1% increase in juvenile
property crime arrests over this same
period. If arrest statistics actually do
reflect a change in juvenile behavior.
the large increases in violent. and not
property. crime arrests indicate that
the last 10 years have not seen an
increase “across-the-board” in law-
violating behavior of youth, but
changes primarily in the most serious
types of criminal behavior.
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The number of juvenile homicide offenders tripled between 1984
and 1994 — the increase is all firearm-related

" There were more than 2,800
juvenile homicide offenders
in 1994

FBY Supplementary Homicide Report
data provide information about homi-
cide offenders and victims. For some
homicides. however. the characteris-
tics of the perpetrator are unknown at
the time the data are collected. For
1980 through 1994 overall. the age of
offender(s) was unknown in about 3 in
10 homicides. although the proportion
has increased some over time. A
profile of juvenile homicide offenders
can be developed from data on homi-
cides where the offender was identified
as a juvenile.

From 1980 through 1994 there have
been more than 26.000 known juvenile
homicide offenders. While the num-
ber of juvenile homicide offenders
decreased between 1980 and 1984, the
number has risen significantly since
the mid-1980°s. There were more
than 2.800 juvenile homicide offenders
in 1994 — nearly three times the
number in 1984,

From 1980 through 1994 there were
27.000 victims killed by offenders
known to be juveniles. The trend for
victims of juveniie homicide offenders
paralleled the trend for juvenile homi-
cide offenders. The number of victims
killed by juveniles dropped from
1980—1984. then increased through
1994. There were more than 2.300
victims killed by juveniles in 1994 —
more than two and a half times the
number in 1984.

Since 1980 the number of juvenile homicide offenders has nearly doubled
and the vast majority have been age 15 or older

Homicide offenders
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® The number of juvenile homicide offenders ages 15-17 dropped 35% from
1980—1984 and then increased 195% between 1984 and 1994.

= Very few juvenile homicide offenders are younger than age 15, but their
numbers have increased. The number of 12—14-year-old homicide offend-
ers rose 174% from 1984-1994. Each year since 1980 there were fewer
than 35 offenders younger than 12 — most years fewer than 20.

Data source: Fox. J. (1996). Supplementary homicide reports 1976—1994 {machine-

readable data file].

Since 1987 black juvenile homicide offenders have outnumbered white
juvenile homicide offenders

Juvenile homicide offenders
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® {n 1980, 48% of juvenile homicide offenders were white and a slightly
smaller proportion were black (46%). By 1994, 61% of juvenile homicide
oftenders were black and 36% were white.

Data source: Fox, J. (1996). Supplementary homicide reports 1 976—1994 [machine-
readable data file].
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Vital

Monihly
Statistics Report

Provisional Data From the CENTERS FOR DISEASE CONTROL AND PREVENTION/National Center for Health Statistics

Births, Marriages, Divorces, and Deaths for 1995

Births

According to provisional reports, an
estimated 300,000 births occurred in the
United States during December 1995.
This was a decrease of 4 percent from the
provisional number of births reported for
December 1994 (314,000). The birth rate,
13.4 live births per 1,000 population, was
5 percent lower than the rate of 14.1 for
December 1994. The fertility rate, 59.3
live births per 1,000 women 15~44 years,
was 5 percent lower than the comparable
rate for December 1994 (62.3). The sea-
sonally adjusted fertility rate (61.6) was
also 5 percent lower than the comparable
rate for December 1994 (64.8).

An estimated 3,892,000 live births
occurred in 1995, a decline of 2 percent

- from the 3,979,000 births reported for the

previous year. The birth rate of 14.8 was
3 percent lower than the rate of 15.3 for
1994. The fertility rate for 1995 was 65.5,
2 percent lower than the rate for 1994
(67.1). These lower rates continue the
generally downward trend in 12-month
rates observed since early 1991.

The birth and fertility rates—which
increased dramatically in the 1940°s and
1950’s, declined rapidly in the 1960°s
and early 1970’s, and increased again in
the late 1980’s—have been declining
steadily in the 1990’s. The 1995 birth rate
is the lowest since 1976 (14.6), while the
fentility rate is the lowest since 1986
(65.4). The birth rates in 1995 were lower
than in 1994 for 10 months, the same in
September and higher in April.

Provisional Vital Statistics for the United States

[Rates for infant deaths are deaths under 1 year per 1,000 five births; fertility rates are live births per 1,000 women aged 15—44 years; all other rates are per 1,000
total population. Data are subject to monthly reporting variation; see Technical notes)

Changes in the annual number of
births are affected by two factors—
changes in age-specific birth rates and
changes in the number and age composi-
tion of women in the childbearing ages.
According to estimates prepared by the
U.S. Bureau of the Census (1), there was
less than a 1-percent increase in the
number of women in the childbearing
ages (15-44 years) between 1994 and
1995, but a 2-percent decrease in the
number of women aged 20-29, the peak
childbearing years. The 2-percent decline
in the fertility rate between 1994 and
1995 is consistent with the aging of the
baby-boom women as they move into
their forties. The 1995 estimated total
fertility rate was 2,020, which indicates
the mumber of births that 1,000 women

December January-December
Number Rate Number Rate

item 1995 1994 7995 1994 1995 1994 7995 1554 7883

Livebiths. . .. ......... 300,000 314,000 134 141 3,892,000 3,979,000 14.8 153 15.7

Fertiityrate. . . ... ..... e AN 59.3 62.3 e vl 65.5 67.1 68.3

Deaths. .............. 197,000 190,000 8.8 85 2,309,000 2,286,000 8.8 8.8 88

Infantdeaths . . . ... .... 2,400 2,500 7.7 7.7 29,300 31,400 76 79 83

Natural increase . . . ... ... 103,000 124,000 46 56 1,583,000 1,693,000 6.0 6.5 6.9

Marriages . . . ... ... .... 169,000 173,000 76 78 2,336,000 2,362,000 8.9 9.1 9.0

Divorces. . ............ 92,000 103,000 41 4.7 1,169,000 1,191,000 44 46 4.6
Population base

(inmilions) . .......... 263.8 2615 262.8 260.7 257.8

... Category not applicable.

NOTES: Figures inciude revisions received from the States. Twelve-month figures for the current year refiect revisions received for previous months, and figures for eariier years may difer from

those previously published.
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majority of areas (27 States and the Dis-
trict of Columbia) had lower numbers in
1995 than in 1994. The remaining 23
States had higher numbers of mamiages
in 1995 than in 1994,

Divorces

The estimated mumber of divorces
granted in December 1995 was 92,000
compared with 103,000 in December a
year earlier. The divorce rate per 1,000
population for December declined from
4.7 in 1994 to 4.1 in 1995.

The cumulative number of divorces

granted in 1995 was 1,169,000, 2 percent

fewer than the number for 1994
(1,191,000). The divorce rate per 1,000
population for 1995 (4.4) was 4 percent
lower than the rate for 1994 (4.6) and was
the lowest divorce rate in over two
decades (3). The divorce rate per 1,000
married women 15 years of age and over
was 19.8 in 1995, 3 percent lower than
the rate for 1994 (20.5) and the lowest
rate since 1974. .

The mumber of divorces granted in
1995 was lower than that granted in 1994
for 27 States and the District of
Columbia. However, for 19 States, the
number was higher than that granted in
1994. These areas did not provide provi-
sional divorce data in 1995: Califomia,
Colorado, Indiana, and Louisiana.

Deaths

The provisional count of deaths fur-
nished by the 50 States and the District of
Columbia during 1995 totaled 2,309,000,
about 23,000 more deaths than that
reported in the previous year. The death
rate of 8.8 per 1,000 population was the
same as the rate for 1994. About 29,300
of these deaths were to infants under 1
year of age, yielding an infant mortality
rate of 7.6 per 1,000 live births. This rate
was 4 percent Jower than the rate of 7.9
for 1994.

Current Mortality Sample, 12
months ending with November 1995—
The provisional death rate for the 12
months ending with November 1995
was 876.6 per 100,000 population,
1 percent lower than the rate of 882.4
for the 12-month period ending
November 1994. The provisional age-
adjusted death rate for the 12-month
period ending with November 1995
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was 503.0 per 100,000 U.S. standard
million population compared with a
rate of 511.7 for the 12-month period
ending with November 1994. The age-
adjusted death rates control for
changes and variations in the age com-
position of the population; therefore,
they are better indicators than crude
rates for showing changes in mortality
risk over time and for showing differ-
ences between race-sex groups within
the population. Among the four
race-sex groups, the estimated age-
adjusted death rates decreased for
white males, white females, and black

males. By age the death rate for the

total population decreased for the age
group under 1 year and for the age
groups 55-64 years, 65-74 years, and
85 years and over.

Among the major causes of death,
the estimated death rate decreased
between the two successive 12-month
periods for Diseases of heart, Pneumonia
and influenza, and Homicide and legal
intervention. The death rate increased for
Diabetes mellitis and Human immunode-
ficiency virus infection.

The death rate for injuries by fire-
arms for the 12 months ending with
November 1995 was 13.5 per 100,000
population, 10 percent lower than the rate
of 150 for the comparable 12-month
period a year earlier.

The infant mortality rate for the 12
months ending with November 1995 was
755.2 per 100,000 live births, 6 percent
lower than the rate of 798.7 for the same
12-month period a year earlier. For
infants under 28 days, the 12-month rate
ending November 1995 was 483.4 com-
pared with the rate of 499.8 for the
12-month period a year earlier. The
change in the morntality rate for infants
under 28 days was not statistically sig-
nificant. The infant mortality rate for
infants 28 days-11 months was 270.2,
10 percent lower than the rate of 298.9
for the 12-month period a year earlier
Among causes of infant death, the infant
mortality rate decreased between the two
successive 12-month periods for Respira-
tory distress syndrome and Sudden infant
death syndrome.
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Table 7. Provisional number of deaths and death rates for 16 selected subcategories of Malignant neoplasms, including neoplasms of lymphatic and hematopoietic tissues:
United States, Novernber 1994 and 1995, cumulative figures 1994 and 1995, and 12 months ending with November 1994 and 1995

[Data are provisional, estimated from a 10-percent sample of deaths. Rates on an annual basis per 100,000 estimated population. Because of rounding of estimates, figures may not add to totals. For method of
computation and information on standard errors of the estimates, see Technical notes]

November January-November 12 months ending with November

1995 1994 1995 1994 1995 1994
Cause of death (Ninth Revision, Intemational Classffication of Diseases, 1975} Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Malignant neoplasms, including neoplasms of lymphatic and hematopoietic tissues? . . . . . . .. 140-208 43470 2006 44,140 2055 492,200 2048 494,420 2075 536,330 204.3 540,710 207.6
Malignant neoplasm of esophagus. . .. ............... ... ... ... . . . ... 150 790 36 800 37 9,590 40 10,340 43 10,420 40 11,300 43
Malignant neoplasmof stomach . . .......... ... ... ... ... . ... .. ... .. 151 1,140 53 1,250 58 12,770 53 12,500 52 13,890 53 13,610 52
Malignant neoplasms of colon, rectum, rectosigmoid junction, andanus . . ... .......... 153,154 4,660 215 5,220 243 51,380 214 53930 226 56,100 214 59,080 227
Malignant neoplasmof pancreas . . ... ...................... .. ... . . 157 2,000 9.2 2,250 105 24990 104 24550 103 27,190 104 26940 103
Malignant neoplasms of trachea, bronchus,and lung . . .. .................... . 162 12,190 562 12,020 560 137,170 571 136450 57.3 149430 569 149660 575
Malignant melanomaofskin. . .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... ... . ... . . . ... 172 550 25 560 26 6,560 27 6,660 28 7,030 27 7,430 29
Malignant neoplasmof cervix uteri. . . .. ........... ... .. .. .. ... .. .. .. .. 180 440 20 390 1.8 4,350 1.8 4,210 18 4,730 1.8 4670 1.8
Malignant neoplasms of body of uterus and of uterus, part unspecified. . . ............. 179,182 570 26 490 23 5,580 23 5,440 23 6,020 23 5,960 23
Malignant neoplasmofovary . . ... ............ ... ... ... ...... . " 183.0 1,020 4.7 1,010 4.7 12,440 52 12,510 52 13,610 §2 13,330 5.1
Malignant neoplasmof prostate. . .. . ............ . ... ... .. ... .. . ... .. 185 2,620 121 2,810 13.1 31,880 13.3 32,780 13.7 34,840 13.3 35,860 13.8
Malignant neoplasm of bladder . . .. ............ .. ... ... . ... . .. ... . ... 188 1,010 4.7 670 31 10,650 44 9,780 41 11,520 44 10,750 41
Matlignant neoplasms of kidney and other and unspecified urnaryorgans. . ... ............ 189 880 4.1 910 42 10,600 44 10,300 43 11,580 44 11,410 44
Matignant neoplasms of brain and other and unspecified parts of nervous system......... 191,192 940 43 1,040 48 10,540 44 11,080 46 11,600 44 11,930 4.6
Hodgkin'sdisease . . ... ....... ... ... .. ... .o 201 130 06 110 0.5 1,430 0.6 1,390 0.6 1,560 0.6 1,470 0.6
Malignant lymphoma other than Hodgkin's disease . . . . . ... .......... .. ... . . . . . 200,202 2,070 9.6 1,880 8.7 21,330 89 20,590 8.6 23,300 89 22310 86
Multiple myeloma and other immunoproliferative neoplasms . . ....................... 203 770 36 990 46 9,440 39 9,490 40 10,330 39 10,200 3.9

Yincludes figures for subcategories not shown below.

NOTES: Figures include all revisions received from the States. Cumulative and 12-month figures for the current year reflect revisions received for previous months, and figures for earlier years may differ from those previously published.

Table 8. Provisional number of deaths and death rates for injury by firearms: United States, November 1994 and 1995, cumulative figures 1994 and 1996, and 12 months ending
with November 1994 and 1996

[Data are provisional, estimated from a 10-percent sample of deaths. Rates on an annual basis per 100,000 estimated population. Because of rounding of estimates, figures may not add to totals. For method of
computation and information on standard errors of the estimates, see Technical notes]

November January-November 12 months ending with November

1995 1994 1995 1994 1995 1994
Cause of death (Ninth Revision, Intemational Classification of Diseases, 1 975) Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Injury by firearms . . ... .............. E922,£955.0-E955.4,£965.0-965.4,E970,E985.0-E985.4 3,140 145 3610 168 32,620 136 35460 149 . 35520 135 39,110 150
Accident caused by firearmmissile. . ... . ...... .. . ... L. E922 140 0.6 200 0.9 1,170 05 1,360 06 1,360 05 1,590 06
Suicide by firearms . . . ... .. ... .. E955.0-E955.4 1,500 6.9 1,880 87 16,670 69 18,010 75 18,050 69 19,730 76
Homicide and legal intervention by firearms . . ... ... ...............| E965.0-E965.4,E970 1,500 6.9 1,500 70 14,550 6.0 15860 66 15830 60 17520 6.7
Injury by firearms, undetermined whether accidentally or purposely inflicted . . . . . . . . E£985.0-E985.4 10 . 20 * 230 041 240 0.1 280 0.1 270 0.1

* Figure does not meet standards of reliability or precision (see Technical notes).

NOTES: Figures include all revisions received from the States. Cumulative and 12-month figures for the current year reflect revisions received for previous months, and figures for earlier years may ditfer from those previously published.
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Table 2.77
Respondents reporting a firearm in their home

By demographic characteristics, United States, selected years 1973-94

Question: “Do you happen to have in your home (of garage) any guns or revolvers?"
(Percent reporting having any firearms)

1973 1974 1976 1977 1980 1982 1984 1985 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1993 1994

National 47% 46% 47% 51% 48% 45% 45% 44% 46% 40% 46% 43% 40% 42% 41%
Sex
Male 53 51 52 55 5 54 53 54 81 50 s§5 53 50 53 50
Female 43 42 43 a1 M 39 40 3 43 33 39 34 32 34 33
Race
White 49 48 58 53 50 48 48 46 48 43 S50 45 42 45 44
Black/other 38 32 37 34 2 30 30 29 33 28 23 29 29 26 24
bge -
1810 20 years SO0 34 38 54 48 51 44 39 43 33 35 40 22 48 42
21 to 20 years 43 48 45 45 48 41 37 40 35 34 33 34 36 38 34
300 49 years 51 49 52 55 50 5% 48 48 51 42 48 46 40 4 a1
S0 years and older 46 44- 44 49 46 44 49 44 47 42 S0 42 42 42 43
Education
College 45 42 44 45 41 39 42 40 43 37 41 37 34 38 38
High school S0 4 S50 5S4 & 51 48 49 50 43 51 47 46 46 44
Grade school 4 49 42 51 5 41 a3 38 44 39 46 47 38 41 37
Income*
$50,000 and over X X X X X X X X X X X X X 49 52
$30,000 to $49,999 X X X X X X X X X X X X X 48 S0
$20,000 to $29,999 X X X X X X X X X X X X X 44 38
Under $20,000 X X X X X X X X X X X X X 32 28

Occupation
Professional/business 48 45 46 48 45 42 42 40

45 39 46 38 35 38 38
Clerical 42 43 40 49 45 39 41 40 45 37 37 38 35 36 36
Manual 48 48 48 52 48 49 48 48 46 41 52 50 47 51 45
Farmer 83 79 62 66 81 77 84 78 75 82 87 83 56 68 67
Region
Northeast 22 27 29 32 27 32 32 28 31 25 32 30 28 29 26
Midwest 51 49 48 53 52 48 44 48 46 41 46 44 42 41 46
South 62 59 60 62 59 52 52 53 55 47 53 52 50 52 48
West 47 42 44 46 44 47 49 40 47 42 48 39 32 39 35
Religi
Protestant 56 52 53 57 56 52 52 50 52 46 53 48 46 47 46
Catholic 35 37 36 39 36 36 34 35 36 31 36 36 30 36 34
Jewish 14 7 26 17 6 " 22 9 25 0 18 6 10 9 18
None 32 40 43 50 38 37 36 44 39 41 36 -34 31 37 32
Polit
Republican 53 49 50 56 53 50 56 47 51 46 50 48 42 51 49
Democrat 4 45 45 48 46 44 42 47 44 39 43 40 41 35 37
Independent 49 47 48 50 47 44 40 39 44 36 46 42 37 42 39
Note: For a discussion of public opinion survey sampling procedures, see Ap- Source: Table constructed by SOURCEBOOK staff from data pro-
pendix 6. vided by the National Opinion Research Center; data were made

available through The Roper Center for Public Opinion Research.

*Income categories have been revised and therefore are not directly compara-
ble to previous editions of SOURCEBOOK.
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Table 2.78

Table 2.79

Respondents reporting owning a firearm

By demographic ch istics, United States, 1995

Respondents reporting a firearm in their home

By type of firearm and demographic characteristics, United States, 1994

Question: "Do you personally own a gun, or not?*

Yes No
National 35% 64%

Sex
Male 50 50
Female 22 77
Race
White 38 61
Black 17 83
Nonwhite® 20 80
Age
1810 29 years 25 75
30to 49 years 38 62
S0to 64 years 47 51
50 years and okier 39 59
65 years and older 31 68
Education
College post graduate 30 70
College graduate 36 64
Some college 37 62
No college 34 -5]
income
$50,000 and over 40 60
$30,000 to $48,999 41 58
$20,000 to $29,999 40 59
Under $20,000 26 74
Community
Urban area 25 74
Suburban area 38 62
Rural area 52 47
Region
East 22 78
Midwest 35 64
South 46 53
West 35 65
Polii
Republican 38 61
Democrat 30 69
Independent 37 63

Question: "Do you happen to have in your home (or garage) any guns or revolvers?” If yes,
“Is it a pistol, shotgun, rifie, or what?”

(Percent reporting having a firearm)

Firearm in the home

Note: The “don't knowfrefused” category has been omitted; therefore percents may not

sum to 100. For a discussion of public opinion survey

6.

®Includes black respondents.

pling procedures, see App

"

Source: Table constructed by SOURCEBOOK staff from data provided by The Gallup Or-

ganization, Inc. Reprinted by permission.

Type of firearm
Any type Pistol Shotgun Rifle
National 41% 24% 24% 24%
Sex
Male 50 32 33 34
Female 33 19 18 17
Race )
White 44 26 28 28
Black/other 24 16 9 9
Age
18 to 20 years 42 24 23 26
21 t0 29 years 34 18 21 20
30to 49 years 41 25 24 26
50 years and older 43 27 26 24
Education
College 38 24 21 pri
High school 44 26 28 28
Grade school 37 2 24 2
Income
$50,000 and over 52 34 32 34
$30,000 to $49,999 50 3 31 33
$20,000 to $29,999 38 24 24 23
Under $20,000 28 14 15 12
Qccupation
Professional/business 38 24 22 2
Clerical 36 2 20 20
Manual 45 27 28 28
Farmer 67 37 50 45
Region
Northeast 26 13 18 20
Midwest 46 <) 31 28
South 48 32 29 26
West 35 23 14 p]
Religion
Protestant 46 - 28 28 28
Catholic 34 20 20 2
Jewish 18 18 0 3
None 32 16 18 21
Polii
Republican 49 31 30 31
Democrat 37 ] 20 21
Independent 39 23 24 24
Note: All data are based on the entire ple. For a di ion of public opinion survey
i di see Appendix 6.

ping p

Source: Table constructed by SOURCEBOOQK staff from data provided by the National
Opinion Research Center; data were made available through The Roper Center for Public
Opinion Research.
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Table 2.80

Attitudes toward various gun control issues

Byd hic ch istics, United States, 1995

Question: "Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you strongly agree,
agree, neither agree nor disagree, disagree or strongly disagree.”

{Percent responding “strongly agree” or “agree")

Companies that
manufacture guns
Parents should be with no hunting or
charged with a crime sporting purpose

if their children injure It should be easier should be held finan-
Ammed citizens are themselves or others for law-abiding citi-  cially responsible
the bestdefense  withagunkeptin  Zensto carry con- when these guns in-

against criminals their household cealed handguns  jure or kill people

National 33.3% 55.6% 32.6% 45.4%
Sex -
Male 41.6 54.7 393 39.8
Female 255 56.5 26.3 50.7
Race :
White 336 57.6 33.2 436
Black 327 39.4 31.1 519
Hispanic 315 54.1 284 473
Age
18to 29 years 339 46.4 33.9 439
30 to 39 years 36.1 59.4 363 46.9
40 to 59 years 328 58.2 31.8 45
60 years and older 306 56.6 29.3 459
Education
College graduate 234 60.2 255 513
Some college 372 57.3 39.2 430
High school graduate 351 525 320 47.7
Less than high school graduate 451 50.5 353 337
Income
Over $60,000 333 62.6 285 484
Between $30,000 and $60,000 33.2 55.4 344 47.8
Between $15,000 and $29,999 331 56.1 36.7 43.9
Less than $15,000 40.0 513 286 487
Community
Urban 26.8 58.0 359 481
Suburban 29.7 62.5 27.2 471
Small city 24 57.4 287 505
Rural/small town 41.2 0.3 37.0 411
Regi -
Northeast 19.8 59.7 244 56.3
Midwest 287 456 269 429
South 41.7 53.1 389 429
West 35.3 65.7 353 43.4
Polit
Republican 391 57.8 41.0 39.1
Democrat 296 54.6 292 55.0
Independent/other 327 549 30.3 44.4

Note: See Note, table 2.21,

Source: Tabie constructed by SOURCEBOOK staff from data provided by Survey Research
Program, College of Criminal Justice, Sam Houston State University.
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Table 2.81

Table 2.82

Attitudes toward laws covering the sale of firearms

By demographic characteristics, United States, 1995

Attitudes toward laws covering the sale of firearms

By demographic characteristics, United States, 1995

Question: "In general, do you feel that the laws covering the sale of firearms should be
made more strict, less strict, or kept as they are now?"

Kept as
More strict  Less strict they are
National 59.2% 8.7% 28.1%
Sex
Maie 48.7 13.7 337
Female 69.0 5.9 2.8
Race
White 55.4 9.1 32.2
Black 71.2 135 15.4
Hispanic 80.8 6.8 123
Age
18 to 29 years 58.4 10.0 29.9
30to 39 years 56.5 11.2 302
40to 59 years 61.0 9.4 26.1
€0 years and cider £9.0 8.1 277
Education
Coliege graduate 66.7 8.6 2.6
Some college 545 115 31.5
High school graduate 58.6 9.5 285
Less than high school graduate 54.5 79 307
Income
Over $60,000 63.4 7.5 280
Between $30,000 and $60,000 56.0 111 30.2
Between $15,000 and $29,999 59.8 10.0 289
Less than $15,000 58.5 9.3 263
Community
Urban 67.9 7.1 231
Suburban 65.0 9.9 1.3
Small city 64.7 856 25.1
Rural/small town 49.2 107 36.4
Region
Northeast 69.5 5.1 232
Midwest 525 109 34.0
South 58.2 109 26.6
West 59.9 9.9 27.7
Politi
Republican 50.0 143 33.0
Democrat 725 46 21.8
Independent/other 55.7 9.8 300

Question: “In general, do you feel that the laws covering the sale of firearms should be
made more strict, less strict, or kept as they are now?”

Note: See Note, table 2.21. The “don't know" and “refused" categories have been omitted;
therefore percents may not sum to 100.

Source: Table constructed by SOURCEBOOK staff from data provided by Survey Re-
search Program, College of Criminal Justice, Sam Houston State University.

Keptas
More Less they
strict strict are now
National 62% 12% 24%
Sex
Male 57 13 28
Female 67 1 20
Race
White 61 13 25
Black 76 12 10
Nonwhite® 73 - 9 15
Age
18 to 29 years 60 15 23
30 to 49 years 62 14 22
50 to 64 years 66 13 19
50 years and older 64 8 26
65 years and older 62 3 33
Education
College post graduate 64 7 28
College graduate 65 7 26
Some college. 64 16 19
No college 59 13 26
income
$50,000 and over 70 11 19
$30,000 to $49,999 56 18 25
$20,000 to $29,999 57 9 30
Under $20,000 68 11 18
Community
Urban area 67 10 21
Suburban area 64 14 21
Rural area 45 15 39
Region
East 61 12 24
Midwest 60 8 30
South 65 15 1o
West 62 13 24
Dol ~
Republican 49 15 34
Democrat 68 11 20
independent 69 11 18
Note: The "don't knowfrefused” category has been omitted; therefore percents may not sum
to 100. For a discussion of public opinion survey pling p d , see Appendix 6.

"Includes biack respondents.

Source: Table constructed by SOURCEBOOK staff from data provided by The Galiup Or-
ganization, Inc. Reprinted by permission.
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Table 2.83

Attitudes toward the reg of handg

United States, selected years 1982-93

Question: "Wouid you tavor or oppose the registration of all handguns?”

No
Favor Oppose opinion
1982 66% 30% 4%
1985 70 25 5
1980 81 17 2
1991 80 17 3
1993 81 18 1

Note: For a discussion of public opinion survey sampling procedures, see Appendix 6.

Source: George Gallup, Jr., The Gallup Poll Monthly, No. 340 (Princeton, NJ: The Gallup
Poll, January 1994), p. 20. Reprinted by permission.

Table 2.84

Attitudes toward ing the p ion of handg pt by the police and other
authorized persons

United States, selected years 1980-93

Question: "Do you think there should or should not be a law that would ban the possession
of handguns except by the police and other authorized persons?*

Should Don't know

Should not or refused
January 1980 31% 65% 4%
December 1980 38 51 11
April 1981 39 58 3
June 1981 41 54 5
QOctober 1987 42 50 8
September 1990 41 55 4
March 1991 43 53 4
March 1993 42 54 4
December 1983 39 60 1
Note: For a di ion of public opinion survey pling procedures, see Appendix 6.

Source: George Galiup, Jr., The Gallup Polf Monthly. No. 340 (Princeton, NJ: The Gallup
Poll, January 1994), p. 22. Reprinted by permission.
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Table 2.85
Attitudes toward a law requiring a police permit prior to gun purchase

By demographic characteristics, United States, selected years 1972-84

Question: "Would you favor or oppose a law which would require a person to obtain a police
permit before he or she could buy a gun?”

1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1980 1982
Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose  Favor Oppose
National 70% 27% 74% 25% 75% 24% 74% 24% 72% 27% 72% 26% 69% 29% 72% 26%
Sex
Male 61 37 67 32 66 33 66 32 64 35 64 35 63 36 68 31
Female 79 17 79 19 83 15 80 17 78 20 78 19 74 23 75 23
Race
White 70 27 73 25 75 24 73 25 7" 27 70 28 68 30 " 27
Black/other 69 26 74 24 77 22 81 15 74 24 81 17 81 15 78 19
Age -
18 to 20 years 70 27 73 27 75 23 74 26 78 22 69 31 71 29 77 23
21 to 29 years 74 24 76 23 77 23 79 18 71 27 72 26 73 27 76 24
30 to 49 years 68 29 72 26 76 24 70 27 73 25 70 29 70 29 72 26
50 years and older 70 26 74 - 24 74 24 73 24 70 29 74 24 67 29 69 29
Education
College 71 27 76 23 77 22 76 22 71 27 74 25 70 29 76 23
High school 72 26 73 25 75 23 74 24 72 27 70 28 69 29 71 27
Grade school 66 29 70 27 71 27 68 26 71 28 72 25 70 27 64 30
a
$50,000 and over X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
$30,000 to $49,999 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
$20,000 to $29,899 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Under $20,000 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Qccupation
Professional/business 69 28 71 27 74 25 73 24 74 25 76 23 70 28 75 23
Clerical 80 18 78 pa] 84 16 81 18 78 20 75 22 77 21 77 23
Manual 72 26 74 24 74 24 70 27 -] 30 68 30 67 32 69 29
Farmer 54 44 56 42 52 48 60 33 56 44 66 31 53 47 36 60
Region
Northeast 83 16 88 10 88 12 85 12 86 13 85 14 86 13 85 13
Midwest 69 27 72 28 77 2 76 2 72 27 67 31 71 27 73 24
South 63 33 67 N 70 28 66 30 63 35 69 28 64 34 62 36
West 67 32 69 29 66 32 70 -] 68 30 68 3 60 38 69 30
Religion
Protestant 66 31 68 3] 7 28 70 27 67 31 67 30 64 34 68 30
Catholic 78 19 83 15 85 14 83 15 82 18 80 20 83 16 81 17
Jewish o6 4 98 2 98 2 96 4 89 " 89 9 88 12 89 s
None 69 29 81 18 70 29 71 28 68 28 73 26 71 28 72 28
Paliti
Republican 70 27 70 28 74 25 74 23 7 27 71 26 64 35 66 33
Democrat 72 25 76 22 78 22 77 20 74 25 73 26 74 25 75 24
Independent 68 30 73 26 73 25 70 28 69 29 7 28 68 29 72 26
Note: The "don't know” category has been omitted; therefore percents may not sum to 100. Source: Table constructed by SOURCEBOOK staff from data provided by the National
For a discussion of public opinion survey sampling procedures, see Appendix 6. Opinion Research Center; data were made available through The Roper Center for Pub-

lic Opinion Research.

Bncome categories have been revised and therefore are not directly comparable to previous
editions of SOURCEBOOK.
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1984 1985 1987 1988 1989 1980 1991 1993 1994

Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose  Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose

70% 27% 72% 26% 70% 28% 74% 24% 78% 21% 79% 20% 81% 18% 81% 17% 78% 20%

62 37 65 34 62 36 66 33 69 30 72 27 74 25 73 26 70 29
76 20 78 20 76 22 79 17 85 13 84 14 86 12 87 1 84 14
69 29 72 27 69 29 74 24 77 21 ” 21 81 18 80 18 7 2
79 18 76 22 74 23 75 23 81 18 86 12 84 15 84 15 84 14
7 24 71 29 €9 29 73 24 66 34 9 9 70 30 83 17 85 15
73 25 74 25 76 23 73 26 81 17 83 15 82 18 83 17 78 20
70 29 7 28 68 30 72 26 74 25 76 23 82 17 82 17 77 2
70 26 72 26 69 29 - 75 20 81 17 78 19 80 17 80 18 79 198
74 25 75 24 74 25 76 22 80 19 81 18 85 14 84 15 79 19
68 30 7 28 67 31 74 24 75 23 77 20 79 20 79 19 76 2
72 23 69 26 70 27 €6 27 82 17 73 22 70 24 7% 20 78 18

X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 84 15 79 20

X X X X X X X X X X X . X X X 83 16 74 25

X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 84 15 80 19

X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 79 20 80 18
71 27 75 24 74 24 77 21 82 17 78 20 89 1 84 15 79 20
76 23 79 21 77 22 78 18 80 16 84 15 84 1S 89 10 85 14
68 29 68 31 64 33 71 26 72 26 7 22 75 23 75 23 74 24
48 48 43 57 48 S0 24 65 73 27 56 39 72 28 72 24 56 38
80 18 82 17 83 15 84 13 90 10 85 15 84 15 90 9 85 15
70 25 73 25 68 31 76 22 80 18 78 20 81 17 82 16 78 21
66 31 67 32 €6 31 69 28 72 26 77 20 78 21 75 2 77 21
67 32 71 28 67 31 68 28 74 24 75 24 8 . 15 82 17 74 25
66 31 68 30 67 31 72 26 75 23 76 22 78 20 79 18 75 23
79 20 79 20 74 24 77 20 84 16 84 14 84 15 84 14 84 15
93 7 94 (] 85 10 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 96 4 94 6
78 22 74 26 77 20 73 25 70 26 76 23 87 13 80 20 76 2
66 32 70 28 71 27 68 29 76 22 78 21 81 18 76 2 71 28
75 23 74 25 70 29 79 19 84 15 83 15 82 16 86 13 85 14
70 28 72 27 70 28 73 24 7 26 76 23 80 18 81 17 77 21
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Table 2.86

Table 2.87

Aftitudes toward making it legal to sell semi-automatic assault rifles

By demographic ch: United States, 1996

Attitudes toward a ban on assault rifles

By demographic characteristics, United States, 1995

Question: "The House of Representatives recently vated to repeal the ban on the sale of
semi-automatic assault rifles and to allow their sale in the future. Do you favor or
oppose making it legal to sell semi-automatic assault rifies?”

Question: "Please tell me whether you would favor or opp the following proposat which
some people have made to reduce crime: a ban on the manufacture, sale and
possession of certain semi-automatic guns known as assault rifles.”

Note: The “not surelrefused” category has been omitted; therefore percents may not sum to
100. For a discussion of public opinion survey sampling procedures, see Appendi 6.

*Excluding central city.

Source: Table constructed by SOURCEBOOK staff from data provided by Louis Harris and
Associates. Reprinted by permission.
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Favor Oppose Favor Oppose
National 17% 81% a ban aban
National 68% 29%
Sex
Male 28 70 Sex
Female 8 91 Male 61 36
Female 74 23
R hnici
White 19 79 Race
Black 4 93 White 68 29
Hispanic 16 84 Black 68 27
Nonwhite® - 73 24
Age
18 to 24 years 25 75 Age
25to 29 years 30 70 18 to 29 years 61 34
300 39 years 18 - 82 30 to 49 years 67 30
40to 49 years 15 84 50 to 64 years 76 2
50 to 64 years 14 82
65 years and older 12 85 50 years and older 73 24
65 years and older 70 27
Less than high school graduate 12 a3 Education
High school graduate 20 79 College post graduate 77 23
Some college 15 83 Coliege graduate 77 21
College graduate 20 80 Some college 66 32
College post graduate 14 86 No college 64 32
locome Income
$15,000 or less 18 81 $50,000 and over 76 2
$15,001 to $25,000 19 79 $30,000 to $49,999 63 37
$25,001 to $35,000 20 80 $20,000 to $29,999 70 26
$35,001 to $50,000 14 8s Under $20,000 64 32
Over $50,000 18 81
Community
Community Urban area 69 27
Central city 15 84 Suburban atea 7 28
Metropolitan area® 18 81 Rural area 61 37
Small town 14 82
Rural area 26 71 Region
East 68 26
Region Midwest 73 26
East 16 83 South 67 30
Midwest 17 80 West 64 34
South 15 84
West 24 75 Politics -
Republican 65 33
Politics Democrat 76 23
Republican 26 73 Independent 64 30
lc:‘:r::::em :g g? Note: The “don't knowfrefused™ category has been omitted; therefore percents may not sum

to 100. For a discussion of public opinion survey sampling procedures, see Appendix 6.

*Includes black respondents.

Source; Table constructed by SOURCEBOOK staff from data provided by The Galiup Or-
ganization, inc. Reprinted by permission.






Table 2.88

Aduits and teenagers reporting keeping a handgun or rifle in the home

By type of community, United States, 1996

Adults

Teenagers

*Do you (or your spouse) keep a
handgun or fifle in your home, or not?”

“Do your parents or any other family members
keep a handgun or rifie in your home, or not?”

