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Preface, 
This report presents information on crimi­
nal victimization in the United States dur­
ing 1978. It is the latest in the serjes of 
annual reports prepared under the National 
Crime Survey program. The study is based 
on findings from a continuing survey of a 
representative sample of households across 
the United States, containing about 135,000 
individuals. 

As presently constitutedr the National Crime 
Survey focuses on certain criminal offenses, 
whether completed or attempted, that are 
of major concern to the general public and 
law enforcement,authoritie~. These are the 
personal crimes of rape, robbery, assault, 
and larceny, and the household crimes of 
burglary, larceny, and motor vehicle theft.l 
In this report, as in others in the series, the 
crimes are examined from the perspective 
of their frequency, the characteristics of the 
victims and offenders, t~e circumstances 
surrounding the offenses and their impact, 
and the pattern of police reporting. 

Selected findings from the survey are pre­
sented in the first part of this report. A 
comprehensive set of data tables, which 

'Definitions of the measured crimes do notneCessar­
i1y conform to any Federal or Stale statutes, which vary 
considerably. They are, however, compatible with con­
ventional usage and with the definitions used by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation in its annual publica­
tion Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime Reports. 
Succinct and precise definitions of the crimes and other 
terms used in the National Crime Survey reports appear 
in the Glossary at the end of this report. 

-------------'.-.,.,----c-

form the basis for the descriptive ,analysis, 
follows in Appendi~ I. Appendix II contains 
facsimiles of the survey questionnaire, and 
Appendix III contains standard error tables 
and guidelines for their use. The latter ap­
pendix also includes technical information 
concerning sample design, estimation pro­
cedures, and sources of nonsampling error. 
Appendix IV consists of a series of techni-

, cal notes. 

All statistical data in this report are estimates 
subject to errors arising from the use of 
information obtained from a sample survey 
rather than a complete census and to errors 
that occur in the collection and processing 
of data. 

With respect to sampling errors, estimates 
of variability can be determined and used 
to evaluate the data. In the Selected Find-

, ings section of this report, c;J.tegorical state­
ments involving comparisons have met sta­
tistical tests that differences are equivalent 
to, or greater than, two standard errnrs or, 
in other words, that differences of this size 
would be produced by sampling variability 
at most 5 percent of the time; qualified 
statements of comparison have met signifi­
cance tests that the differences' are within 

,the range of 1.6 to 2 standard errors. These 
conditional statements are characterized by 
use of the term "some indication. " 

Since its inception in 1972, the National 
Crime Survey has been con<lucted for the 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 
(and its successor, the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics) by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. 

iii 
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Figure. 

I. Selected characteristics of the victims 
of violent crime, 1978,2 

2. Population and victims of crimes of 
violence, by age and sex, 1978, 2 

3. Victimization rates: Personal crimes 
of violence and theft, by age and sex, 1978,3 

4. Victimization rates: Household crimes, 
by race of head of household, 1978,3 

5. Household victimization rate~, by 
ethnicity, 1978,3 

6. Victimization rates: Personal crimes 
of violence and theft, by marital status and 
sex, 1978,3 

7. Victimization rates: Personal crimes 
of violence, by living arrangements, in 
households headed by males , 1978,4 

8. Victimization rates: Personal crimes 
of violence, by living arrangements, in 
households headed by females ,1978,4 

9. Victimization rates: Personal crimes 
of violence, by educational attainment and 
type of crime, 1978,4 

10. Personal victimization rates, by race 
and educational attainment, individuals age 
25 and over, 1978,4 

II. Victimization rates: Personal crimes 
of violence and theft, by race and annual 
family income, 1978,5 

12. Victimization rates: Household crimes, 
by annual family income, 1978,5 

13. Victimization rates: Personal crimes 
of violence and theft, by occupational sta­
tus, 1978,5 

14. Victimization rates: Household crimes, 
by number of persons in household, 1978,6 

15. Household victimization rates, by race 
and tenure; 1978,6 , 

vi 

T 

16. Victimization rates: Personal and 
household crimes, by locality of residence, 
1978,6 

17. Percent of violent crimes committed 
by strangers, 1978, 7 

18. Percent distribution of robberies and 
assaults, by perceived characteristics of sin~ 
gle offenders, 1978, 7 

19. Per~nt distribution of violent crimes, 
by place of occurrence and victim-offender 
relationship, 1978, 9 

20. Percent distribution of violent crimes, 
by number of offenders, 1978, 9 

21. Percent of violent crimes characterized 
by use of firearm, 1978,10 

22. Percent of violent crimes in which 
victims took self-protective measur!:s, 1978,10 

23. Percent distribution of victim self­
protection measures in violent crimes, by 
sex, 1978, 10 

24. Percent of robberies and assaults re­
sulting in victim injury, by selected charac­
teristics, 1978, J I 

25. Percent distribution of selected crimes, 
by value of loss, 1978, II 

26. Percent of theft loss recovered for 
selected crimes, 1978, II 

27. Police reporting rates fdr selected 
crimes, 1978,12 

28. Police reporting rates for personal 
and household crimes, by selected victim 
characteristics, 1978, 13 

29. Police reporting rates for h.ouseho\d 
crimes, by amount of loss, 1978 13 

30. "Not important enough" as a reason 
given for not reporting household .;:rimes, 
by amount of loss, 1978, 14 