Community Cornmunity
Total Urban  Suburban Rural Total Urban  Suburban  Rural
Yes, keep handgun
of rifie in home 41% 31% 34% 64% 54% 42% 50% 68%
Handgun 27 24 p2] 40 33 29 29 40
Rifle 33 20 27 59 41 27 35 58
Unspecified firearm NA NA NA NA 1 2 1 1
No, do not keep
handgun
of rifie in home 57 67 64 34 39 §1 41 27
Don't know/not sure 2 2 2 1 7 8 9 £
Note: See Note, table 2.5. For a discussion of public opini pling p d , S80 -
Appendix 6.
Source: YWCA, Families Taking Action: A YWCA Survey About Making Homes and
Communities Safer (New York: Louis Harris and Associates, Inc., 1996), p. 58. Re-
printed by permission.
Table 2.89
Reasons adults and teenagers report for keeping a handgun or rifle in the home
By sex and type of community, United States, 1996"
Adults Teenagers
"What is the main reason for "What do you think is the main reason that this person
keeping a gun in your home?” or these people decided to keep a gun in your home?"
Community Community
Sex Urban Non-urban Sex Urban Non-urban
Total Male Female Handgun Rifle Handgun  Rifle Total Male Fermale Handgun Rifle Handgun  Rifle
For hunting or recreation 46% 50% 40% 25% 44% 35% 56% 62% 68% 53% 38% 62% 60% 81%
For protection from criminals 37 32 44 66 42 39 26 51 50 53 67 53 63 44
As part of a collection 5 4 S 3 ] 6 S 20 23 15 18 22 29 24
Animal control 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 12 14 9 4 6 18 17
8 of their job/b
my job or spouse’s job 2 2 2 1 1 3 1 8 8 9 12 5 12 6
Some other reason 10 12 7 4 [ 15 10 10 10 12 15 15 8 9
Not sure 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 4 3 6 8 6 5 1

Note: See Note, table 2.5. Percents are based on those who reported they have a handgun

o rifle in the home in table 2.88. For a discussion of public opinion survey pling proce- C
printed by permission.

dures, see Appendix 6.

*Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.
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Table 3.114

Number and rate (per 100,000 popuiation) of violent crime and murder and nonngeligent man-
slaughter, and number and percent of firearm-related violent crime and P lated mur-
der and nonnegligent manslaughter

By State, 1994
Firearm-related
violent crime Murder and gligent {aug ht
Percent Percent
of all of ail Percent of all murder and nonnegligent manslaughter
i . violent violent  Firearm- Handgun- Shotgun- Rifle- Knife-  Fists/feet-

State Number Rate Number crime Number Rate crime lated related lated lated tated fated

United States, total® 1,864,168 716.0 552,669 29.6% 23,305 9.0 1.3% 70.0% 56.5% 4.3% 33% 12.5% 5.3%
Alabama 28,844 683.7 7,085 246 501 1.9 17 745 62.9 7.4 4.2 10.8 6.2
Alaska 4,644 766.3 1,262 27.2 38 63 0.8 64.9 514 54 54 18.9 16.2
Arizona 28,653 703.1 10,313 36.0 426 105 15 72.6 544 41 55 1.2 S5
Arkansas 14,598 595.1 5,014 344 294 12,0 20 72.4 519 8.9 6.1 9.9 31
California 318,395 1,013.0 87,634 275 3,703 118 1.2 75.2 66.1 - 44 38 15 42
Colorado 18,632 509.6 4,883 262 199 5.4 1.1 63.5 5§3.9 39 1.7 16.3 5.6
Connecticut 14,916 455.5 3,640 244 215 6.6 14 73.6 64.8 23 3.2 13.9 65
Delaware 3,961 561.0 830 21.0 33 47 0.8 46.2 231 0.0 0.0 154 7.7
District of Columbia® 15177 26626 4,974 328 399 70.0 26 77.4 76.2 08 0.0 11.8 1.8
Florida 160,016 1,146.8 45415 284 1,165 8.3 0.7 54.8 37.3 28 23 131 4.8
Georgia 47,103 667.7 17,167 364 703 10.0 15 726 62.2 4.9 27 127 4.9
Hawait 3,091 262.2 459 14.8 50 42 1.6 48.0 38.0 6.0 40 12.0 140
Idaho 3,238 2858 907 28.0 40 35 1.2 60.0 50.0 0.0 10.0 175 10.0
inois 112,928 960.9 42,492 376 1,378 1.7 1.2 69.0 5§53 1.3 11 125 5.4
indiana 30,205 5§25.1 7,293 241 453 7.9 15 74.0 61.4 58 1.6 121 42
lowa 8,914 315.1 1,481 16.6 47 1.7 0.5 477 25.0 136 23 227 9.1
Kansas® 12,226 478.7 NA NA 149 58 1.2 NA NA NA NA NA NA
Kentuckyd 23,165 605.3 NA NA 244 6.4 1.1 NA NA NA NA NA NA
Louisiana 42,369 981.9 17,210 406 856 19.8 20 82.8 720 35 39 7.3 3.8
Maine 1,611 1289 158 9.9 28 23 17 40.7 206 11 0.0 22 148
Maryland 47,457 948.0 17,106 36.0 579 11.6 1.2 703 65.8 29 1.0 13.0 57
Massachusetts 42,749 707.6 5,676 133 214 35 0S5 €5.0 305 25 20 158 3.4
Michigan 72,751 766.1 25,130 345 927 98 13 723 52.4 7.3 36 115 4.4
Minnescta 16,397 359.0 3,633 222 147 3.2 0.9 §7.2 428 8.7 58 203 58
Mississippi 13,177 493.7 5911 449 409 15.3 31 79.0 721 31 2.2 1.4 31
Missouri 39,240 743.5 15,358 391 554 105 14 64.3 513 53 34 12.2 41
Montana® 1,516 1771 NA NA 28 33 1.8 NA NA NA NA NA NA
Nebraska 6,32 3895 1,598 253 51 31 0.8 60.0 333 6.7 200 6.7 133
Nevada 14,597 11,0019 4,587 314 170 1.7 12 66.3 55.6 53 41 107 1.8
New Hampshire 1,328 116.8 182 137 16 1.4 1.2 66.7 533 0.0 133 20.0 6.7
New Jersey 48,544 614.2 12,622 26.0 396 5.0 08 54.0 49.5 2.0 05 16.9 109
New Mexico 14,708 889.2 4418 30.0 177 10.7 1.2 61.7 458 56 93 15.9 65
New York 175,433 965.6 45215 258 2,016 111 1.1 68.1 61.3 19 14 146 6.0
North Carolina 46,308 655.0 15,822 342 772 109 1.7 63.8 51.4 54 6.5 14.1 5.4
North Dakota 522 818 40 7.7 1 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Ohio 53,930 485.8 16,466 305 662 6.0 1.2 72.8 59.5 - 55 1.2 9.0 6.2
Oklahoma 21,225 651.5 5,745 271 226 6.9 11 70.0 52.4 8.8 7.5 137 5.7
Oregon 16,067 520.6 4,266 265 150 4.9 0.9 65.3 46.0 53 8.7 200 6.0
Pennsylvania 51,425 426.7 16,003 3 712 5.9 1.4 66.5 59.7 31 20 14.0 8.2
Rhode Island 3,744 3755 618 16.5 41 41 1.1 51.2 415 49 49 195 4.9
South Carolina 37,756 11,0305 10,183 27.0 353 96 0.9 72.2 55.7 71 57 11.4 5.4
South Dakota 1,641 227.6 201 17.7 10 14 0.6 444 333 0.0 1.1 1.1 22
Tennessee 38,705 747.9 13,479 348 482 93 1.2 70.1 59.1 6.2 33 14.8 S5
Texas 129,838 706.5 43,319 334 2,022 110 1.6 733 54.2 5.9 4.0 133 48
Utah 5,810 304.5 1,270 219 56 29 1.0 68.3 524 48 63 143 4.8
Vermont 562 96.9 104 18.6 € 1.0 1.1 333 16.7 16.7 00 333 16.7
Virginia 23,437 357.7 6.800 280 571 87 2.4 733 64.1 4.4 3.0 1.7 54
Washington 27,317 5113 7.271 266 294 55 1.1 62.8 50.2 14 7.8 147 6.8
West Virginia - 3,931 2158 796 202 99 54 25 77.8 57.6 11 8.1 4.0 5.1
Wisconsin 13,748 270.5 4,705 342 227 45 17 52.9 471 31 2.2 18.2 10.2
Wyorring - 1,297 2725 209 16.1 16 34 1.2 625 375 6.3 18.8 128 18.8
Note: See Note, table 3.113. Firearm-related figures are projections based on Uniform Crime ®Data on weapons used were provided by the Metropolitan Police Department of
Reports data showing incomplete reports from the States and the District of Columbia. Not all the District of Columbia.
States report each year; therefore comparisons between years should not be undertaken, ex- ‘Kansas, Kentucky, and Montana did not provide data on weapons used in violent
cept for States that have reported consistently. crimes.

For detailed information on State and Federal restrictions on the purchase, carrying, and
ownership of firearms, see table 1.110. Source: Table provided to SOURCEBOOK staff by the National Rifle Association of

America, Institute for Legislative Action; data were made available through the Fed-

" ncludes murder and nonnegligent manslaughter, robbery, aggravated assault, and rape. eral Bureau of Investigation's Uniform Crime Reporting Program. -

Fireamm-related violent crime figures for “United States, total” are projections based on reports
from 47 States and the District of Columbia.
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Table 3.115

Number and rate (per 100,000 population) of robbery and aggravated assauit, and percent of
weapon-related robbery and aggravated assault

By State, 1994
Robbery Aggravated
Percent Percent Percent of all aggravated its
of alt Percent of all robberies of all Personal
violent Firearm- Knife- Syongarnm- violent Firearm- Knife- weapons-

State Number Rate crimes fated lated tated Numb Rate crimes related related related

United States, total® 618,817 237.7 33.2% 41.5% 9.5% 39.3% 1,119,950 430.2 60.1% 24.0% 17.8% 26.3%
Alabama 7.223 171.2 25.0 252 246 256 19,633 465.3 68.1 241 243 266
Alaska 886 146.2 19.1 40.0 129 388 3,302 5449 7 255 20.7 299
Arizona 6,601 162.0 230 40.2 10.4 395 20,161 4947 704 357 165 215
Arkansas 3,158 128.7 216 516 6.9 34.2 10,118 4125 69.3 303 13.8 328
California 112,160 356.8 362 397 9.8 382 191,548 €09.4 60.2 205 127 388
Colorado 3,910 106.9 21.0 383 9.2 27 12,944 354.0 69.5 2489 16.5 219
Connecticut 6,150 187.8 412 384 10.0 422 7,745 2365 . 519 135 15.8 357
Delaware 889 125.9 2.4 345 4.4 515 2,505 3548 63.2 18.1 25.9 1.9
District of Columbia 6311 11072 416 427 7.8 304 8,218 14418 541 237 241 13.1
Florida 45,871 328.8 28.7 410 6.6 446 105,679 757.4 66.0 239 187 15.3
Georgia 15,703 222.6 333 §1.8 55 305 28,249 400.4 60.0 295 221 17.0
Hawaii 1,221 1036 395 13.2 51 793 1,461 1239 473 16.3 11.8 544
Idaho 209 18.4 65 30.0 174 382 2,673 2359 826 295 246 148
inois 43,788 3728 3838 439 8.2 401 63,849 5433 56.5 34.4 22.4 47
Indiana 7,490 130.2 248 46.6 7.9 37.7 20,216 3515 66.9 16.1 10.2 50.5
lowa 1,327 46.9 14.9 278 9.0 485 6,874 2430 771 149 14.6 445
Kansas® 3,060 119.8 25.0 NA NA NA 8,070 316.0 66.0 NA NA NA
Kentucky 3,595 939 155 388 11.0 418 17,976 469.7 776 15.7 7.8 51.7
Louisiana 11,530 267.2 27.2 60.5 7.4 2853 28,060 650.3 66.2 332 18.1 21.2
Maine 278 24 17.3 26.0 8.7 5§9.2 087 79.6 61.3 44 148 49.2
Maryland 20,147 402.5 425 53.9 74 319 24,696 4933 §2.0 28 21.4 15.6
Massachusetts 10,160 168.2 23.8 25.4 19.2 444 30,550 §05.7 715 81 16.3 349
Michigan 21,733 228.9 209 51.4 6.1 28 43,371 456.7 59.6 291 17.8 1.2
Minnesota 5,370 117.6 327 2.0 74 60.5 8,155 1786 497 25.0 267 19.4
Mississippi 4,336 162.5 329 524 120 28.0 7,220 2705 548 442 195 19.2
Missouri 12,178 230.7 31.0 48.2 6.7 373 24,553 465.2 62.6 364 15.0 17.2
Montana® 280 327 185 NA NA NA 975 1139 643 NA NA NA
Nebraska 1,223 75.4 18.3 358 10.8 463 4,548 280.2 719 23.7 15.0 293
Nevada 5,134 3524 35.2 S1.1 91 323 8,292 569.1 56.8 211 124 41.5
New Hampshire 308 271 23.2 241 9.6 50.0 597 525 450 95 173 50.5
New Jersey 2,762 288.0 46.9 337 95 485 23,414 296.2 482 19.4 21.2 290
New Mexico 2,329 140.8 15.8 359 10.5 46.4 11,336 685.4 774 299 20.9 246
New York 86,617 476.7 48.4 34.7 147 40.3 82,100 451.9 46.8 16.2 246 24.1
North Carolina 12,811 181.2 27.7 433 78 396 30,391 4209 65.6 314 19.6 21.9
North Dakota kAl 111 13.6 10.0 8.6 186 301 47.2 57.7 6.1 13.6 46.3
Ohio 20,8214 187.5 386 41.5 58 . 434 27,216 2451 50.5 250 16.8 277
Oklahoma 4,174 128.1 19.7 40.3 8.6 451 15,209 466.8 7.7 246 143 321
Oregon 4,264 138.2 265 356 10.5 450 10,320 334.4 .. 642 244 16.9 256
Pennsylvania 22,497 186.7 43.7 44.0 7.0 442 25,071 208.0 48.8 21.2 15.0 40.7
Rhode Island 870 873 232 267 115 548 2,560 256.8 68.4 13.2 16.5 30.7
South Carolina 6,817 186.1 18.1 38.0 9.9 41.0 28,595 780.4 757 250 28 138
South Dakota 136 187 8.2 295 9.0 557 1,193 165.5 727 18.1 257 378
Tennessee 10,736 207.4 27.7 53.0 6.4 336 24,943 482.0 64.4 289 17.5 211
Texas 37,643 204.8 290 46.2 8.8 36.0 81,071 4411 624 23.0 19.8 249
Utzh 1,213 63.6 209 369 8.7 40.1 3,735 1858 64.3 18.8 18.0 258
Vermort 71 122 126 28.6 18.0 286 325 56.0 578 203 211 135
Virginia 8,704 1328 371 45.7 7.3 38.0 12,204 187.6 525 18.1 21.6 333
Washington 7,464 130.7 273 334 9.0 491 16,329 3056 50.8 262 16.6 281
West Virginia 772 424 19.6 336 7.8 533 2,690 147.6 68.4 157 17.0 47.1
Vvisconsin 5,739 1128 41.7 545 7.7 322 6,580 1287 478 203 16.0 431
Wyoming . 79 16.6 6.1 17.7 101 595 1,042 2188 80.3 16.2 18.1 33.0
Note: See Notes, tables 3.113 and 3.114. Source: Table provided to SOURCEBOOK staff by the National Rifle Association

of America, Institute for Legislative Action; data were made available through the

AFirearm-related violent crime figures for “United States, total” are projections based on reports Federal Bureau of Investigation's Uniform Crime Reporting Program.

from 48 States and the District of Columbia.

PKansas and Montana did not provide data on weapons used in robberies and aggravated
assaults.
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Table 3.123 Table 3.124
Offenses in Federal parks known to park rangers and park police Percent distribution of murders and nonnegligent manslaughters known to police
By offense, 1995 By type of weapon used, United States, 1964-94
Total offenses Type of weapon used
Park Park Total num- Blunt  Personal
Offense rangers police ber of mur- Knife or object weapons
ders and cther cut- {club, {hands, Unknown
Total, alt offenses 87,166 17,450 nonneg- li- ting hammer, fists, feet, or not
Part| offenses, total gentman- Total® Fireamn instrument etc) etc.) Other®  stated
Homicide a7 1202 slaughters :
Murder and nonnegligent manstaughter 12 3 1964 7,990 100% 55% 24% 5% 10% 3% 2%
Manslaughter by neglig 1 0 1965 8,773 100 57 23 [ 10 3 1
1966 9,552 100 59 2 S 2] 2 1
Eorcible rape 1967 11,114 100 63 20 5 9 2 1
Rape by force 21 8 1968 12,503 100 65 18 6 8 2 1
Attempted forcible rape 13 8 1969 13575 100 65 19 4 8 3 1
1970 13,649 100 66 18 4 8 3 1
Robbery 1971 16,183 100 66 19 4 8 2 1
Firearm 9 20 1872 15,832 100 66 19 4 8 2 1
Knife or cutting instrument 7 19 1973 17,123 100 66 17 5 8 2 2
Strong arm; hands, fist, feet, etc. 9 30 1974 18,632 100 67 17 5 8 1 1
Other dangerous weapon 4 40 1975 18,642 100 65 17 ) 9 2 2
- 1976 16,605 100 64 18 5 8 2 3
Aggravated assault 1977 18,033 100 62 18 S 8 2 3
Firearm 18 24 1978 18,714 100 64 19 ) 8 2 3
Knife or cutting instrument 8 26 1978 20,591 100 63 19 5 8 2 3
Other dangerous weapon 34 69 1980 21,860 100 62 19 5 8 2 4
Hands, fist, feet, etc. 104 35 1981 20,053 100 62 19 5 7 2 3
1982 19,485 100 60 21 5 8 2 3
Burglary 1983 18,673 100 58 x 6 ] 2 3
Forcible entry 527 65 1984 16,689 100 59 21 6 8 3 4
Uniawful engvy' 150 11 1985 17,545 100 59 2 6 8 3 4
Attempted forcible entry 73 4 1986 18,257 100 59 20 6 9 2 4
1987 17,859 100 59 20 6 8 2 4
Larceny-thef® 3,454 855 1988 18,269 100 61 19 6 8 2 4
1989 18,954 100 82 18 6 7 2 4
Motor vehicie theft 1990 20,045 100 64 18 B 7 2 4
Automobiles 91 57 1991 21,505 100 66 16 5 7 2 4
Trucks and buses 16 0 1992 22,540 100 68 14 s 6 2 5
Other vehicles 29 ) 1993 23,271 100 70 13 4 6 2 S
1994 22,076 100 70 13 4 7 2 5
Stmcmm ral 2 12 Note: See Note, table 3.109. In trend tables "constructed” or "adapted™ by SOURCEBOOK staff
Mobile 10 0 from Crime In the United States, the data were taken from the first year in which the data were re-
Other 105 1 ported. It should be noted that the number of agencies reporting and the populations represented
vary from year to year.
The Uniform Crime Reporting Program requests that additional information be transmitted to the
pa&zﬁg:i‘,:m' B2 1631% FBI when a murder has been committed. The actual number of offenses presented in the tables
Forgery and counterfeiting 19 4 displaying ¢h isth .of ders known to the police may differ from figures in other tables that
Fraud 89 P reflect data from only the initial report on the offense.
Embezzlement 14 1
Stolen property; buying, receiving, *Because of rounding, percents may not add to total. ) )
possessing 318 493 Brhis y includes beatings and strangulati “Pushed" also is included in personal
Vandalism 3,511 777 weapons. . . m
Weapons; carrying, p ing, etc. 1,763 573 “This category includes fire, poison, explosives, phy , etc.
Prostiution and commercialized vice i 232 Source: U.S. Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in the United States,
Drug sale/manufacture 864 222 1964, p. 104, Table 16; 19685, p. 106, Table 16; 1966, p. 107, Table 20; 1967, p. 112, Table 20;
Drug possession 2960 3.950 1968, p. 108, Table 20; 1969, p. 106, Table 21; 1970, p. 188, Table 21; 1971, p. 114, Table 21;
Offenses against family and chikiren '160 ' 10 1972, p. 188, Table 24; 1973, p. 8, 1974, p. 18, 1976, p. 18; 1976, p. 10; 1977, p.11; 1978, p. 12,
Gambling 4 3 1979, p. 11; 1980, p. 12; 1981, p. 11; 1882, p. 11; 1983, p. 10; 1884, p. 10; 1985, p. 10; 1986, p. 10,
Driving while intoxicated 1.783 630 1987, p. 10; 1888, p. 12, 1989, p. 11; 1990, p. 12; 1991, p. 18; 1992, p. 18, Table 2.10; 1993, p. 18,
Liquor faws 5:551 1222 Table 2.11; 1994, p. 18, Table 2.11 (Washington, DC: USGPOQ). Table constructed by
Orunkenness 1,529 108 SOURCEBOOK staft
Disorderly conduct 2,799 848
Archaeological Resource Protection Act
violations 301 4
All other offenses 58,456 5,256
Suspicion 703 1,545
Curfew and loitering 366 23
Runaways 72 9
Thefts 546 o]
Note: See Note, table 3.122.
*No force used.
PExcludes motor vehicle theft
Source; Table provided to SOURCEBOOK staff by the U.S. Department of the
Interior, National Park Service.
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Table 3.125

Percent of murders and gligent ghters to police

By type of weapon used and region, 1994

Type of weapon used

Unknown Personal
Knife or or other dan-  weapons
other cutting gerous (hands, fists,

Region Total Firearm instrument weapon teet, etc.)®
Totat 100.0% 70.0% 12.7% 12.0% 5.0%

Northeast 100.0 65.9 14.9 122 6.9
Midwest 100.0 68.5 124 13.7 54
South 100.0 70.8 12.2 122 47
West 100.0 724 12.3 10.2 51
Note: See Notes, tables 3.109 and 3.124. In this table, strangulations are classified in the
“unk or other dang " category rather than in the category "personal

weapons,” as was done in table 3.;24. For a list of States in regions, see Appendix 3.

*8 of ding, p may not add to total.
B-pushed" is included in 1

P P

Source: U.S. Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in the United
States, 1994 (Washington, DC: USGPO, 1995), p. 18, Table 2.9.

Table 3.126

Murders and ligent g K to police

By type of weapon used and age of victim, United States, 1984

Type of weapon used

Blunt  Personal Other

Knifeor object weapons weapon

other (club,  (hands, or
cutting hammer, fists, feet, Explo- Strangu- Asphyxi- weapon
Age of victim Total  Firearm instrument etc) etc)” Poison sives Fire  Narcotics lation ation not

stated”
Total 2,076 15456 2,801 912 1,165 10 10 196 2 287 113 1,104
Infant (under 1) 257 10 6 10 132 3 1 4 0 4 25 62
104 470 51 16 24 251 1 2 37 1 9 16 62
S8 103 36 14 6 19 1 [} 11 0 3 2 11
9to 12 120 70 16 4 10 1 0 7 0 3 [} 9
13t0 16 944 795 85 15 10 4] 0 4 o] 5 3 27
1719 2,308 2,013 157 27 26 0 o] 5 1] 16 1 63
20t0 24 4,088 3,399 363 73 71 0 1 1 4 25 9 132
25029 3,233 2,479 389 89 81 1 1] 15 3 34 9 133
30t034 2917 2,071 415 116 118 0 1 18 1 43 ] 128
35t039 2,249 1,468 372 136 103 0 2 9 2 T3 7 113
40t0 44 1,565 1,005 237 90 91 2 o} 18 3 2 [<] 88
451049 1,007 640 156 71 61 [+] 1 8 2 16 4 48
50to0 54 681 412 139 41 21 1 2 11 0 9 4 41
§5t0 59 444 265 87 32 24 [¢] 5] 2 1 8 4 1
60t0 64 342 185 75 34 15 o] o] 2 0 7 3 21
6510 69 284 127 69 33 18 0 0 6 2 9 4 16
70to 74 244 106 58 22 18 0 0 5 1 10 2 2
75 and okier 434 114 102 65 71 [o] 0 17 1 14 4 46
Unknown 386 210 45 24 25 [s] 0 6 1 13 1 61

Note: See Notes, tables 3.109 and 3.124.

Source: U.S. Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Investigation,

- Crime in the United States, 1994 (Washington, DC: USGPO, 1895), p. 18,

*pPushed" is included in personal weapons. Table 2.11.
Includes drownings.
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Tabie 3.148
Percent distribution of aggravated assaults known to police

By type of weapon used, United States, 1964-94

Type of weapon used

Other
Total Knife weapons  Personal
number of or other cut- (clubs, weapons
aggravated ting blunt ob-  (hands, fists,
assaults Total® Firearm instument  jects, etc)) feet, etc.)
1964 159,524 100% 15% 40% 23% 2%
1965 185,115 100 17 36 22 25
1966 208,043 100 19 34 22 ]
1967 229,470 100 pal 33 22 24
1968 255,906 100 3 31 24 2
1969 280,902 100 24 30 25 2
1870 300,263 100 24 28 24 23
1971 333,084 100 25 27 24 24
1972 348,245 100 25 26 23 25
1973 382,586 100 2 25 23 27
1974 409,886 100 25 24 23 27
1975 436,172 100 25 24 25 27
1976 459,761 100 24 24 26 27
1977 - 485,078 100 23 23 27 26
1978 531,006 100 2 23 28 27
1979 586,914 100 23 22 28 27
1980 622,879 100 24 22 28 27
1981 603,161 100 24 22 28 26
1982 611,134 100 2 23 28 26
1983 604,406 100 P4 24 28 26
1884 594,440 100 21 23 31 25
1985 663,891 100 21 23 31 25
1986 794,573 100 21 22 32 25
1987 792,987 100 pal 21 32 25
1988 784,053 100 21 20 31 27
1989 894,776 100 2 20 32 27
1980 967,050 100 23 20 32 26
1991 988,353 100 24 18 31 27
1992 1,056,570 100 25 18 3t 26
1993 994,439 100 25 18 31 26
1994 1,036,553 100 24 18 32 26

Note: See Notes, tables 3.109 and 3.124.

*Because of rounding, percents may not add to total.

Source: U.S. Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in the United States,
1964, pp. 9, 92, 1965, pp. 8, 94; 1966, pp. 9, 96, 1967, pp. 11, 100; 1968, pp. 10, 96; 1969, pp. 10,
94: 1970, pp. 12, 104; 1971, pp. 12, 100, 1972, pp. 10, 102, 1973, pp. 11, 104, 1974, pp. 20, 160;
1975, pp. 20, 160; 1976, pp. 13, 153, 1977, pp. 21, 153 1978, pp. 21, 168; 1979, pp. 20, 170;
1980, pp. 21, 73; 1981, pp. 20, 144; 1982, pp. 22, 148; 1983, pp. 23, 152, 1984, pp. 23, 145; 1985,
PP. 23, 147; 1986, pp. 22, 147, 1887, pp. 23, 146, 1988, pp. 24, 150, 1989, pp. 23, 154, 1990, pp.
24, 156; 1991, p. 32, Table 2.23 and p. 192; 1992, p. 32, Table 2.23 and p. 196; 1993, p. 32, Table
2.24 and p. 196; 1994, p. 32, Table 2.24 and p. 196 (Washington, DC: USGPOQ). Table constructed
by SOURCEBOOK staff.

Table 3.149

Percent distribution of aggravated assaults known to police

By type of weapon used and region, 1994

Type of weapon used

Other
Knife weapons Personal
. or other {clubs, weapons
cutting blunt ob- (hands, fists,
Region Total® Firearm instrument jects, etc) feet, etc.)
Total 100.0% 24.0% 17.8% 32.0% 26.2%
Northeast 100.0 15.9 20.8 33.7 205
Midwest 100.0 285 18.0 342 19.2
South 100.0 26.4 19.1 328 218
West 100.0 2.4 13.8 283 35.4

Note: See Note, table 3.109. For a list of States in regions, see Appendix 3.

n

of ding, p ts may not add to total.

Source: U.S. Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in the United States,
1994 (Washington, DC: USGPO, 1995}, p. 32, Table 2.24.
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Table 3.167

Law enforcement officers assaulted

By circumstances at scene of incident and type of weapon, United States, 1994"

Type of weapon
Knife or Other
Circumstances at cutting dang P i
scene of incident Total Firearm instrument weapon weapon
Total 64,912 3,168 1513 7,210 53,021
Percent of total 100% 4.9 23 1.1 81.7
Disturbance calls (family quarrels,
man with gun, etc.) 20,508 941 708 1,648 17,211
Percent 100% 4.6 35 8.0 83.9
Burglaries in progress or pursuing
burgtary suspects 897 68 36 161 632
Percent 100% 7.6 40 178 70.5
Robberies in progress or pursuing b
robbery suspects 978 283 34 137 554
Percent 100% 25.9 35 14.0 56.6
Attempting other arrests : 13,211 381 209 1,223 11,388
Percent 100% 3.0 16 93 86.2
Civil disorders (mass disobedience,
ik, etc) 743 11 13 122 597
Percent 100% 1.5 1.7 16.4 80.3
Handling, transporting, custody
of prisoners 7,456 46 69 405 6,936
Percent 100% 0.6 09 54 93.0
fnvestigating suspicious p and
circumstances 6,415 455 148 763 5,049
Percent 100% 7.1 23 119 78.7
Ambush (no warning}) 383 181 8 77 117
Percent 100% 473 21 20.1 305
Mentally deranged 1,071 €8 S8 116 789
Percert 100% 6.3 9.2 108 73.7
Traffic pursuits and stops . 5,762 278 52 1,499 3,933
Percent 100% 4.8 08 26.0 68.3
All other 7,488 476 138 1,059 5,815
Percent 100% 6.4 18 14.1 777
Note: These data are based on 10,626 agenc its Sourca U.S. Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of
to the Uniform Crime Reporting Program for all 12 months of 1994, Investigation, Law Enfor Officers Killed and
These agencies cover approximately 85 percent of the total Assaulted, 1994, FBI Uniform Crime Reports (Washing-
population. ton, DC: USGPO, 1996), p. 71.

*Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.
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Table 3.183

Resuits of airline passenger screening

United States, 1977-95

Weapons detected Persons arrested

Persons Explosive/ Other For carrying For giving
screened i diary d: fi / false

(in millions) Firearms Handguns Long guns Other devi icl losi infor|

1977 508.8 2,034 1,730 64 240 5 NA 810 44
1978 579.7 2,058 1,827 67 164 3 NA 896 64
1979 5925 2,161 1,962 55 144 3 NA 1,060 47
1980 585.0 2,022 1.878 36 108 8 NA 1,031 32
1981 598.5 2,255 2,124 44 87 kR NA 1,187 49
1982 630.2 2,676 2,559 §7 60, 1 NA 1,314 27
1983 709.1 2,784 2,634 67 83 4 NA 1,282 34
1984 775.6 2,957 2,766 100 91 6 NA 1,285 27
1985 992.9 2,987 2,823 20 74 12 NA 1,310 42
1986 1,055.3 320 2,981 146 114 1" NA 1,415 89
1987 1,095.6 3,252 3012 99 141 14 NA 1,581 81
1988 1,054.9 2,773 2,591 74 108 11 NA T 1,493 222
1989 1,1133 2,878 2,397 92 330 26 NA 1,436 83
1990 1,145.1 2,853 2,490 59 304 15 NA 1,337 18
1991 1,015.1 1,919 1,597 47 275 94 NA 893 28
1992 1,110.8 2,608 2,503 105 NA 167 2,341 1,282 13
1993 1,150.0 2,798 2,707 91 NA 251 3,867 1,354 31
1994 1.261.3 2,994 2,860 134 NA 508 6,051 1,433 35
1895 1,263.0 2,390 2,230 160 NA 631 4414 1,194 68

Note: S« ing ists of “the sy ti ination of S U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Aviation Ad-

persons and property using p detecti d or ink i i I Report to Congress on the Effective-

facilities (electronic or physical search) for the ;urpose of de- ness of me’civil Aviation Security Program, July 1 to
tecting weapons and dangerous articles and to p t their D ber 31, 1978, Exhibit 10, July 1 to Decemnber 31, 1982,
unauthorized introduction into sterile areas or aboard aircraft”  Exhibit 10; July 1 to December 31, 1984, Exhibit 7; July 1 to De-

(Source, 1993, p. 42.) Prior to 1992, the fireamm category of cember 31, 1989, p. 11 (Washington, DC: U.S, Department of
“other” included items such as starter pistols, flare pistols, and  Transportation); and U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal
BB guns. Beginning in 1992, this category was expanded and  Aviation Administration, Annual Report to Congress on Clvil
now also includes stunning devices, chemnical agents, martial Aviation Security, J: Y 1, 1993-Di ber 31, 1893, p. 9;
arts equip t, knives, bludg and certain other desig- J y 1, 1995-D ber 31, 1995, p. 11 (Washington, DC:
nated items. From 1992 to 1994, the method of counting U.S. Department of T P ion). Table adapted by SOURCE-

“explosive/incendiary devices” was revised. Individual tems BOOK staff.
were counted rather than packages (i.e., one box of firecrack-

ers ted as 20 fi k one bax of ammunition

counted as 50 cartridges).

Table 3.184

Crime insurance policies in effect on Dec. 31, 1995 and insurance claims paid by the
Federal Crime Insurance Program in the 12 months prior to Dec. 31, 1998

By type of policy and coverage, United States

Policies in effect on Dec. 31, 1985 Claims paid in
Amount of Annual 12 months prior
Type of policy insurance written to Dec. 31, 1985
and coverage Number (in thousands) premiums Number Amount
Total 15,188 $138,341  $3,337,015 456 $1,413,147
Residential policies 13,600 117,215 1,499,705 283 §71,259
Commercial policies 1,588 21,126 1,837,310 173 841,888
Robbery 193 1,435 267,118 29 115,884
Burglary 828 9,619 704,257 76 451,197
Combination 567 X 865,935 X X
Robbery X 3,542 X 30 117,611
Burglary X 6,530 X 38 157,197
Note: The Federal Crime Ir Prog was blished by Cong in 1970. It is ad-
ministered by the Federal Emergency Manag Agency through its Federal Insurance

Administration, which is authorized to offer Federal Crime Insurance policies in States in
which it is concluded that there exists a critical problem in the availability of crime insurance.
Policies, offered both to individuals and businesses, cover losses due to robbery and bur-
glary. Program authorization ended Sept. 30, 1995. No new policies of insurance and no re-
newals have been issued subsequent to that date. Existing policies are serviced until they
expire, through Sept, 30, 1996.

“Annual written premiums” are the payments that would be received if all policies were in
effect for the entire year. A “combination” policy provides separate coverage limits for rob-
bery and burglary.

Source: Table provided to SOURCEBOOK staff by the Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Federal Insurance Administration.
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Data quality audits of State
criminal history repository, 1993
(Table 20):

» During the past five years, an
audit of the State criminal history
repository’s database (other than
ongoing systematic sampling) has
been conducted in 33 States and
two territories to determine the
level of accuracy and
completeness of the criminal
history file.

+ Of the jurisdictions where
audits have been performed, in 27
States and the District of
Columbia, another agency
conducted the audit; in five States
and Puerto Rico the repository
conducted its own audit; and in
one jurisdiction the audit was
conducted with a combination of
an outside agency and the
repository.

« In 30 of the jurisdictions (29
States and the District of
Columbia) where audits were
conducted, changes were made as
a result of the audit to improve
data quality of the records. In
three jurisdictions, changes were
underway prior to the audit or are
currently in the planning stage.

» Twenty-seven States and three
territories have data quality audits
planned or scheduled for the next
three years.

» Forty-five States and five
territories have initiatives
underway at the repository or
contributing agencies to improve
data quality. Initiatives include
audit activities (28); automation
changes (38); disposition or arrest
reporting enhancements (37);
felony flagging (23); fingerprint
enhancements (32); agency
interfaces (34); legislation (19);
plan development (27);
establishment of task
forces/advisory groups (24);
implementation or improvement
of tracking numbers (23); and
training (38).
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Presale criminal histery record
checks on potential firearms
purchasers

Purchasers determined to be
ineligible to purchase firearms in
alternative States, 1993 (Table
22):

» Of the jurisdictions reporting
the total number of purchasers
determined to be ineligible, the
denials ranged from 7,540 in
Florida to 11 in the Virgin
Islands.

» The factor resulting in denial
most frequently was a
disqualifying conviction. This
accounted for 7,200 of the denials
inFlorida. Other reasons for
denials were: under indictment
for a disqualifying crime; fugitive
from justice; unlawful user of or
addicted to controlled substances;
adjudicated mental defective or
committed to a mental institution;
illegal alien; under age; invalid
permit; non-resident; firearms
that were being purchased were
stolen; dishonorable discharge
from the armed services; and
exceeded the lawful handgun
limits.

* About one-third of the
jurisdictions took some form of
action against the individual at
the State level. Other
jurisdictions may have taken
action at the local level. Types of
action included seeking issuance
of a warrant; providing

information to State or local

UV JeGiv Ui sl

prosecutors or law enforcement
authorities; providing information
to Federal prosecutors or law
enforcement authorities; and
providing the information to
other requesting criminal justice
agencies.

Costs of implementing and
operating programs for presale
criminal history record checks on
potential firearm purchasers,
1993 (Table 24):

» Of the jurisdictions conducting
presale records checks in 1993
that were able to specifically
quantify start-up costs of their
programs, the costs ranged from
$200 expended in South Dakota
for training to $7,500,000 in
California.

+ Programs that are not fee-
supported or that the fees do not
totally support the program are
generally supplemented by the
operating budgets or general
funds of the jurisdiction.

Search methods used in
conducting criminal history
checks on potential firearm
purchasers, 1993 (Table 235):

* Almost all jurisdictions have
minimum data elements which
must be submitted to conduct the
records search. Nineteen States
and Guam conduct records
checks on firearms purchasers
based on name and date of birth
or namie only. Eight States
conduct searches based on name,
sex and date of birth. Eleven
jurisdictions augment name, sex
and date of birth information with
race. Eight additional
jurisdictions (seven States and the
District of Columbia) require
some combination of name and
date of birth with race, sex,
Social Security Number, driver’s
license number, originating
agency number, or password.
Two jurisdictions, New York and
Puerto Rico also require
fingerprints.
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+ All but five of the jurisdictions
(two States and three territories)
use a computer-based soundex
searching capability. This
enables the computer to identify
likely candidates based on the
phonetic sound of the name,
rather than only the spelling.

« The statutes in 13 States and
two territories authorized the
release of information to
individual firearms dealers,
although in three jurisdictions,
the information was released to
in-state firearms dealers only.