31. Percent distribution of reasons for 
not reporting crimes of violence to the 
police, by viG~m-offender relationship, 1978,14 

Selected findings 
The National Crime Survey (NCS) deter­
mined that an estimated 40.4 million vic­
timizations, including both completed and 
attempted offenses, were incurred by indi~ 
viduals and households across the United 
States in 1978. Rape, personal robbery, 
and assault-the most serious of the meas­
ured offenses because they involved 
confrontation between victim and offender 
and the threat or act of violence-made up 
15 percent of the crimes, as shown in Table 
I (Appendix I). Larceny, the least serious 
NCS-measured crime, accounted for most 
of the total (65 percent). The remaining 20 
percent of the crimes included motor vehi­
cle thefts and household burglaries. The 
relative occurrence of these crimes is 
gauged, by means of a statistic known as 
the victimization rate, which is derived 
from estimates of the number of victimiza­
tions divided by the number of potential 
victims. The rates for personal crimes are 
expressed on the basis of the number of 
victimizations per 1,000 population age 12 
and over, and those for household crimes 
are based on victimizations per 1,000 house­
holds. For the popUlation at large, Table 2 
displays the victimization rate for each cate­
gory of crime, as well as for detailed sub­
categories. 

The first section of these selected findings 
highlights information on the characteristics 
of victims of personal and household crimes, 
developed from data Tables 3-33. In the 
interest of brevity, the data tables were n~t 
fully exploited in preparing these findings, 
and much of the discussion is confined to 
general, or summary crime categories. In­
dividuals wishing to perform more detailed 
analysis on the topics covered in this sec­
tion are referred to the Technical Notes 
(Appendix IV) for guidance in the interpre­
tation of survey results. 
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Selected characteristics 
of the vl4::tims 
of violent crime, 
1978 