¢ The statutes in 28 States
permitted giving “sale approval”
or “no sale” information directly
to firearms dealers; although nine
States restricted this information
to in-state firearms dealers only,
while one State authorized the
release only to out-of-state
firearms dealers.

U.S. Attorney General'’s
estimated goals/timetables for
criminal history record sharing
in a national instant background
check system, 1994 (Table 26):

» Upto 25% of all current and
shareable records (records
available through the Interstate
Identification Index(lIl)) will be
available in 51 jurisdictions (47
States and four territories) no
later than December 1998; the
records in the remaining five
jurisdictions will be available no
later than December 2000. A
total of 25 States currently share
at least 25% of their records
through II1.

= Up to 50% of all current and
shareable records will be
available in 45 States and four
territories no later than December
1998; the records in the
remaining seven jurisdictions will
be available no later than
December 2000. A total of 17
States currently share at least
50% of their records through IIL

* Upto 75% of all current and
shareable records will be
available in 35 States and four
territories no later than December
1998; the records in the
remaining 17 jurisdictions will be
available no later than December
2000. A total of nine States
currently share at least 75% of
their records through IIL

= Up to 80% of all current and
shareable records will be
available in 31 States and three
territories no later than December
1998; the records in the
remaining 22 jurisdictions will be
available no later than December
2000. A total of seven States
currently share at least 80% of
their records through I11.

= One hundred percent of all
current and shareable records will
be available in nine States no
later than December 1998; 100%
of the records in the remaining 47
Jjurisdictions will be available no
later than December 2000. One
State (Virginia) currently shares
100% of its records through III.

Fingerprint cards and
dispositions received by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation,
1993 (Table 27):

* Over 4.6 million fingerprints
were received by the FBI in 1993.
Of that number, almost 4.2
million were for criminal justice
purposes, and approximately
414,000 were for noncriminal
Jjustice purposes. New York
submitted the highest number of
both criminal justice (503,500)
and noncriminal justice (54,200)
fingerprints. Florida was a
participant in the National
Fingerprint File in 1993, and
therefore submitted only the first
fingerprint card of an individual
to the FBI.

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993

* Almost 2.7 million final
dispositions were received by the
FBI in 1993, with Georgia
submitting the highest number
(825,000). Twelve States
(Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas,
Delaware, Georgia, Missourn,
Montana, New York, Ohio, South
Dakota, Virginia and Wyoming)
submit most dispositions by tape
with Nebraska also scheduled to
begin tape submissions in 1994,

Criminal history records of
Interstate Identification Index
(11) participants maintained by
the State criminal history
repository and the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, 1993
(Table 28):

e Approximately 12.4 million ITI
records are indexed with the
State’s identification (SID)
pointers. Over 3.8 million
records are maintained by the FBI
for the States. Only 18% of the
total records available through III
in 1993 were maintained by the
States.
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Explanatory Notes for Table 21A

The notes below expand on the data in Table 21A. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent.

* Note: States appearing in this table have been designated by the
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Fireamns, U.S. Treasury
Department, as States that currently have laws that qualify as
alternatives to the five-day waiting period requirements of the Brady
Handgun Violence Prevention Act (Public Law 103-159, November
30, 1993). 59 Federal Register 140, p. 37534 (July 22, 1994).
Numbers for firearms checks have been rounded to the nearest 10.

** 1 Prior to the sale of the handgun, a criminal records check of the

P p is conducted using ani name check

system.

2 Prior to the sale of the handgun. a name check of the potential
purchaser is conducted that is not an instant name check.

3 Prior to the sale of the handgun, the potential purchaser must
submit an application and fingerprints to the appropriate
authority.

4 Prior to the sale of the handgun, the potential purchaser must
obtain a permit (Firearm Owners Identification Card) that is
fingerprint verified.

5 Prior to the sale of the handgun, the potential purchaser must
obtain a permit that is based upon a name search only.

All firearms
Handguns only
Other firearms

oz

3Up to 24 hours is permitted if the instant check does not respond.
b Instant check system did not begin until 1994,

© Except shotguns and antiques.

9 The waiting period applies to handguns only.

© At least 30 days are required, but not more than 60 days.

{ The Honolulu Police Department does not utilize information derived

from an FBI fingerprint check to deny a permit. This is due in part to the
length of time to process the fingerprints. The check, however, is utilized as
a basis for retrieval of firearms from those individuals prohibited from
ownership.

8 The purchaser is required to wait three days when purchasing a handgun
and one day when purchasing a long gun.

b A1) checks are conducted through the county sheriffs’ offices, so totals are
not available at the State repository level. The State repository can
determine the number of times that purpose code "F* (for firearms checks)
was used. For 1993, the total was 9.579; however, a number of factors
could skew the number, including the use of another purpose code for a
firearms check, duplicate inquiries on the same person, and inability of the
system to distinguish inquiries for "permits to carry” from inquiries for
“permits to purchase”.

! Checks are conducted for assault weapons and for some handguns
approved by the Handgun Review Board.

i Prior to issuing a li to purchase a handgun, a criminal history record
check is conducted by the local police or sheriff's department, depending
upon the purchaser’s residency. The purchaser is then required to return to
the local agency and have the handgun "inspected” /registered. All data on
the sale and registration is forwarded to and indexed in the State criminal
records repository. -

k Guns 30 inches or less in length are considered handguns in Michigan.

! Figures represent the actual purchases made or attempted to be made;
more may have been approved but never purchased.

™ Checks are made by the local sheriffs’ departments, and the outcome of
the checks is not reported to the State repository.

" Figures represent the checks conducted by the State repository; since the
handgun permit checks are performed by local law enforcement, there is no
way to measure all of the criminal history checks conducted for purchase of

handguns.

© Potential purchasers are required to wait until both a State and a Federal
fingerprint check can be completed.

P Figure represents name checks conducted for the purpose renewals only.
9 Up to six months are permitted for the initial permit investigation.

T Criminal history record checks are also conducted for the purchase of long
guns in New York City.

S The figure represents the total number of fingerprint checks conducted for
the purchase of firearms; breakdowns for approvals and denials are not
available.

b At least two days are required, but not more than five days.
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Table 21A: Procedures for presale criminal history record checks on potential firearm purchasers by States with “alternative”® systems, 1993

Types of Number of firearm checks, 1993
firearms Eingerprint checks Name checks
State Eligibility practices** Waiting period regulatedt Approved Denied Approved Denied
California 2-Non-instant name check 15 A 635,690 6.50§
Colorado I-Instant name check 3 H
Connecticut 2-Non-instant name check 14 A 44,770 297
Delaware 1-Instant name check 0 AS 14,170 500
Florida I-Instant name check 34 A 311,380 7.538/
180 pending
Guam 3-Fingerprint check 30-60° A 3,650 40
Hawaii +Permit 14 A 5000 of 7730 197
Idaho 1-Instant name check
Dlinois 1-Instant name check and 1-38 A 202,780 1,160
5-Permit (name-based)
Indiana 2-Non-instant name check 7 H 123,150 115
Towa }-Instant name check and 3 H
5-Permit (name-based)
Maryland 2-Non-instant name check 7 o 35,000 377
Massachusetts S-Permit (name-based) P\(
Michigan 5-Permit (name-based) H 108,020 3200!
Missoun 2.Non-instant name check
Nebraska S-Permit (name-based) H 3,090 185/
510 pending
New Jersey 3-Fingerprint check and indefinite© A 24730 900 28,120P 49
5-Permit (name-based)
New York 3 Permit 1809 HoO' 29,670°
Oregon 3-Fungerprint check 15 H 50,850 264
Tennessee 5-Permut (name-based) 15 A
Utah 1-Instant name check 0 H
Virgin Islands 2 and 3 - Other approvals A 150 11
and 4-Permit
Virginia 1- Instant check A 211,140 1,739
Wisconsin 1-Instant name check 2.8 H 41,150 308
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Explanatory Notes for Table 21B

The notes below expand on the data in Table 21B. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent.

®  Note: States appearing in this table have been designated by the 3Procedures require that private commitments, as well as commitments to

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, U.S. Treasury State mental facilities, be included in the check.
Department, as States that currently have laws that qualify as
alternatives to the five-day waiting period requirements of the bSpeciﬁ ed juvenile offenses are also inchuded in the check.

Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act (Public Law 103-159,
November 30, 1993). 59 Federal Register 140, p. 37534 (July 22,
1994). Numbers for firearms checks have been rounded to the
nearest 10.

€ Procedures also require a determination that the potential purchaser is not
a “clear and present danger” to himself or others and that the potential
purchaser is not “wanted” in the State of Dllinois.

i N = Name check

F = Fingerprint check 4 Courts are also checked for disposition information.

© The statewide warrant database is also checked.
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Table 21B: Data elements and databases used for presale record checks on potential firearm purchasers by States with “alternative™* systems, 1993

DATABASES CHECKED
Probation/
National State Civil parole/

Data elements used in~ State Crime Interstate mental restraining pretrial

search of criminal repository  Information  Identification  FBI-CJIS  health order release
State history database records Center Index files records files INS  status Other
California Name, DOB N N N N? N N N
Colorado N N N N N
Connecticut Name, DOB N N
Delaware Name, DOB, SSN, N N N .

Dr. Lic. -
Florida Name.DOB, race, N N N N

sex, SSN
Guam Name, fingerprints - F.N
Hawaii Fingerprints if F.N N F N

no name identification
Idaho Name, DOB N N N N
Tllinois Name, DOB N N N N® N©
Indiana Name, DOB N
Towa Name, DOB N N N
Maryland Name, DOB, SSN, N N N N N N nd

Dr.Lic.
Massachusetts Name, DOB N N N N N
Michigan Name, DOB N N N N
Missouri
Nebraska Name, DOB N N N
New Jersey Name, DOB, F.N N N F F

fingerprints
New York Fingerprints F F N F
Oregon Fingerprints if no F N N N® N N

name identification
Tennessee Name, DOB N
Utah Name,DOB N N N N N°¢
Virgin Islands Name, DOB N N
Virginia Name, DOB N N N N N
Wisconsin Name, DOB N N N
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Explanatory Notes for Table 22

The notes below expand on the data in Table 22. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent.

* Note: States appearing in this table have been designated by the Bureau
of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, U.S. Treasury Department, as States
that currently have laws that qualify as alternatives 1o the five-day waiting
period requirements of the Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act
(Public Law 103-159, November 30, 1993). 59 Federal Register 140, p.
37534 (July 22, 1994).

** Information was received from State-level repository. Additional
information available from local “Chief Law Enforcement Officers™
(CLEO’s) may not be included on this table.

Not available.

t F = Federal
S = State/Local

Figure represents potential purchasers who were incligible because they
were under age.

bColorado’s alternative system was not implemented until 1994, Under both
the pre-Brady system and the alternative system, sale approvals have been
granted in 92% of the cases and denials have occurred in 8% of the cases.

®Upon request, list of *nonapprovals® is provided to other criminal justice
agencies.

4 The alternative system was approved by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Fireamms in July 1994,

¢ Information is provided only if there is an outstanding warrant.

f Figure represents potential purchasers who were ineligible because their
pemits were invalid—e.g., expired, revoked, etc., including revocations due
to felony convictions.

B Figure includes potential pt who were ineligible because they
were non-residents (3), under 21 (3), or because the firearms were stolen
(144).

b The alternative system was not implemented until 1994.

i Figure includes potential purchasers who were ineligible because they
were dishonorably discharged from the armed services (1), or because they
attempted to exceed the lawful handgun limits (264).
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Table 22: Purchasers determined to be ineligible to purchase firearms in “alternative”* States, 1993

Potential purchasers determined to be ineligible

Action taken by State repository regarding
purchasers determined 1o be incligible**

Provided
information to
Adjudicated Federal/
Unlawful mental State/local
users or defective or prosecution No action
Disqualifying addictedto  committed to Sought or law taken by
convictions/ controlled mental Blegal issuance of  enforcement State

State Total indictment Fugitives  substances  institution aliens Othe & warrant authoritiest Other repository
Califomi% 6509 5.861 429 2192 S.F
Colorado
Connecticut 297 X
Delaware 468 32 S
Florida 7.538 7.200 321 17 b ot
Guam 40 39 i X
Hawaij 197 X
Idaho s¢
Tilinois 1160 63 10077
Indiana 45 45
Iowa .
Maryland 377
Massachusetts ...
Michigan 3200
Nebraska 185 185 S, F
New Jersey 949 949 X
New York .
Oregon 264 104/5 5 1508
Tenncsceh X
Utah® . X
Virgin Islands 1 6 4 1 . X
Virginia 1.739 1.148/270 47 5 4 265!
Wisconsin 308 308 X
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Explanatory Notes for Table 23

The notes below expand on the data in Table 23. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent.

*  Note: States appearing in this table have been designated by the b Additions] potential purchasers may have been found ineligible as a result
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, USS. Treasury of checking databases other than the State repository database.
Department, as States that are subject to the Federal five-day waiting
period requirements of the Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act
(Public Law 103-159, November 30, 1993). 59 Federal Register 140,
pp. 37533-34 (July 22, 1994).

€ Although Rhode Island does operate in compliance with the Brady Act,
the State has for some time applied a datory day waiting period
on the purchase of all firearms. During that time, local law enforcement
conducts checks of criminal history records. During 1993, s total of

*%  Information was received from State-level repository. Additional . )
information available from local “Chief Law Enforcement Officers™ ;::ii checks were conducted of which 201 potential purchases were

(CLEO"s) may not be included on this table.

d 1 ocal authorities also are notificd if the potential purchaser has a State

t F = Federal or National Crime Information Center (NCIC) warrant outstanding.
S = State/Local
€ Background checks are not done currently.
Not available.
hd Local law enforcement agencies conduct the checks: therefore, the

information is not available at the State repository level.

3 *Brady checks” are processed by individual county and local law
enforcement agencies. Legislation was passed that transferred the
responsibility to a Handgun Clearance Center to be established within the
Arizona Department of Public Safety; implementation details were not
available at the time the survey response was completed.
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Table 23: Presale criminal history record checks by States subject to the Federal waiting period®, February 28 - March 18, 1994

Action taken by State repository
regarding purchasers determined to be

ineligible**
Number of
criminal record

Number of Number of background Provided

criminal record criminal record checks information

background background resulting in to Federal/

checks conducted  checks resulting approvals to Number of Stateflocal

for purchase of in denials to proceed with applications prosecution or No action

handguns purchase purchase of pending law enforcement taken by
State handguns handguns processing authorities} State repository
Alabama* . X*
Alaska 1,448 51 1.394 3 X*
American Samoa 0 0 0 0 X
Arizona*? xX*
Arkansas 950 9 631 310 X
District of
Columbia 30 X
Georgia 9.213 L. S . X
Kansas 1,628 71 1.557 0 S.F
Kentucky 3.823 138 3.685 0 S.F
Louisiana* X*
Maine 1554 10° 0 0 X
Minnesota® X*
Mississippi X
Montana* X+
Nevada 2,416 29 2387 0 S.F
New Hampshire X
New Mexico 1,272 26 1,236 0 S
North Carolina 12,000 A s . X*
North Dakota 428 13 413 2 F
Ohio 3,604 38 3.566 0 S
Oklahoma* X
Pennsylvania X
Puerto Rico .
Rhode Island 8 F
South Carolina 4305 190 4102 13 sd
South Dakota* xX*
Texas 53.395 X*
Trust Territory of
the Pacific®
Vermont 600 - L s F
Washington* X*
West Virginia ce 16 N
Wyoming 1,050 33 1.013 4 X+
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U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs
Bureau o f Justice Statistics

Bureau of Justice Statistics

‘Survey of State Prison
Inmates, 1991

e Inmate characteristics
e Family characteristics
¢ Recidivism

¢ Drug/alcohol use

¢ Gang membership

o HIV/AIDS
e Sentence /time served

e Gun possession and use

e Victims of violent inmates

e Prison programs







46% of violent inmates carried or used a weapon

when they committed the offense

1% Military-type gun
5% Rifle or shotgun
Other weapon such

l 5% as a club or bottie

0%

I 549
¢ No weapon

20% 40% 60%

Percent of violent inmates

Fig. 36
An estimated 2,100 inmates, representing fewer than
1% of all violent inmates, were armed with a military-
type weapon, such as an Uzi, AK-47, AR-15, or M-16.

Weapon use was strongly related to the inmate's age
when the offense occurred. Weapons were carried or
used by —

— 52% of inmates age 24 or younger

— 44% of those age 25 t0 34

— 39%, age 35 to 44

— 33%, age 45 or older.

Weapon use did not vary significantly between the
sexes or among racial and ethnic groups. Among
violent inmates, the same percentage (46%) of men
and women carried a weapon. White inmates (43%)
were about as likely as black inmates (47%) and
Hispanic inmates (48%) to have been armed.

About two-thirds of all armed violent inmates carried
guns. Of these, 56% actually fired their gun when they
committed the offense.

More than haif of the inmates who commitied
murder, robbery, or assault carried a weapon

Percent of violent inmates

Current Any Other
offense weapon Gun  Knite weapon
Murder 64% 45%  14% 5%
Negligent

manslaughter 47 32 12 3
Rape 17 5 10 2
Other sexual assault 6 2 3 1
Robbery 51 36 10 5
Assault 57 33 16 8

Fig. 37
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Inmates armed with a gun differed littie from
those with a knife in how they used their weapon

How weapon Parcent of violent armed inmates
was used Gun Knife  Other weapon
To kill the victim 14% 15% 11%

To injure the victim 11 18 23

To scare the victim 54 51 . 43

For protection 30 29 27

To get away 12 14 15

Other reasons _ 6 5 6

Not used 8 9 11

Fig. 38

Most inmates who cartried a weapon
while committing the crime used it

« More than 90% of the violent inmates who carried
a weapon actually used it to commit the offense.

» Among inmates who had a weapon at the time
of the offense —

52% used it to scare the victim
14%, to injure the victim
14%, to kill the victim.

« 29% of the violent inmates who carried a weapon
used it for seli-protection; 13% used it to get away
after committing the crime. :

61% of violent inmates said that they
or their victims were drinking or using drugs
at the time of the crime

Percent of inmates reporting

that they or their victims were
under the influence of alcohol
or drugs at time of the offense

Violent Inmate
offense Inmate Victim orvictim

All 50% 30% 61%
Homicide 52 46 70
Sexual assault 42 19 47
Robbery 52 19 61
Assault 50 42 68

Fig. 39

e 30% of the violent inmates said their victims
were under the influence of alcohol or drugs.

« Homicide and assault were the crimes for which
the largest percentage of inmates reported drug
or alcoho! use by the victim or themselves

at the time of the offense.







1 in 6 inmates committed their offense armed with a gun,
and half of them fired it

Percent of inmates

Owned or Armed when Fired
possessed committing during
Ever owned in month current current
Type of firearm or possessed before arrest offense offense
Any firearm 43% 24% 16% 8%
Handgun 34 18 13 6
Rifle or shotgun 29 12 3 2
Military-type 8 3 <1 <1
Other 7 <1 <1 : 0
Fig. 40

Handguns were the most commonly
owned and used firearm :

More than 40% of all inmates reported they had
owned or possessed a firearm at some time in their
lives. While 34% of the inmates owned a handgun,
29% owned a rifle or shotgun, and 8% a military-type
weapon. Sixteen percent of all inmates admitted to
using or having a gun while committing their current
offense — 13% a handgun, 3% a rifle or shotgun,
and 1% a military-type weapon.

36% of inmates convicted of homiicide, robbery,
or assault were armed with a gun

— 429%, of the inmates who committed a homicide
were armed with a gun, while 36% fired the gun.

— 34% of the robbers were armed, while 6%
fired the gun.

— 31% of the inmates who committed an assault
were armed, while 25% fired the gun.

Inmates who had committed sexual assault, property,
drug, or public-order offenses (excluding weapons
violations) were the least likely to be armed (less than
5%) or to fire a gun (1% or less).

More than a fifth of the inmates reported ever
having or using a gun while committing a crime

When asked about using guns in the past, 23% of the
inmates said they had committed at least one crime
with a firearm — 19% had used a handgun, 5% a
shotgun or rifle, and 1% a military-type weapon. Half
of the inmates who had ever possessed a firearm,
had used a firearm to commit a crime.

Male inmates (23%) were more likely than female
inmates (12%) to have used or possessed
aguninacrime.

Relatively fewer Hispanic inmates (18%) than white
(22%) or black (25%) inmates said they had a gun
while committing a crime.

10% of inmates had stolen at least one gun,
and 11% had sold or traded stolen guns

Black

market/

| 28%

Family/
friends Other
31% 5%

Percent of inmates who had
possessed a handgun

Theft Among those inmates who had possessed a
Retail 9% '

handgun, 37% had most recently acquired the
weapon through theft or an illegal market.

e 28% got the gun from the black market,
tence a drug dealer, or a tence.

e 9% stole the handgun from a retail outlet,
a friend, or a family member, or in a burglary.

® 31% got the handgun from family or friends.

More than a quarter of the inmates had bought
the handgun at a retail outlet.

Fig. 41
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As in previous years, firearms were the weapons used in
approximately 7 of every 10 murders committed in the Nation.

Table 2.7—Victim/Offender Relationship by Age, 1995
[Single Victim/Single Offender]

Of those murders for which weapons were reported, 59 per- Age of Victim Age of Offender
cent were by handguns, 5 percent by shotguns, and 3 percent ) Total Under 1§ | 18and over | Unknown
by rifles. Other or unknown types of firearms accounte_d 'for Total 10,032 967 6.390 675
another S percent of the total murders. Among the remaining Under18.............. 1.265 304 893 6%
. s . 18andover............ 8.655 655 7418 582
weapons, knives or cutting instruments were employed in 13 Unknowm ol ) » s
percent of the murders; personal weapons (hands, fists, feet,
etc.) in 6 percent; blunt objects (clubs, hammers, etc.) in 5 per-
cent; and other dangerous weapons, such as poison, explosives,
etc., in the remainder. (See Table 2.13.) A state-by-state break-
down of weapons used in connection with murder is shown in
Table 20.
Table 2.8— Victim/Offender Relationship by Race and Sex,' 1995 N
[Single Victim/Single Offender]
. Race of Offender Sex of Offender
Race of Victim Total

White Black Other Unknown Male Female Unknown
WHItE VICHIIS - - o o o eeneeeennane e nanenees 4.954 4124 699 . 60 71 4.443 440 71
Black VICHMS . - - ot oee e e 4764 281 4422 15 46 4.165 553 46
Other Race VICHMIN L oot ie e 253 50 44 153 6 224 23 6
Unknown Race . ... ... it e 61 2] 10 — 30 30 1 30

Race of Offender Sex of Offender
Sex of Victim Total -

White Black Other Unknown Male Female Unknown
Male VICUMS - . oo 7.382 3,077 4,055 155 95 6,503 784 95
Female VICUMS oo iaaeee e 2,589 1.378 1.110 73 28 2,329 232 28
Unknown Sex . .. s 61 21 10 — 30 30 1 30

' Data based on 10032 incidents.

Historical statistics on relationships of victims to offenders
showed that the majority of murder victims knew their killers.
During the 1990s. however, the relationship percentages have
changed: in 1995. 15 percent of victims were killed by strang-
ers. and 39 percent of victims were killed by persons whose
relationships were unknown, for a collective total of 55 per-
_cent. Less than half of murder victims in 1995 were related to
or acquainted with their assailants, 11 and 34 percent. respec-
tively. Among all female murder victims in 1995, 26 percent

were slain by husbands or boyfriends. Three percent of the male
victims were killed by wives or girlfriends.

Considering circumstances, arguments resulted in 28 per-
cent of the murders during the year. Eighteen percent occurred
as a result of feloniaus activities such as robbery, arson, etc.,
while another 1 percent were suspected to have been the result
of some felonious activity. Six percent were juvenile gang kill-
ings, which were up 38 percent in volume over the past 5 years.
Table 2.14 shows murder circumstances for the same timeframe.
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Table 2.9—Murder, Types of Weapons Used, 1995 Table 2.10—Murder Victims, Types of Weapons Used. 1991-1995

{Percent distribution by region} Weapons 1961 1992 1993 1094 1095
Knives | Unknown | Personal Total «oveoreeee i 20676 | 22716 | 23180 | 22084 | 20043
Total or or weapons
Region all | Firearms | o | other | (hands Total Firearms .......... 14373 | 15489 | l6.136 | 15.463 | 13.673
weapons instrumens | 92ngerous | fists. feet. Handguns ............ 11497 | 12580 | 13212 | 12775 | 11.198
weapons etc.) Rifles ....... N 745 706 757 724 637
Shotguns............. 1.124 1111 1.057 933 917
Total .............. 100.0 68.0 13.0 12.8 6.3 Other guns ........... 30 42 37 19 29
Firearms~not stated . . . . . 977 1.050 1.073 992 892
Northeastern States .. -100.0 65.2 15.5 11.7 7.6 Knives or cutting
Midwestern States . .. 100.0 67.9 123 14.7 5.2 instruments. .......... 3.430 3.296 2,967 2.802 2538
Southern States .. ... 100.0 68.3 120 13.1 6.6 Blunt objects (clubs.
Western States ...... 100.0 70.6 12.1 11.7 5.6 hammers. €1¢.) ........ 1.099 1.040 1.022 912 904
Personal weapons (hands.
! Because of rounding, percentages may not add to totals. fists. feet. etc.)' ....... 1.202 1.131 1.151 1.165 1.182
Poison................. 12 13 9 .10 B W
Explosives ............. 16 19 23 10 190
Fite ... 195 203 217 196 166
Narcotics ........... fee 22 24 22 22 22
Drowning .............. 40 29 23 25 29
Strangulation ........... - 327 314 331 287 232
Asphyxiation ........... 113 115 s 111 113 135
Other weapons or
weapons not stated. .. .. 847 1.043 1.168 1.079 960

! Pushed is included in personal weapons.

Table 2.11—Murder Victims, Types of Weapons Used, 1995

Weapons

. Blunt Personat’ .

Age Total K.mve.s of | objects weapons ) Other-

Fitearms | CUWn8 (clubs. (hands. Poison |Explosives|  Fire Narcotics | SUangu- | Asphyxia- ) weapon of
NSUY- | hammers, | fists. feet. lation tion  [weapon not

ments etc.) etc.) stated

Toal ........... .l 20.043 13.673 2.538 S04 1.182 12 190 166 22 232 135 989
Percent distribution . . . .. 100.0 68.2 127 4.5 5.9 Bt 9 8 1 1.2 7 4.9
Under 18 . ............ 2.428 1.482 148 73 391 28 53 5 32 66 146
Under 22" ............. 5.445 3.998 408 139 139 5 30 63 8 51 68 236
18andover' ........... 17.278 12.013 2.353 816 763 162 108 17 195 68 775
Infant (under 1) ........ 249 8 K] 14 143 1 5 3 2 1 33 36
Ttod ...l 411 61 14 22 194 2 19 21 1 4 21 52
5108 ... 103 41 3 4 15 —_ 3 16 1 2 2 14
Q91012 ... ... 103 67 7 6- 9 1 1 S —_ 3 1 3
13tol6 ... 953 789 72 16 17 — — 8 1 14 8 28
171019 . ... ... ... 2.116 1.788 175 43 36 — 1 3 —_ 16 1 53
20029 ... . 3.559 2922 323 82 66 1 7 12 4 34 7 101
251029 ... - 2.814 2.147 349 80 75 1 17 9 1 20 9 106
30t034 .. 2526 1.744 375 104 108 — 14 14 2 38 8 119
351039 ... ’ 1.966 1.246 337 16 108 1 17 16 4 27 7 97
401044 L 1.517 956 226 i 107 _ 24 9 2 13 7 80
451049 ... ... ... 993 592 165 R} S8 2 30 7 1 13 2 43
S0to54 ...l 645 368 101 s2 33 2 22 8 — 10 8 41
55059 ... 471 247 89 qu 37 —_ 13 4 — 7 4 21
601064 ... ... .. 352 178 70 . 30 23 — 8 4 —_ 3 4 30
651069 ..., 292 140 59 v 23 1 4 3 — 3 2 28
T0to74 ... 222 80 44 2" e — s 10 1 S 3 20
75andover............ 414 121 87 R ER] — — 9 2 12 7 49
Unknown ............. 337 178 37 15 b — — S — S 1 68

' Pushed is included in personal weapons.
* Includes drowning.
* Does not include unknown ages.
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Table 2.21—Robbery, Percent Distribution, 1995

[By population group]

Group I Group Ii Group 111 Group IV Group V Group VI County
(55 cities, (136 cities, (341 cities, (616 cities. (1.481 cities. (5.839 cities agencies
250,000 100.000 to 50.000 10 25.000 1o 10.000 to under (3.637
and over; 249.999: 99.999: 49.999; 24.999. 10.000: agencies:
population population population population population population population
39,629.000) 20.081.000) 23.,166.000) 21.191.000) 23,280.000) 20.038.000) 74.008.000)
Total' ... .o 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Street/highway .................... 62.9 54.8 50.9 42.6 38.8 31.0 36.5
Commercial house ................. 10.7 129 13.1 13.8 13.6 14.0 16.1
Gas or service station .............. 15 - 2.2 2.8 33 3.9 3.4 39
Convenience SIore . .........ee.nuns 29 58 6.2 7.9 9.0 10.5 9.2
Residence .......ocvvvvnivnnnnnans 9.9 10.6 9.7 10.5 11.8 12.4 15.9
Bank ....... e e e, 1.1 1.7 20 2.5 2.3 24 2.1
Miscellaneous .................... 10.8 12.0 15.4 19.3 20.7 26.3 16.3

" 1 Because of rounding, percentages may not add to totals.

Firearms were the weapons used in 41 percent of robberies
in 1995. Strong-armed tactics were used in another 41 percent,
knives or cutting instruments in 9 percent, and other danger-
ous weapons in the remainder. A comparison of 1994 and 1995
robbery totals by weapon showed those by strong-arm tactics
decreased 3 percent; those by firearms were down 8 percent;
those by knives or cutting instruments declined 10 percent; and
those by other dangerous weapons dropped 12 percent. A
state-by-state breakdown of weapons used in robberies in 1995
is shown in Table 21.

Table 2.22—Robbery, Types of Weapons Used, 1995

[Percent distribution by region]

Armed
Total Knives or
Region all cutting Other S;:;:i-
weapons' || Firearms | instru- | weapons

ments
Total ... 100.0 41.0 91 9.2 40.7
Northeastern States . .. .. 100.0 333 117 10.4 44.6
Midwestern States . ... .. 100.0 45.6 7.8 9.0 37.7
Southern States ........ 100.0 45.1 6.5 8.9 39.6
Western States . ........ 100.0 389 10.4 8.4 422

' Because of rounding, percentages may not add to totals.

Law Enforcement Response

The 1995 robbery clearance rate was 25 percent nationally.
The highest robbery clearance rate—40 percent—was regis-
tered by rural county law enforcement agencies. In suburban
counties, the rate was 28 percent, and in the Nation’s cities, it
was 24 percent. (See Table 25.) Regional robbery clearance
percentages ranged from 21 percent in the Northeast to 27 per-
cent in the South. (See Table 26.)

Persons under the age of 18, exclusively, were the offenders
in 20 percent of all 1995 robbery clearances. This age group
accounted for 22 percent of the suburban county clearances,
20 percent of those in the Nation’s cities, and 14 percent of
those by rural county agencies. (See Table 28.)

Two percent fewer persons were arrested for robbery in 1995
than in 1994. For the 2-year period, arrests of adults for rob-
bery also declined 2 percent, and those of juveniles decreased
1 percent. The number of robbery arrests dropped 3 percent in
the Nation’s cities but increased 11 percent in the rural coun-
ties and 1 percent in suburban counties.

Considering the 5-year period, 1991-1995, total arrests and
arrests of males for robbery were each down 7 percent, while
arrests of females were up 3 percent. For the same timespan,
arrests of persons 18 years of age and older decreased 15 per-
cent, but juvenile arrests rose 18 percent.

Sixty-four percent of all robbery arrestees in 1995 were
under 25 years of age, and 91 percent were males. Fifty-nine
percent of those arrested were black, 39 percent were white,
and the remainder were of other races.
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For the second consecutive year, aggravated assaults declined
1 percent to a total of 1,099,179 offenses in 1995. Aggravated
assaults in 1995 accounted for 61 percent of the violent crimes.

Geographic distribution figures show that 40 percent of the
aggravated assault volume was accounted for by the most popu-
lous Southern Region. Following were the Western Region with
25 percent, the Midwestern Region with 20 percent, and the
Northeastern Region with 15 percent. Among the regions, only
the Midwest registered an increase in the number of reported
aggravated assaults. (See Table 4.)

The 1995 monthly figures show that the greatest number of
aggravated assaults was recorded during July, while the lowest
volume occurred during February.

Table 2.23—Aggravated Assault by Month, 1991-1995

[Percent distribution] .

Months 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995
Januvary ............ ... 6.9 7.3 75 7.2 7.6
Februarv . .............. 6.6 7.3 6.5 7.0 7.1
March ................. 7.7 8.0 8.1 8.3 8.1
April ... 8.1 8.7 8.3 8.5 8.3
May .................. 9.1 9.2 8.9 8.8 8.8
June ... 9.3 89 9.1 8.9 8.8
July oo 9.7 94 9.6 9.5 9.4
AUgUSl . ... 9.9 9.1 9.2 9.4 9.3
September ... ..., 9.0 8.6 8.3 8.9 8.9
October. ....... . 8.6 8.5 8.5 8.7 8.8
November...... . .... 7.6 7.6 7.4 7.7 7.6
December ........ ... .. 7.6 74 8.6 7.3 7.4

The Nation's cities collectively experienced a decrease of 3
percent in the aggravated assault volume from 1994 to 1995.
Among city population groupings, both cities with populations
over a million and cities with populations from 250,000 to
499,999 recorded 5-percent declines. The number of aggra-
vated assaults decreased 1 percent in suburban counties but
increased 6 percent in the rural counties during the same 2-year
period. (See Table 12.)

Five- and 10-vear trends for the country as a whole showed
aggravated assaults 1 percent higher than in 1991 and 32 per-
cent above the 1986 experience. (See Table 1.)
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Rate

There were 418 reported victims of aggravated assault for
every 100,000 people nationwide in 1995, the lowest rate since
1989. The rate was 2 percent lower than in 1994 and 3 percent
below the 1991 rate. The 1995 rate was, however, 21 percent
above the 1986 rate.

Higher than the national average, the rate in metropolitan
areas was 459 per 100,000 in 1995. Cities outside metropolitan
areas experienced a rate of 369, and rural counties, a rate of 187.

Regionally, the aggravated assault rate was 319 per 100,000
people in the Northeast, 359 in the Midwest, 474 in the South,
and 481 in the West. Compared to 1994 rates, 1995 aggravated
assault rates were down in all regions except the Midwest, which
registered a 3-percent increase. (See Table 4.)

Nature

Thirty-three percent of the aggravated assaults in 1995 were
committed with blunt objects or other dangerous weapons. Of
the remaining weapon categories, personal weapons such as
hands, fists, and feet were used in 26 percent of the assaults;
firearms in 23 percent; and knives or cutting instruments in the
remainder.

Three of the four categories of weapons decreased in use
during 1995, with personal weapons (hands, fists, feet, etc.)
showing the only increase, less than 1 percent. Those aggra-
vated assaults involving firearms decreased 9 percent; assaults
with knives or cutting instruments, 2 percent; and those with
blunt objects or other dangerous weapons, 1 percent.

Table 2.24—Aggravated Assault, Types of Weapons Used, 1995

[Percent distribution by region]

Other
Total Knive_s or | weapons
Region Coal Firearms cutting (clubs. | Personal
weapons' instru- b'lunl weapons
ments objects.
etc.)
Total ................. 100.0 229 18.3 329 259
Northeastern States ... .. 100.0 14.3 21.1 35.3 29.3
Midwestern States . ... .. 100.0 25.4 19.7 34.0 20.9
Southern States ........ 100.0 25.4 18.8 343 218
Western States . ........ 100.0 2211 14.4 29.2 34.3







Table 20.—Murder, State, Types of Weapons, 1995

Firearms Knives or )
State Total Toual Handguns Rifles Shotguns (type cutting Other | Hands, fists.
murders’ firearms unknown) | instruments weapons feet. etc.