I I I I I I 
I-overall victimization 

Age I rate (33.7) 
I 

16-19 I 

I 
65+ I 

rm I 
I 
I 

Sex 
I 
I 

Men I 

I 
Women I 

1~!~1?~~·,iil 
I 
I 
I 

Race I 
I White I 
I 
I 

Black I 
I 

~~~ 
I 

Ethnicity 
I 
I 

Hispanic I 

7 
I 

Non-Hispanic 
IEr;*'4~h~/i;;i;1 

I 

Marital status 
Divorced/Separated 

I 

Married I 

fIt;i' I 
I 
I 
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Victim characteristics 
The incidence of victimization for the Na­
tion as a whole does not reflect the varied 
pattern of vulnerability among different seg­
ments of the popUlation. NCS findings 
repeatedly have shown that .some gr0,tJps 
appear to be highly susceptIble to Crime 
while others remain relatively untouched. 
Striking variations were evident for 1978 in 
the rate at which certain segments of the 
population were victimized by violent crime 
(Figure 1). 

Youth has consistently been associated with 
high crime rates. In 1978, as before, young 
persons under the age of 25, particularly 
males, had an exceptionally high incidence 
of both personal crimes of violence (rape, 
robbery, and assault) and personal crimes 
of theft (larceny with and without contact). 
Older persons, particularly those in their 
mid-thirties .. and over, had much lower vic­
timization rates for personal crimes of vio­
lence and theft. Moreover, households 
headed by older persons had lower bur­
glary, household larceny, and motor vehicle 

'theft rafes than those headed by younger 
individuals. Clearly, age is associated with 
the risk of victimization. 

Other demographic or socioeconomic 
groups within the population-males, 
blacks, persons divorced or separated or 
never married, and the unemployed, among 
others-had relatively high rates of violent 
victimization in 1978. Members of some of 
these groups, for example" lJ1ales and per­
sons never married, also Were the more 
likely victims of personal crimes of theft. 

Along with members of youthful house­
holds, individuals who rented, lived in the 
city, or belonged to large families were af­
fected relatively more often by property 
crime. 

Sex, age, race, and ethnlclty 
(Tables 3-10 and 21-24) 

Young men had exceplionally high 
violent crime rates. Blacks were more 
probable victims 'a/violence and residen­
tial burglary than whites. 

Following a pattern set in the preceding 5 
years, violent crime rates in 1978 were much 
higher for males than females. Men were 
robbed twice as often as women, and they 
were assaulted at a rate some 20 points 
higher (37 vs. 17 per 1,000). Males also 
were more likely victims of personal larceny 
without contact, but their rate for larceny 
with contact was lower than that of fe­
males. Rape was the rarest of the NCS­
measured offenses, affecting an average of 
about 2 women in every 1,000. 

As noted earlier, young individuals, relative 
to their number, are the most frequent vic­
tims of criminal attack. For personal crimes 

Population and crimes 
of violence, 
by age and sex, 1978 
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Figure 2 

of violence and theft, persons'age 12-24 had 
the highest victimization rates, and the 
elderly (age 65 and over) had the lowest. 
Individuals under age 25 had a violent crime 
rate 2.7 times higher than that for persons 
age 25-64 and 8 times higher than that for 
persons of advanced age; for crimes of theft 
the ratios were roughly 1.7 to 1 and 6.5 to 
1. A similar pattern was evident as well for 
males and females categorized separately by 
age, with those 12-24 having the hi~hest 
rates for both the violent and theft Crimes 
(Figure 3). Young males were particularly 
susceptible to robbery and assault, having 
higher rates than any other age/sex 
grouping. 

Blacks expel1enced violent crimes at an over­
all rate higher than that for either whites or 
members of other minority races, whereas 
whites were more probable victims than 
blacks for personal crimes of theft. For. the 
latter crimes, however, there was no statis­
tically significant difference between the 
theft rate for members of other minority 
races (Asianl), Pacific Islanders, Native 
Americans, etc.) and the rates for whites 
and blacks. When race and sex were jointly 
considered, black males had the highest 
violent victimization rate, followed by 
whites of the same gender. The difference 
between the overall rate of violence for 
males of each race was chiefly the result of 
a robbery rate among black men that was 
some 2.5 times higher than that for white 
men. With respect to ethnicity, the rate of 
violence for persons of Hispanic ancestry 

Victimization rates: 
Personal crimes of violence and theft, 
by Olge and sex, 1978 
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was not significantly greater than that for 
non-Hispanics, and the comparable rates 
for personal crimes of theft were similar. 

Turning to household crimes, households 
headed by young persons age 12-19 clearly 
had the highest burglary, household larcency, 
and motor vehicle theft rates. When com­
pared with households headed by senior 
citizens, youthful J1ouseholds were 5.5 times 
as likely to run afoul of a burglar, 4.5 times 
as likely to be the victim of household lar­
ceny, and 10 times more likely to suffer a 
motor vehicle theft. In general, the victimi­
zation rates for residential property crimes 
declined as the age of the .head of house­
hold increased, a relationship that has been' 
identified in previous reports. The pattern 
with respect to motor vehicle theft was 
present whether the rates were calculated on 
the basis of the number of households or 
the number of vehicles owned. 

White and black households had similar 
rates for household larceny, but black house­
holds were more likely victims of residen­
tial burglary, particularly incidents entail­
ing attempted or completed forcible entry 
(Figure 4). Rates based on the number of 
vehicles owned clearly showed blacks more 
vulnerable to motor vehicle theft; when 
household-based, there was only some indi­
cation that the rate was higher for blacks. 
Rates for households headed by members 
of other minority groups showed some 
variation, but by and large they were not 
significantly different from those of the two 
larger racial groups. Compared with their 
non.-Hispanic counterparts, households 
head\(d by Hispanics sustained relatively 
more burglaries, larcenies, and motor vehi­
cle thefts (Figure 5). 
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Household victimization rates, 
by ethnicity, 1978 
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Marital status 
(Tables 11-12) 

108 85 
152 118 
28 17 

Persons divorced or separated were the 
most likely victims 0/ violent personal 
crime. 

Victimization rates: 
Personal crimes 
of violence and theft, 
by marital status and sex, 1978 