Alabama ....................... ...l 459 346 309 10 27 — 46 38 29
Alaska................. .. .o 48 24 17 6 1 —_ 9 10 S
AfZODA. .. ..o 429 325 249 18 21 37 35 39 30
Arkansas............o. il 258 190 130 10 27 23 22 32 14
California .. ........................... 3,531 2.593 2.288 140 125 40 405 369 164
Colorado....................ouiu... 199 117 95 8 8 6 38 25 19
Connecticut ................oveann... 150 102 96 2 —_ 4 19 17 12
Delaware® .. ... ... il 9 4 1 —_ 2 1 4 1 —
District of Columbia®.................... 332 269 3s 28 —_
Florida ............................... 1,037 615 415 26 2 146 115 262 45
Georgia. ... 649 454 389 21 32 12 88 70 37
Hawaii ............................... 56 25 19 6 — — 9 8 i4
Idaho................. ... ... ...l 48 28 13 3 5 7 8 8 4
Hitnois® . ........ ... ... .............. 810 601 517 14 16 54 86 62 61
Indiana ............. ... ... ... .. ... 350 248 190 11 i8 29 42 37 23
Bowa ... . 44 17 11 — 3 3 8 10 9
Kansas®............. ... ...,

Kentucky ............................. 258 163 114 17 19 13 27° 48 20
Louisiana ............................. 715 568 480 19 32 37 65 54 238
Maine .............. ...l 18 10 5 4 — 1 3 4 1
Maryland ............................. - 599 433 397 14 15 7 85 53 28
Massachusetts ......................... 208 109 53 2 1 53 59 35 5
Michigan ......... ... ... . ... . ... 791 559 284 38 61 176 85 115 32
Minnesota.. ........................... 181 115 98 5 9 3 34 21 11
MiSSISSIPPI .« . .. 194 142 122 6 13 1 22 19 11
Missouri ............. ... i, 433 314 242 21 21 30 50 50 19
Montana® ...l

Nebraska ............................. 21 13 8 2 3 — 3 3 2
Nevada .................... ... ... 159 104 94 3 6 1 16 31 8
New Hampshire .. ...................... 18 8 7 —_ 1 — 5 1 4
Newlersey .....................o.o... 409 239 231 3 3 2 61 63 46
New Mexico........................... 109 71 63 1 1 6 20 11 7
NewYork ............................. 1.522 1.012 916 22 47 27 241 156 113
NorthCarolina............. ........... 671 448 349 36 59 4 87 106 30
NorthDakota .......................... 6 3 1 — 2 — 1 2 —_—
Ohio ......... ... . i 525 335 297 7 23 8 65 86 39
Oklahoma............................. 386 138 105 15 17 1 33 197 18
Oregon ..................oiiuii., 124 72 59 7 6 —_ 19 27 6
Pennsylvania® ... ... .. ... ... ... ... ... 677 476 424 16 33 2 78 73 50
RhodeIsiand .......................... 32 23 16 — 1 6 S 2 2
SouthCarolina . ...................... .. 292 175 13§ 8 21 11 56 37 24
South Dakota ............. .. ... ... ... 9 1 1 — _ — 5 2 1
Tennessee ........... ... ... ... .. ....... 451 307 253 9 37 8 63 54 27
Texas ............ . 1.652 1.143 838 62 119 124 228 188 93
Utah ... 73 50 36 5 3 6 7 12 4
Vermont . .............. 12 8 1 6 — 1 —_ 4 —
Virginia. . ... . 500 351 306 11 20 14 67 48 34
Washington ... .. ... ... 259 149 111 17 11 10 41 53 16
WestVirginia ... ... 89 65 48 4 11 2 6 14 4
Wisconsin .. ............. ... .. ... 218 107 92 2 9 4 29 57 25
Wyoming ............. .. R 10 4 4 —_ — — 2 -_ .4

' Total number of murders for which supplemental homicide data were received.
* Complete data for 1995 were not available for the states of Delaware. Illinois. Kansas, Montana. and Pennsylvania. See “Offense Estimation.” pages 367-368 for details.
* Firearm breakdowns were not provided by the District of Columbia.
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Table 21.—Robbery, State, Types of Weapons, 1995

Knives or
State Total robberies’ Firearms cutting Other weapons Strong- Agency Population
instruments armed count

Alabama . ......... ... ... i 6.251 2.396 1.008 1.039 1.808 277 3.881.000
Alaska. .. ..oooiii i e s 902 324 97 89 392 24 S30.000
AFIZODA. . oottt 7.101 2974 700 636 2.7 81 3.868.000
ArKANSAS . . . oviit e 3.115 1.561 199 252 1.103 186 2.473.000
California . .......cooiiiiiiiiiii 100,558 40.248 10.653 8.250 41,407 714 31.168.000
Colorado..........ovvniin i 3.444 1,126 367 569 1.382 145 3.283.000
Conneclicut .......ooviriii i 5,325 1,921 512 462 2.430 99 2.773.000
Delaware? .. ... ...oeiminiiinanin s 92 43 6 4 30 1 29.000
Districtof Columbia ..................... 6.864 2.820 630 327 3.087 2 554.000
Florida .......c.viiimin i 39.488 15.358 2.590 3.051 18,489 378 12.681.000
GeOTZIA. . ..o ie it 14,031 6.790 913 1.766 4.562 358 6.237.000
Hawaii .......cooiviiviiniiiaiininnn 1.553 145 97 37 1.274 2 1.187.000
Idaho....... ... 263 72 24 38 129 107 1,145,000
TIHROEST . . oot e 31.632 15.894 1.944 1.571 12.223 4 3.114.000
Indiana ... ...t iiiia 3.159, 1.455 256 257 1.191 208 . 3.168.000
Towa .. ... .. 1,184 -296 110 176 602 178 2.277.000
Kansas™ . ... ueiii e 1.399 573 135 170 521 2 433,000
Kentucky 3478 1.337 382 288 1471 457 3.376.000
LouiSiana ........oovvuiinirnranaannanan 11,035 6.731 8635 676 2.763 153 3.743.000
Maine . ... 306 59 34 32 181 124 975,000
Maryland ...... ..o 21326 11,159 1.416 1.395 7.356 146 5.041,000
Massachusetts ................vvviunnnn 8,499 2.000 1,562 1.061 3.876 251 S.158.000
Michigan ............. ... il 17,258 7.989 1.020 3.025 5.224 455 8.239,000
Minnesota. . ........ ... il 5,677 1.625 417 352 3.283 290 4.498.000
MiSSISSIPPI v 2.504 1.476 121 229 678 56 948.000
MiSSOUNT . ..ottt i s 10,512 4622 672 863 4.355 190 4.054.000
Montana® .. ... ... i 31 6 5 4 16 4 129.000
Nebraska .............. o, 1,053 405 78 62 508 239 1.553.000
Nevada . ...ttt 4,946 2,220 445 387 1.894 29 1.495.000
New Hampshire ............coooiinn.. 250 62 24 11 153 70 816.000
New JErsey ...ooovinnnnniinianneeannens 22.395 7.163 2.082 1.626 11.524 513 7.880.000
New Mexico.......ovviiiiiiiiiiiinnn.. 2.063 1.006 256 135 666 45 989.000
NewYork ......... ... iiiiiiit. 71.203 22,709 9.405 9.000 30.089 666 16.187.000
NorthCarolina . . .............o.vviunnn 12,765 5813 932 1.164 4.856 474 7.070.000
NorthDakota .............coooiiinvnnn, 63 15 7 24 17 68 549.000
ORIO .. 17,394 6.997 1.040 1.629 7.728 253 6.964.000
Oklahoma .. .......coovvriiinnnieinn.. 3.786 1.379 284 262 1.861 285 3.275.000
Oregon . ... 4.217 1.285 448 374 2,110 183 2.874.000
Pennsylvania.............. .. ... ... 16,444 7.664 947 713 7.120 4 2.099.000
Rhodelsland .............. ... ... ....... 912 213 98 67 534 44 990.000
SouthCarolina .. ........................ 6.420 2.396 682 755 2.587 192 3.602.000
SouthDakota ........................... 171 62 23 6 80 a4 455.000
Tennessee . . ... ...t 10.910 6.044 788 1.048 3.030 133 3.396.000
TEXAS oot e 33.611 14.865 2.919 3.469 12.358 903 18.545.000
Utah ... . 1.182 372 89 165 556 102 1.731.000
VEIMON © i e e 19 2 6 7 4 17 278.000
Virginia. . ..o 8.450 3.876 558 837 3179 333 6.492.000
Washington ........... .. ... P 6.785 2.040 703 530 3.502 206 3,144,000
WestVirginia .. ... .o 780 270 62 49 399 297 1.826.000
WISCOMSIN . . ..t 5.381 2.883 347 3430 1.811 326 5.035.000
WYOMING ... 82 25 15 5 37 64 467.000

! The number of robberies for which breakdowns were received for 12 months of 1995,

* Compiete data for 1995 were not available for the states of Delaware. Illinois. Kansas. Montana. and Pennsvivania. See ™
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Table 22.—Aggravated Assault, State, Types of Weapons, 1995

Total Knives or
State aggravated Firearms cutting Other weapons P,ersonal_ A?cnc-‘ Population
aesaults’ instruments weapons count
Alabama............................... 15.454 4.290 3.060 4.102 4.002 277 3.881.000
Alaska............ ... ... ... L 2933 719 649 658 907 24 530.000
Anzona............... . .ooiieiiiee .. 19.760 7.029 3.256 5.323 4.152 81 3.869.000
Arkansas................. e 9.405 2.798 1.525 2.002 3.080 186 2.474.000
California .............................. 181,965 36.180 23.624 52710 69.451 714 31168000
Colorado. ..........cooovirvin .. 10,158 2.855 2.066 3.080 2.157 145 3.283.000
7.022 841 1.133 2413 2.635 99 2.773.000
134 33 39 35 27 1 29.000
7.228 1.540 1.756 2932 1.000 2 554.000
Florida ......... ... ... ..., 91.996 20.110 17.829 40.262 13.795 378 12.681.000
Georgia. ..o 26.230 6.936 5.739 8.604 4951 358 6.257.000
Hawaii .........cciiiiiii .., 1.564 256 149 299 © 860 - 3 1.187.000
Idaho...... ... i 3,046 911 683 1.063 389 107 1.145.000
Iinois™ .. ... 41.767 12.323 9.467 15.396 4.581 4 3.114.000 ",
Indiana ............. ... . ... 8.807 886 655 1.751 5.515 208 3.168.000
Towa ... 5.947 752 930 1.642 ] 2.623 178 2.277.000
Kansas®™.................... ... 1.951 568 364 761 258 2 433.000
Kentucky ............... ... ... ... 5.970 1.148 977 2.251 1.594 457 3.376.000
Louisiana .............................. 25,835 9.179 4.554 7.189 4.913 153 3.743.000
Maine .. ... 901 57 132 308 404 124 Y75.000
Maryland .......... ... . ..ol 25,694 5.430 4.831 10.602 4.831 146 5.041.000
Massachusetts .......................... 27.015 2.067 4,080 10.785 10.083 251 S.158.000
Michigan ................. ... ....... 38313 10.338 6.932 16.892 4.151 455 8.239.000
Minnesota.............................. 7.839 1.969 2.263 T 1.884 1.723 260 4.498.000
MISSISSIPPE - o ov v 3,529 1.276 617 605 1.031 56 948,000
Missouri .................. L, 20,073 6.447 3.342 6.567 3717 190 4.054.000
Montana® .............................. 173 57 44 34 38 4 129.000
Nebraska .............................. 4,741 932 715 1.624 1.470 239 1.553.000
Nevada ........................ ..., 8.300 1.626 1.030 2,487 3.157 29 1.495.000
New Hampshire ......................... 416 54 87 97 178 70 816.000
Newlersey........o..ooviiii.. 22,801 3773 4.727 6.860 7.441 513 7.880.000
New Mexico................... ... .. 6.071 1.827 1.157 1.692 1.39§ 43 989,000
NewYork .............................. 71.866 10,422 17.445 26.334 17.665 666 16.187.000
North Carolina . ......................... 30.189 8.871 5.780 8,559 6.979 474 7.070.000
North Dakota ........................... 319 21 50 94 154 68 549,000
Ohio ..o 22178 5.132 3.995 6.462 6.589 253 0.964.000
Oklahoma .. ...................... .. ... 16.102 3.439 2.217 4.696 5.750 285 3.275.000
Oregon ......... .. ... ... 10.227 2.287 1.718 3.444 2.781 185 2.874.000
Pennsvivania-. .. ... ... ... ... ... .. ... 8.827 2,770 1.766 2.056 2.235 4 2.099,000
Rhode Island ... ........................ 2432 248 403 972 809 44 990.(H)
South Carolina . ......................... 27.168 6.510 6.407 9.902 4,349 192 3.602.000
South Dakota ........................... 802 149 185 160 308 44 455,000
Tennessee . ... 20.446 6.143 3875 6.219 4.509 133 3.396.000
Texas ... 80.082 21.685 16,918 24.271 17.208 903 18.545.000
Uah .. 3.753 724 728 1.434 867 102 1.731.000
Vermont ... 199 67 25 77 30 17 278.000
Virginia. ... oL 12.565 - 2.042 2.547 3405 4,571 343 6.492.0600
Washinglon ... ... ... L 14.747 3.569 2729 4499 4.000 206 5,144,000
West Virginia ............. ... ... L. 2,581 319 439 494 1.329 297 1.826.000
CWisconsin . 7573 1.234 1,231 1.710 3.398 326 5.035.000
Wyoming ... 918 132 159 238 389 64 167.000

" The number of aggravated assaults for which breakdowns were received for 12 months of 1995

* Complete data for 1995 were not available for the states of Delaware. ltinms. Kansas. Montana. and Pennsyivania. See "Offense Estimation.” pages 367-368 for details.
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Section V

Weapons Used in Violent Crime

The surge in the level of violent crime in the Nation over the
past decade corresponded with a significant rise in firearm us-
age by the criminal population. The main focus of this study is
to examine this dynamic nationally and regionally and to dis-
cuss trends for other types of weapons used in violent crimes.
The data in this report are based on Uniform Crime Reporting
(UCR) weapon information collected for the offenses of mur-
der, robbery, and aggravated assault. These crimes constitute
95 percent of all violent crimes. Weapon data are not collected
for forcible rape. The weapon categories are (1) firearms,
(2) knives or cutting instruments, (3) other dangerous weap-
ons, and (4) personal weapons (hands, fists, feet, etc.)

National Experience

During 1994, based on crimes reported to law enforcement
agencies, there were 544,880 offenses in the United States in
which victims were murdered, robbed, or assaulted with fire-
arms. In other words, nearly 1 out of 3 (31%) murder, robbery,
and aggravated assault offenses collectively involved firearms

as the weapons used. Further, Table 5.1 shows that from 1985

to 1994 violent crimes committed with firearms increased by a
much wider margin than those committed with other weapons.
During this 10-year time period, firearm-related offenses were
chiefly responsible for the overall 42-percent increase in mur-
ders, robberies, and aggravated assaults. When addressing the
trends for the remaining weapon types, the increases did not
exceed those for the firearm category. In contrast to crimes of
violence nationwide, property crime (which is not weapon-ori-
ented) increased only 9 percent during the period 1985 to 1994.
~ Weapon statistics have been collected since the mid-1970s

by the UCR Program for each violent crime offense with the
exception of forcible rape. Chart 5.1 shows that considering
weapon types, the 1990s have become the decade most prone
to firearm use in history for the violent crimes studied. The
trends for firearm use in murders, robberies, and aggravated
assaults were remarkably similar in pattern. After remaining
stable or declining during the period 1980-1985, firearm-related
violent crimes followed a distinctive upward trend with the
number of firearm-related aggravated assaults showing the
greatest increase—76 percent—in 1994 as compared to the
1985 level. (Table 5.1.)

Recently, the Bureau of Justice Statistics, Department of
Justice, released a study concluding that of the victims of non-
fatal violent crimes who faced an assailant armed with a fire-
arm, 17 percent were injured in some manner (pistol-whipped,
shot, etc.). Three percent of those confronted with a firearm
suffered gunshot wounds. When applying this statistic to the
1994 UCR figure of 528,575 firearm-related robbery and
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Table 5.1

Percent Changes in the Numbers of Murders,
Robberies, and Aggravated Assaults, by Weapon Types,
United States, 1994 over 1985

. Knives or Other p
Offense Total Firearms | cutting {dangerous "S°"a{
instruments| weapons | WEapons
Murder ............ 22.8% 46.3% =25.6% 9.4% —3.9%
Robbery ........... 24.3% 46.3% -10.5% 27.8% 15.9%
Aggravated assault. .. 54.8% 75.6% 21.5% 58.2% 63.2G
Total .............. 42.1% 59.5% 11.7% 52.6% 37.5%

Table 5.2

Number of Firearm-Related Violent Crimes and
Shooting Victims, United States, 1994

Offense Firearms used to Victims Shot
commit crime
Murder .........ooiiiiiienins 16,305 16.305
Robbery and Aggravated Assault . . 528,575 15.857*
Total ...t 544,880 32,162

* According to the Bureau of Justice Statistics, Department of Justice. victims of
nonfatal violent crimes are shot and wounded 3 percent of the time when the offender
is armed with a firearm.

aggravated assault offenses, an estimated 15,857 offenses in-
volved victims who suffered gunshot wounds. Moreover, when
including firearm-related murders during 1994, there were an
estimated 32,162 offenses where victims were shot (see Table
5.2). It should be noted that the aforementioned figures do not
include criminals who have been shot during the commission
of a crime. '

Firearm-related violent crimes that result in injury or death
are having a substantial impact on the Nation’s public health
system. A recent study by the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, United States Department of Health and Human
Services, indicated that 92 percent of patients who required
hospitalization due to firearm-related injuries survived. Since
firearm-related violent crime is the fastest increasing category,
the number of hospital admissions due to these crimes may
adversely affect the cost of health care since most of these vic-
tims are taken to trauma centers. The American Hospital Asso-
ciation reported in 1994 that approximately 23 percent of the
Nation’s 6,650 hospitals have trauma centers, up from 11
percent in 1991.

The advent of trauma centers in nearly all major urban areas
may have influenced the recent decline in the Nation’s
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homicide rate. The Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion reported that of people hospitalized with gunshot wounds,
9 out of 10 survived, as earlier mentioned. This may, in part,
account for the recent significant decline in the number of
homicides nationwide. Ostensibly, this is an area of criminal
justice research that needs further examination.
Accompanying the unprecedented level of firearm usage in
the violent crimes studied is the dramatic increase in the num-
ber of juveniles arrested for weapon violations. Specifically,
estimates for the years 1985 and 1994 show juvenile arrests
for this crime increased 113 percent nationwide. As shown in
Table 5.3, substantial increases in arrests for weapon viola-
tions were experienced by all racial groups over the 10-year
timespan. The overall increase for total weapon violation arrests
was 43 percent, with adult arrests for this category increasing 30
percent for the 10-year period under consideration. It should also
be noted that total juvenile violent crime arrests in 1994 rose con-
siderably—80 percent—as compared to the 1985 total.

Regional Experience

An escalation in the violent crime volume was experienced
by every region in the Nation over the past decade, 1985 to
1994. As with the national experience, the upward trend in vio-
lent crime for each region was fueled by significant increases

Table 5.3

Percent Changes in the Number of Juvenile Arrests
for Weapon Violations, by Race,
United States, 1994 over 1985

Race Number of Arrests for Percent Change
Weapon Violations 1994 over 1985
1985 1994
White .................. 20.594 39,197 90.3
Black .................. 8.787 22,820 159.7
Other................... 436 1,488 2413
Total ... ... ... 29.817 63.505 113.0

in firearm-related murders, robberies, and aggravated assaults,
as shown in Table 5.4. The Midwestern and Western Regions
experienced exceedingly large increases for murders and ag-
gravated assaults committed with firearms. When considering
the trends for weapon types other than firearms (e.g., knives,
clubs, hands, fists, etc.), there were no across-the-board in-
creases as was experienced in the firearm category.

The South, the most populous region in the Nation, had a
disproportionally high percentage of firearm-related murders
and aggravated assaults during 1994. More specifically, while
the South constituted 35 percent of the United States popula-
tion in 1994, it accounted for 43 percent of murders and 44
percent of aggravated assaults that were firearm-related (see
Chart 5.2). In contrast to the Southemn Region, the Northeast
recorded a disproportionally low number of firearm-related
murders and aggravated assaults, 15 percent and 10 percent,
respectively. This region accounted for 20 percent of the
Nation’s population in 1994. The regional percent distribution
for firearm-related robberies mirrored the Nation’s population
distribution percentages.

The Western and Midwestern Regions experienced the most
consistency in their proportions of firearm-related murders,
robberies, and aggravated assaults in 1994, as delineated in
Chart 5.2. The percentage of the total was roughly the same for
each crime category.

Table 5.4

Percent Increases in the Number of Firearm-Related
Murders, Robberies, and Aggravated Assaults, by Region,
United States, 1994 over 1985

Region Murder Robbery Aggravated
assault
Northeast ............... - 49.6% 28.3% 52.0%
Midwest ................ 45.9% 49.7% 79.9%
South .................. 34.8% 57.4% 69.4%
West ... 71.6% 45.2% 97.0%
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Bureau of Justice
Statistics reports
(Revised May 1995)

Call toli-free 800-732-3277 to order BJS
reports, to be added to one of the BJS
mailing lists, or to speak to a reference
specialistin statistics at the Bureau of
Justice Statistics Clearinghouse,

P.O. Box 179, Annapolis Junction, MD
20701-0179; or fax orders to 410-792.
4358. For drugs and crime data, call the
Drugs & Crime Clearinghouse, 1600
Research Bivd., Rockville, MD 20850,
toll-free 800-666-3332,

BJS maintains these mailing lists:
* Law enforcement reports

» Federal statistics

¢ Drugs and crime data

¢ Justice expenditure and employment
e Privacy and security of criminal histories
and criminal justice information policy
* BJS bulletins and special reports

* State felony courts

¢ Corrections

* National Crime Victimization Survey
* Sourcebook of Criminal Justice
Statistics (annual)

Single copies of reports are free; use title
and NCJ number to order. Postage and
handling are charged for bulk orders
of single reports. For single copies of
muitiple titles, up to 10 titles are free;
11-40 titles $10; more than 40, $20;
libraries call for special rates.

Public-use tapes, disks, and CD-ROM's
of BJS data sets and other criminal justice
data are available from the National
Archive of Criminal Justice Data (formerly
CJAIN), P.O. Box 1248, Ann Arbor, MI
48106 (toll-free 800-999-0960).

National Crime Victimization
Survey

NCVS redesign:
Press release, NCJ-151169, 10/94
Fact sheet, NCJ-151170, 10/94
Questions and answers, NCJ-151 171, 10/94
Technical background, NCJ-151 172, 10/94
Criminal victimization in the U.S.;
1973-92 trends, NCJ-147006, 8/94
1992 (final), NCJ-145125, 4/94
Violence against women, NCJ-145325, 1/94
Highlights from 20 years of surveying crime
victims: 1973-92, NCJ-144525 10/93
Crime and older Americans information
package, NCJ-140091, 4/93, $15
Crime victimization in city, suburban,
and rural areas, NCJ-135943, 6/92
School crime, NCJ-131645, 9/91
Teenage victims, NCJ-128129, 5/91
The Nation's two crime measures: Uniform
Crime Reports & NCS, NCJ-122705, 4/90
Victimization and fear of crime: World
perspectives, NCJ-93872, 1/85, $9.15
The National Crime Survey: Working papers,
Vol. I, History, NCJ-75374, 8/82
Vol. It, Methodology, NCJ-90307, 1/85,$9.90

BJS selected findings

Violence between intimates: Domestic
violence, NCJ-149259, 11/94

Violent crime, NCJ-147486, 4/94

Elderly crime victims, NCJ-147186, 3/94

BJS crime data briefs

Young black male victims, NCJ-147004,
12/94

Violence and theft in the workplace,
NCJ-148199, 7/94

Child rape victims, 1992, NCJ-147001, 6/94

Crime and neighborhoods, NCJ-1 47005,6/94

Guns and crime: Handgun victimization,
firearm seif-defense, and firearm theft,
NCJ-147003, 5/94

Carjacking, NCJ-147002, 3/94

Costs of crime to victims, NCJ-145865,2/94

BJS bulletins and special reports

Criminal victimization 1982, NCJ-144776,
11/93

Crime and the Nation's households, 1992,
NCJ-143288, 9/93

Black victims, NCJ-122562, 4/90

Hispanic victims, NCJ-120507, 1/90

Motor vehicle theft, NCJ-109978, 3/88

Robbery victims, NCJ-104638, 4/87

Courts
BJS bulletins

Corrections
BJS bulletins and special reports

HIV in prisons and jails, 1993, NCJ- 152765,
5/95

Jail inmates, 1993-94, NCJ-151651, 5/95

Capital punishment 1993, NCJ 150042,
12/94

Prisoners in 1993, NCJ-147036, 6/94

Women in prison, NCJ-145321, 3/94

HIVin U.S. prisons and jails, NCJ-143292,
9/93

Drug enforcement and treatment
in prisons, 1990, NCJ-134724, 7/92

Violent State prisoners and their victims,
NCJ-124133, 7/90

Prison rule violators, NCJ- 120344, 12/89

Recidivism of prisoners released in 1983,
NCJ-116261, 4/89

Drug use and crime: State prison inmate
survey, 1986, NCJ-111940, 7/88

Time served in prison and on parole,
1984, NCJ-108544, 12/87

Prison sentences and time served for
violence (BJS selected findings),
NCJ-153858, 4/95

Correctional populations in the U.S.:
1992, NCJ-146413, 1/95
1991, NCJ-142729, 8/93

Prisoners at midyear 1994 (press release),
NCJ-151168, 10/94

Comparing Federal and State prison
inmates, 1991, NCJ-145864, 10/94

Profile of inmates in the U.S. and in England
and Wales, 1991, NCJ-145863, 10/94

National Corrections Reporting Program:
1992, NCJ-145862, 10/94
1991, NCJ-145861, 2/94

Survey of State prison inmates, 1991,
NCJ-136949, 5/93

Census of State and Federal correctional
facilities, 1890, NCJ-137003, 6/92

State and Federal institutions, 1926-86:
Race of prisoners admitted, NCJ-125618,

6/91
Historical statistics on prisoners,
NCJ-111098, 6/88

Census of jails and survey
of jail inmates

BJS bulletins and special reports

Jail inmates, 1992, NCJ-143284, 8/93

Drunk driving: 1989 Survey of Inmates
of Local Jails, NCJ-134728, 9/92

Women in jail, 1989, NCJ-134732, 3/92

Drugs and jail inmates, NCJ-1308386, 8/91

Profite of jail inmates, 1989,
NCJ-129097, 4/91

Population density in local jails, 1988,
NCJ-122299, 3/90

Census of local jails, 1988:
Summary and methodology, vol. i,
NCJ-127992, 3/91
Data for individual jails in the Northeast,
Midwest, South, West, vois. -V,
NCJ-130759-130762, 9/91
Census of local jails, 1983: Selected
findings, vol. V, NCJ-1 12795, 11/88

Probation and parole

BJS bulletins and special reports
Probation and parole:
1993 (press release), NCJ-149730, 9/94
1992, NCJ-146412, 9/94

Juvenile corrections

Children in custody: Census of public and
private juvenile detention, correctional,
and shelter facilities, 1975-85, NCJ-1 140865,
6/89

Survey of youth in custody, 1987 (special
report}, NCJ-113365, 9/88

Expenditure and employment

Justice expenditure and employment:
1990 (BJS bulletin), NCJ-135777, 9/a2
1988 (full report), NCJ-125619, 8/91

Justice variable pass-through data, 1990:
Anti-drug abuse formula grants (BJS
technical report), NCJ-133018, 3/92

Drugs and crime

State drug resources: 1994 national
directory, NCJ-147706, 10/94
Drugs and crime facts, 1993, NCJ-146246, 8/94
Drugs, crime, and the justice system:
A national report, NCJ-133652, 5/93
Technical appendix, NCJ-139578, 6/93
Catalog of selected Federal publications
on illegal drug and alcohol abuse,
NCJ-139562, 6/93

Felony sentences in State courts:
1992, NCJ-151167, 1/95
1990, NCJ-140186, 3/93

Felony sentences in the U.S., 1990,
NCJ-149077, 10/94

Pretrial release of felony defendants
1992, NCJ-148818, 11/94

Prosecutors in State courts
1992, NCJ-145319, 12/93
1990, NCJ-134500, 3/92

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

BJS special reports

Tort cases in large counties: Civil Justice
Survey of State Courts, 1992,
NCJ-153177, 4/95

Murder in families, NCJ-143498, 7/94

Murder in large urban counties, 1988,
NCJ-140614, 3/93

Recidivism of felons on probation,
1986-89, NCJ-134177, 2/92

State court organization, 1993, NCJ-148346,
2

/95

Felony defendants in large urban counties:

National Pretrial Reporting Program
1992, NCJ- 148826, 5/95
1990, NCJ-141872, 5/93
1988, NCJ-122385, 4/90

National Judicial Reporting Program

1990, NCJ-145323, 12/93
1988, NCJ-135945, 1/93

Felons sentenced to probation in State

courts, 1986, NCJ-124944, 11/90

Felony laws of 50 States and the District of

Columbia, 1986, NCJ-105066, 2/88, $14.60

State court model statistical dictionary:

Supplement, NCJ-98326, 9/85
1st edition, NCJ-62320, 9/80, $10.60

Criminal history records

Survey of criminal history information

systems, 1993, NCJ-148951, 1/95

Compendium of State privacy and security

legislation:
1994 overview, NCJ-151262, 1/95
1994 full report (1,500pp, microfiche $2,
hard copy, NCJ-151623, $1 84), 1/95

National Criminal History Improvement
Program announcement, NCJ-151 173, 12/94
Use and management of criminal history

record information: A comprehensive
report, NCJ-143501, 11/93

Report of the National Task Force on

Criminal History Record Disposition
Reporting, NCJ-135836, 6/92

Attorney General's program for improving

the Nation's criminal history records:
Identifying felons who attempt to
purchase firearms, NCJ-144393, 10/89
Identifying persons, other than felons,
who attempt to purchase firearms,
NCJ-123050, 3/90, $9.90

Assessing completeness and accuracy

of criminal history record information:
Audit guide, NCJ-133651, 2/92

Forensic DNA analysis: Issues,

NCJ-128567, 6/91

Statutes requiring use of criminal history

record information, NCJ-129896, 6/91

Original records of entry, NCJ-125626, 1/91
Strategies for improving data quality,

NCJ-115339, 5/89

Public access to criminal history record

information, NCJ-111458, 11/88

Juvenile records and recordkeeping

systems, NCJ-112815, 11/88

Automated fingerprint identification

systems: Technology and policy issues,
NCJ-104342, 4/87

Criminal justice "hot" files, NCJ-101850, 12/86
Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927, 9/81,

$11.50

BJS/SEARCH conference proceedings:

National conference on criminal history

record information: Brady and beyond,

NCJ-151263, 1/95

National conference on criminal justice
bulletin board systems, NCJ-145327,
2/94

National conference on improving the
quality of criminal history information,
NCJ-133532, 2/92

Criminal justice in the 1990's: The future
of information management,
NCJ-121697, 5/90, $7.70

Juvenile and adult records: One system,
one record? NCJ-114947, 1/90

Open vs. confidential records,
NCJ-113560, 1/88, $7.70

R

Law enforcement

. Law Enforcement Management and Adminis-

trative Statistics, 1990: Data for individual
agencies with 100 or more officers,
NCJ-134436, 9/92

Incident-Based Reporting System (IBRS):
Demonstrating the operational utility of
incident-based data for local crime
analysis: Tacoma, Wash., and New
Bedford, Mass., NCJ-145860, 6/94

Using National IBRS data to analyze violent
crime (Technical Report), NCJ-144785, 11/93

BJS bulletins and special reports

Federal law enforcement officers, 1993,
NCJ-151166, 12/94

Census of State and local law enforcement

. agencies 1992, NCJ-142972, 7/93

Drug enforcement by police and sheriffs'
departments, 1990, NCJ-134505, 5/92

State and local police departments, 1990,
NCJ-133284, 2/92

Sheriffs’ depart ments, 1990, NCJ-133283,
2/92

Police departments in large cities, 1987,
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Introduction

This report presents key findings from Bureau
of Justice Statistics (BJS) surveys relating to
crime and the role of firearms. Data from
these national surveys describe the extent to
which victims confront armed offenders, the
consequences of such victimizations, and how
offenders obtained and used their firearms.
This report also summarizes information that
the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI),
under its Uniform Crime Reporting Program
(UCR), obtained from the more than 17,000
law enforcement agencies nationwide.

The UCR reports on the amount of firearm
involvement in murders, rapes, robberies,
and aggravated assaults.

BJS is the statistical arm of the U.S.
Department of Justice and is responsible

for the collection, analysis, and reporting of
information relating to criminal victimization
and the administration of justice throughout
the Nation. Each year since 1973, BJS has
conducted interviews with a scientifically
designed sample of more than 100,000
persons residing in approximately 40,000
American households. The National Crime
Victimization Survey (NCVS) is the means
for the public to describe its exposure to crime
and the consequences of crime. Victims are
asked about the role of firearms in the crimes
they experienced.

Since 1972, BJS has conducted nationally
representative surveys of offenders in local
jails and State prisons. Information is -
gathered from inmates about their criminal
and social backgrounds, histories of drug
and alcohol use, and participation in drug
and alcohol treatment and other correctional
programs. These interviews also provide
comprehensive data on the use of weapons
and descriptions of the victims of violent
incarcerated offenders. Findings from the
most recent survey of nearly 14,000 State
prisoners were summarized in the BJS report,
Survey of State Prison Inmates, 1991.

In the coming months, BJS will publish a
major report on firearms and crime to provide
substantially greater detail on the nature and
background of crimes that involve firearms.
The report will complement previous BJS
reports to the Nation on crime and on drug-
related crime.

Lawrence A. Greenfeld
Acting Director
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How often are firearms involved in crime?

_

The handgun crime rate in 1992 reached the highest recorded level

Rates of serious violent crime and handgun crime victimization, 1979-92

Number of victimizations per 1,000 population
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Source: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey, 1979-92

Note: Serious violent crimes (rape, robbery, and aggravated assault) include handgun crimes.

Each year Americans experience an average
of 6.7 million violent crimes — rapes,
robberies, and assaults. Victims of violent
crime report that in almost 13% of the crimes,
the offender was armed with a firearm — an
average of about 858,000 armed attacks with
firearms each year. In addition, in 1992 more
than 16,000 persons were murdered with
firearms. (NCVS, UCR)

Between 1987 and 1992 there were just over
40 million violent crimes reported by victims of
rape, robbery, aggravated assault, and simple
assault. In the same years there were an
additional 134,180 murders and nonnegligent
manslaughters. (NCVS, UCR)

From 1987 to 1992 victims faced armed
offenders in 5.1 million violent incidents and
in 85,453 of the murders and nonnegligent
manslaughters. In just under 1 million of

these firearm incidents, the victim was either
injured (880,000) or killed (85,000). Each year
between 1987 and 1992 an average of
161,000 violent crimes with firearm resulted in
injury or death. (NCVS, UCR)

Rape victims report that about 6% of their
attackers used a handgun

Nationwide, rape victims report a similar
amount of weapon use — about 20% of rape
victims say that their attacker used a weapon.
About a third of these victims, or about 6%

of all rape victims, report that the weapon

was a handgun. (NCVS)

A recent study of forcible rapes reported to the
police in three States found that about
5% of such crimes may involve the use
of a firearm. (NIBRS)

2 Firearms and Crimes of Violence: Selected Findings




—
-_—m—mm e I i————

Law enforcement agencies nationwide
report that each year nearly 600,000
firearm crimes are brought to their
attention

In 1992 about a third of all murders, robberies,
and aggravated assaults reported to law
enforcement agencies were committed with
firearms —

more than 16,000 murders,
271,000 robberies, and
278,000 aggravated assaults. (UCR)
Since 1987 the number of violent attacks that
involved firearms and that were reported to law
enforcement agencies has increased rapidly —
up 55% by 1992. The number has grown an
average of about 40,000 per year. During the
same years, the number of violent crimes
without firearms increased 22%.

Violence involving firearms grew 22 times
faster than violent crime that involved no
firearms. (UCR)

Between 1987 and 1992 —
the number of crimes with firearms

increased 36% for murder,
59% for robbery, and
52% for aggravated assaults;

the number of crimes without firearms

decreased 8% for murder,
increased 16% for robbery, and
increased 26% for aggravated assault.

The number of robberies with firearms grew
at nearly 4 times the rate of increase in the
number without firearms; the number of
aggravated assaults with firearms grew at
about twice the rate of increase in such

assaults without firearms. (UCR)

Firearms were involved in a larger percentage of murders

than in other violent crimes

Percent of reported crime involving a firearm

75%

0%
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Source: FBI, Crime in the United States, 1980-92
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The number of violent firearm crimes reported to law enforcement
authorities increased nearly a third from 1980 to 1992,
but the number per 100,000 population grew more slowly

Number of violent firearm crimes reported to the police
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Source: FBI, Crime in the United States, 1980-92

Number of violent firearm crimes reported to the police per 100,000 population
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Who are the victims of violent firearm crimes?

Rates of victimization involving a handgun
were the highest among persons
age 16 to 19

For the 1987-92 period, persons age 16-19
had per capita rates of handgun victimization
22% higher than those for persons age 20-24.
The rates for those age 16-19 were more than

2 times the rate of those age 25-34,
3 times the rate of those age 35-49, nearly
8 times the rate of those age 50-64, and
17 times the rate of those 65 or older.
(NCVS)

A disproportionate number of young black
men die from gunshots

Among 15- to 24-year-old victims of homicides
involving firearms, black males account for
nearly 60% of the victims. They account for
about 7% of all persons in that age group.
(CDC)

Criminals used handguns to murder 290
law enforcement officers in a 6-year period

Between 1987 and 1992, 415 law enforce-
ment officers were killed in a felony; 91%, or
376 officers, were killed by a firearm (including
the 290 killed by handguns). Of the firearms
used to kill law enforcement officers (exclud-
ing the officer's own gun), 77% were
handguns, 16% rifles, and 7% shotguns.
During the same period 20,351 law enforce-
ment officers were assaulted by offenders with
firearms, and more than 1 in 4 of those
assaulted were injured. (UCR)
Among the offenders identified in the killing

of law enforcement officers, 53% had a prior
conviction history, and 22% were on probation
or parole at the time of the offense. (UCR)

Handgun crime, like serious violent crime, affects younger persons

more than older persons

Number of victimizatons per 1,000 population
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Source: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey, 1987-92
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Blacks are more often victims of handgun crime
than whites

Number of victimizations per 1,000 population
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Source: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey, 1987-92
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The rates of firearm homicides for young people generally increased
from 1979 to 1991, especially for young black males '

Number of homicides per 100,000 population
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Source: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, National Center for Health Staﬁstics,
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Vital Statistics of the United States, 1979-91
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What are the characteristics and outcomes of handgun victimizations?

Percent of
handgun
crimes
Victim/offender
relationship :
Stranger 72% ¢ The offender in most handgun crimes
Acquaintance 17 is a stranger to the victim.
Relative 5
Number of offenders
1 59% ¢ Most handgun crimes are committed
2 21 by offenders acting alone.
3or4d 13
5 or more 5
Victim injuries
None 85% * 2% of victims who face offenders
Minor 10 with handguns are shot.
Gunshot 2
Other serious 3
Medical care received
by gunshot victims
Long hospital stay ¢ Of those victims who are injured, almost a third
(8 or more days) 32% require a hospital stay of 8 or more days.
Moderate hospital stay
(3-7 days) 16
Brief hospital stay
(1-2 days) 16
Emergency room only 28
Care outside hospital 5

Source: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey, 1979-87

Between 1987 and 1992 in nearly 400,000 victims using a gun for self-defense were

incidents of violence, the victim had injured. Among victims defending themselves

a firearm for self-protection with a weapon other than a firearm or having
no weapon, about half sustained an injury.

In 35% of these incidents, the offender was (NCVS)

also armed with a firearm. About a fifth of the
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Who uses firearms to commit crimes?

Almost 30% of violent inmates carried
a gun during the crime for which
they were sentenced to prison

Percent of State inmates
who during the crime for which
they were sentenced to prison

Offense Carried'a gun Fired a gun
Total 16.3% 7.8%
Violent 28.9% 15.9%
Murder 43.6 37.9
Rape 5.2 4
Robbery 34.4 5.5
Assault 31.1 24.9
Property 3.2% 7%
Burglary 3.8 .9
Larceny 2.1 3
Motor vehicle
theft 3.3 3
Drug 4.2% .3%
Possession 4.4 2
Trafficking 4.0 3
Public-order* 16.1% 2.7%

*Public-order offenses include weapons possession
or trafficking, driving while intoxicated, gambling
and commercial vice, offense against nature and
decency, and other such crimes.

An estimated 16% of State prison inmates
reported that they carried a firearm when
they committed the crime for which they were
serving time. Half of those carrying a firearm
discharged it during the course of the crime.
About 4% of property and drug offenders said
they carried a firearm while committing the
offense for which they were serving time.
(SSPI)

About a fourth of inmates serving
a sentence for a violent crime carried
a handgun during the crime

Type of weapon carried by inmates

No weapon 54%

Handgun

Knife

Other weapon

Rifle or shotgun

Military-type gun 1%
0%

20% 40% 60%
Percent of violent inmates

Source: BJS, Survey of State Prison Inmates, 1991

More than 1 in 4 inmates who had
a handgun said they bought it
at a retail shop

Source of last gun obtained by inmate

Family/friends
Black market fence
Retail outlet

Theft

Other 1 . . .

O‘I’/o 1 d% 2(;% 30l°/o 46%

Percent of inmates who had a gun

Source: BJS, Survey of State Prison Inmates, 1991

Among offenders who had a prior adult
criminal record and who possessed a
handgun, 23% obtained the handgun from

a retail outlet; among first-time offenders who
possessed handguns, 40% obtained the gun
from a retail source.
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A fourth of all inmates owned or possessed
a firearm in the month before their
last arrest

More than 40% of all inmates reported that
they had owned or possessed a firearm during
their lives:

34% had a handgun,

29% a rifle or shotgun, and

8% a military-type weapon.

During the month before their arrest for the
crime for which they were serving time, 24%
said they had owned or possessed a firearm:
18% had a handgun,

12% a rifle or shotgun, and

3% a military-type weapon. (8SPI)

About 40% of respondents to a nationwide
survey conducted as a part of the General
Social Survey (GSS) by the National Opinion
Research Center (NORC) reported owning

or possessing a firearm in their household.
About 20% of GSS respondents claimed
ownership of a handgun; speaking of the
month before their arrest, 18% of inmates
reported handgun possession.  (SSPI, GSS)

A larger percentage of inmates with less severe criminal records had carried
or used a firearm during the crime for which they were in prison

About a quarter of State prisoners reported
that they had no adult history of sentences

to probation or prison. The remainder, about
three-fourths of all prisoners, had a prior adult
criminal record of sentences to probation

or prison. (SSPI)

Offenders serving time in State prisons without
a prior history of adult sentences were more
likely than inmates with such a history to have
carried a gun and to have used it during the
offense. Given the absence of a criminal
record, the gravity of the current offense,
including the possession or use of a firearm
during the crime, may have been a major
factor leading to a prison sentence. (8SPI)

Percent of State inmates who
during the crime for which they
were sentenced to prison —

Offense Carried a gun Fired a gun

First-timers 21.5% 12.8%
Violent 30.7 19.5
Property 4.4 19.5
Drug 3.4 4

Recidivists 14.4% 6.1%
Violent 27.9 13.9
Property 3.0 g
Drug 4.3 3
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Almost 6% of inmates in prison for murder
were recidivists who had bought
the murder handgun at a retail outlet

The 1991 Survey of State Prison Inmates
interviewed a national sample of prisoners
representing the more than 75,000 offenders
serving time for murder or nonnegligent
manslaughter. Among these offenders, just
under 6% had a prior history of sentences as
an adult to prison, jail, or probation and had
purchased the handgun used in the offense at
a retail store or gunshop. Translated into the
1993 prison population, this 6% represents an
estimated 5,000 murderers in State prison.

Background checks deterred inmates
from purchasing handguns at a retail shop

More than half of the inmates who got their
most recent handgun from an illegal source
indicated that they had not bought the weapon
at a retail shop because of concerns about a
background check (50%), a waiting period
(8%), or the necessity of completing Federal
forms that could be used to trace the weapon
(2%). About 1 in 6 of these inmates said they
felt they could purchase the firearm more
cheaply from an illegal source.

About a fifth of prison inmates —

» who were first-time adult offenders and

* who had carried or fired a handgun during
their offense and

» who had not acquired the gun at a retail
gunshop

— said they had avoided a retail purchase

of the firearm because of legal requirements
(background check, waiting period, or Federal
forms). By contrast, about half of recidivist
offenders who had carried or fired a handgun

obtained at other than a retail gunshop said
they sought to obtain the weapon elsewhere
because of those legal requirements.

(SSP1)

A quarter of those inmates who obtained the
handgun from family members or friends
reported a concern about a background check;
an additionat quarter of these inmates reported
that the cost of the firearm was cheaper than
from a retail store. (SSPY)

More than a third of the States perform
criminal records checks or issue permits to
buy firearms

In early January, the Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms reported that 18 States
were either conducting background checks
before firearm sales or granting a firearm
purchase permit. Preliminary reports from

11 of these States reveal more than 21,000
denials of purchases in 1993 because

of criminal-record checks.

Theft and burglary are major sources
of firearms for criminals

A firearm is stolen in more than 340,000

offenses every year. Firearms are stolen

in 217,200 household burglaries, 108,800

personal and household thefts, 6,700 motor

vehicle thefts, and nearly 8,000 violent crimes.
(NCVS)
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How many high school students possess
guns?

The Youth Risk Behavior Survey, a 1991
sample survey of 12,272 high school students
nationwide, revealed that 11% of students
reported having carried a handgun at least
once during the 30 days preceding the survey.
(CDC)

A recent survey of 758 male students in

10 inner-city high schools found that 22%

of the students possess firearms. The most
common sources for guns are borrowing them
from family or friends (53%) or buying them

on the street (37%) or from a family member
or friend (35%). (NIJ/OJJDP)

Abbreviations of sources used

CDC: Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, National Center for Health
Statistics, Morbidity and Mortality
Weekly, October 16, 1992

GSS:  General Social Survey, as reported
in BJS, Sourcebook of Criminal
Justice Statistics, 1992, September
1993

NCVS: BJS, National Crime Victimization
Survey, especially Handgun Crime
Victims, July 1990, and Guns and
Crime, May 1994

NIJ/OJJDP: National Institute of Justice/Office
of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention, "Gun Acquisition and
Possession in Selected Juvenile
Samples," Research in Brief,
December 1993

NIBRS: BJS, Using NIBRS Data to Analyze
Violent Crime: National Incident-
Based Reporting System, October
1993

SSPI:  BJS, Survey of State Prison Inmates,
1991, March 1993

UCR:  FBI, Uniform Crime Reports, Crime
in the United States, 1980-92, or
Law Enforcement Officers Killed
and Assaulted, 1987-92
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Table 1. Murders,* robberies, and aggravated assaults in which firearms were
used, estimated numbers of offenses and per capita rates, 1980 to 1992

Total estimated Murders with Robberies with Aggravated assaults
firearm crimes firearms™ firearms with firearms
Year Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
1980 392,083 174.0 14,377 64 221,170 98.1 166,535 69.5
1981 396,197 1729 14,052 6.1 230,226 100.5 151,918 66.3
1982 372,477 160.9 12,648 5.5 214,219 92.5 145,609 62.9
1983 330,419 141.2 11,258 4.8 183,581 785 135,580 579
1984 329,232 1394 10,990 4.7 173,634 735 144,609 61.2
1985 340,942 1428 11,141 47 175,748 73.6 154,052 64.5
1986 376,064 156.0 12,181 5.1 186,174 77.2 177,710 73.7
1987 365,709 150.3 11,879 49 170,841 70.2 182,989 75.2
1988 385,934 157.0 12,653 5.1 181,352 73.8 192,029 78.1
1989 410,039 165.2 13,416 54 192,006 77.3 204,618 824
1990 492,671  198.1 15,025 6.0 233,973 94.1 243,673 98.0
1991 548,667 217.6 16,376 6.5 274,404 108.8 257,887 1023
1992 665,576 2217 16,204 6.4 271,009 106.2 278,362  109.1
Percent
change,
1980-92 +44.2 4274 +127 40 +22.5 +83 +77.8 +57.1

“Includes nonnegligent mansiaughter.
Source: FBI, Crime in the United States, 1980-92

Table 2. Percent of murders,* robberies, and aggravated assaults
in which firearms were used, 1980 to 1992

Total for selected

crimes Murders* Robberies Aggravated assaults
Percent Percent Percent Percent
with with with with

Year  Number firearms Number firearms Number firearms Number firearms

1980 1,226,810 32.0% 23,040 62.4% 548,810 40.3% 654,960 23.9%
1981 1,240,370 31.9 22,520 62.4 574,130 40.1 643,720 236
1982 1,207,942 308 21,010 60.2 536,890 39.9 650,042 224
1983 1,189,060 285 19,310 58.3 500,220 36.7 639,530 212
1984 1,189,060 277 18,690 58.8 485,010 35.8 685,350 21.1
1985 1,240,100 275 18,980 68.7 497,870 353 723,250 21.3
1986 1,397,710 269 20,610 59.1 542,780 34.3 834,320 213
1987 1,392,890 26.3 20,100 59.1 517,700 33.0 865,090 21.4
1988 1,473,740 262 20,680 60.7 542,970 334 910,000 21.1
1989 1,551,640 264 21,500 62.4 578,330 33.2 961,710 215
1990 1,717,570 287 23,440 64.1 639,270 36.6 1,054,860 23.1
1991 1,805,170 30.4 24,700 66.3 687,730 39.8 1,092,740 23.6
1992 1,823,210 31.0 23,760 68.2 672,480 40.3 1,126,970 24.7

Note: The rate is the number of crimes per 100,000 population.
The number of gun crimes is an estimate.

*Includes nonnegligent manslaughter.

Source: . FBI, Crime in the United States, 1980-92

*U.S. G.P.0.:1994-301-151: 80040 Firearms and Crimes of Violence: Selected Findings 13
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Gun Acquisition and Possession
in Selected Juvenile Samples

by Joseph F. Sheley, Ph.D., and James D. Wright, Ph.D.

Violence committed by and against juve-
niles has come increasingly to define the
public’s image of the crime problem and
the larger political debate over anticrime
policy. While evidence documenting the
growth of youth violence is abundant,
systematic research on the means and
methods of this violence is scarce.

This Research in Brief summarizes the
results of a study concerning the number

and types of firearms juveniles possess as
well as where, how, and why juveniles
acquire and carry firearms. The findings
derive from responses to surveys com-
pleted by selected samples of male in-
mates (mostly from urban areas) in
juvenile correctional facilities in Califor-
nia, New Jersey, Louisiana, and Illinois
and male students in 10 inner-city public
high schools near the correctional institu-
tions surveyed.

The research focused on serious juvenile
offenders and on inner-city students be-
cause these groups are popularly thought
to engage in and experience violence at
rates exceeding those of most other
groups.' The sites chosen reflect the few
instances in which the researchers gained
dual entry into both a State’s juvenile
correction system and at least one adja-
cent, urban, local school district within a
reasonably parallel time period.

Issues and Findings

Discussed in this Research in Brief:
Results of a study of juvenile possession
of firearms drawn from voluntary ques-
tionnaires anonymously completed by:

4 835 male serious offenders incarcer-
ated in 6 juvenile correctional facilities
in 4 States,

4+ 758 male students in 10 inner-city
high schools near the facilities.

Both students and inmates came from
environmernts marked by crime and
violence.

Key issues: Researchers sought to find
. out the number and types of arms owned
! and where, how, and why they were
obtained. Because the study focused on
serious juvenile offenders and students
from schools in high-risk ateas, the
results are not generalizable to the entire
U.S. population.

Key Findings: The study found that:

4+ 83 percent of inmates and 22 percent
of the students possessed guns.

+ 55 percent of inmates carried guns all
or most of the time in the year or two
before being incarcerated; 12 percerit of
the students did so, with another 23
percent carrying guns now and then.

4 The firearms of choice were high-
quality, powerful revolvers, closely
followed by automatic and semiauto-
matic handguns and then shotguns.

4 Most of those surveyed thought it
would be easy to acquire a gun. Only 13
percent of inmates and 35 percent of
students said it would be a lot of trouble
or nearly impossible.

4 When asked how they would geta
gun, 45 percent of the inmates and 53
percent of the students would “borrow”
one from family or friends; 54 percent
of the inmates and 37 percent of the

students said they would get one “off
the street.”

4+ Fewer inmates and students said they
used hard drugs than expected (43 per-
cent of inmates and 5 to 6 percent of stu-
dents). Drug use was moderately related
to gun activity,

i

4+ More inmates than students reported

selling drugs (72 percent of inmates and
18 percent of students). Those who were
involved in selling driigs had higher lev-
els of gun ownership and use than those

who were not.

4+ The main reason given for owning or
carrying a gun was self-protection.

The researchers conclude that the funda-
mental policy problem involves convingc-
ing youths they can survive in their ,
neighborhoods without being armed. i

Target audience: Law enforcement
administrators, school officials, juvenile |
justice practitioners, researchers, and
community groups who work with
youth.




number of schools and neighbor-
A hoods can be dangerous places

for many young people in
America. Knives, revolvers, and even
shotguns regularly turn up in searches of
school lockers. News reports describe
incidents of children being shot on play-
grounds or of youths firing rifles as they
cruise the streets in cars. The use of weap-
ons in violent incidents has increased fear
among citizens of all ages.

In looking for solutions, school adminis-
trators and local criminal and juvenile
justice officials seek more information
about juveniles’ use of firearms. To that
end, the National Institute of Justice, with
joint funding from the Office of Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Preventicn—two
bureaus within the Justice Department’s
Office of Justice Programs-—commis-
sioned a study to learn more about the
level and nature of juvenile gun posses-
sion in high-risk neighborhoods. The
researchers asked students in high schools
that had experienced a large number of
violent incidents, as well as male juve-
niles involved in serious offenses, about
the weapons they carried, why they car-
ried them, and how they acquired them.

The reader should note, however, that the
study focused on high-risk areas and an
at-risk population. Therefore, the findings
are not generalizable, but the data shed
new light on a complex problem.

The findings discussed in this report are
sobering. For example, many students
surveyed in this study ¢laimed they car-
ried firearms to protect themselves from
fellow students and had little trouble
obtaining the weapons. This report raises
serious issues that concern all who are
working to diminish vielence and crime in
our neighborhoods. It should be helpful to
those developing policies and strategies to
combat the threats to public safety posed
by juveniles who illegally carry guns.

Michael J. Russell
Acting Director
National Institute of Justice

John J. Wilson

Acting Administrator

Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquericy Prevention

Method

A total of 835 inmates in 6 of the respec-
tive States’ major correctional facilities (3
in California, 1 each in the remaining
States) completed self-administered ques-
tionnaires in the spring of 1991. Each site
was a standard State facility to which
seriously troublesome youth were re-
manded. The offenses characterizing the
inmates in these sites ranged from drug-
related crimes (generally trafficking in
drugs) to homicide. All but the New Jersey
site, whose inmates had profiles like those
of inmates in the other institutions, were
maximum security facilities (completely
enclosed, guarded, razorwired). The
institutions’ populations ranged from 172
to 850. The percentage of inmates sur-
veyed per institution ranged from 22 to 62
(primarily a function of size of institution),
with a mean of 41 percent.

The survey was introduced to the inmates
as a national study of firearms and vio-
lence among youth. Participation in the
study was voluntary and anonymous, and
respondents were given $5 to participate in
the project. In all of the correctional facili-
ties in question, administrators announced
the study to inmates in all of the smaller
facilities’” dormitories and to those in about
half of the dormitories in the larger facili-
ties. The researchers then discussed the
project with them. An average of 95 per-
cent of the inmates addressed by the re-
searchers agreed to participate in the study.
At each site, groups of 10 to 20 inmates at
a time completed the questionnaire.

In ali cases, local high school administra-
tors viewed the topic of guns and violence
among students as politically charged.
They consented to the research only on the
guarantee that their districts and schools
would not be identified in the publication
of the research results. Responses were
obtained from schools in large prominent
cities near the correctional facilities serv-
ing as research sites. Enrollments in these
schools ranged from 900 to 2,100.

Schools selected for study were identified
by local school board officials as inner-city
schools that had experienced firearms
incidents in the recent past and whose

students likely encountered gun-related
violence (as victims, perpetrators, or by-
standers) out of school. No formal evi-
dence is available by which to document
these claims. However, interviews with the
faculty and students of these schools dur-
ing the administration of the survey con-
firmed the administrators’ assessments. In
one school, surveyors observed a student
taking a gun from his jacket to examine it
before responding to a questionnaire item
about caliber. Moreover, in the time since
administration of the survey, four of the
schools have experienced violent episodes
sufficient to gain national media attention.

The survey was introduced to students as it
was to the inmates—as a voluntary and
anonymous national study of firearms and
violence among youth. Spanish versions of
the survey were offered to students who
desired them. Principals were asked to
grant the researchers access to 150 to 200
students in each of the schools entered and,
within the practical constraints faced by
principals and teachers, to make the
sample—students in grades 9 through
12—as representative of their pupils as
possible.

In six instances, principals arranged for the
survey to take place during homeroom
periods. These periods were uniform for
the student body; thus, theoretically, the
study had access to the entire student
population. In two schools, the survey was
given during the physical education hours,
and in two schools, access was given to all
students enrolled in social studies courses.
In the former two sites, physical education
was mandatory and its hours were uniform
for all students; thus, here too, the study
theoretically had access to all students. In
the latter two sites access to the entire
student body was more limited. Approxi-
mately 95 percent of students addressed by
the researchers participated in the study.

The number of students surveyed was 758,
an average of 165 per school (within a
range of 109 to 229). The percentage of
student populations surveyed across
schools ranged from 7 to 21 (with a mean
of 10 percent; lower percentages were a
function of larger schools). In some




schools, the survey was administered to
groups of 20 to 30 students at a time. In
others, it was given to larger assemblies of
100 to 200 students. In 4 of the 10 schools
sampled, students were offered $5 to par-
ticipate in the survey. Neither financial
inducement nor method of distribution
more generally was tied to the percentage
of the student body participating in the
survey Or to response variation across
questionnaire items.

Validity, completeness, and
consistency issues

With respect to sites more generally, re-
sponses to the questionnaire items dis-
played some variation across correctional
facilities, as expected, but reflected no
systematic site-to-site patterns. Site differ-
ences that did occur could most often be
reduced to a single site at variance with
the others concerning a given item; no one
site appeared conspicuously at odds across
all items.

Missing data were expected given that the
survey was long, that time limits were
imposed on some respondents by their
institutions, and that respondents had been
told that answering any given item in the
survey was discretionary. Despite this, the
average percentage of inmate respondents
who failed to complete both items in any
set of randomly cross-tabulated items was
only 1.41 percent (literally, one case)
within a range of 0.11 to 4.1 percent; for
students the corresponding figure was 3.1
percent within a range of 0.7 to 3.9 per-
cent. Additionally, missing cases on the
items used in the present analysis were
contrasted with responding cases control-
ling for research site, race/ethnicity, and
age. Missing and responding cases differed
little. As a further check, all analyses re-
ported below were rerun substituting pre-
dicted values for all missing cases.? The
results were substantially unchanged.

Finally, though self-report data are abso-
lutely necessary to studies such as this one,
they inevitably raise issues of reliability
and validity. Attempts to establish level of
reliability in the present study centered on
pairs of items, the responses to which were
checked for logical consistency. For ex-

ample, respondents who claimed never to
have owned a military-style weapon at any
time in their lives should not have re-
sponded affirmatively to a later item re-
garding ownership of such a weapon just
prior to incarceration. Fourteen such items
were examined for the inmate sample, and
11 were examined for the student sample.
Inconsistent responses averaged only 2.4
percent within a range of 1.2 to 3.4 percent
among the inmate respondents. For the
students, they averaged 1.5 percent within
arange of 0.7 to 3.1 percent.

To determine how systematic were the
inconsistencies, each respondent was
scored on the number of inconsistent
answers. Inmate respondents received
scores between 0 and 14; student respon-
dents received scores between O and 11.
Only 4 percent of the inmates scored
above 2; no inmate scored above 6, and
only one scored 6. Only 1 percent of the
students scored above 2; no student score
exceeded 4.

Validity was more difficult to assess, since
there were no official records against
which to compare the self-report data.
However, indicative of construct valida-
tion, respondents who attributed respect
from peers to ownership of a gun also felt
that friends would look down on them if
they did not carry a gun (r = 0.638 for
inmates; 0.587 for students). The level of
use of heroin, crack, and regular cocaine
was associated with the extent of commis-
sion of property crimes to gain drug money
(r ranges between 0.245 and 0.384 for
inmates; between 0.395 and 0.453 for
students)—a finding consistent with those

o 1 3
of previous researchers.

As has been reported previously,* mari-
juana seems to have served as a gateway
drug to heroin, cocaine, and crack use for
the respondents. Among the inmate users
of heroin, cocaine, and crack, 79, 80, and
76 percent, respectively, had also used
marijuana. Among the student users of
heroin, cocaine, and crack, 76, 86, and
88 percent, respectively, had also used
marijuana.

In sum, reliability levels seem far above
what might be expected for respondents of
the type surveyed in the present study and

for the subject matter of interest here.
Validity levels clearly fall within an ac-
ceptable range, but see “Caveat.”

Characteristics of
respondents

The average inmate respondent’s age was
17, and 84 percent of inmates were non-
white. The modal educational attainment
level was 10th grade. More than half of the
inmates were from cities of at least
250,000 residents. Half had committed
robbery; two-thirds had committed bur-
glary. Among the students, 97 percent

Caveat

It should be stressed that these
findings are technically not general-
izable to other settings and popula-
tions. The four States serving as
research sites for this study were not
a probability sample of States. More-~
over, o maximize percentages of
respondents involved in the behay-
iors of interest, the study purposely
focused on serious juvenile offenders
and on students from especially
problematic inner-city schools.
Therefore, the 6 correctional facili-
ties and 10 high schools (and by

_ virtue of the voluntary nature of
participation in the study, the respon-
dents in those institutions) serving as
research sites were not probability
samples of their respective universes.

Nonetheless, comparison of inmate
respondents’ profiles with those
known through studies of youth in
similar institutions indicates that the
present sample was not dissimilar to
samples of State maximum-security
wards serving as subjects of other
studies.® Moreover, a 1984 study of
inner-city high school students’
criminal activity employed data
collected from randomly selected
high school students from inner-
city, high-crime neighborhoods

in four cities” and indicated age

and race breakdowns very similar
to those found among the student
respondents,




were nonwhite, and the mean age was 16.
The modal educational attainment level
also was 10th grade. All of the student
respondents were from cities with popula-
tions exceeding 250,000. As expected, the
student sample was far less involved in
criminal activities. Still, 42 percent of the
students reported having been arrested or
picked up by the police at least once; 22
percent had been arrested or picked up
“many” times; 23 percent reported having
stolen something worth at least $50. Nine
percent reported using a weapon to commit
a crime.

Exposure to guns
and violence

Prior to examining the gun-related behav-
iors of the respondents, one had to place
those behaviors in a larger social context.
Inmates and students alike inhabited social
worlds characterized by crime and vio-
lence. Four in 10 inmates had siblings who
had also been incarcerated, and 47 percent
had siblings who owned guns legally or
illegally. More generally, 79 percent of the
inmates came from families in which at
least some of the males owned guns; 62
percent had male family members who
routinely carried guns outside the home.
The pattern was even sharper with respect
to the peers of the incarcerated juveniles.
Nine out of 10 inmates had at least some
friends and associates who owned and
carried guns routinely.

Thus, in the street environment inhabited
by these juvenile offenders, owning and
carrying guns were virtually universal
behaviors. Further, in this same environ-
ment, the inmate respondents regularly
experienced threats of violence and vio-
lence itself. A total of 84 percent reported
that they had been threatened with a gun or
shot at during their lives. Half had been
stabbed with a knife.

If the social world of the student sample
was less dangerous or hostile, it was only
by comparison to that of the inmates. A
total of 69 percent of the students had
males in their families who owned guns.
Two out of five reported that males in their
families routinely carried guns outside the
home. Gun owning and carrying were also

common among the friends of the student
respondents. More than half (57 percent)
of the respondents had friends who owned
guns; 42 percent had friends who routinely
carried guns outside the home.

Like members of the inmate sample, the
student respondents were also frequently
threatened and victimized by violence.
Forty-five percent had been threatened
with a gun or shot at on the way to or from
school in the previous few years. One in 10
had been stabbed, and 1 in 3 had been
beaten up in or on the way to school.
Nearly a fifth (17 percent) had been
wounded with some form of weapon other
than a knife or a gun in or near the school.

Victimization aside, the study data also
permit some comment concerning violence
in the inner-city schools in which the stu-
dents were surveyed. Nearly a quarter (22
percent) of the surveyed students reported
that carrying weapons to school was com-
mon. Nearly half (47 percent) personally
knew schoolmates at whom shots had been
fired in the previous few years. Fifteen
percent personally knew someone who had
carried a weapon to school; 8 percent
personally knew someone who had
brought a gun to school.

The reality of violence in the respondents’
worlds shaped or was shaped by their

attitudes about violence. Both samples
were asked a series of questions about
when they felt it was acceptable (“‘okay”)
to shoot someone. Response possibilities
were “strongly disagree,” “disagree,”
“agree,” and “strongly agree.” A total of
35 percent of the inmates and 10 percent of
the students agreed or strongly agreed that
“it is okay to shoot a person if that is what
it takes to get something you want.” Was it
“okay to shoot some guy who doesn’t
belong in your neighborhood?” Twenty-
nine percent of the inmates and 10 percent
of the students agreed or strongly agreed
that it was. Elements of insult and injury
inevitably increased the perceived accep-
tance of violent responses. It was consid-
ered “okay [agree or strongly agree] to
shoot someone who hurts or insults you”
by 61 percent of the inmates and 28 per-
cent of the students.

Gun possession

The media depiction of the firearms envi-
ronment for juveniles is one in which guns
of all types, even sophisticated military-
style weapons, are widely and easily avail-
able. The average inner-city youth
seemingly needs only to approach a street
source, pay but a few dollars, and depart
with a firearm. However, no one has sys-
tematically documented any of these per-

]
Table 1. Inmate and Student Gun Possession (numbers in parentheses)

Percent of Inmates
Who Owned Just Prior
to Confinement

Any type of gun 83
Target or hunting rifle 22
Military-style automatic or

semiautomatic rifle 35
Regular shotgun 39
Sawed-off shotgun 51
Revolver 58
Automatic or

semiautomatic handgun 55
Derringer or

single-shot handgun 19
Homemade (zip) handgun 6
Three or more guns 65

Percent of Students

Who Owned at Time

of Survey
(815) 22 (741)
(823) 8 (728)
(823) 6 (728)
(823) 10 (728)
(823) 9 (728)
(823) 15 (728)
(823) 18 (728)
(822) 4 (727)
(823) 4 (727
(815) 15 (741)



ceptions, especially with respect to the
types of guns youth are obtaining. Table 1
presents findings concerning gun posses-
sion among members of both samples; at
least with respect to the inmate group, the
media depiction is largely accurate. A total
of 83 percent of the inmates owned at least
one firearm just prior to their confinement
(67 percent acquired their first gun by age
14). Two-thirds (65 percent) owned at least
three firearms just before being jailed.
Nearly a quarter of the students (22 per-
cent) possessed a gun at the time the sur-
vey was completed. Six percent reported
owning three or more guns at the time of
the survey.

Carrying guns

Obviously, one need not actually own a
gun in order to carry one. Since most of the
incarcerated juveniles in the sample (83
percent) owned a gun of their own at the
time of their arrest, the distinction may be
relatively meaningless for them. But it is
easy to imagine high school students who
carry guns they do not own (for example,
guns that have been borrowed from or
otherwise made available by friends and
family members, possibly guns that are
Jjointly owned by multiple students). It is
possible, in other words, that focusing on
ownership results in an underestimation of
the number of guns in the hands of the
students in the study.

In fact, among the inmate sample, carrying
a firearm was about as common as owning
one; 55 percent carried a gun “all” or
“most of the time” in the year or two be-
fore being incarcerated, and 84 percent
carried a gun at least “now and then,” with
the latter figure nearly identical to the
percentage who owned a gun. Among the
student sample, carrying a gun at least
occasionally was more common than gun
ownership. A total of 22 percent of the
students owned a gun at the time of the
survey; 12 percent of them reported cur-
rently carrying a gun “all” or “most of the
time,” and another 23 percent did so at
least “now and then,” for a combined
percentage of 35 percent who carried
firearms regularly or occasionally. Thus,
by this more liberal measure, guns were in
the hands of one out of three male central-

city high school students surveyed. Be-
yond this, 3 percent of the students re-
ported carrying a gun fo school “all” or
“most of the time”; an additional 6 percent
did so “now and then.”

Firearms of choice

Considerable media attention has been
given recently to automatic and military-
style weapons in the hands of youth. The
findings presented in table 1 permit assess-
ment of this problem. In that table, auto-
matic and semiautomatic weapons (rifles
and handguns that automatically place a
new round into the firing chamnber) are
treated in combination because the study’s
aim was simply to distinguish rapid-fire
arms from traditional arms.

Among the inmate respondents, the re-
volver was the most commonly owned
firearm; 58 percent owned a revolver at the
time of their present incarceration. These
were not small handguns. The most com-
mon calibers among the most recently
owned handguns of this sample were the
0.38 and the 0.357. Closely following the
revolver in popularity were automatic and
semiautomatic handguns, typically cham-
bered for 9mm or 0.45 caliber rounds; 55
percent owned one at the time of their
incarceration.

The shotgun, whether sawed-off or unal-
tered, also represented a major weapon of
choice. More than half the sample (51
percent) had possessed such a weapon; 39
percent had owned a regular shotgun. (A
bit fewer than half the inmates, 47 percent,
reported that they personally had cut down
a shotgun or rifle to make it easier to carry
or conceal at some point in their lives.)
Next in popularity were the military-style
automatic and semiautomatic rifles that
have figured so prominently in recent
media accounts. More than a third of the
inmates (35 percent) owned one at the time
they went to prison. Other types of guns—
regular hunting rifles, derringers, zip guns,
etc.—found little favor; fewer than a quar-
ter said they owned this type of firearm
when they were incarcerated.

Table 1 shows similar patterns of owner-
ship, although on a considerably dimin-
ished scale, for the high school students.

The most commonly owned weapon was
the automatic or semiautomatic handgun
(18 percent), followed by the revolver

(15 percent). Shoulder weapons of all
sorts were less likely to be owned by the
students than were handguns; still, 9 per-
cent owned a sawed-off shotgun, 10 per-
cent an unmodified shotgun, and 6 percent
a military-style rifle.

Absent additional data, it is hard to be
certain which aspects of the pattern of
ownership reflected preferences and which
aspects reflected availability. Considering
the ease with which the juveniles obtained
firearms and the number and variety of
guns apparently in circulation in their
communities (seée below), it is a reasonable
assumption that they carried what they
preferred to carry and that differential
availability had little or nothing to do with
it. There was an evident preference for
concealable firearms (handguns and
sawed-off shotguns), but hard-to-conceal
shoulder weapons, whether military-style
or not, were also quite common.

To gain some sense of what juveniles seek
in a weapon, the study asked respondents
(both samples) what features they consid-
ered “very important” in a handgun. The
profile of desirable features was remark-
ably similar in both groups. Among in-
mates, the three highest rated traits were
firepower, quality of construction, and
untraceability, followed by ease of firing
and accuracy. Among the students, quality
of construction was the highest rated trait,
followed by being easy to shoot, accurate,
and untraceable. Neither inmates nor stu-
dents indicated much preference for small,
cheap guns, nor were they attracted to such
ephemeral characteristics of weapons as
*“scary looking” or “good looking.” The
preference, clearly, was for hand weapons
that were well-made, accurate, easy to
shoot, and not easily traced.

Obtaining a gun

Media accounts suggest that most types of
guns are relatively abundant and readily
accessible to juveniles. In fact, 70 percent
of the inmates felt that upon release they
could get a gun with “no trouble at all,” a
sentiment expressed by 41 percent of the



students as well. An additional 17 percent
of the inmates and 24 percent of the male
students said it would be “only a little
trouble.” Only 13 percent of the inmates
and 35 percent of the students perceived
access to guns as a “lot of trouble” or
“nearly impossible.”

We also asked both groups of respondents
how they would go about getting a gun if
they desired one. Most felt there were
numerous ways but that family, friends,
and street sources were the main sources
(see table 2). Forty-five percent of the
inmates and 53 percent of the students
would “borrow” a gun from a family mem-
ber or friend. Thirty-six percent and 35
percent of the inmates and students, re-
spectively, would “buy” one from family
or friends. Half of the inmates (54 percent)
and a third of the students (37 percent)
would “get one off the street.”

Table 2. Means of Obtaining Guns

Drug dealers and addicts were the major
suppliers after family, friends, and other
street sources, this for both inmates (35
percent) and students (22 percent). Pur-
chasing a gun at a gunshop (or asking
someone else to do so (see below) was
perceived by 28 percent of the students as
a reliable method; only 12 percent of the
inmates considered it so (or viewed it as
necessary). Theft was twice as likely to be
mentioned by the inmates as by the stu-
dents although, relative to other sources, it
was prominent for neither group.

By way of partial confirmation of these
findings (also see table 2), when asked
where they actually had obtained (bought,
borrowed, or stolen) the most recent hand-
gun they had ever possessed, more than
half of the inmates who had possessed
handguns checked a friend (30 percent) or
street source (22 percent). Only 6 percent

Likely Source If Desired”

Steal from a person or car

Steal from a house or apartment
Steal from a store or pawnshop
Borrow from family member or friend
Buy from family member or friend
Get off the street

Get from a drug dealer

Get from an addict

Buy from gun shop

Source of Most Recent Handgun™*
A friend

Family member

Gun shop/pawnshop

The street

Drug dealer

Drug addict

“Taken” from someone’s house or car
Other

Percent Percent
of Inmates of Students
(N =738) (N = 623)

14 7
17 8

8 4
45 53
36 35
54 37
36 22
35 22
12 28

(N = 640) (N=211)

30 38

6 23

7 11
22 14

9 2
12 6
12 2

2 4

* Item: “How would you go about getting a gun if you decided you wanted one?”

(Multiple responses permitted.) :

**Item: “Where did you get your most recent handgun?” Respondents who owned handguns only.

6

listed family member as the source. Drug
dealers and drug addicts were the sources
of 21 percent of the guns. The picture
differed somewhat for the students. Friends
(38 percent) and street sources (14 percent)
were important, but family members (23
percent) were also primary sources. Drug
dealers and addicts were rarer sources

(8 percent).

The two sets of findings in table 2, then,
point to illegal and fairly close sources of
guns; if family or friends could not supply
a gun, an apparently abundant blackmarket
network could be found on the street.

While relatively few inmates mentioned
theft as a means to obtain a gun upon re-
lease, far more had actually stolen guns,
usually from homes or cars. More than half
had stolen a gun at least once in their lives.
In contrast, only 8 percent of the students
had ever stolen a gun. Most of the thefts
involved revolvers (50 percent of the in-
mates), but substantial numbers of inmates
reported stealing other types of guns:
shotguns (41 percent), automatic or semi-
automatic handguns (44 percent), and
military-style rifles (30 percent). When the
inmates sold or traded the guns they had
stolen, they generally did so to friends or
other trusted persons.

Thus, these juveniles both supplied guns to
and obtained guns from an informal net-
work of family, friends, and street sources.
It seems likely, then, that theft and bur-
glary were the ultimate source of many of
the guns acquired by the juveniles sur-
veyed, but only occasionally the proximate
source. Buttressing this point, it was found
that although half of the inmates had
stolen guns at some time, only 24 percent
had stolen their most recently obtained
handgun. -

Though by no means the preferred method
of acquisition, purchasing a gun through
legitimate channels was fairly common
among respondents. Federal law bars juve-
niles from purchasing firearms through
normal retail outlets, but the law is readily
circumvented by persuading someone who
is of legal age to make the purchase in
one’s behalf. A total of 32 percent of the
inmates and 18 percent of the students had
asked someone to purchase a gun for them
in a gun shop, pawnshop, or other retail



outlet; 49 percent of the inmates and 52
percent of the students mentioned a friend
as the person requested to buy a gun; and
14 percent of the inmates and 18 percent of
the students had turned to family members.
Only 7 percent and 6 percent of the in-
mates and students, respectively, had
sought help from strangers.