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Figure 6 

a person's sex in combination with marital 
status shows, in addition to the relatively 
high rates for the divorced or separated and 
the never married, that never married men, 
together with those separated or divorced, 
experienced crimes of violence or of theft 
at rates higher than those for women of 
comparable marital status. Married men 
were the victims of violent crime at a rate 
approximately double that of married 
women; however, the rates for crimes of 
theft were not different. 

The victimization experience of individuals Household compOSition 
differed by marital status. For the violent (Table 13) 
crimes as a group, divorced or separated 
individuals had the highest rate, followed in Persons who were unrelated ~o ~he head 
order by the never married, the married, 0.( t~e ~I0u.sehold had a high mCldellce 0/ 

d h 'd d "d vlctmllzatlOn. an t e WI owe -a pattern In eVI ence 
since 1973. For personal larcenies, also as a • Turning to the relationship between crime 
group, individuals never married were more and living arrangements, in households. 
likely to have been victimized than those headed by men, persons who were unrelated 
separated or divorced; however, both evi-
denced appreciably higher rates than mar-
ried or widowed persons. Consideration of 
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Victimization rates: 
Personal crimes of violence, 
by living arrangemr!nts, 
In households headed by males, 
1978 
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Figure 7 

Victimization rates: 
Personal crimes of violence, 
by living arrangements, 
in households headed by females, 
1978 
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Figure 8 

to the head of household had the highest 
overall rates for violent crime (Figure 7) 
and personal larceny. Although they were 
not victimized to the extent of nonrelatives 
in multi person households, men living alone 
als'o experienced a high rate of violence, 
whereas wives had the lowest. In households 
headed by women, their own childre" 
under the age of 18 and nonrelatives had 
significantly higher rates of violence than 
all other groups except their own chilqren 
over 18 (Figure 8); however, for crimes of 
theft nonrelatives clearly had the highest 
rate. Unlike their male counterparts, women 
living alone were victimized at relatively 
low rates. 
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Victimization rates: 
Personal crimes of violence, 
by educational attainment· 
and type of .:rlme, 1918 
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Figure 9 

• Educational attainment 
(Table 16) 

TI,e educated experience more crime of a 
less serious nature. 

Categorization of persons age 25 and over 
on the basis of numbers of years of com­
pleted schooling showed that in 1978, as in 
previous years, persons with at least some 
college training had a greater likelihood than 
others of being victimized by violent crime. 
However, as shown in Figure 9, the dispar­
ity is in large measure a consequence of 
variations in the rate for simple assault. 
Degree holders and, those with some college 
had higher simple assault rates than persons 
with less formal education. For example, 
simple assault accounted for three-fifths of 
the total violent victimization rate among 
college graduates, but only 36 percent for 
high school nongraduates. 

Regarding crimes of theft, individuals who 
had completed college had the highest vic­
timization rate, and those with some college 
were more likely victims than others with 
less education. 

There were certain differences between the 
rates for blacks and whites with compara­
ble education'. On the whole, blacks 
appeared to have higher victimization rates 
than whites with similar formal training, 
although the differences were not statisti­
cally significant in some instances (Figure 
10). It should be noted that limiting the 
calculation of crime rates to persons who 
had for the most part completed their edu­
cation excluded those members of the pop­
ulation age 12-24 who, as indicated 
previously, experienced a disproportionate 
share of personal victimizations. 

Personal victimization rates, 
by race and educational attainment, 
individuals age 25 and over, 1978 

Crimes of 
Education violence 

Whites 
Non·high school 

graduate 16 
High school 

graduate 18 
Some college 28 
College graduate 28 
Blacks 
Non·hlgh school 

graduate 23 
High school 

graduate 31 
Some college 42 
College graduate 15 

Figure 10 

Annual family Income 
(Tables 14-15 and 25-28) 

Crimes of 
theft 

43 

70 
101 
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46 

86 
124 
160 

Individuals from the poorest families had 
the highest rate of personal violence; the 
most affluent had a high personal larceny 
rate. 

Results for 1978 showed that members of 
families in the lowest income category (less 
than $3,000 per year) had the highest over­
all rate for crimes of violence. This relation­
ship, which has remained constant since the 
survey began in 1973, applied in all but one 
case to the individual crimes of robbery and 
assault. (There was some indication that the 
robbery rate for individuals from the poor­
est families surpassed that for persons in 
families earning $3,000-$7,499.) Members 
of the wealthiest families were relatively 
more vulnerable to personal crimes of theft, 
a finding which may be related to the 
amount of personal property owned. These 
results for the overall violence and theft 
categories chiefly reflected the victimization 
experiences of whites; for blacks, there was 
some indication of a direct relationship be­
tween theft and family income, whereas for 
violence there was no clearly defined pat­
tern (Figure II). 

In a pattern of victimization somewhat $im­
ilar to that associated with personallarcen­
ies, households in the two least affluent 
income groups had the lowest rates for 
residential larceny. Moreover, they were the 
least likely victims of motor vehicle theft. 
(Households earning $3,000-$7,499 had a 
motor vehicle theft rate which differed from 
the rate for those in the next highest bracket 
at a slightly reduced level of significance,) 
In contrast, households earning less than 
$3,000 per year had the highest rate for 
burglary, in large measure because of a high 
rate of unlawful entry without force (Figure 
12). 

1 
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Victimization rates: 
Personal crimes of violence and theft, 
by race and annual family income 
1978 ' 
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Victimization rates: 
Household crimes, 
by annual family income, 
1978 
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When the race of the head of household 
was considered, white households exhibited 