It seems, then, that the inmates had access
to an informal network that made gun
acquisition cheaper and easier; turning to
retail channels was possible but generally
not necessary. Less streetwise and less
hardened, perhaps, the students saw them-
selves as more dependent on the retail shop
if they needed a gun, although only 18
percent had ever used that source.

Cost of a gun

Aside from convenience, there is another
good reason why juveniles prefer informal
and street sources over normal retail out-
lets. Guns obtained from informal and
street sources are considerably less expen-
sive. The substantial majority of handguns
and conventional shoulder weapons ob-
tained by juveniles in a cash transaction
with an informal source were purchased
for $100 or less; most of the military-style
rifles obtained from such sources were
purchased for $300 or less (table 3). Con-
sidering the general quality of the firearms
in question (see above), the cash prices
paid on the street were clearly much less
than the normal cost paid by the relatively
few respondents who obtained the guns
through regular retail outlets.

The decision to carry a gun

The popular fear is that juveniles carry
guns to prey on the rest of society. For the
inmate sample, this fear is well-founded;
63 percent had committed crimes with
guns, Forty percent had obtained a gun
specifically for use in crime. Of those who
reported committing “serious” crimes, 43
percent were “usually” or “always” armed
with a gun during the process.

Use in crime, however, was not the most
important factor in the decision to own or
carry guns, either for inmates or students.
Nor was the gun principally a totem whose
primary function was to impress one’s

.-~ |
Table 3. Cost of Most Recent Firearm (for respondents who purchased gun

for cash)*
Gun Type Inmates Students

Total Retail Informal Total Retail Informal
Handguns
Less than $50 1% 17% 21% 21% 0% 25%
$50-$100 24% 22%  48% 53% 27% 58%
More than $100 35% 61% 31% 26% 73% 17%
Number 235 23 201 64 1 48
Military-Style Rifles
Less than $100 22% 28% 21% 28% 0% 29%
$100-$300 48% 7% 50% 21% 40% 45%
More than $300 30% 65%  29% 51% 60% 35%
Number 165 14 151 38 5 31
Rifles or Shotguns
Less than $100 54% 32% 51% 47% 25% 52%
$100-$150 13% 14%  20% 29% 25% 28%
More than $150 33% 54%  29% 24% 50% 20%
Number 153 19 134 30 4 25%

*By way of interpretation of the results, of 235 inmates whose most recently acquired gun was a
handgun paid for in cash, 41 percent paid $50 or less and 35 percent paid $100 or more; likewise,
among 38 students whose most recently acquired gun was a military rifle that had been purchased
for cash, 51 percent paid $300 or more for it. “Retail” means a gun shop, pawn shop, or other retail
outlet; “informal” is a cash purchase from any other source.

peers. Impressing peers or others was
among the least important reasons for
purchasing a gun, regardless of weapon
type and for students and inmates equally.

Instead, reasons for carrying a gun were
dominated by themes of self-protection
and self-preservation. The most frequent
circumstances in which inmates carried
guns were when they were in a strange
area (66 percent), when they were out at
night (58 percent), and whenever they
thought they might need self-protection
(69 percent). Likewise, for any of the types
of guns acquired by either inmates or stu-
dents, the desire for protection and the
need to arm oneself against enemies were
the primary reasons to obtain a gun.

As the findings displayed in table 4 indi-
cate, for example, 74 percent of the in-
mates who had obtained a handgun cited
protection as a primary reason for their
most recent purchase, and 52 percent cited
armed enemies as a major factor. Use in

crime (36 percent) and to “get someone”
(37 percent) were relatively, though obvi-
ously not wholly, unimportant. The theme
of self-protection was also evident in the
circumstances in which the inmate respon-
dents had actually fired their guns. Three-
quarters had fired a gun at a person at least
once. Sixty-nine percent had fired in what
they considered self-defense. More than
half had also fired shots during crimes

and drug deals. Better than 6 in 10 had
fired their weapons in fights and to scare
someone.

Dealing guns

Given the means and sources of firearms
acquisition for both inmates and high
school students, it is obvious that there is a
large, informal street market in guns, one
in which the inmate respondents were
regular suppliers as well as frequent
consumers. Forty-five percent could be
described as gun dealers in that they had
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Table 4. “Very Important” Reasons for Most Recent Gun Acquisition

Percent Stating That Each Reason Was

“Very Important”

Gun Type Inmates Students
Military-Style Guns {N = 365) (N = 108)
Protection 73 75
Enemies had guns 60 42
Use in crimes 40 (item not asked)
To get someone 43 25
Friends had one 20 16
To impress people 10 9
To sell 11 6
Handguns (N=611) (N =210)
Protection 74 70
Enemies had guns 52 28
Use in crimes 36 (item not asked)
To get someone 37 13
Friends had one 16 7
To impress people 10 10
To sell 10 4
Rifles or Shotguns (N =523) (N=121)
Protection 64 59
Enemies had guns 47 29
Use in crimes 35 (item not asked)
To get someone 37
Friends had one 16 5
To impress people 10 7
To sell 10 8

bought, sold, or traded a /ot of guns. Of
those who described themselves as dealers,
the majority reported their most common
source as theft from homes or cars and
acquisitions from drug addicts. Sixteen
percent had bought guns out-of-State for
purposes of gun dealing; another 7 percent
had done so in-State; and nearly 1 in 10
had stolen guns in quantity from stores or
off trucks during shipment.

There were two very different types of
“gun dealers” in the sample. One group
(77 percent) comprised juveniles who
occasionally came into possession of sur-
plus firearms and then sold or traded them
to street sources. They may have come
across firearms in the course of burglaries
or break-ins, or taken firearms from drug
addicts in exchange for drugs, but they

were not systematically in the business of
gun dealing. The other group (23 percent)
was more systematic in its gun-dealing
activities and looked on gun deals as a
business, seeking (if need be) to purchase
guns both in- and out-of-State to supply
their consumers. This group would include
(one assumes) the one inmate in five who
had gone (a few times or many times) to
places with “very easy gun laws” to buy up
guns for resale in his own neighborhoods.
Those who had dealt guns, whether sys-
tematically or not, were more involved in
gun use and criminal activity than those
who had not dealt guns. They were more
likely to carry a gun generally, more likely
to own all types of weapons, more in-
volved in shooting incidents, and more
accepting of shooting someone to get
something they wanted.

Drug use and gun activity

Much of the recent attention given to drugs
and violence has centered on the use and
sale of so-called hard drugs, specifically
heroin, cocaine, and crack. Such drug use
was not pervasive among the student re-
spondents. Any use of hard drugs was
reported by only 5 or 6 percent. Even
among the inmates, percentages of users
were moderate to low; only 43 percent had
used cocaine, 25 percent crack, and 21
percent heroin. Combining results across
types of drugs, complete abstinence from
hard drugs was found to be characteristic
of 93 percent of the high school students
and 47 percent of the inmates. Further,

the vast majority of users reported only
occasional use.

With respect to the drugs-guns nexus, two
important findings should be noted. First,
substantial numbers of nonusers engaged
in all the gun-related behaviors reported by
respondents. For example, 72 percent of
the inmates who had never used heroin had
fired a gun at someone. A second and
related finding is that inmate heroin users
were generally more likely than nonusers
to have been involved in most aspects of
gun ownership and use, though the level of
use among users was unrelated to the level
of firearm activity. However, users of
cocaine and crack were generally no more
likely to have engaged in gun activity than
nonusers. While the number of drug users
among the students was too small to permit
reliable analyses, the link between drugs
and gun activity seemed more pronounced
among members of this group.

Drug dealing and gun activity

The majority of inmates (72 percent) and a
surprising percentage of high school stu-
dents (18 percent) had either themselves
dealt drugs or worked for someone who
did. Firearms were a common element in
the drug business. Among those who had
dealt drugs or had worked for dealers, 89
percent of the inmates and 75 percent of
the students had carried guns generally. Of
the inmate dealers, 60 percent were very
likely to carry guns during drug transac-
tions, and 63 percent had fired guns during



those transactions. Moreover, 43 percent of
the inmates reported that all or most of the
drug dealers they knew also dealt in guns.
Nearly half of the inmates who had ever
stolen guns had also sold at least some of
them to drug dealers. Six percent of those
who had dealt guns had bought guns from
drug dealers.

For inmate respondents, whether or not
drug users, involvement in drug sales was
associated with higher levels of every type
of gun activity examined in this study.
Student drug sellers reported higher levels
of firearm activity than nonsellers who
were not also users. However, differences
between those who combined use and sales
and those who only sold were not great; to
the extent differences existed, they favored
those who were involved in both use and
sales. Taking the findings regarding drug
use, drug sales, and gun activity together, it
seems that dealers, addicts, and drugs were
common and, in many instances, highly
influential pieces in the illicit firearms
market of the respondents. Judged by the
findings from the study’s selected samples,
the street economy is not made up of spe-
cialists so much as of a generalized com-
merce in illegal goods wherein guns,
drugs, and other illicit commodities are
bought, sold, and traded.

Gangs and guns

The notion of a link between gangs and
gun-related violence is common in most
discussions of crime in the Nation’s urban
centers. Part of the problem with assessing
the accuracy of this perception is the diffi-
culty encountered in classifying the many
forms that gangs take. Since the present
study was not directed specifically at this
issue, it is not possible to resolve the prob-
lem fully here. However, it was possible to
classify gangs broadly through use of
variables central to most discussions of
gang typology and actual research on
gangs.’

Typologies aside, it must be stressed that
the gang members mentioned in this report
derive from selected samples of juvenile
gang members who are also sufficiently
serious offenders to merit confinement in
maximum security facilities as well as

gang members who are also students in
inner-city high schools with established
problems of violence.

For the present study gangs are classified
into three general types:

® Quasi-gang—a group with whom the
respondent identifies but does not define as
an organized gang.

@ Unstructured gang—a group that is
considered an organized gang by the re-
spondent but that has fewer than 10
members or has few of the trappings
normally associated with gangs (e.g., an
“official” name, an “official” leader, regu-
lar meetings, designated clothing, and a
specified turf).

® Structured gang—a group that is con-
sidered an organized gang by the respon-
dent, has at least 10 members, and has at
least 4 of the trappings normally associated
with gangs. A total of 68 percent of the
inmates and 22 percent of the students
were affiliated with a gang or quasi-gang.

As with the relation between drugs and
guns, it is important to note that substantial
portions of the samples who were not
affiliated with gangs were heavily involved
in gun-related activity. However, for the
inmates and to a lesser extent the students
as well, movement from nongang member
to member of a gang was associated with
increases in possessing and carrying guns.
Overall, structured and unstructured gang
members differed little in relation to these
variables. Both exceeded quasi-gang mem-
bers in gun possession and carrying.
Among inmates, for example, 81 percent
of both types reported ownership of a
revolver; 75 percent of structured gang
members and 72 percent of unstructured
gang members reported owning an auto-
matic or semiautomatic handgun. Corre-
sponding figures for quasi-gang members
were slightly lower—70 percent and 65
percent, respectively.

Of some special interest, findings from
both samples indicate that members of
structured gangs were less likely than
members of unstructured gangs (for stu-
dents, even less than those of quasi-gangs)
to possess military-style rifles. The pre-
ferred (or, at least, most commonly owned)
weapon for respondents of both samples

was the revolver, although ownership of
military-style weapons among gang-
affiliated inmates was quite widespread,
averaging 53 percent across gang types.

Implications

® Owning and carrying guns are fairly
common behaviors among segments of the
Juvenile population—in the present study,
among youth with records of serious crime
and among students in troubled inner-city
schools. Fifty-five percent of the inmate re-
spondents carried a gun routinely before
being incarcerated. Twelve percent of the

- students carried a gun routinely. Thus,

while these behaviors were by no means
universal, least of all among the students
surveyed, neither were they rare.

® Perhaps the most striking finding is the
quality of firearms these youth possessed.
They were well-made, easy to shoot, accu--
rate, reliable firearms. Whether a matter of
accessibility or preference, the most likely
owned gun of either sample was a hand
weapon (automatic or not) of large caliber.
At the time of their incarceration, 55
percent of the inmate respondents owned
automatic or semiautomatic handguns;

35 percent owned military-style auto-
matic rifles. Comparable figures for the
student sample were 18 and 6 percent,
respectively.

® For the majority of respondents, self-
protection in a hostile and violent world
was the chief reason to own and carry a
gun. Drug use and sales are seriously im-
plicated in the youth-gun problem, but, at
least with respect to the respondents in this
study, to characterize either as directly
causal is likely incorrect. The same may be
said of the association between gangs and
guns. While the link is apparent, it is not at
all clear whether gangs cause gun use or
whether they simply offer safety and a
sense of belonging to youth who are al-
ready well acquainted with guns and per-
ceive the need for them.

To the extent a violent social world pre-
vails for people like those in the selected
samples, the preference for high-quality,
powerful firearms should not be surprising.
Given the evidently heavy flow of fire-
arms of all sorts through the respondents’



communities, guns of this type will ulti-
mately find favor among both perpetrators
and their possible victims. To the extent
that antiviolence policy departs from
changing the general social conditions that
make arms-possession seem necessary and
even desirable to juveniles, policy by ne-
cessity leans toward dissuading youth from
pursuing so many and such lethal weapons.
In this vein, the study findings shed some
light on the potential for curbing youth vio-
lence through controlling gun distribution
at the point of retail sale.

® The handgun (and, secondarily, the
shotgun) was the most commonly owned
firearm among the respondents. Much of
the recent policy debate over firearms has
concerned the wisdom of banning sales
(and ownership) of military-style combat
rifles to the general public. More than a
third of the inmate respondents (though
only 1 in 20 students) claimed to have pos-
sessed such a weapon at the time they were
incarcerated. Yet it would seem highly
specialized assault rifles are generally ill-
suited for the day-to-day business of self-
protection and crime. Outfitted with
high-capacity magazines or clips, these
weapons are bulky, relatively hard to
handle, and very difficult to conceal on the
street. Further, the firepower such weapons
represent would rarely be in demand. For
most offensive and defensive purposes,
hand weapons are better suited.

® Controls imposed at the point of retail
sale likely would be ineffective, at least by
themselves, in preventing the acquisition of
guns by juveniles studied here because
they rarely obtain their guns through such
customary outlets. Indeed, most of the
methods of obtaining guns reported by the
juveniles are already against the law. Infor-
mal commerce in small arms involving
purchases and trades among private parties
(most likely family members and friends)
is difficult to regulate, is exploited by juve-
niles as well as adults to obtain guns, and
successfully subverts legal measures de-
signed to prevent guns from falling into
the wrong hands. In the final analysis,

the problem may not be that the appropri-
ate laws do not exist but that the laws that
do exist apparently are not or cannot be
enforced, and that persons involved in
firearms transactions with juveniles are

not concerned with the legality of the
transaction.

® Judging by the present findings, hand-
guns of all types, and even military-style
rifles, are readily available through theft
from legitimate sources and can be had at
relatively little cost. Again judging by the
present findings, theft seems a major
avenue by which guns enter the black
market. Most of the inmate respondents,
for example, had stolen guns themselves,
though most had purchased or traded for
the gun they owned at the time they were
incarcerated. If theft is indeed such an im-
portant piece of the gun-supply puzzle, the
approximately 72 million handguns cur-
rently possessed by legitimate private own-
ers represent a potentially rich source for
criminal handgun acquisition.

@ Therefore, an effective gun ownership
policy, of necessity, must confront the issue
of firearms theft. At a minimum, there
should be programs to educate the gun-
owning public concerning the importance
of securing their firearms.

Ultimately, from the viewpoint of policy,
it may matter less where juveniles get their
guns than where they get the idea that it is
acceptable to use them. The problem is
less one of getting guns out of the hands
of juveniles and more one of reducing
motivations (for the sample, primarily self-
preservation) for youth to arm themselves
in the first place. Convincing juveniles

not to own, carry, and use guns will there-
fore require convincing them that they can
survive in their neighborhoods without
being armed.
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analyses to meet critical planning needs and address
statewide and systemwide criminal justice policy
issues. These agencies contribute to viable effective
policy development through statistical services,
research, evaluation, and policy analysis. Although
some SACs are predominantly funded by their States,
they continue to maintain a close working relation-
ship with the U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of
Justice Statistics, which supports special research and
analysis activities. A compilation of efforts carried
out by the SACs is published each year in Criminal
Justice Issues in the States, a directory which
describes programs underway at the State level, the
nature of research being conducted, and publications
produced during the year. For more information
about the SACs, contact:

Joan Weiss, Executive Director

Justice Research and Statistics Association (JRSA)
444 North Capitol Street NW, Suite 445
Washington, DC 20001

(202) 6248560

Fax: (202) 624-5269

E-mail: jweiss@jrsa.org

WWW: http://www.jrsainfo.org

Alabama

Therese Ford, Director

Alabama Criminal Justice Information Center
770 Washington Avenue, Suite 350
Montgomery, Alabama 36130

(334) 2424900

Fax: (334) 242-0577
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Dolly Reed, Senior Research Analyst
Office of Policy and Development

Policy Development and Planning Division
450 Capitol Avenue, Mail Stop 52-CPD
Post Office Box 341441

Hartford, Connecticut 061341441

(860) 418-6376

Fax: (860) 418-6496

Delaware

John P. O’Connell, Director
Statistical Analysis Center
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(302) 739-4626
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Department of the Attorney General

Crime Prevention Division,City Center Building
810 Richards Street, Suite 701

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

(808) 586-1416

Fax: (808) 586-1424

Idaho

Robert Uhlenkott, SAC Contact

Idaho Department of Law Enforcement
Post Office Box 700

Meridian, Idaho 83680-0700

(208) 8847044 or 7040

Fax: (208) 884-7290

E-mail: ruhlenko @dle.state.id.us

Illinois

Roger Przybylski, Associate Director
Statistical Analysis Center

IHlinois Criminal Justice Information Authority
120 South Riverside Plaza, Suite 1016
Chicago, Illinois 60606

(312) 793-8550

Fax: (312) 793-8422

E-mail: rprzybyl @icjia.org

WWW: http://www.icjia.org

Indiana

Steve Meagher, Director of Research
Indiana Criminal Justice Institute

302 West Washington Street, Room E-209
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-2767
(317)232-7611

Fax: (317) 2324979

E-mail: smeagher@ideanet.doe.state.in.us

Towa

Richard G. Moore, Administrator

Division of Criminal Justice and Juvenile Planning
Lucas State Office Building

Des Moines, Iowa 50319

(515) 242-5816

Fax: (515) 242-6119

E-mail: ccjp@max.state.ia.us

Kansas

Henry Bremenkamp III, Director
Statistical Analysis Center

Criminal Justice Coordinating Council
Kansas Sentencing Commission

700 Southwest Jackson, Suite 501
Topeka, Kansas 66603

(913) 2960923

Fax: (913) 296-0927
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Kentucky

Malea Meredith, Director
Statistical Analysis Center
Office of the Attorney General
700 Capitol Ave, Suite 116
Frankfort, Kentucky 40602-3449
(502) 573-5900

Fax: (502) 573-2894

Louisiana

Linda Green, Director

Statistical Analysis Center

Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement
1885 Wooddale Boulevard, Suite 708

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70806

(504) 925-4440

Fax: (504) 925-1998

Mariana Islands

Joaquin T. Ogumoro, Executive Director
Criminal Justice Planning Agency
Commonwealth N. Mariana Islands
Post Office Box 1133-CK

Satpan, MP 96950

(670) 322-9350

Fax: (670) 322-6311

Maine

Leda Cunningham, Director

Maine Criminal Justice Data Center
Department of Corrections

State House Station 111, Fourth Floor
Augusta, Maine 04333

(207) 2874343

Fax: (207) 287-4370

E-mail: COLCUNN @state.me.us

Maryland

Charles F. Wellford, Ph.D., Director
Maryland Justice Analysis Center
Institute of Criminal Justice and Criminology
College of Behavioral and Social Sciences
2220 Samuel J. LeFrak Hall

University of Maryland

College Park, Maryland 20742-8235
(301) 405-4701

Fax: (301) 314-0179

E-mail: cwellford @bss2.umd.edu

Massachusetts

Rhiana Cohl, Ph.D., Director
Statistical Analysis Center
Executive Office of Public Safety
Programs Division

100 Cambridge Street, Room 2100
Boston, Massachusetts 02202
(617) 727-6300

Fax: (617) 727-5356

E-mail: rkohl@state.ma.us

Michigan

Timothy S. Bynum, Ph.D., Director
Michigan Justice Statistics Center
Michigan State University

School of Criminal Justice

136 Baker Hall

East Lansing, Michigan 48824—1118
(517)353-4515

Fax: (517) 432-1787

E-mail: tim.bynum@ssc.msu.edu

Minnesota

Susan Roth, Acting Director

Statistical Analysis Center

Minnesota Planning Agency
Centennial Office Building, Room 300
658 Cedar Street

St. Paul, Minnesota 55155

(612) 297-3297

Fax: (612) 296-3698

E-mail: susan.roth@mnplan.state.mn.us
WWW: http://www.mnplan.state.mn.us

Mississippi

Herbert Terry, Director

Department of Criminal Justice Planning
401 North West Street, Eighth Floor, 39201
Post Office Box 23039

Jackson, Mississippi 39225-3039

(601) 359-7896

Fax: (601) 359-7832

Missouri

Martin P. Carso, Jr., Director
Statistical Analysis Center
Information Systems Division
Missouri State Highway Patrol
1510 East Elm

Jefferson City, Missouri 65102
(314) 751-4026

Fax: (314) 751-9382
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Montana

Thomas P. Murphy, Director
Statistical Analysis Center

Montana Board of Crime Control
Montana Department of Justice

303 North Roberts Street, Fourth Floor
Helena, Montana 59620

(406) 444-4298

Fax: (406) 444-4722

E-mail: tmurphy @mt.gov

Nebraska

Michael Overton, Director

Statistical Analysis Center

Nebraska Commission on Law Enforcement &
Criminal Justice

State Office Building

301 Centennial Mall South, Third Floor

Post Office Box 94946

Lincoln, Nebraska 68509-4946

(402) 471-2194

Fax: (402) 471-2837

E-mail: crime01 @ vmhost.cdp.state.ne.us

Nevada

Dennis DeBacco, Manager
Records and Identification Services
Nevada Highway Patrol

555 Wright Way

Carson City, Nevada 89711-0525
(702) 687-5713

Fax: (702) 687-3168

New Hampshire

Mark C. Thompson, Director
Statistical Analysis Center
Department of Justice

Office of the Attorney General
State House Annex

33 Capitol Street

Concord, Néw Hampshire 03301
(603) 271-1234

Fax: (603) 271-2110

New Jersey

Christine Boyle, Chief

Research and Evaluation

Department of Law and Public Safety
Hughes Justice Complex, CN-085

25 Market Street

Trenton, New Jersey 08625

(609) 984-5693

Fax: (609) 9844473

E-mail: boylec @smtp.1ps.state.nj.us

New Mexico

Gary D. LaFree, Ph.D., Director
Statistical Analysis Center
Institute for Social Research
University of New Mexico

2808 Central Avenue, SW
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87106
(505) 277-2501

Fax: (505) 277-8805

E-mail: lafree @bootes.unm.edu

New York

Richard E. Ely, SAC Director

Office of Justice Systems Analysis
Division of Criminal Justice Services
Executive Park Tower, Eighth Floor
Stuyvesant Plaza

Albany, New York 12203

(518) 457-8381

Fax: (518) 457-8039

E-mail: elyr@chrisny.com

North Carolina

David E. Jones, Director

Criminal Justice Analysis Center
Governor’s Crime Commission

3824 Barrett Drive, Suite 100
Raleigh, North Carolina 27609-7220
(919) 571-4736

Fax: (919) 571-4745

E-mail: david)@gcc.dcc.state.nc.us
WWW: http://www.gcc.dcc.state.nc.us

North Dakota

Robert J. Helten, Director

Information Services Division

Bureau of Criminal Investigation

4205 State Street

Post Office Box 1054

Bismarck, North Dakota 585021054
(701) 328-5500

Fax: (701) 328-5510

E-mail: cO1125as.judyv@ranch.state.nd.us

Ohio

Jeffrey J. Knowles, Research Chief
Research and Statistics

Office of Criminal Justice Services
400 East Town Street, Suite 120
Columbus, Ohio 43215

(614) 466-5174

Fax: (614) 466-0308

E-mail: knowles @ocjs.state.ch.us

Guns & Crime Statistics InformationPackage s s m m m =







Oklahoma

Fran M. Ferrari, Director

Statistical Analysis Center

Oklahoma Criminal Justice Resource Center
5500 North Western, Suite 245

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73118

(405) 858-7025

Fax: (405) 858-7040

E-mail: Fmferrari@aol.com

Oregon

Phillip Lemman, Executive Director
Oregon Criminal Justice Commission
Statistical Analysis Center

155 Cottage Street, NE

Salem, Oregon 97310

(503) 378-2053

Fax: (503) 378-8666

E-mail: phil.m.lemman @state.or.us

Pennsylvania

Phillip J. Renninger, Director

Bureau of Statistics & Policy Research

Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and
Delinquency

Executive House, Second & Chestnut Streets

Post Office Box 1167

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17108

(717) 787-5152

Fax: (717) 783-7713

E-mail: renninge @pccd.state.pa.us

WWW: http://www.holonet.net/pccd

Puerto Rico

Julio Rosa Santiago, Director
Statistical Analysis Center

Criminal Justice Information System
Office of the Attorney General

601 Olimpo Street, Miramar

Post Office Box 192

San Juan, Puerto Rico 00902

(809) 729-2465

Fax: (809) 729-2261

Rhode Island

Norman Dakake, Director

Statistical Analysis Center

Governor’s Justice Commission

One Capitol Hill, Fourth Floor
Providence, Rhode Island 02908-5803
(401) 2774499

Fax: (401) 277-1294

South Carolina

Robert F. McManus, Jr., Director
Coordinator of Planning and Research
Department of Public Safety

5400 Broad River Road

Columbia, South Carolina 29210
(803) 896-8717

Fax: (803) 896-8719

E-mail: rfm @mail06.scdps.state.sc.us

South Dakota

Wanda Fergen, Director

State Statistical Center

Office of the Attorney General
500 East Capitol Avenue
Pierre, South Dakota 57501

(605) 773-6313

Fax: (605) 773-6471

E-mail: WANDAF @atg state.sd.us

Tennessee

Jacqueline Vandercook, Director
Statistical Analysis Center
Tennessee Bureau of Investigation
1148 Foster Avenue

Nashville, Tennessee 37210-4406
(615) 726-7970

Fax: (615) 7414789

Texas

Pablo Martinez, Ph.D., Special Projects Director
Criminal Justice Policy Council

Tom C. Clark Building

205 West Fourteenth Street, Seventh Floor

Post Office Box 13332

Austin, Texas 78711-3332

(512) 463-1810

Fax: (512) 475-4843

E-mail: cjpc@access.texas.gov

Utah

Jennifer E. Hemenway, Director
Statistical Analysis Center

101 State Capitol

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114
(801) 538-1031

Fax: (801) 538-1024

E-mail: jhemenwa@state.ut.us
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Vermont

William H. Clements, Ph.D., Director
Vermont Center for Justice Research
33 College Street

Montpelier, Vermont 05602

(802) 828-8511

Fax: (802) 828-8512

E-mail: clemmey @norwich.edu

Virgin Islands

Ramon S. Davila, Director

Law Enforcement Planning Commission
8172 Subbase, Suite 3

St. Thomas, U.S. Virgin Islands 00802-5803
(809) 774-6400

Fax: (809) 774-6400

Virginia

James McDonough, Director
Department of Criminal Justice Services
805 East Broad Street

Richmond, Virginia 23219

(804) 371-0532

Fax: (804) 7863934

Washington

Glenn Olson, Director

Statistical Analysis Center

Office of Financial Management
Insurance Building

Post Office Box 43113

Olympia, Washington 98504-3113
(360) 586-2501

Fax: (360) 664-8941

E-mail: glenn@ofm.wa.gov

West Virginia

Girmay Berhie, Ph.D., Special Projects Coordinator
Marshall University

Research & Economic Development Center

1050 Fourth Avenue

Huntington, West Virginia 25755-8100

(304) 696-6258

Fax: (304) 696-6280

E-mail: nkent@rcbins.redc.marshall.edu

WWW: http://www.redc.marshall.edu

Wisconsin

Stephen W. Grohmann, Director
Statistical Analysis Center
Office of Justice Assistance

222 State Street, Second Floor
Madison, Wisconsin 53702
(608) 266-7185

Fax: (608) 2666676

Wyoming

Sandy Mays, Deputy Director
Division of Criminal Investigation
Office of the Attorney General
316 West 22nd Street

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002

(307) 777-7523

Fax: (307) 777-7252
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Firearms and Violence

Approximately 60 percent of all murder
victims in the United States in 1989 (about

12,000 people)—were killed with firearms.

According to estimates, firearm attacks
injured another 70,000 victims, some of
whom were left permanently disabled. In
1985 (the latest year for which data are
available), the cost of shootings—either by
others, through self-inflicted wounds, or in
accidents—was estimated to be more than
$14 billion nationwide for medical care,
long-term disability, and premature death.
Among firearms, handguns are the murder

by Jeffrey A. Roth

weapon of choice. While handguns make
up only about one-third of all firearms
owned in the United States, they account
for 80 percent of all murders committed
with firearms.’

Teenagers and young adults face espe-
cially high risks of being murdered with

a firearm. Figures for 1990 from the
National Center for Health Statistics indi-
cated that 82 percent of all murder victims
aged 15 to 19 and 76 percent of victims
aged 20 to 24 were killed with guns. The

risk was particularly high for black males
in those age ranges. The firearm murder
rate was 105.3 per 100,000 black males
aged 15 to 19, compared to 9.7 for white
males in the same age group. This 11:1
ratio of black to white rates reflects a
perplexing increase since 1985, when the
firearm murder rate for black males aged
15 to 19 was 37.4 per 100,000. Among
20- to 24-year-old black males, the rate
increased from 63.1 to 140.7. For several
years before 1985, the rates for black
males in these age groups had been




decreasing. The recent increases have not
been paralleled for females, whites, or
older black males, nor have they been
matched in non-gun murder rates or even
firearm suicide rates for young black
males. (The latter are higher among whites
than among blacks but have risen recently
for both races.)?

For these reasons, the Panel on the Under-
standing and Control of Violent Behavior
devoted substantial attention to issues
surrounding firearms and violence, relying
on a commissioned background paper,’
critical commentary on a draft of that
paper, and its own review of published
research literature. This report summarizes
the panel’s conclusions.

Research findings

Any firearm murder follows a particular
chain of events: One person acquires a
firearm; two or more people come within
reach of the firearm; a dispute escalates
into an attack, the weapon is fired; it
causes an injury; and the injury is serious
enough to cause death. While that se-
quence probably seems obvious, thinking
about gun murders as a chain of events
draws attention to a series of risks that
should be measured and questions that
should be considered in designing strate-
gies to reduce murders or other violent
events that involve guns.

Some potentially useful distinctions should
be made at the outset:

1. Availability of guns refers to the overall
number of guns in society and the ease of
obtaining them.

2. Possession of a gun simply means own-
ership, regardless of how the weapon is
stored, carried, or used.

3. Access to a gun as a weapon of violence
means its immediate availability at the site
of a violent event and depends on how the
gun is stored or carried.

4. Allocation of guns refers to the distribu-
tion of gun possession among people who
have and people who have not demon-
strated high potentials for violent behavior.




5. Lethality of guns or other weapons
means the likelihood that a person injured
by the weapon will die as a result.

Each of these distinctions raises specific
issues about the relationship of guns to
violence.

How is gun availability related to
violence levels?

Speculation about the relationship between
gun availability and violence levels takes
two directions. On one hand, greater avail-
ability of guns may deter some potential
perpetrators of violent crimes out of fear
that the intended victim may be armed.

On the other hand, greater availability of
guns may encourage people who are
contemplating committing a violent crime
to carry it out but first to arm themselves to
overcome their fear of retaliation. Greater
gun availability may also increase violence
levels if guns kept at home or in cars are
stolen during burglaries, enter illegal mar-
kets, and encourage criminals to attack
victims they would pass up without being
armed. Guns kept in homes may also

be used in family arguments that might
have ended nonviolently if guns were

not available,

How are these conflicting speculations re-
solved in actual practice? The best way to
answer this question would be to measure
violent crime levels before and after an in-
tervention that substantially reduced gun
availability. However, opportunities to
evaluate the effects of such interventions
have arisen in only a few jurisdictions.
(The results are discussed, along with
those of other evaluations, on pages 5

and 6.)

Because evaluation opportunities have
been rare, researchers have used four less
powerful approaches to study how gun
availability affects violence and its conse-
quences. The findings, while somewhat
tentative and not entirely consistent, sug-
gest that greater gun availability increases
murder rates and influences the choice of
weapon in violent crimes, but does not
affect overall levels of nonfatal violence.

The first research approach asks how dif-
ferences in violence across American cities

are related to variations in gun availability,
controlling for other relevant factors.
These studies generally find small positive
correlations between measures of gun
availability and both felony gun use and
felony murder. However, they find no
consistent relationship between gun avail-
ability and overall rates of violent crime.

The second approach used was a compari-
son of two jurisdictions. The neighboring
cities of Seattle and Vancouver have simi-
lar economic profiles and were found to
have similar rates of burglary and assault.
However, Seattle, with its less restrictive
gun possession laws, had a 60 percent
higher homicide rate and a 400 percent
higher firearm homicide rate than
Vancouver. It is not clear whether the
differences in gun laws accounted for all
the variation between the two cities in
homicide rates, or whether differences in
culture were also contributing factors.

The third approach relies on cross-national
statistical comparisons. These studies have
generally reached one of the conclusions
found in studies of American cities: a
small positive correlation between gun
availability and homicide rates. The find-
ing is difficult to interpret, however, in
view of differences by country in culture
and in gun regulations. For example,
murder rates are low in Switzerland, where
militia requirements make possession of
long guns by males nearly universal. This
seems to suggest there is no positive corre-
lation between gun availability and murder
rates. But this interpretation is clouded
because in Switzerland access to guns is
limited: militia members are required to
keep their guns locked up and to account
for every bullet.

The fourth approach relies on analyses of
trends over time. Studies using this method
have found no correlations between gun
availability and rates of violent crime. But
trends are subject to a variety of influ-
ences, which may mask a relationship that
would emerge in the aftermath of some
new law or other intervention that substan-
tially reduced gun availability. Evaluation
findings about such interventions are dis-
cussed later in this report, but more such

evaluations are needed to obtain better
answers to this question.

How do people obtain possession of
guns they use in violent crime?

Although available data on how guns are
obtained are fragmented, outdated, and
subject to sampling bias, they suggest that
illegal or unregulated transactions are the
primary sources of guns used in violence.
For example, only 29 percent of 113 guns
used in felonies committed in Boston
during 1975 and 1976 were bought directly
from federally licensed dealers (27 of the
29 percent were obtained by legally eli-
gible purchasers). Between the manufac-
turer and the criminal user, 20 percent of
the guns passed through a chain of unregu-
lated private transfers, while 40 percent
were stolen. Most of the illegal suppliers
found in this sample were small-scale
independent operators who sold only a few
guns per month, rather than large organiza-
tions or licensed dealers working largely
off the books.* .

More recent data were available on how
incarcerated felons in 10 States obtained
the guns they used in committing crime.
The figures revealed that in 1982 only 16
percent of those who used guns in criminal
activities reported buying them from li-
censed dealers. Twice as many (32 per-
cent) reported stealing the gun, and the rest
borrowed or bought it from friends or
acquaintances. Thefts and illegal purchases
were not surprisingly most common
among the incarcerated felons who said
they acquired their guns primarily to
commit crimes.’

More up-to-date information on how juve-
niles obtain guns will be available in the
forthcoming report of a study sponsored by
NIJ.¢ The researchers studied samples of
juveniles who were imprisoned for serious
violent crime and students who attended
inner-city high schools.

How does gun access affect the
consequences of violent events?

Researchers have studied how the presence
of a gun affects the consequences of two
types of violent crime—personal robbery
and assault. Both types of crime may begin



with a threat to use violence. Studies have
examined how the likelihood of three
outcomes of the threat—escalation to an
actual attack, to injury, and to death—
changes if the robber or assaulter posing
the threat is armed with a gun.

A study of personal robberies revealed that
escalation from threat to attack is less
likely if the robber is armed with a gun
than if he or she is unarmed.” A similar
pattern was found in assaults.® Perhaps the
reason is that robbers armed with guns are
less nervous, or victims confronted with
guns are too frightened to resist, or both.
Either effect could reduce the risk of esca-
lation from threat to attack.

One implication of the lower escalation
rate when guns are used is that robbery
and assault victims are less likely to be
injured when the perpetrator has a gun.
When data reported through the National
Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS)
between 1973 and 1982 are combined,
they reveal that among victims who sur-
vive attacks, the chance of injury was 14
percent when the offender was armed with
a gun. It was higher when a gun was not
used—25 percent when the offender was
armed with a knife, 30 percent when un-
armed, and 45 percent when armed with
another weapon.’

How does gun use affect the chance
that a violent crime will end in the
victim’s death?

The overall fatality rate in gun robberies is
an estimated 4 per 1,000—about 3 times
the rate for knife robberies, 10 times the
rate for robberies with other weapons, and
20 times the rate for robberies by unarmed
offenders.' For assaults, a crime which
includes threats, the most widely cited
estimate of the fatality rate is derived from
a 1968 analysis of assaults and homicides
committed in Chicago. The study, pre-
pared for the National Commission on

the Causes and Prevention of Violence,
reported that gun attacks kill 12.2 percent
of their intended victims. This is about 5
times as often as in attacks with knives, the
second most deadly weapon used in vio-
lent crimes.!! With one exception, more
recent studies have generally conciuded

that death was at least twice as likely in
gun assaults as in knife assaults."”