essentially the same income-related patterns 
identified above; the household crime rates 
for blacks at different income levels showed 
no clear pattern, although the poorest 
blacks appeared to have had low rates for 
larceny and motor vehicle theft and a high 
burglary rate. 

Occupational status and group 
(Tables 17-18) 

Unemployed workers were much more 
prone to victimization than the employed 
or most groups outside the labor force. 

Among persons age 16 and over who were 
participants in the civilian labor force, those 
who were unemployed had a violent crime 
rate twice as high as that for employed per­
sons (Figure 13). Individuals without a job 
were much more likely to~e robbed or 
assaulted. All groups of nonpanicipants ex-

$10,000-
$14,999 

$15,000-
$24,999 

$25,000 
or more 

perienced fewer crimes than the unemployed, 
and housekeepers, the retired, and those 
unable to work had rates lower than the 
employed. With regard to crimes of theft 
unemployed persons and students were rel~ 
atively more prone to victimization than 
others inside or outside the labor force. 

Victimization rates for a number of occu­
pational groups exhibited a good deal of 
variation. Service workers and laborers (ex­
cluding farm hands) were the more likely 
victims of violent crime than most others' 
farm laborers, owners, and managers, take~ 
as a group, were the least likely victims. 
Members of the Armed Forces were victim­
ized by theft at a rate far in excess of any 
othe~ occupational group; again, persons in 
farmmg had the lowest rate. Because rela­
tively few participate in the bibor force, 
persons age 12-15 were considered out of 
scope in calculating victimization rates on 
the basis of occupational variables. 

Victimization rates: 
Personal crimes 
of violence and theft, 
by occupational status, 
1978 
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Figure 13 

Household size and tenure 
(Tables 29-31) 

I 
1 

I 
150 

The mOl'efamily members, the more 
household crime. 

For each of the three household crimes 
persons livil)g alone had far lower victimi~ 
zation rates "than households with six or 
more members, and rates appeared to in­
crease directly in relation to household size, 
although not all increases were statistically 
significant (Figure 14). Larceny provided the 
clearest example of this positive relation­
ship, with 2-3 member households exhibit­
ing a rate half again as large and 6-member 
households a rate 2.8 times as large as that 
for I-member households. Tbe pattern in 
evidence for motor vehicle theft may well 
be' ascribed to the greater likelihood of ve­
hicle ownership in multiperson households. 

A consistent rate pattern was evident for 
hou~eholds differentiated by tenure. For 

5 



Victimization rates: 
Household crimes, 
by number of persons 
in household, 1978 
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Figure 14 

Household victimization rates, 
by race and tenure, 1978 

Motor 
Household vehicle 

Tenure Burglary larceny theft 

Whites 
Owned or 
being bought 70 107 13 

Rented 110 146 25 

Blacks 
Owned or 
being bought 85 118 20 

Rented 139 122 23 

Figure 15 

each of the three household offenses, fami­
lies living in rented dwellings had much 
higher victimization rates than those in 
owner-occupied homes. As shown in Figure 
15, this finding applied uniformly only to 
the white population; among blacks, only 
the burglary rate was higher for renters. 

Another dimension of size examined was the 
number of units contained in a dwelling, 
and, here the relationship was not nearly as 
cll!ar cut. People living in single-unit struc­
tures sustained relatively fewer burglaries 
than those occupying buildings with 2 or 3 
units or each of the larger multiresidenccs, 
as well as "other" housing units, such as 
boarding houses, but that wasn't true for 
the other household crimes. People living 
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in buildings containing 4 to 9 units, the two 
next-to-Iargest categories, had higher over­
all larceny l-:ltes than all others except those 
residents in "other" types of abodes. There 
was no discernible relationship between 
number of units in a dwelling and motor 
vehicle theft rates. 

Locality of residence 
(Tables /9-20 and 32-33) 

As a group, urban residents are the most 
crime prone; residents of small towns and 
rural areas are the least likely to be 
victimized. 

For personal crimes of violence~ the likeli­
hood of being victimized was tWice as great 
for central city residents as for residents of 
non metropolitan areas. Suburbanites (per­
sons living in metropolitan areas outside a 
central city) had a higher victimization rate 
than nonmetropolitan residents, but a lower 
rate than that for city dwellers (Figure 16). 
The residents of central cities in three of the 
four size classes examined had higher vio­
lent crime rates than did persons in the 
associated suburban areas, and there was 
some indication that a similar pattern 

. existed in the fourth (cities from Y2 to I 
million population). Crimes of theft offered 
a slightly different pattern, although ~he 
overall rate differences between central City, 
suburban, and nonmetropolitan residents 
were significant. The relative gap between 
central city dweller and suburbanite evident 
in the rate for violent crime was not as great 
for crimes of theft; theft in the nonmetro­
politan areas was stilI a relatively rare event. 

The relationship between sex, race, and vic­
timization discussed earlier continued, in 
general, to be valid when the locality of res­
idence was considered. White males com­
pared with females of the same race had 
higher overall violent crime and personal 
theft rates in central cities, suburbs, and non­
metropolitan areas. The violent victimization 
rates for black males in t.he cities and sub­
urbs exceeded the rates for black females 
and there was some indication of a similar 
disparity in non metropolitan areas as well; 
black males were more likely victims of 
personal theft in the central cities and non­
metropolitan areas. For each of the race I sex 
groups, the likelihood of being victim~zed 
was greater in most cases for metropolitan 
than nonmetropolitan residents. 

There were certain interesting variants in the 
rate patterns for specific crirlles. Among 
city-dwellers, for instance, the robbery rate 
for black men was roughly double that fer 
white men, and in the suburbs the rate also 
appeared to be higher for blacks, although 
the difference was not statistically signifi­
cant. Whites of either sex living in central 
cities experienced noncontact personal lar­
ceny at a higher rate than blacks of the same 
sex. White women in nonmetropolitan areas 
had a higher rate than black women, and 