While researchers who have looked at the
question generally concur that victims
injured by guns are more likely to die than
victims injured by other weapons, an
important question remains: how much of
this greater lethality reflects properties of
the gun, and how much reflects greater
determination to kill by those who choose
guns over other weapons for their violent
acts? The question is significant for public
policy because even the removal of all
guns from society would not prevent hom-
icides if the greater lethality of gun injuries
were due entirely to violent gun users’
greater determination. They would simply
achieve their goal using other weapons.

The relative importance of weapon type
and user determination in affecting the
deadliness of gun attacks has not been
definitively established because
researchers cannot directly measure user
determination. Indirect measures indicate
that firearms are sometimes fired at people
without a premeditated intent to kill. The
question is how often? If the motivations
of gun murderers and knife murderers
systematically differed, then systematic
differences in the surrounding circum-
stances would be expected. In fact, how-
ever, the gun and knife murders in the
1968 Chicago sample occurred under
similar circumstances—largely arguments
in which alcohol and temporary rage, not
single-minded intent, were most likely to
have influenced the killer’s behavior.
More than 80 percent of gun victims in the
sample received only a single wound, a
finding which suggests that killers and
assaulters who used guns failed to use the
full capabilities of their guns to achieve the
goal of killing."” The interpretation of
these statistics has been questioned on
methodological grounds, however; and,
in any event, the interactions among cir-
cumstances, motivation, and weapon
choice in murder may well have changed
since 1968.

The study of personal robberies, discussed
above, suggests at least one reason other
than lethal intentions why some robbers

use guns: to enable them to attack certain
types of victims, such as businesses and
groups of teenage males, who would other-
wise be relatively invulnerable. Guns are
used more often to rob these types of vic-
tims than to rob women and the elderly,
who are considered more vulnerable. Serial
killers are considered the most intent of all
killers, but they have rarely used guns.
People who killed in violent family fights
seem unlikely to have carefully considered
their weapon choices; more likely, they
resorted to the nearest available weapon,
including hands or feet. Even among incar-
cerated felons, those interviewed in the 10-
State survey cited above, 76 percent of
those who fired guns in criminal situations
claimed to have had no prior intention of
doing so."

These observations and findings strongly
suggest that properties of weapons, rather
than intentions of attackers, account for at
least some of the difference in lethality
between guns and other weapons. However,
the apportionment is not precise, and ques-
tions have been raised about the methodolo-
gies used in the studies." Measuring more
precisely how much of the lethality differ-
ence arises from different intentions rather
than from the choice of a gun remains a
problem for future research.

Does use of a gun in self-defense re-
duce the injury risk of violent events?

Self-defense is commonly cited as a reason
to own a gun. This is the explanation given
by 20 percent of all gun owners and 40
percent of all handgun owners contacted for
a household survey conducted in 1979.'¢
Just how often potential victims of violence
defend themselves with guns is unclear, in
part because “self-defense” is a vague term.
Among a sample of prisoners, 48 percent of
those who fired their guns while committing
crimes claimed they did so in self-defense.
At a minimum, victims use guns to attack or
threaten the perpetrators in about 1 percent
of robberies and assaults—about 70,000
times per year—according to NCVS data
for recent years. These victims were less
likely to report being injured than those who
either defended themselves by other means
or took no self-protective measures at all.
Thus, while 33 percent of all surviving




robbery victims were injured, only 25
percent of those who offered no resistance
and 17 percent of those who defended
themselves with guns were injured. For
surviving assault victims, the correspond-
ing injury rates were, respectively, 30
percent, 27 percent, and 12 percent.!?

For two reasons, these statistics are an
insufficient basis for the personal decision
whether or not to obtain a gun for self-
protection. First, the decision involves a
trade-off between the risks of gun acci-
dents and violent victimization. Second, it
is not entirely clear that the relatively few
robberies and assaults in which victims
defended themselves with guns are typical
of these types of crimes and that the lower
injury rates resulted from the self-defense
action rather than some other factor. Per-
haps offenders lost the advantage of sur-
prise, which allowed victims not only to
deploy their guns but also to take other
evasive action. More detailed analysis of
gun self-defense cases is needed to mea-
sure both the frequency and consequences
of different self-defense actions using
guns.

Policy implications

Currently, firearm sales and uses are sub-
ject to Federal, State, and local regulations
that are intended to reduce gun-related
criminal activity. The Federal Gun Control
Act of 1968 is intended to control the
allocation of guns by requiring that dealers
obtain Federal licenses; by prohibiting
them from selling guns through the mail or
across State lines to anyone except other
licensed dealers; and by barring sales to
high-risk-category individuals such as
minors, felons, and drug users. According
to the U.S. General Accounting Office,
resources available to enforce the Act
declined during the 1980°s, and the news
media have reported instances of convicted
felons and active drug dealers obtaining
Federal dealers’ licenses that have permit-
ted them to purchase guns in large
quantities.

Changing the allocation of guns from high-
risk to low-risk individuals is one of four
strategies that have been attempted to
reduce gun-related violent crimes. To

Table 1. Evaluation Status of Strategies and Interventions

for Reducing Gun Violence

Strategy and Intervention
Strategy 1: Alter gun uses or storage

Place and manner laws

Restrict carrying
Bartley-Fox Amendment

Enhance sentences for felony gun use
Michigan
Pennsylvania

Increase probability of sentences

for felony gun use

Operation Triggeriock

Civilladministrative laws
Owner liability for damage by gun

Technological
Enhance/maintain firearm detectability
Metal detectors in dangerous places
Enhance visibility of dangerous
illegal uses
Shields for vulnerable employees

Public education
Safe use and storage
Role in self-defense

Strategy 2: Change gun allocation

Civil/ladministrative laws
Permissive licensing of owners (e.g.,all
but felons, drug users, minors, etc.)
Waiting periods for gun purchases
Restrict sales to high-risk purchasers
Gun Control Act of 1968

Law enforcement
Disrupt illegal gun markets
Mandatory minimum sentences for
gun theft

Technological
Combination locks on guns

Strategy 3: Reduce gun lethality

Protective clothing in dangerous encounter
Reduce barrel iength and bore

Reduce magazine size

Ban dangerous ammunition

Strategy 4: Reduce gun availability

Restrictive licensing systems

D.C. Firearms Control Act of 1977
Restrict imports
Prohibit ownership

Evaluated?

Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No

No
Yes

No
No

Yes

No
No

No

No

No
No

Yes
No
No

Effective?

Yes

Partial*
Partial*

eSS IS RN §

Yes
?
?

*Reduced gun homicides, no consistent effect on gun robberies, gun assaults, or non-gun homicides.

§
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reduce high-risk uses of guns, some States
have enacted “place and manner” laws to
prevent carrying or concealing guns in
public, or to enhance sentences for felonies
in which guns are used. Other legal strate-
gies are intended to reduce the availability
of guns through restrictive licensing that
permits only selected categories of people
(such as police and private security offi-
cers) to possess guns. Legally required
waiting periods for gun purchases are
intended both to facilitate verification that
purchasers belong to the permitted catego-
ries and to reduce “impulse buying” by
people who may have temporary violent
intentions.

Some States have attempted to reduce the
lethality of available weapons by banning
sales of certain categories of weapons used
in violent crimes. These categories include
concealable “Saturday night specials™ or
high-capacity “assault weapons,” both of
which have proven difficult to define in
practice.

The high lethality of gun injuries and the
heavy involvement of guns in murder have
prompted an intense public debate and a
search for strategies to reduce gun homi-
cides. Legal, technological, and public
education approaches may all have roles to
play. (Table 1 lists these within the catego-
ries of the four strategies.) However, the
effectiveness of any of these strategies in
reducing gun murders depends on the
strength of two influences that counteract
each other:

® The behavioral response—the extent to
which people behave in ways that reduce
the level or severity of gun violence
because of newly available protective tech-
nology, public education campaigns, or the
threat of legal punishment.

@ Substitution effects—the extent to
which the desired behavioral responses are
offset by high-risk behaviors such as use of
more lethal guns, disarming of gun combi-
nation locks by gun thieves, or the assign-
ment by drug organizations of juveniles to
gun-using roles because they are subject to
lighter penalties than adults.

Because the strength of these two effects
cannot be predicted in advance, evaluation
is needed to identify the effects of any of

the four types of strategies/interventions.
Most of them have not been evaluated, and
some of the evaluations have produced
unclear results. (See Table 1.) However,
studies of the four strategies have yielded
some valuable information:

@ Strategy 1: Alter gun uses. Both
“place and manner” laws and sentence
enhancements for felony gun use have
been shown to be effective in States
(Michigan and Pennsylvania) where they
have been evaluated. But neither legal ap-
proaches (such as making owners or manu-
facturers liable for damages caused by the
gun) nor technological approaches that
make guns and their illegal uses more
visible have been evaluated. Some public
education initiatives have been evaluated,
but the findings have been called into
question because of measurement
problems.

@ Strategy 2: Change gun allocation.
An evaluation of the effect of the Federal
Gun Control Act of 1968 was conducted
in two States where restrictions against in-
state purchases should make interstate
trafficking the major source of guns used
in crime. The evaluation did not find that
the Act reduced gun use in assaults or
homicides. However, a later evaluation of
a crackdown to enforce the Federal law

in the District of Columbia did show a 6-
month reduction in gun homicides. Neither
technological innovations, such as built-in
combination locks that permit only the
legal owner to fire the gun, nor law en-
forcement approaches, such as disruption
of illegal gun markets or mandatory mini-
mum sentences for gun theft, have been
evaluated.

e Strategy 3: Reduce gun lethality.
Neither legal nor technical restrictions that
would reduce gun lethality have been
evaluated.

@ Strategy 4: Reduce gun availability.
The results of several evaluations indicated
that the 1977 District of Columbia Fire-
arms Control Act, which prohibited
handgun ownership by virtually all

private citizens, reduced gun robberies,
assaults, and homicides for several years.
More intrusive legal restrictions on
imports, manufacture, or ownership have
not been evaluated.

The following evaluation findings are
especially significant:

® The Massachusetts 1974 Bartley-Fox
Amendment, which prescribed a 1-year
sentence for unlicensed public carrying of
firearms, decreased gun assaults, gun rob-
beries, and gun homicides during the 2-
year period in which it was evaluated.

@ Several State mandatory add-ons to
felony sentences for use of a gun have re-
duced gun homicides, but whether they
have discouraged gun use in robberies and
assaults is not clear.

® The decrease in Washington, D.C., gun
homicides following passage of the 1977
D.C. Firearms Control Act appears to have
been maintained until the mid-1980’s
when, according to a recent study, the rise
of crack markets was accompanied by a
substantial increase in gun homicides.'®

® The 1968 Federal Gun Control Act,
which prohibited Federally licensed gun
dealers from selling guns to certain desig-
nated “dangerous” categories of people,
failed to reduce firearm injuries or deaths,
apparently because of lax enforcement.

Evaluations of firearm laws suggest that
enforcement is critical to their effective-
ness. Therefore, while public debate con-
tinues over the wisdom of enacting new
gun laws, the Panel concluded that priority
should be given to three aspects of enforc-
ing existing laws:

@ Disrupting illegal gun markets by
means of undercover buys, sting opera-
tions, and other tactics at the wholesale and
retail levels.

® Reducing juveniles’ access to guns
through better enforcement of the Federal
ban on gun dealers’ sales to minors and
through disruption of the illegal or
unregulated channels through which
juveniles obtain guns.

@ Close police-community cooperation in
setting priorities and enforcing gun laws,
as a means of reducing the fears that lead
to gun ownership for self-defense.

Long-term efforts are needed to design and
implement these and other enforcement
tactics so they are both effective and ac-
ceptable to the local community; to test
them in carefully controlled evaluations; to




refine them as indicated by the evaluation
findings; and to replicate the evaluations in
different community settings.

Notes

1. Confusion frequently arises in discussions of
firearms (a generic term equivalent to “guns™)
used in violence because of inconsistencies
between legal and popular classifications of
firearms. The Code of Federal Regulations
govemning firearms distinguishes between
rifles, shotguns, and handguns. Rifles are
designed to fire solid builets, and shotguns are
commonly used to fire shells that contain small
pellets, called “shot.” Rifles and shotguns are
frequently grouped together as “long guns,” a
term referring to their design, which generally
requires that the user fire from the shoulder.
Long guns may be shortened by sawing off the
barrel, which makes them easier to conceal for
use in crime. Handguns include pistols and
revolvers designed to be fired with one hand.
No Federal regulations require registration of
handguns or long guns that shoot only one
bullet or shell with each squeeze of the trigger;
most such guns require reloading after six shots
at most. Federal registration and taxes are
required to own a machinegun, a weapon that
can be made to shoot “automatically” (more
than once) by holding the trigger in a squeezed
position. Ammunition clips holding many
bullets can be attached to machineguns or
“serni-automatic” pistols and rifles (that is,
weapons designed to accept ammunition clips,
many of which can be converted to fire auto-
matically), allowing them to fire 15 or 32 shots
without reloading. Such weapons are some-
times popularly called “assault weapons,” a
term that has no precise definition.

2. Fingerhut, Lois A., “Firearm Mortality
Among Children, Youth, and Young Adults
1-34 Years of Age, Trends and Current Status:
United States, 1985-1990,” National Center
for Health Statistics, Advance Data, 231,
March 23, 1993. The article contains additional
details of firearms mortality. Unpublished data
from the National Center for Health Statistics
indicate that in 1991 the firearm homicide rate
increased still further, to 123.6 per 100,000
black males aged 15 to 19 and to 164.4 per
100,000 for those aged 20 to 24. These data
were not available when the panel study was
conducted.
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Guns & Crime Statistics Information Package

Introduction

From 1899 to 1993, about 223 million guns became
available in the United States, including 79 million
rifles, 77 million handguns, and 66 million shotguns
(BIS, Guns Used in Crime: Firearms, Crime, and
Criminal Justice, July 1995). In 1993, the BJS
National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS)
estimated that 1.3 million victims of violent crime
(29 percent) faced an offender with a firearm.
According to the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s
Uniform Crime Reports, 68 percent of the murders in
1995 were committed with firearms, of which four
out of five were with a handgun. These figures
evidence the rising tide of gun availability and use
nationwide, particularly as the weapon of choice in a
large percentage of crimes.

The purpose of this information package is to provide
a one-stop resource for those seeking statistics on
guns and crime, not to address the divisive issues
surrounding the gun debate. The package contains
selected statistical tables from four major sources of
national data: the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS),
the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (ATF),
the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), and the
National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS). In
addition, this package contains the following:

* A matrix of Federal statistical data related to
guns and crime.

* Copies of the BJS reports Firearm Injury from
Crime: Firearms, Crime, and Criminal Justice;
Guns Used in Crime: Firearms, Crime, and
Criminal Justice; Guns and Crime; Weapons
Offenses and Offenders: Firearms, Crime, and
Criminal Justice; and Firearms and Crimes of
Violence.

» Copies of the National Institute of Justice’s (NIJ’s)
Firearms and Violence, Gun Acquisition and
Possession in Selected Juvenile Samples;
Understanding and Preventing Violence: A
Public Health Perspective; Arrestees and Guns:
Monitoring the Illegal Firearms Market; and
Youth Violence, Guns, and lllicit Drug Markets.

* Hawaii Department of the Attorney General
Crime Prevention Division’s Crimes Committed
with Firearms in the State of Hawaii, 1983—1992;
New York State Division of Criminal Justice
Services’ Assault Weapons and Homicide in New
York Citv; and Virginia Criminal Justice Re-
search Center’s Guns and Violent Crime.

» A diskette with Lotus spreadsheets from selected
BIJS reports.

* A topical search on guns and crime. This search
of the National Criminal Justice Reference
Service (NCJRS) data base yielded the 30 most
representative citations on homicide. Each title
contains a full bibliographic citation, annotation,
and abstract.

A list of further resources on guns and crime.
This list provides contact information and a
description of additional organizations that can
provide further assistance with guns and crime
research, in addition to online resources for
statistics on guns and crimes.

* A list of the Statistical Analysis Center (SAC)
and Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) Programs
in each State. These contacts can provide
assistance with obtaining State and local-level
data on guns and crime.

About the Guns &
Crime Data Sources

U.S. Department of Justice
Bureau of Justice Statistics

The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS), a component
of the U.S. Department of Justice, is the Nation’s
primary source for criminal justice statistics. BJS
collects, analyzes, publishes, and disseminates
information on crime, criminal offenders, victims
of crime, and the operation of justice systems at

all levels of government. These data are critical to
Federal, State, and local policymakers in combating
crime and ensuring that justice is both efficient and
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evenhanded. BJS maintains more than two dozen
major data collection programs from which it
publishes and distributes reports nationwide. In this
package, data are presented from eight BJS programs:

* National Crime Victimization Survey

* Survey of State Prison Inmates

* Criminal Records Data Quality Program
* Federal Justice Statistics Program

* National Corrections Reporting Program
* National Judicial Reporting Program

* National Pretrial Reporting Program

* National Prisoner Statistics

Guns and crime data pertaining to pretrial release,
sentencing, and case processing are not contained in
this package. However, a list of the BJS publications
on these topics with ordering information is included.

U.S. Department of the Treasury
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms

The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (ATF)
operates the National Firearms Tracing Center, which
was created in 1972 as a centralized point for research
on firearms transactions. The National Firearms
Tracing Center has been a useful source of weapons
data assisting in local police investigations. Through
the resources of the National Firearms Tracing
Center, local police officers can develop important
investigative leads based on records of manufacture,
distribution, purchase, and transfer of firearms. The
Center aids the firearms industry as well as law
enforcement. The purpose of the National Firearms
Tracing Center is threefold: to identify a suspect to a
crime by linking that person to a firearm, to establish
the stolen status of a weapon, and to establish proof
of ownership of a weapon. In addition, the ATF’s
Office of Public Affairs annually releases data on
firearm manufacturing, importing, and exporting
practices. These statistics depict global trends in gun
availability, gun preferences by corporations and
owners, and sale trends in the firearm industry.

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Uniform Crime Reporting Program

The Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) Program is

a nationwide, cooperative statistical effort of over
16,000 city, county, and State law enforcement
agencies voluntarily reporting data on crime brought
to their attention. Since 1930, the FBI has adminis-
tered the program and issued periodic assessments of
the nature and type of crime in the Nation. Although
the program’s primary objective is to generate a
reliable set of criminal statistics for use in law
enforcement administration, operation, and manage-
ment, its data have, over the years, become one of
the country’s leading social indicators. The Supple-
mental Homicide Report (SHR), part of the UCR
Program, includes detailed information about each
homicide, including race, sex, and age of the victims
and offenders; victim-offender relationship; murder
weapon; and circumstances surrounding the murder.

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services
National Center for Health Statistics

The National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS),

a division of the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, is the Federal Government’s principal
vital and health statistics agency, covering the full
spectrum of concerns in the health field from birth to
death, including injury and homicide with firearms.
The NCHS mission includes data collection, analysis
and dissemination, research in statistical and survey
methodology, and cooperative programs with State,
national, and international organizations.

This information package provides an overview of
guns and crime statistics and research. For additional
information beyond what is presented in this package,
call or write the BJS Clearinghouse:

Rockville, Maryland 20849-6000
(800) 732-3277
E-mail: askncjrs@ncjrs.org
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TOPICAL SEARCH

Guns & Crime

The NCJRS library currently contains over 130,000 documents including journals, government
publications, magazines, and unpublished materials. The collection includes documents in the areas
of courts, police, corrections, statistics, victims, drugs, juvenile justice, and much more.

This topical search includes abstracts from the NCJRS collection that represent the most relevant
literature on guns and crime data. Topics covered in this search include:

e National and State-level data on guns and crime

@ gun acquisition and possession by offenders

® costs of firearm injury and death

® guns and crime data related to drugs, gangs, and schools

Document citations are chosen from the NCJRS data base and carefully screened by a subject
specialist to identify documents that are the most representative of the issue(s).

The topical search is organized by accession number, which is found at the top of each citation. The
most recent documents appear first. Subject and title indexes provide easy reference to the
appropriate NCJRS accession numbers. Availability of the information is also provided.

Researchers interested in additional information on guns and crime may request a customized search
of the NCJRS data base. Custom searches are available in hard copy as printouts or on diskette to use
on an IBM-compatible personal computer. The fee is $48.00 for a hard copy printout and $65.00 for
diskette. To request this service or to obtain more information about other NCJRS products and
services, please contact the number listed below.

We also invite you to submit your criminal justice related documents for review and possible inclusion
in our library collection. [If you would like your work to be considered, please sent at least one copy
to NCJRS, 1600 Research Boulevard, Rockville, MD 20850, Attention: Acquisitions Department (MS
5H).

BJS Clearinghouse/NCJRS
Reference Department
Box 6000
Rockville, Maryland 20849-6000
800-732-3277







READ THIS FIRST

~How to interpret these abstracts

SAMPLE ABSTRA
NCIRS accession number — 1) Acon: 142416
English title
Personal suthor TITL: Differentiated Case Management:
Corporate author rggmmmmnﬁrﬁk“
Date of publication SPON: US Department of Justice Burean of Justice
. Assistance

Country of origin PDTE: 1993 PAGE: 144p_CLSS: document

Grant number ORIG: Unitod State English

management, this manual identifies and discusses
the benefits of a DCM program.

FIELD DESCRIPTIONS

ACCN = NCJRS accession number CLSS = Document class
TITL = English title ORIG = Country of origin
FTIT = Foreign title LANG = Language

JCIT = Journal citation CNUM = Contract number
PAUT = Personal author GNUM = Grant number
EDTR = Editor PNUM = Publication number
PDIR = Project director NOTE = Supplemental note
CORP = Corporate author ANNO = Annotation

SPON = Sponsoring agency ABST = Abstract

SALE = Sales agency SUBJ = Index terms

PDTE = Date of publication CDTE = Dateitem entered into data base
PAGE = Number of pages TYPE = Type of resource




How to obtain documents

The abstracts in this search provide complete
bibliographic information and describe the contents
of the documents. Most abstracts contain a "Sale"
entry that lists the

Sources

from this NCJRS search

organization(s? from which the document may be
ordered. Availability from a sales agency may
change at any time.

National Institute of Justice/National
Criminal Justice Reference Service

(NCJRS):

e NCJRS document loan program— NCJRS
makes most items in the collection available through
interlibrary loan for a transaction fee of $4.50 per
document ($5 U.S. funds for Canadian borrowers).
NCJRS lends documents only to other libraries. To
initiate a document loan, contact your local public
library or agency library. Include full title(s) and
NCJRS accession number(s) on a standard four-part
ALA form. Libraries exempt from the interlibrary
loan fee include Federal and State libraries and
criminal justice agencies. For more details about the
loan program, contact the NCJRS Research and
Information Center.

e NCJRS microfiche program—Selected
documents are available from NCJRS on microfiche,
as indicated in the "Sale” entry. Microfiche documents
may be purchased for $2 per title. To order, write
NCJRS Microfiche Program, Department F, Box
6000, Rockville, MD 20849-6000. Include the title(s)
and accession number(s) as they appear on the
abstractés). A postage and handling fee is required for
U.S. orders of miore than 10 microfiche titles and for
international orders of more than 5 microfiche titles.
Contact NCJRS Customer Service for pricing

information.

e NCJRS document distribution and

sales— Many documents listed in this search which
were recently published by the U.S. Department of
Justice, Office of Justice Programs (including the
National Institute of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention, Office for Victims of
Crime, Bureau of Justice Statistics, and Bureau of
Justice Assistance) are available from NCJRS, most
free of charge. Call NCJRS for prices and availability.

e NCJRS paper reproduction sales— NCJRS
will photocopy documents with no copyright

restrictions on a cost-recovery basis; in such cases,
"paper reproduction sales” appears in the "Sale” entry.
The cost 1s $5.00 per document plus 10 cents per page,
prepaid. Call or write NCJRS to order.

* Deposit accounts—if you frequently order
publications or services from the National Institute of
Justice/NCJRS, you may wish to set up a deposit
account. The minimum deposit is $50 ($100 U.S.
funds for international ordl;rs). You may use VISA,
MasterCard, check, or money order. For more
information or assistance, caﬁ’ NCJRS.

Commercial publishing houses: The abstracts
provide the publisher’s address. Contact the publisher
or your local bookstore. For periodical literature, here
are two additional reprint sources:

Original Article Tearsheet Service
Institute for Scientific Information
University City Science Center
3501 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19104

University Microfilms International
Article Reprint Department

300 North Zeeb Road

Ann Arbor, MI 48106

National Technical Information Services

(NTIS): NTIS sells reports of Government-
sponsored research. Contact NTIS at 5285 Port Royal
Road, Springfield, VA 22161, or call 703-487-4600 for
prices and availability.

U.S. Government Printing Office (GPO):
GPO documents are available either directly from
GPO or from many of its Depository Libraries and
Regional Libraries across the country. Send inquiries
to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S.
Government Printing Office, Washington, DC 20402,
or call 202-512-1800 for prices and ordering
information.

For more information call:
NC{RS
Toll-free: 1-800-851-3420
301-251-5500 (outside the United States)
Internet: askncjrs@aspensys.com

or write:

NCJRS
Box 6000
Rockville, MD 20849-6000




" Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse

** DOCUMENT 1 OF 30 =*%*

ACCN: 159909 _

TITL: Gun-Related Violence (From Trends, Risks, and Interventions in
Lethal Violence: Proceedings of the Third Annual Spring Symposium
of the Homicide Research Working Group, P 265-278, 1995, Carolyn
Block and Richard Block, eds.)

PAUT: Roth, S F

SPON: US Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs Washington,
DC 20531;

SALE: National Institute of Justice/NCJRS Box 6000 Rockville, MD
20850; DO document.

PDTE: 1995 PAGE: 14 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

NOTE: NIJ Research Report, See NCJ-154254 for complete document.

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: This paper discusses trends in gun-related violence in New
York State and compares those figures with national statistics.

ABST: Nationally, the number of unintentional injuries and deaths
and suicides exceeds the number of intentional killings involving
firearms. In New York State, of the 2,422 deaths caused by
firearms, 1,820 were homicides, 572 suicides, and 30 accidental
shooting deaths. In the country as a whole, the proportion of all
homicides that involved firearms increased dramatically beginning
in the mid-1980’s. The danger of firearms is compounded by the
involvement of juveniles in firearm-related crime. This paper
discusses characteristics of offenses committed with firearms, the
firepower of weapons being used by violent criminals, and the need
for law enforcement to control the illegal gun market. New York
State initiatives to reduce gun-related crime involve intervening
in illegal gun sales, restricting possession of assault weapons,
improving handgun registration information, restricting gun
possession by high-risk groups, and deterring negligent firearm
storage. The paper also outlines actions to be taken at the Federal
level to ensure uniform national regulation of firearms. 6 -
references and 6 figures
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Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse

** DOCUMENT 2 OF 30 **

ACCN: 159889 )

TITL: Easing Concealed Firearms Laws: Effects on Homicide in Three
States

JCIT: Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology, V 86, N 1 (Fall 1995), P
193-206

PAUT: McDowall, D; Loftin, C; Wiersema, B

SPON: US Department of Health and Human Services Public Health Service
Centers for Disease Control Atlanta, GA 30333;

PDTE: 1995 PAGE: 14 p CLSS: article

ORIG: United States LANG: English

GNUM: R49-CCR-306268 .

TYPE: Legislation/policy analysis

ANNO: This study examines the impact of the liberalized licensing
laws for the carrying of concealed weapons on homicides in
Florida, Mississippi, and Oregon.

ABST: One type of law that applies to licensing for the carrying
of a concealed weapon is "may issue" licensing. Under this
policy, legal authorities grant licenses only to those citizens
who can establish a compelling need for carrying a gun. Another
approach is the nondiscretionary or "shall issue" system. Under
this policy the authorities must provide a license to any
applicant who meets specified criteria. Adoption of a "shall
issue" policy usually increases the number of persons with
permits to carry concealed guns. This study examines the "shall
issue" laws in Florida, Mississippi, and Oregon and their impact
on homicides. Similar to existing evaluations of "shall issue"
licensing, this study used an interrupted time-series design to
estimate average homicide levels before and after "shall issue™
policies began. In addition, the study analyzed monthly homicide
counts and examined only large urban areas within the three
States. To determine whether the laws influenced gun deaths
differently, firearm homicides were separated from homicides by
other means. For all areas except Miami, the study examined the
period between January 1973 and December 1992. The Miami analysis
was confined to January 1983 through December 1992. The study
results led the authors to two conclusions, one stronger than the
other. The stronger conclusion is that "shall issue" laws do not
reduce homicides, at least in large urban areas. The weaker
conclusion is that "shall issue” laws raise levels of firearms
murders. Reasons for these conclusions are discussed, along with
implications for policy. 4 tables and 51 footnotes
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** DOCUMENT 3 OF 30 **

ACCN: 159326

TITL: Point Blank: Guns and Violence in America

PAUT: Kleck, G

SALE: Aldine de Gruyter Publishing Co. 200 Sawmill River Road
Hawthorne, NY 10532; BK book.

PDTE: 1991 PAGE: 517 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

PNUM: ISBN 0-202-30419-1

TYPE: Issue overviews

ANNO: Major issues concerning the relationships among guns,
gun control, and violence are examined, with emphasis on the
disputes regarding gun control.

ABST: Existing research and the author’s own research are
used to examine issues such as the ideology of the gun
debate, who owns guns and why, the consequences of people
owning and using guns for defense against criminals, the
effects of guns on the incidence of violent crime, the
involvement of firearms in suicide and accidents, and the
impacts of gun laws on crime rates. Data sources include
police-based crime statistics, victim surveys, public
opinion polls, and the advocacy materials of groups that
support and oppose gun control. The analysis concludes that
the common rationale for gun control rests on an unduly
simplified conception of the role of weapons in violence and
that levels of general gun ownership appear to have no
significant net effect on rates of homicide, rape, robbery,
or aggravated assault, even though they do apparently affect
the fraction of robberies and assaults committed with guns.
General gun ownership levels also seem to have no net effect
on suicide rates and appear to be unrelated to rates of
fatal gun accidents. Nevertheless, a valid rationale exists
for some kinds of gun control. Gun owner license laws appear
to reduce gun accidents, and purchase permit laws seem to
reduce murder. Prohibitions of gun possession by convicted
criminals may reduce aggravated assaults and robberies,
while bans on possessions by mentally ill persons may reduce
suicides. Strict carry laws may reduce robbery and homicide.
Beyond these and other exceptions, the gun controls
currently in operation seem to have no net impact on total
rates of violence. Recommendations, tables, index, and
approximately 500 references
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ACCN: 157875 .

TITL: Homicide, Handguns, and the Crime Gun Hypothesis: Firearms Used
in Fatal Shootings of Law Enforcement Officers, 1980 to 1989

JCIT: American Journal of Public Health, V 84, N 4 (April 1994), P

561-564
PAUT: Wintemute, G J
PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 4 p CLSS: article
ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Applied research

ANNO: This study examined the use of handguns owned by civilians in
the shooting deaths of law enforcement officers between 1980 and
1989.

ABST: The analysis was based on life tables generated for each
vear’'s cohort of new handguns to estimate gun-years at risk,
analogous to person-years, for rate and relative risk calculation.
Of 735 firearm homicides of police officers during the study
period, 435 were committed with 428 civilian-owned handguns.
Revolvers were used more often than pistols. For both types of
handgun, .22-caliber weapons were least often used in police
homicides, while .32-caliber pistols and .38-caliber revolvers were
used most often. Forty-six percent of the handguns included in this
sample had a barrel length of three inches or less. U.S. firearms
manufacturers produced 82 percent of the handguns for which a
manufacturer could be identified at all. 1 figure, 1 table, and 24
references
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ACCN: 157560

TITL: In the Line of Fire: Youth, Guns, and Violence in Urban America

PAUT: Sheley, J F; Wright, J D

SPON: US Department of Justice National Institute of Justice
Washington, DC 20531; US Department of Justice Office of
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Washington, DC 20531

SALE: Aldine de Gruyter Publishing Co. 200 Sawmill River Road
Hawthorne, NY 10532; PB paperback.

PDTE: 1995 PAGE: 192 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

PNUM: ISBN 0-202-30545-X .

NOTE: Youth Violence and Guns. Social Institutions and Social
Change an Aldine de Gruyter Series of Texts and Monographs

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: This book uses data drawn from juvenile male inmates and male
students in inner-city schools to examine issues related to gun-
related violence among urban youth.

ABST: The specific questions addressed in this study include
respondents’ exposure to guns, violence, and crime; respondents’
criminal activities and drug activity profiles; respondents’ gang
membership profiles; gun possession and carrying patterns,
including types of guns owned, among urban youth; important
features of respondents’ handguns; methods and cost of acquiring
weapons; motivations for carrying guns and situations in which guns
are used; gun sales by respondents; drug use and trafficking and
their relationship to crime and gun activity; and correlations
between gang membership, guns, and criminal activity. The book also
explores the use of firearms by female juvenile inner-city youth,
factors associated with weapon-related victimization, and the
extent to which suburban youth engage in gun-related activity. The
authors urge a policy aimed at reducing the motivation for gun
possession by youth, to replace the current focus on taking away
the guns they currently own. Chapter notes and tables, 190
references
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ACCN: 157411 _

TITL: Youth Violence, Guns, and the Illicit-Drug Industry
PAUT: Blumstein, A

SPON: Carnegie Mellon University H. John Heinz III School of Public
Policy and Management Pittsburgh, PA 15213;

SALE: Carnegie Mellon University H. John Heinz III School of Public
Policy and Management Pittsburgh, PA 15213; DO document.

PDTE: 19594 PAGE: 23 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

NOTE: Youth Violence and Guns. A revised version of this paper

is scheduled to be published in the Journal of Criminal Law and
Criminology in 1995.

TYPE: Studies/research reports

ANNO: After examining overall crime patterns for the United States
from 1970 through 1994, this study focuses on violent crimes by
youth, the involvement of guns in these crimes, and their
relationship to the illicit-drug industry; policy implications

are drawn.

ABST: The statistical analysis identifies three major changes that
have occurred in the period between 1985 and 1992. First,
homicide rates by youths ages 18 and under have more than doubled,
while there has been no growth in homicide rates by adults 24
years old and older. Second, the number of homicides juveniles
commit with guns has more than doubled, while there has been no
change in non-gun homicides. Third, the arrest rate for nonwhite
juveniles on drug charges has more than doubled, while there has
been no growth in the rate for white juveniles. One explanation
for this array of changes involves a process that derives from
the nature of illegal drug markets. They recruit juveniles and
arm these recruits with the guns that are standard tools of the
trade in drug markets, and then guns and mores on their use
diffuse into the larger community. One policy response would
involve aggressive actions to confiscate guns from juveniles
carrying them on the street. The need is particularly salient in
those communities where the homicide rates have increased
dramatically, probably coincident with the location of drug
markets. A reduction in the size of the illegal drug market could
be pursued through a greater investment in treatment, through
more effective prevention, or through finding other means of
providing drugs to certified addicts. There continues to be a
need to enlist in the legitimate activities of society the large
numbers of people who currently see no role for themselves, and
so resist efforts to become socialized into the larger society’s
norms. 13 figures
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ACCN: 156891

TITL: Guns and Violence: An Interpretive Review of the Field

JCIT: Social Pathology, V 1, N 1 (January 1995), P 12-47

PAUT: Kleck, G

PDTE: 1995 PAGE: 36 p CLSS: article
ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: This review summarizes the research literature on guns,

violence, and gun control.

ABST: In 1991, about 38,000 people in the U.S. were killed with guns
and another 130,000 suffered nonfatal gunshot wounds. The prospects
of reducing violence by restricting gun ownership and usage depends
on how many guns there are, how people get them, why they own them,
and how strongly they would resist gun control measures to keep
them. Some of the issues addressed here include the prevalence of

various types of guns in the U.S., the defensive

use of guns by

crime victims, the risks of prohibitionist measures, the effects of

guns on different stages of assaultive violence,
ownership levels on violent crime rates, and the

suicide. The article also discusses types of gun

opinion and support for gun laws, and the impact
laws on violence rates. The author points to the
for a few moderate gun controls and recommends a

the impact of gun
effects of guns on
controls, public
of gun control
empirical support
national instant

records check to screen for high-risk gun buyers, tighter licensing
of gun dealers, and increased enforcemetn of carry laws. 6 tables,

1 figure, and 166 references
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ACCN: 156323 ~

TITL: Hospitalization Charges, Costs, and Income for Firearm-Related
Injuries at a University Trauma Center

JCIT: Journal of American Medical Association, V 273, N 22 (June 14,
1995), P 1768-1773

PAUT: Kizer, K W; Vassar, M J; Harry, R L; Layton, K D

PDTE: 1995 PAGE: 6 p CLSS: article

ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: The cost of inpatient medical care for firearm-
related injuries at a university trauma center is
quantified.

ABST: This article reviews the results of a retrospective
study of all patients with a firearm-related injury who
were admitted to the University of California, Davis,
Medical Center between January 1, 1990, and December 31,
1992. The foci of the study were hospital inpatient
charges, costs, revenues, and net income, according to
payer source. Patients who were treated for firearm-
related injuries in the emergency department and who
expired in or were discharged to home from the emergency
department were not included in the study. Information
from the trauma registry and hospital finance records
were linked for 750 out of a total of 787 consecutive
patients admitted to the hospital for firearm-related
injuries. The analysis of the data indicates that
although a substantial majority, i.e., 70 percent, of the
patients with firearm-related injuries did not have
private health insurance, the treatment of firearm-
related injuries produces net income for this particular
university trauma center by virtue of the cost shifting
built into its pricing structure. If data from this
institution are extrapolated to the Nation, then the
actual cost of providing medical care for firearm-related
injuries in the United States in 1995 is projected to be
$4.0 billion, the majority of which cost will be paid
directly by private health insurance. Tables, references
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ACCN: 156319 _
TITL: National Estimates of Nonfatal Firearm-Related Injuries

JCIT: Journal of the American Medical Association, V 273, N 22 (June
14, 1995), P 1749-1754

PAUT: Annest, J L; Mercy, J A; Gibson, D R; Ryan, G W

PDTE: 1995 PAGE: 6 p CLSS: article
ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: Data concerning nonfatal firearm-related injuries
are presented.

ABST: This article reports the results of a study
involving the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
and the U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission’s National
Electronic Injury Surveillance System (NEISS). Data were
obtained from June 1, 1992, through May 31, 1993 using
NEISS. National estimates are presented, based on data
from a representative sample of U.S. hospitals, on the
number and characteristics of persons with nonfatal
firearm-related injuries treated in hospital emergency
departments. National estimates of all nonfatal gun-
related injures treated in emergency departments are
presented first, followed by more detailed national
estimates of the number and characteristics of nonfatal
firearm-related injuries. Data are compared with prior
estimates obtained from earlier studies. Results indicate
that an estimated 99,025 persons were treated for
nonfatal firearm-related injuries in U S hospital
emergency departments during the study period. The rate
of nonfatal firearm-related injuries treated was 2.6
times the national rate of fatal firearm-related injuries
for 1992. The analysis concludes that nonfatal firearm-
related injuries contributed substantially to the overall
public health burden of firearm-related injuries.
Additionally, although NEISS is useful to monitor the
number of nonfatal firearm-related injuries in the United
States, the limitations of NEISS are noted. The authors
recommend the development of a national surveillance
system to provide uniform data on firearm-related
morbidity and mortality for use in risk factor research
and firearm- and violence-related intervention programs.
Tables, references
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ACCN: 155885 )
TITL: Armed and Considered Dangerous: A Survey of Felons and Their
Firearms

PAUT: Wright, J D; Rossi, P H

SPON: US Department of Justice National Institute of Justice
Washington, DC 20531;

SALE: Aldine de Gruyter Publishing Co. 200 Sawmill River Road
Hawthorne, NY 10532; PB paperback.

PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 275 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

GNUM: 82-NIJ-CX-0001 .

PNUM: ISBN 0-202-30542-2

NOTE: Expanded edition. Social Institutions and Social Change,

An Aldine de Gruyter Series of Texts and Monographs.

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: This survey of men who are serving sentences for felony
offenses in 11 State prisons throughout the country examines why
criminals acquire, carry, and use firearms.

ABST: Self-administered questionnaires were completed by 1,874
felons in State prisons in Michigan, Missouri, Oklahoma,
Minnesota, Nevada, Arizona, Florida, Georgia, Maryland, and
Massachusetts. The felons in the sample showed wide variability
in their prior criminal weapons behavior. Approximately 40
percent of the sample claimed never to have committed any crime
armed with any kind of weapon; these are the unarmed criminals
who are used for comparison purposes throughout the analysis.
Another one-tenth had committed armed crime, some of them often,
but never with a gun. The remaining half of the sample had
committed at least one gun crime. Issues discussed based on
survey findings are firearms ownership and use, familiarity with
guns early in life, reasons why criminals carry guns, the impact
on criminals of the likelihood that a potential victim may be
carrying a gun, what felons look for in firearms, the market for
criminals’ guns, and gun control and criminal gun use. Five
potentially important policy implications are suggested by the
survey findings. First, because criminals acquire and use guns as
much for self-protection, viable social policies should address
the issue of reducing the violence and routine carrying of guns
that appear to be endemic to many impoverished urban
neighborhoods. Second, a major source of supply to the illicit
firearms market is through theft from persons who own and use
firearms legally; cutting down on the theft of firearms ought to
be a second goal of social policy. Third, gun-control measures
that attempt to interdict the retail sale of weapons to criminals
through legitimate channels miss as many as five-sixths of the
criminal firearms transactions. Fourth, sentence-enhancement
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policies that would punish more heavily crime in_which guns are
used are largely irrelevant to the more predatory guns users.
Fifth, some of the more often discussed gun-control measures,
such as a ban on cheap handguns, may prove to have counter-
productive consequences, as some criminals switch to more lethal
weapons. Extensive tabular data, a 66-item bibliography, and a
subject index
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ACCN: 155284

TITL: Weapons Offenses and Offenders

PAUT: Greenfeld, L A; Zawitz, M W

CORP: US Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics Washington,
DC 20531;

SALE: Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse P.O. Box 179, Dept.
BJS-236 Annapolis Junction, MD 20701; DO document.

PDTE: 1985 PAGE: 8 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

NOTE: BJS Selected Findings November 1995.

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: FBI data for 1983 indicate that State and local law
enforcement agencies made 262,300 arrests in which a weapons
offense was the most serious charge, a 54 percent increase
since 1974.

ABST: During the last 20 years, the proportion of all arrests
that were for weapons offenses remained fairly constant
during the period. Weapons arrestees are predominantly male,
age 18 or over, and white. However, weapons arrest rates per
100,000 are highest for teenagers and for blacks. Arrests of
juveniles represent an increasing proportion of weapons
arrests. The number of Federal weapons offenses investigated
and prosecuted has increased at least fourfold since 1980.
Average prison sentence lengths for Federal weapons
offenders have increased, while those for State offenders
have decreased. Among the defendants in felony weapons cases
in the 75 largest counties in 1992, two-fifths were on
probation, parole, or pretrial release at the time of the
offense, and one-third had previously been convicted of a
felony. Weapons charges as an addition to other charges are
more common at the Federal level than the State level.
Figures, tables, map, and 26 references

800-732-3277




" Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse

** DOCUMENT 12 OF 30 #**

ACCN: 155069 ~

TITL: Juvenile Crime in New Orleans: An Analysis of Weapons Use Among
Our City’s Juvenile Offenders (From Reports on Juvenile Crime,
Charles C Foti, Jr -- See NCJ-155066)

PAUT: Foti, C C, Jr; Hayes, H D

SALE: Orleans Parish Criminal Sheriff’s Office 2800 Gravier Street New
Orleans, LA 70119; DO document. National Institute of Justice/
National Criminal Justice Reference Service Paper Reproduction
Sales, Box 6000, Department F, Rockville, MD 20850; DO Document.

PDTE: 1992 PAGE: 37 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: In examining the prevalence of juvenile weapon use in New
Orleans, this study found that juvenile offenders used relatively
sophisticated and dangerous weapons, that juveniles obtained
their weapons quite easily, and that juveniles used guns for
protection from a violent environment.

ABST: Data were obtained from 110 juveniles held at the Juvenile
Detention Center at Orleans Parish Prison. Attitudes and
perceptions of these juveniles were very different from those of
law-abiding juveniles. About 65 percent felt it was acceptable to
shoot someone who had hurt or insulted them or their families. Of
the 110 juveniles, 42 percent said they had owned or possessed a
military-style automatic or semiautomatic rifle, 57 percent said
they had owned or possessed a sawed-off shotgun, and 72 percent
said they had owned or possessed an automatic or semiautomatic
handgun. Of 36 juveniles who reported paying cash for a gun, 11
paid someone off the streets and 15 paid a junkie. Most juveniles
carried guns for self-protection, especially at night.
Recommendations to reduce juvenile violence and improve the
juvenile justice system are offered that pertain to school
safety, student crime watch programs, crisis intervention, and
violence prevention. 38 references, 16 footnotes, and 7 tables
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ACCN: 153743

TITL: Guide to Illinois Firearm Data

PAUT: Block C R; Olson, D E; Mata, A J

SALE: Illinois Criminal Justice Information Authority 120 South
Riverside Plaza Chicago, IL 60606; DO document. National
Institute of Justice/ National Criminal Justice Reference Service
Paper Reproduction Sales, Box 6000, Department F, Rockville, MD
20850; DO Document.

PDTE: 1992 PAGE: 146 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

NOTE: Revised Edition : .

TYPE: Technical assistance reports

ANNO: This report presents current information about sources of
various types of data on the availability of firearms in
Illinois, the quality of that data, and the availability of the
data to users.

ABST: The report focuses on data on firearm owners and dealers,
firearms, and firearms and crime. For each topic, the report
details the data sources, the steps involved in obtaining the
data, and how to use and interpret the data. The text notes that
the main source of data on how many people own firearms is data
kept by the Firearm Owner’s Identification section of the
Illinois State Police’s Division of Forensic Services and
Identification. The major source of data on firearms dealers is
the Bureau of Alcchol, Tobacco and Firearms. The only way to
measure the number of firearms bought by Illinois residents is to
examine the records of Illinois firearms dealers. Data from
reports made by law enforcement agencies and surveys of crime
victims provide information on crimes committed with firearms.
Forms and appended tables, procedures, and addresses of contacts
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ACCN: 151829 _

TITL: Firearms Production in America: A Listing of Firearm
Manufacturers in the United States With Production Histories
Broken Out by Firearm Type and Caliber

CORP: Violence Policy Center Washington, DC 20005;

SALE: Violence Policy Center 1300 N Street, NW Washington, DC 20005;
DO document.

PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 136 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

PNUM: ISBN 0-927291-02-9

NOTE: 1994 Edition

TYPE: Reference material

ANNO: This document contains production information pertaining to
American firearm manufacturers for the period between 1975 and
1992.

ABST: Production figures were obtained under the Freedom of
Information Act from the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms
(ATF) . Manufacturers whose annual output did not exceed 1,000
firearms for any given year were not included in this study, which
also did not cover imported weapons. This document lists
manufacturers alphabetically by licensee name or most commonly
known trade or product name. Manufacturers include companies that
produce finished firearms as well as those that produce components
that the ATF counts as firearms, i.e., receivers. Caliber listings
include not only all handguns produced of that caliber, but
intermediate calibers that are greater than the previous caliber
listing (for example, 40-caliber pistols are included under the 45-
caliber listing).
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ACCN: 151617 i

TITL: Rapid Fire: Weapons and Violence in the U.S.

CORP: Florida Department of Law Enforcement Tallahassee, FL 32302;

SALE: Florida Department of Law Enforcement P O Box 1489 Tallahassee,
FL 32302; DO document. National Institute of Justice/ National
Criminal Justice Reference Service Paper Reproduction Sales, Box
6000, Department F, Rockville, MD 20850; DO Document.

PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 4 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

NOTE: SAC Notes

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: This report summarizes the relationship between
firearms and violence in the United States, with emphasis on
data from Florida.

ABST: In the last 40 years, the number of guns in the United
States has quadrupled. In Florida, the violent crime rate has
increased 11 percent over the past 5 years. In 1993,
approximately 172,450 violent crimes in Florida involved the
use of weapons, including 54,072 involving the use of
firearms. The Florida Department of State issued 196,555
concealed weapons permits between October 1987 and January
. 1994 . An estimated 290,000 firearms were sold in Florida
last year. According to the Florida Opinion Poll, 52 percent
of Florida residents are extremely concerned about crime;
another 31 percent are concerned about crime. Current
Federal laws make it illegal to sell or dispose of a firearm
to certain individuals. The Brady Bill became effective in
February 1994 and establishes a waiting period and
background check for handgun purchases. Florida requires
record checks for the sale or delivery of all firearms, not
just handguns. A subsequent article will focus on
comparisons between Florida and other States with respect to
firearms policies. Figures
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ACCN: 151529
Research Center
Tromanhauser, E D

S. King Drive, HWH 329 Chicago, IL 60628; DO document.
PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 114 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: Six gang researchers at three universities collaborated
to conduct an extensive study of gangs and guns in the
midwest that involved 1,206 respondents, 504 of whom were
gang members.

ABST: Social contexts of the study included eight county
jails in both rural and urban areas of Iowa and Illinois
(891 inmates), matched pair design samples from a Chicago
public high school (87 gang and 87 nongang students) and an
inner-city program (36 gang and nongang members), and 58
gang members in a private suburban probation program. The
jail study showed that gang problems in the midwest had a
large ripple effect; that gang membership significantly
differentiated many variables about firearms, violence,
behavior, and beliefs; that gang membership could be
predicted with 81 percent accuracy using discriminant
analysis; and that gang density was higher than levels
previously estimated in a national assessment of gangs in
corrections. Gang member profiles in the high school and in
the inner-city program were similar to those found in other
social contexts. The probation study found that 69 gang
members in the suburban-based probation program had the same
gang profile as in other settings, although suburban gang
members joined the gang primarily for social rather than
economic reasons. In general, gang members in all settings
studied exhibited high-risk profiles with respect to guns
and violence. A gang risk continuum was observed that showed
a consistent violence escalation effect from the lowest risk
level (nongang member with no gang friends) to the highest
risk level (active gang member). Implications of the
findings for understanding the relationship between gangs
and guns and their relevance to the correctional environment
are discussed. 21 references, 25 tables, and 6 figures

TITL: Gangs and Guns: A Task Force Report From the National Gang Crime
PAUT: Knox, G W; Houston, J G; Laskey, J A; Laske, D L; McCurrie, T F;

SALE: National Gang Crime Research Center Chicago State University 9501
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ACCN: 151526 )

TITL: Weapon-Related Victimization in Selected Inner-City High School
Samples _

PAUT: Sheley, J F; McGee, Z T; Wright, J D

CORP: Tulane University New Orleans, LA 70118;

SPON: US Department of Justice National Institute of Justice
Washington, DC 20531;

SALE: National Institute of Justice/ National Criminal Justice
Reference Service Paper Reproduction Sales, Box 6000, Department

F, Rockville, MD 20850; DO Document. National Institute of @®
Justice/ NCJRS Microfiche Program Box 6000, Department F,
Rockville, MD 20850; MF microfiche.

PDTE: 1995 PAGE: 20 p CLSS: document

ORIG: United States LANG: English

GNUM: 94-IJ-CX-0033
TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: National victimization survey data indicate that

over 2 million teenagers are victims of violent crime annually;
this survey explored the issue of weapon-related victimization
among inner-city youths attending high schools with histories of
violence.

ABST: Surveys were completed by 1,591 students, 758 males and 833
females, in 120 inner city public high schools in California,
Louisiana, New Jersey, and Illinois. In all cases, local high
school administrators viewed the issue of guns and violence among
students as highly politically charged. They consented to the
survey only with the guarantee that their districts and schools
would not be identified in research results. The average age of
respondents was 16 years, and the modal educational attainment
level was 10th grade. Of those surveyed, 75 percent were black,
16 percent Hispanic, 2 percent white, and 7 percent other. All
respondents were from cities with populations exceeding 250,000.
About 31 percent of respondents reported having been arrested or
picked up by the police at least once. Respondents were asked
whether they had been shot at with a gun, stabbed with a knife,
or injured with a weapon other than a gun or a knife while at
school or in transit to and from school over the past few years.
Survey findings revealed that exposure to a dangerous environment
significantly raised the risk of weapon-related victimization for
respondents. Sociodemographic characteristics were not highly
predictive of violent victimization. Victimization status did not
differ significantly among respondents across racial and ethnic
lines, age categories, and grade levels. Only sex seemed to
affect victimization, with males significantly more likely to
have experienced a shooting, stabbing, or other weapon-related
assault. Respondents with arrest records, those who had stolen
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something worth at least $50, and those who had used a weapon to
commit a crime were more likely to have been victimized. The
dangerous environment outside school was related to violent
victimization, but the dangerous environment inside school was
less obviously related. The authors conclude that schools do not
generate weapon-related violence as much as they represent the
location where violence spawned outside the school environment is
enacted. 17 references and 3 tables
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ACCN: 150855

TITL: Kansas City Gun Experiment

PAUT: Sherman, L W; Rogan, D P; Shaw, J W

SPON: US Department of Justice National Institute of Justice
Washington, DC 20531;

SALE: National Institute of Justice/NCJRS Box 6000 Rockville, MD
20850; DO document. National Institute of Justice/ National
Criminal Justice Reference Service Paper Reproduction Sales, Box
6000, Department F, Rockville, MD 20850; DO Document.

PDTE: 1995 PAGE: 11 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

GNUM: 91-DD-CX-K056

NOTE: NIJ Research in Brief

TYPE: Program/project evaluations

ANNO: To learn whether vigorous enforcement of existing gun
control laws could reduce gun-related crime, NIJ sponsored an
evaluation of the Kansas City Police Department’s Weed and Seed
program and learned that more than two gun crimes were prevented
for every gun seized in one violent Kansas City neighborhood.

ABST: For 29 weeks from July 7, 1992 to January 27, 1993, police
patrols were increased in locations identified by computer
analysis as having large amounts of gun crime in the target area.
Assigned officers focused exclusively on gun detection through
proactive, directed patrol and were not required to answer calls
for services. A comparison of the 29 weeks before the program
began and the 29 weeks while the program was active revealed a 65
percent increase in the guns seized and that gun crimes declined
49 percent. Traffic stops were the most productive means of
finding illegal guns, producing an average of 1 gun discovered
for every 28 stops. One gun was seized for each 84 officer-hours.
Two-thirds of the persons arrested for gun carrying were not
residents of the target area. Finally, gun crimes did not
increase significantly in any of the surrounding seven patrol
beats. Results revealed that such a program can be successful and
that directed patrols were about three times more cost-effective
in removing guns from the street than were routine police
activity. A citywide version of this program was implemented in
Indianapolis in October 1994.
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ACCN: 150231 R

TITL: Patterns of Adolescent Firearms Ownership and Use

JCIT: Justice Quarterly, V 11, N 1 (March 1994), P 51-74

PAUT: Lizotte, A J; Tesoriero, J M; Thornberry, T P; Krohn, M D

SPON: US Department of Justice Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Washington, DC 20531; US Department of
Health and Human Services National Institute on Drug Abuse
Rockville, MD 20857

PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 24 p CLSS: article

ORIG: United States LANG: English

GNUM: 86-JN-CX-007; 5 RO1 DA05512-02; SES-8912264

TYPE: Applied research

ANNO: This study used data from the Rochester Youth Development
Study, a nine-wave panel design in which teenage students and
their caretakers were interviewed every 6 months, to analyze
patterns of adolescent gun ownership and use.

ABST: The data used in this study were obtained from 675 boys
and their caretakers who were in grades 9 and 10 during Wave

4 of the study, the first point at which information on

firearms ownership was collected. The results showed that 10
percent of the sample owned guns; 27 percent owned guns only for
hunting and target shooting, 30 percent for protection, and 10
percent for both reasons. Protection gun owners were more likely
than others to be involved in activities that threatened their own
and others’ safety. They were more likely to carry sawed-off
long guns, they carried guns at substantially higher rates,

and they used guns more frequently to commit crimes. They were
also more likely to belong to gangs, to sell drugs, and to
commit both minor and street crimes. The delinquency rate of
sport gun owners was only slightly higher than that of boys

who did not own guns. 4 tables, 12 notes, and 26 references

800-732-3277 =



Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse

** DOCUMENT 20 OF 30 **

ACCN: 150192 ~

TITL: Crimes Committed With Firearms in the State of Hawaii, 1983-1992

JCIT: Crime Trend Series, V 2, N 1 (April 1994), complete issue

PAUT: Green, T M; Richmond, J B; Taira, J E

CORP: Hawaii Crime Prevention Division Dept. of the Attorney General
Honolulu, HI 96813;

SALE: National Institute of Justice/ National Criminal Justice
Reference Service Paper Reproduction Sales, Box 6000, Department
F, Rockville, MD 20850; DO Document. National Institute of
Justice/ NCJRS Microfiche Program Box 6000, Department F,
Rockville, MD 20850; MF microfiche. .

PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 12 p CLSS: article

ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: This report presents statistics regarding homicides,
robberies, aggravated assaults, and other crimes committed
with firearms in Hawaii between 1983 and 1992.

ABST: During that period, 35 percent of all homicide victims
were filled with a firearm; 71 percent of these were killed
with a handgun. The proportion killed by firearms increased
from 32 percent in 1983 to 40 percent in 1992. The total
number of robberies and the number of robberies committed
with a firearm generally declined from 1983 to 1992;
however, from 1991 to 1992, the total number of robberies
increased 17 percent and the number of robberies committed
with a firearm increased 64 percent. From 1983 to 1992, the
number of aggravated assaults increased 53 percent, and the
number committed with a firearm increased 12 percent. The
percentage of aggravated assaults committed with a firearm
was smaller in 1992 than in 1983. Arrests for weapons
violations increased 83 percent from 1983 to 1992. Figures
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ACCN: 150116 )
TITL: Firearm Violence and Public Health: Limiting the Availability of
Guns

JCIT: Journal of the American Medical Association, V 271, N 16 (April
27, 1994), P 63-76

PAUT: Anonymous

PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 14 p CLSS: article
ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Legislation/policy analysis

ANNO: Firearm violence has reached epidemic proportions in
the United States and represents a publlc health emergency
since it accounts for 20 percent of all injury deaths and is
second only to motor vehicle accidents as a cause of fatal
injury.

ABST: Firearm violence cost an estimated $19 billion in 1990,
in addition to direct health care costs, and such violence
disproportionately affects young people. In particular,
homicide is the leading cause of death for young black men
between 15 and 34 years of age and the second overall
leading cause of death for individuals between 15 and 24
years of age. Suicide rates for both children and
adolescents have more than doubled over the past 30 years,
due primarily to increased firearms use. Gun control laws,
such as the Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act, are
useful but will not totally prevent the use of guns by
criminals and others who are legally prohibited from owning
guns. The following more stringent gun control measures
should be considered: 1mplement1ng a national licensing
system for firearms possession; limiting the manufacture,
sale, and distribution of military-style assault weapons;
increasing taxes on firearms and ammunition; tightening
Federal licensing requirements for gun dealers; limiting the
number of guns an individual can buy; implementing a gun
return program; implementing a firearm fatality and injury
reporting system; and educating the public about the dangers
of guns. Newspaper clippings are included that reflect the
effects of firearm violence and the debate over gun control.
15 references

800-732-3277 4



Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse

*% DOCUMENT 22 OF 30 **
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TITL: Assault Weapons and Homicide in New York City

PAUT: Haskin-Tenenini, K; Jones, P; Blake, J; Roth, S :

CORP: New York State Division of Criminal Justice Services, Office of
Justice Systems Analysis Albany, NY 12203;

SALE: ational Institute of Justice/NCJRS Microfiche Program Box 6000,
Department F, Rockville, MD 20850.; MF microfiche.

PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 7 p CLSS: document

ORIG: United States LANG: English

NOTE: From Public Policy Report for May 1994.

TYPE: Studies/research reports

ANNO: This study examines the use of assault weapons in
homicides committed in New York City during 1993.

ABST: For the purposes of this study, an assault weapon is
defined by New York State Assembly Bill 40001. It is any
centerfire, semiautomatic shotgun or pistol capable of
having loaded in its magazine chamber more than six cartridges
for a long gun or 10 cartridges for a pistol. The analysis
focused on the 271 homicides investigated by the New York
City Police Department in 1993 in which a firearm was
discharged and recovered. An assault weapon was recovered
for 68 homicide incidents (25 percent). A particular firearm
was positively identified with the killing 169 times (62
percent). This involvement was established through a match
between ballistic evidence found in the deceased or at the
homicide scene and an assault weapon recovered. It was
determined that assault weapons were used in at least 43
homicide cases. Thus, assault weapons were involved in 16
percent of the 271 homicides where discharged firearms were
recovered and 25 percent of the 169 homicides where a
recovered firearm was positively linked with ballistic
evidence from the crime. If the victims of the assault
weapons homicides identified by this analysis represent the
same proportion of all firearms homicide victims, then the
number of possible homicide victims against whom assault
weapons were used in New York City in 1993 could range from
240 (15.9 percent) to 383 (25.4 percent). 4 tables
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TITL: Federal Firearms-Related Offenses

PAUT: Carlson, K; Pittayathikhun, T

CORP: Abt Associates, Inc Cambridge, MA 02138;

SPON: US Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics Washington,
DC 20531;

SALE: National Institute of Justice/NCJRS Box 6000 Rockville, MD
20850; DO document. National Institute of Justice/National
Criminal Justice Reference Service Paper Reproduction Sales, Box
6000 Department F, Rockville, MD 20850.; DO Document.

PDTE: 1995 PAGE: 2 p.

ORIG: United States LANG: English

NOTE: From BJS Crime Data Brief, June 1995.

TYPE: Statistical data

ANNO: This report presents data on Federal firearms-related
offenses for 1993.

ABST: The firearms involvement of offenders convicted in a U.S.
district court includes defendants sentenced for a weapons
offense, either as the most serious charge or as an offense
accompanying a more serious crime, such as homicide or robbery,
and a defendant who received a more severe sentence for carrying
or possessing a firearm at the time of their crime. Among Federal
offenders whose only offense was a firearms offense, 47 percent
were persons prohibited from having firearms, and 23 percent
vioclated Federal laws that govern dealing in firearms. Among
Federal offenders convicted of firearms offenses and other, more
serious offenses, 82 percent used or carried a firearm during
another crime; and 10 percent were persons prohibited from having
firearms. In 1993 Federal convicted offenders whose cases
involved firearms were more often persons with previous time in
prison or jail. A total of 95 percent of Federal offenders
involved with firearms were men, compared to 83 percent without
such involvement. A total of 46 percent of Federal offenders
involved with firearms were African-Americans, compared to 30
percent of those uninvolved. Eighty-eight percent of Federal
offenders involved with firearms were U.S. citizens; 73 percent
of offenders not involved were citizens. Fifty-one percent of
offenders involved with firearms, but 39 percent of those with no
involvement, were aged 30 or under. 2 tables
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ACCN: 148201

TITL: Guns Used in Crime

PAUT: Zawitz, M W

CORP: US Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics Washington,
DC 20531;

SALE: Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse P.O. Box 179, Dept.
BJS-236 Annapolis Junction, MD 20701; DO document. National
Institute of Justice/National Criminal Justice Reference Service
Paper Reproduction Sales, Box 6000 Department F, Rockville, MD
20850.; DO Document.

PDTE: 1995 PAGE: 7 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

NOTE: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Selected Findings, July 1995.

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: This report presents statistics on the use of guns in crime;
of almost 2 million violent crimes of murder, rape, robbery, and
aggravated assault reported in 1993, about 582,000 were committed
with firearms.

ABST: The research reported here shows that 70 percent of the
murders committed in 1993 were committed with firearms. Although
most crime is not committed with guns, most gun crime is committed
with handguns. Reports indicate that there are 223 million guns
legally available to the general public; in addition, stolen guns,
60 percent of which are handguns, provide a ready source of weapons
for criminals. Over 75 percent of guns traced by the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms in 1994 were handguns, and almost a
third were less than 3 years old. Inmates reported they prefer
concealable, large-caliber guns. Juvenile offenders seem more likely
to possess firearms than adults. Most guns used in homicides are
large-caliber revolvers, but the number of large-caliber semiautomatic
guns is increasing. 8 tables, 1 figure, and 18 references
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ACCN: 148077 )
TITL: Shooting in the Dark: Estimating the Cost of Firearm Injuries

JCIT: Health Affairs, V 12, N 4, special issue (Winter 1993), P 171-185

PAUT: Max, W; Rice, D P

PDTE: 1993 PAGE: 15 p CLSS: article

ORIG: United States LANG: English
TYPE: Issue overviews

ANNO: The author discusses the methodology for estimating
losses due to firearm injuries.

ABST: The methodology involves estimating direct and indirect
costs and life years lost. Direct costs include spending for
hospitals and long-term care, physician and other
professional services, rehabilitation, medications,
emergency transportation, medical equipment, supplies, and
home modifications. Indirect costs means the value of lost
productivity. This methodology is applied to firearm injury
data from 1985. Estimates are then updated for 1990, taking
into account changes in the number of injuries, patterns of
health care use, and inflation. In 1990, losses due to
firearm injuries totaled an estimated $20.4 billion--$1.4
billion in direct health care costs, $1.6 billion in lost
productivity due to injury, and $17.4 billion in lost
broductivity due to premature death. These figures likely
are underestimations, as they are based on old data and on
many assumptions necessitated by data gaps. Yet, they are
critical to any rational debate on firearm policy. To create
a more informed policy, data collection must be refined.
Chart, 7 tables, 33 references
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TITL: Guns and Crime

PAUT: Rand, M R

CORP: US Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics Washington,
DC 20531;

SALE: National Institute of Justice/NCJRS Box 6000 Rockville, MD
20850; DO document. National Institute of Justice/ National
Criminal Justice Reference Service Paper Reproduction Sales, Box
6000, Department F, Rockville, MD 20850; DO Document.

PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 2 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: Handgun crimes accounted for about 13 percent of all
violent crimes in 1992, when offenders armed with handguns
committed a record 931,000 violent crimes.

ABST: The rate of nonfatal handgun victimization was 4.5 per
1,000 persons age 12 or older, compared to the previous
record of 4.0 in 1982. Males were twice as likely as females
to be victims of handgun crimes, and blacks three times as
likely as whites. Each year during 1987-92, 62,200
individuals, or about 1 percent of all victims of violence,
used a firearm to defend themselves. Another 20,300 used a
firearm to defend their property during a theft, household
burglary, or motor vehicle theft. In most cases, the
offenders they confronted were either unarmed or were armed
with weapons other than firearms. One-fifth of these victims
suffered an injury. Reported firearm thefts averaged about
341,000 annually during 1987-92. Sixty-four percent of these
thefts occurred during household burglaries, while 32
percent occurred during larcenies away from or at or near
the home. Unlike the record rate of handgun crimes in 1992,
the overall rates for violent crimes were well below the
1981 peaks. Tables
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ACCN: 146844 )
TITL: Firearms and Crimes of Violence: Selected Findings From National
Statistical Series

CORP: US Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics Washington,
DC 20531;

SALE: National Institute of Justice/NCJRS Box 6000 Rockville, MD

20850; DO document. National Institute of Justice/ National
Criminal Justice Reference Service Paper Reproduction Sales, Box
6000, Department F, Rockville, MD 20850; DO Document.

PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 16 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Statistical data

ANNO: This statistical report presents key findings from
Bureau of Justice Statistics surveys relating to crime and
the role of firearms; data from the national surveys
describe the extent to which victims confront armed
offenders, the consequences of victimization, and how
offenders obtain and use firearms.

ABST: Survey data indicate that an average of 6.7 million
violent crimes occur yearly in the United States. Violent
crime victims report that the offender had a firearm in
almost 13 percent of the crimes. In 1992, more than 16,000
persons were murdered with firearms. Between 1987 and 1992,
over 40 million violent crimes were reported by victims of
rape, robbery, aggravated assault, and simple assault. Over
the same period, victims faced armed offenders in 5.1
million violent incidents and in 85,453 murders and non-
negligent manslaughters. An average of 161,000 violent
crimes with firearms resulted in injury or death. Rape
victims reported that about 6 percent of their attackers
used a handgun. Law enforcement agencies nationwide
indicated that 600,000 firearm crimes were brought to their
attention yearly. Firearms were involved in a larger
percentage of murders than in other violent crimes, and the
number of violent firearm crimes reported to law enforcement
authorities increased by nearly one-third between 1980 and
1992. Rates of victimization involving handguns were the
highest among persons between 16 and 19 years of age.
Further, a disproportionate number of young black men died
from gunshots. Handgun crimes, like all serious violent
crimes, affected young people more than older persons.
Between 1987 and 1992, criminals used handguns to murder 371
law enforcement officers. In addition, almost 30 percent of
violent inmates carried a gun during the crime for which
they were sentenced to prison. Theft and burglary were major
sources of firearms for criminals, and a survey of male high
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school students found that 22 percent possessed firearms. An
appendix contains additional data on violent crimes
involving the use of firearms. 5 tables and 9 figures
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TITL: FIREARMS AND VIOLENCE
PAUT: Roth, J A

CORP: US Department of Justice National Institute of Justice
Washington, DC 20531;

SALE: National Institute of Justice/ National Criminal Justice
Reference Service Paper Reproduction Sales, Box 6000, Department
F, Rockville, MD 20850; DO Document. National Institute of
Justice/ NCJRS Microfiche Program Box 6000, Department F,
Rockville, MD 20850; MF microfiche.

PDTE: 1994 PAGE: 7 p CLSS: document
ORIG: United States LANG: English

NOTE: NIJ Research in Brief

TYPE: Literature reviews

ANNO: This paper reviews the current status of research and
evaluations concerning firearms and violent crime, as
reviewed by the National Academy of Sciences Panel on the
Understanding and Control of Violent Behavior.

ABST: Results revealed that firearms are used in about 60
percent of the murders committed in this country, and
attacks by firearms injure thousands of others. Young
people, especially young black men, are at particularly high
risk of being murdered with a firearm. In robberies and
assaults, victims are far more likely to die when
perpetrators have guns than when they have another weapon or
are unarmed. Greater availability of guns increases the
rates of murder and gun use during the commission of
felonies, but does not appear to affect general violence
levels. Self-defense is the reason most often cited for
acquiring a gun, but it is unclear how often these guns are
used for self-protection against unprovoked attacks. The
latest available data also reveal that those who use guns in
violent crimes rarely purchase them directly from licensed
dealers; most guns used in crime have been stolen or
transferred between individuals after the original

purchase. The findings of evaluations indicate that several
kinds of laws can reduce gun murder rates when they are
enforced: prohibitions on carrying concealed weapons,
extending sentences for robbery and assault when a gun is
used, and restrictive licensing requirements for handgun
ownership. Where local support exists, law enforcement
efforts should place priority on disrupting illegal gun
markets, reducing juveniles’ access to guns, and close
police-community cooperation. Chart and reference notes
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ACCN: 145324 ~

TITL: Effects of Offender Weapon Use and Victim Self-Defense on Robbery
Outcomes

PAUT: Rand, M R

CORP: US Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics Washington,
DC 20531;

SALE: Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse P.O. Box 179, Dept.
BJS-236 Annapolis Junction, MD 20701; DO document.

PDTE: 1995 i PAGE: 23 p

ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Surveys .

ANNO: This report addresses two factors associated with robbery
outcomes: offender’s weapon use and victims’ actions during the
robbery.

ABST: Robbery is defined as completed or attempted theft directly
from a person by force or threat of force and with or without a
weapon. For this study, the only type of robbery considered was
that committed by a stranger. Data for 1987-92 from the National
Crime Victimization Survey were analyzed. Two-thirds of the
robberies committed by strangers were completed, i.e., resulted
in property loss. In a third of the robberies, the victim was
injured. Robberies in which the offender attacked without prior
threat (mugging robberies) exhibited many differences from
confrontational robberies, which began with the offender
threatening the victim. Mugging robberies constituted 36 percent
of robberies committed by strangers and accounted for 40 percent
of all completed robberies, 67 percent of all injuries, and 66
percent of all serious injuries sustained. Mugging and
confrontational robberies committed with handguns and knives had
similar rates of completion. Robbers armed with handguns were the
most likely in both mugging and confrontational robberies to take
property from their victims. In confrontational robberies,
victims who defended themselves in some way were less likely to
lose property than victims who took no action, regardless of
offender weapon, but victims who defended themselves against
offenders armed with guns were more likely than those who took no
actions to be injured during the crime. Across all weapon types,
the most dangerous actions for victims were attacking,
threatening, or resisting the offender. 10 tables
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ACCN: 143308 )
TITL: FIREARM MORTALITY AMONG CHILDREN, YOUTH, AND YOUNG ADULTS 1-34
YEARS OF AGE, TRENDS AND CURRENT STATUS: UNITED STATES, 1985-90
JCIT: Advance Data, N 231 (March 23, 1993), complete issue

PAUT: Fingerhut, L A

SALE: National Institute of Justice/ National Criminal Justice
Reference Service Paper Reproduction Sales, Box 6000, Department
F, Rockville, MD 20850; DO Document. National Institute of
Justice/ NCJRS Microfiche Program Box 6000, Department F,
Rockville, MD 20850; MF microfiche.

PDTE: 1993 PAGE: 20 p CLSS: article
ORIG: United States LANG: English

TYPE: Surveys

ANNO: A previous report released by the National Center for
Health Statistics documented the level of firearm mortality
among children, youth, and young adults between 1 and 34
yvears of age from 1979 through 1988, and the current report
revises the 1985-1988 data using newly available intercensal
population estimates and 1990 data.

ABST: In 1990, 19,722 persons between 1 and 34 years of age
died as a result of firearm injuries, a figure representing
17.6 percent of all deaths for that age range. Among

children between 10 and 14 years of age, 560 died from

firearm injuries, accounting for one of every eight deaths. Among
teenagers between 15-19 years and young adults between 20-24
years, one of every four deaths was caused by firearm injuries.
For adults between 25 and 34 years of age, one of six deaths was
due to firearms. Within these age groups, variations by race
and sex were large. The majority of homicides among

teenagers and young adults between 15-34 years resulted from
the use of firearms. The age-specific proportion of suicides
due to firearms was lower than the proportion of homicides.
Consistent with earlier patterns, virtually no change

occurred from 1985 to 1990 in the overall firearm death rate
among young children between 1 and 9 years of age. For
children aged 10 to 14 years, however, the firearm death

rate increased by 18 percent over the period. The total
firearm death rate among teenagers between 15 and 19 years

of age increased by 77 percent from 1985 to 1990, to 23.5
deaths per 100,000. The firearm death rate among persons 20

to 24 years of age was 36 percent higher in 1990 than in

1985. By ages 25-34, the upward trend in age-specific

firearm mortality slowed considerably. Sixty percent of all
deaths among persons between 1 and 34 years of age resulted
from intentional and unintentional injuries in 1990, and

about 30 percent of those external deaths were from
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firearms. 7 references, 6 tables, and 6 figures
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