there was some indication that in these 
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Figure 16 

same areas the rate for white males ~ur­
passed that for black males. 

TIle overall rate patterns for the three house­
hold crimes measured by the NCS generally 
were the same as those identified for crimes 
of violence. For burglary, as for crimes of 
violence, the highest overall rate was regis­
tered by city residents and the lowest by the 
nonmetropfJlitan population, with suburban 
households recording an intermediate rate. 
As noted in previous NCS publications, the 
burglary rate for residents of central cities 
of I million or more was no different than 
the rate for their suburban neighbors and, 
in addition, was significantly lower than the 
rates for residents of most of the smaller 
central cities. 
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Household larceny rates for central city res­
idents and suburbanites did not display the 
same disparity evident for burglary. (There 
was some indication, though, that central 
city residents had a higher larceny rate than 
suburbanites.) This was largely the conse­
quence of experiences in metropolitan areas 
of I million or more residents, where the 
victimization rate for central city residents 
was much lower than the rate for subur­
banites; in fact, these large-city residents 
were less likely than persons in smaller cit­
ies or suburbanites to experience a house­
hold larceny. 

As was true for household larceny, there 
was some indication that the overall rate of 
motor vehicle theft was higher for central 
city households than for those in suburban 
areas; the lowest· rate for this crime was 
associated with nonmetropolitan households. 

Regarding the racial identity of the heads 
of household, it was found that in metro­
politan areas (whether in the city or the 
surrounding fringe) blacks had higher bur­
glary rates than whit.es. Conversely, there 
was some indication that whites in central 
cities had a higher rate of household lar­
ceny, although the apparent difference 
between the two rates for suburbanites was 
not statistically significant. Motor vehicle 
theft rates were not meaningfully different 
for the two races. 

Offender ch'aracteristics 
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Figure 17 

stranger-to-stranger victimization were re­
corded for rape, robbery, and assault con­
sidered separately. 

Men were more liable than women to be 
the victims of strangers, a distinction that 
held for those in the younger age groups, 
for whites and blacks, for the never married, 
and for those separated or divorced. (There 
was less condusive indication that this dif­
ference between the sexes applied to mar­
ried persons as well.) Conversely, females 
were more likely victims of nonstrangers. 

Children age 12-15 were less likely than 
most older p/;rsons to be victimized by 
strangers. Stated in another manner, these 
young people were more susceptible to 

As in the previous 5 years, most of the . offenses by nonstrangers-relatives, friends, 
measured violent crimes in 1978 were com- classmates, etc.-than others. Given the rela­
mitted by strangers, that is, persons not tionship between physical strife and marital 
related or known to the victim. Further- discord, it is not surprising that separated 
more, the likelihood of victimization by and divorced persons were found to be more 
strangers varied with such characteristics as likely victims of nonstranger abuse than 
the victim's sex, race, age, and marital status. married persons. 

Besides being strangers, most offenders Sex, age, and race 
were identified as males and as white. Intra- (Tables 39-48) 

racial attacks were most common, although Most offenders were male and auacked 
a large minority of violent attacks by mul- persons of similar age and race. 
tiple offenders-particularly robberies-

involved victims and perpetrators of differ- ;~e~,a~~e~h~ro~~~le~~rv~~~r~le~~:f~~~:! 
ing race. Offenders were most likely to victi-

cases, were perceived by victims to have 
mize persons of similar age, but 1\ notable been committed by males. In fact, men car­
difference in age was apparent wh m more 
than one attacker was involved. ried out approximately 94 percent of all 

single-offender robberies and 87 percent of 
Strangers or nonstrangers all single-offender assaults (Figure 18). 
(Tables 34-38) Females were said to be the only offenders 

Most victims didn '( know their assailants. in II percent of single-offender crimes and 
8 percent of the multiple-offender inci.dents; 

Stranger-to-stranger offenses accounted for they shared blame with males in committing 
about 63 percent of all personal crimes of an additional 10 percent of the incidents 
violence, including 60 percent of assaults and carried out by more than one individual. 
77 percent of personal robberies (Figure 
17). The rate of violent victimization by With respect to several broad age categories 

21 2 I 000 ag 12 identified by the survey, offenders were strangers was . per, persons e 

and over, compared with a .ate of 12.5 for f~rrc::v~1 ~~l h~~~I~~~~feo;:~ra~~oi~n~~ t::ci 
relatives, friends, and other close acquaint-
ances. Similarly, significantly higher rates of 

Percent distribution 
of robberies and assaults, 
by perceived characteristics 
of single.offenders, 1978 

• Robbery 

D Assault 

Sex 
Male 

1::,1,' .. :: •• ' .•. ;>;'.: .... ; '·/;;1 

Female 

I 
EB 

Race 
White 

Black 

Age 
21+ 

18-20 

. " .. :"." 
.><.: .. 

-o 
15-17 • CJ 
Under 15 

I 
o 
I I 
o 
Percent 

Figure 18 

50 100 

between 15-20 years of age in the bulk of 
the remainder. Youngsters under age 15 
were rarely identified. Moreover, adults com­
prised the larger proportion of lone rapists, 
robbers, and assauIters. 

Youth appeared to be associated to a 
greater degree with multiple-offender vic­
timization; a fairly high proportion (48 per­
cent) of crime involving two or more law-. 
breakers was committed by offenders under 
age 21. A sizeable number of cases involved 
a mix of young and adult offenders. 

As was true in previous years, young vic­
tims (age 12-19)-whether attacked by sin­
gle or multiple offenders-were victimized 
proportionally most often by people of sim-
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i1ar ages (12-20). Similarly, older individu- . 
als (over age 20) appeared to be responsible 
for the majority of single-offender crimes 
committed against persons age 20 and over. 
Multiple-offender crimes involving persons 
age 20-49 were committed most often by 
persons over the age of 20, but that was not 
true for older persons. Individuals over the 
age of 50 were as apt to be attacked by 
offenders under 21 as over that age. 

Regarding the racial identity of offenders, 
the data indicated that some 7 out of every 
10 single-offender violent crimes were per­
ceived to have been committed by whites, 
about lout of 4 by blacks, and the re­
mainder by members of other races. Whites 
(who, of course, comprised a large majority 
of the population) were responsible for the 
largest proportion of robberies and assaults, 
but had the greater relative involvement in 
the latter. 

For multiple-offender crimes, the perpetra­
tors were perceived as exclusively white in 
56 percent of the victimizations and exclu­
sively black in 30 percent. Uncommon were 
groups made up of more than one race or 
of persons belonging to "other" races. Half 
of all multiple-offender robberies were 
thought to have been committed by groups 
of blacks. 

Concurrent consideration of the race of vic­
tim and offender led to the conclusion that 
most crime was intraracial. In 70 percent of 
all single-offender rape or rob~ry cases and 

• 83 percent of all assaults involving victims 
of the two major racial groups, the offender 
was identified as being of the same race as 
the victim. By comparison, 57 percent of 
the robberies and 72 percent of assaults 
committed by multiple offenders were 
strictly intraracial. Whites ascribed a higher 
proportion of multiple-offender victimiza­
tions to blacks than blacks did to whites. 
This difference primarily was ~he result of 
robbery, where whites attributed 38 percent 
Of the attacks to blacks, whereas blacks 
ascribed only 2 percent to whites. 

There was no diffcrence between the races 
in the overall proportions of interracial vio­
lence in single-offender crimes, although 
whites ascribed more rapes to blacks than 
blacks did to whites, and there was some 
indication that the same relationship existed 
for robbery. 

Crime characteristics 
The crime characteristics covered in the fol­
lowing sections may be grouped into two 
overall categories, the circumstances under 
which the violations occurred (such as time 
and place of OCl;:urrence, number of offend­
ers, victim self-protective measures, and 
weapon use) and the impact of the crime 
on the victim, including physical injury, eco-
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nomic loss, and worktime loss. As will be 
seen, the circumstances under which crimes 
occurred and their impact varied apprecia­
bly with the type of offense and the popula­
tion group examined. 

For reasons discussed fully in the Technical 
Notes (Appendix IV), some of the charac­
teristics of personal crimes examined are 
based on incident data and others on vic­
timization data. Because some violent per­
sonal crimes were committed against two 
or more victims, victimizations outnumbered 
incidents by about 18 percent. The bulk of 
multiple-victim crimes involved a pair of 
victims rather than three or more (Tables 
49·and 50). 

Time of occurrence 
(Tables 52-54) 

A majority of all violent crimes occurred 
at night: three-.fifths of all armed robber­
ies took place after dark. 

Of the offenses measured by the survey, 
rapes, household larcenies, and motor ve­
hicle thefts c...:curred predominantly during 
the evening or nighttime hours of 6 p.m. to 
6 a.m. In contrast, personal larcenies with 
contact (i.e., purse snatchings and pocket 
pickings) took place most often during the 
day. 

Incidents involving theft of personal or 
household property often occur when the 
owner is away, and consequently, the time 
of occurrence is not known in a large pro­
portion of. no-contact thefts. Therefore, it 
could not be accurately estimated whether 
the preponderance of personal larcenies with­
out contact or household burglaries took 
place during the daytime or nighttime. 
Among incidents for which the general time 
was known, however, the largest share of 
noncontact personal larcenies were daytime 
events, but in the case of burglary there was 
an equal division between daytime and 
nighttime crimes. 

Although there were roughly even distribu­
tions of daytime and nighttime incidents 
for all robberies and assaults, the serious 
forms of these crimes were more likely to 
take place after 6 p.m. Thus, greater pro­
portions of robberies with injury and ag­
gravated assaults than of robberies without 
injury and simple assaults were concentrated 
at night. Also, relatively large numbers of 
robl:>eries and assaults by armed offenders 
transpired during the evening or late night. 
Crimes of viole rice committed by unknown 
offenders, generally conceded to be more 
threatening than those committed by rela­
tives, friends, neighbors, or other known 
individuals, exhibited a similar pattern. 

More specific information on nocturnal 
crimes showed that the largest proportions 
of nighttime violence and personal theft 
took place during the 6-holJr period before 
midnight, even taking into consideration 
those crimes for which the time was not 

known. Household burglaries occurred 
more often in the first half of the night, 
household larcenies and motor vehicle thefts 
in the second part (12 a.m. to 6 a.m.), but 
the difference for the latter crime was not 
significant. However, the proportion of all 
household incidents for which the period of 
night was not known was relatively large, 
13 percent. 

Place of occurrence 
(Tables 55-60) 

In general. personal crimes of violence 
were more apt to occur on the street. in a 
park. field. playground. school ground. 
or parking lot than any other location: 
where nonstrangers were involved, the 
home was a more common selling. 

For all crimes of violence, the victim's home 
or immediate environs (yard, sidewalk, 
apartment hall, etc.) was not a frequent 
crime site. With respect to specific crimes, 
however, the proportion occurring in or 
near domiciles varied (Figure 19). A third 
of the rapes took place in or near the home, 
compared with one-fifth of the robberies 
and assaults. (There was only some indica­
tion that the difference between the propor­
tions for rape and robbery was signifi'cant.) 
In fact, there was no significant difference 
in the proportion of rapes occurring in or 
near the victim's home and the proportion 
occurring in outdoor areas away from the 
dwelling. Robbery was the most likely of 
the three violent crimes to have taken place 
in streets, parks, fields, etc., the largest share 
(56 percent) occurring at these compared 
with other locations. 

Two-fifths of all assaults happened on 
streets and associated areas. Seventeen' per­
cent of assaults, the largest proportion of 
the three violent crimes, took place inside 
nonresidential buildings, such as stores, res­
taurants, gas stations, and public convey­
ances (buses, trains, etc.). These sites also 
were the scene for a large share (48 percent) 
of the pocket pickings and purse snatchings 
recorded in 1978. Persons armed with a 
gun, knife, or other weapon were relatively 
more likely than unarmed individuals to 
assauit victims on the street or other out­
door places. 

The place of occurrence for crimes commit­
ted by nonstrangers, compared with those 
used by strangers, differed more dramat­
ically. Overall, crimes of violence by non­
strangers were more likely than those 
committed by strangers to take place in or 
near a victim's home (33 vs. 15 percent) 
whereas the street or related settings were 
much more common sites for stranger vio­
lence (54 vs. 29). 

The crime survey distinguishes personallar­
ceny without contact and household larceny 
on the basis of where the crime was com­
mitted. Personal larcenies occur, by defini­
tion, away from the victim's residence, and 
roughly half of the incidents that took place 
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Figure 19 

in 1978 were in streets and other outdoor 
places. Household larceny has a residential 
focus, with the vast majority (85 percent) 
taking place near victims' residences, such 
as in yards or patios. Household burglaries 
are almost exclusively confined to perma­
nent residences, although a small propor­
tion did occur in places such as vacation 
homes, hotels, and motels. 

In contrast with the other two forms of 
household crime, motor vehicle theft is not 
limited by definition to specific localities. 
During 1978, the largest proportion, about 
63 percent, were attempted or completed at 
outdoor locations such as streets, parks, and 
public parking lots. In an additionll.l 28 per­
cent, the vehicles were located in the vic­
tirnis garage, carport, driveway, or some­
where else near the residence. 

Number of offenders 
(TaNe6J) 

Except in personal robbery cases, lone 
offenders were the rule. 

Eighty-eight percent of all violent personal 
crimes involved lone victims. A substantial 
but smaller majority of incidents (69 per­
cent) involved single offenders as well. 
Assault was more likely to have been com­
mitted by single than multiple offenders, but 
such was not the case for personal robbery 
(Figure 20). Half of all such robberies were 
carried out by two or more offenders. The 
more serious forms of robbery or assault 
(robbery with injury and aggravated assault) 
were no more likely to have been commit­
ted by multiple offenders than the less seri­
ous forms (simple assault and robbery with­
out injury). 

There was a sizeable difference in the dis­
tribution of number of offenders involved 
depending upon whether or not the victim 
knew the assailant. A large majority (84 
percent) of the nonstranger incidents were 
committed by offenders acting al~ne, 
whereas a less substantial number (60 per-

Percent distribution 
of violent crimes, 
by number of offenders, 
1978 
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Figure 20 

cent) of stranger-to-stranger incidents were 
perpetrated by one offender. 

Use of weapons 
(Tables 62-63) 

Robbers were more apt than other types 
of offenders to use a gun, knife. or other 
weapon. 

Offenders used, wielded, or gave evidence 
of having weapons in their possession in 
about a third of all crimes of violence. Rob­
bery was the most likely of the three violent 
crimes to be characterized by armed attack 
(48 percent); weapons were present in a third 
of all assaults and a fifth of all rapes. Vic­
tims who were preyed upon by strangers 
were more likely than those victimized by 
nonstrangers to encounter armed offenders 
(39 vs. 28 percent). 

If one or more weapons were present dur­
ing an incident, the victim identified each 
weap'on by type. Weapons c1assitied as 
"other," stIch as clubs or bricks, were used 
by offenders in about 35 percent of the 
armed incidents, whereas knives and fire-
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Percent of violent crimes 
characterized by use of firearm, 

1 
1978 

Non-
Type of crime Total Stranger stranger 

Crimes 
of violence' 29 30 26 

Robbery 31 32 26 
Aggravated 

assault 29 30 26 

'Includes data on rape not shown separately. 

Figure 21 

arms each were present in 3 out of 10 such 
cases. Weapons other than guns or knives 
were more common to aggravated a.ssaults 
resulting in victim injury (55 percent) than 
to most other violent attacks. 

With respect to firearms, the most lethal of 
weapons, there were no striking differences 
in the proportion of guns used across crime 
categories or victim-offender relationships 
(Figure 21). 

Victim self-protection 
(Tables 64-67) 

Men and women responded to personal 
allack in different ways. 

Victims attempted to protect themselves in 
some way in a majority of personal crimes 
of violence, regardless of the nature of their 
relationship to the offenders. Self-protection, 
ranging from pleas of restraint to use of a 
gun or knife, was more likely to occur in 
cases of rape (77 percent) or assault (70 
percent) than robbery (58 percent). There 
was some indication that victims of robbery 
were more likely to protect themselves when 
the offender was a nonstra.nger, but for 
assaults, stranger attacks more frequently 
resulted in victim self-defense. 

Examination of race and age groups for 
differences in the tendency to use self­
protection measures revealed that, for all 
violent crimes, persons in the eldest age 
category (65 and over) were the least likely 
of any age group with the exception of those 
in the age category 50-64 (for whom the 
difference was less conclusive) to offer a 
defense (Figure 22). Blacks were much less 
likely than whites to defend themselves dur­
ing robberies, but there was no difference 
by race in cases of assault. 

The most common forms of self-protection 
were by means of physical force (excluding 
use of a gun or knife) and nonviolent re­
sistance, followed by threatening or reason­
::Ig with the offender and efforts to get help 
or frighten off the offender. Among victims 
in general, firearms or knives were rarely 
used for self-defense. Men and women re­
sorted to different techniques; men were 
more likely to wield a gun or knife or to 
use physical force, whereas women were 
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Percent of violent cri:liIes 
in which victims took 
self-protective measures, 1978 

Crimes of 
Characteristic violence' Robbery Assault 

Race 
White 70 62 71 
Black 61 44 68 
Age 
12-19 68 58 69 
20-34 72 66 73 
35-49 67 54 71 
50-64 59 46 62 
65+ 46 41 49 

'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Figure 22 

more apt to try to get assistance or frighten 
off the offender (Figure 23). Self-protection 
did not vary significantly by race. 

PhYllcallnJury to victims 
(Tables 68-73) 

Victims of violent allack were frequently 
injured, but relatively few were hurt 
seriously enough to require 
hospitalization. 

Victims were injured in 3 of every 10 per­
sonal robberies and assults. (All victims of 
rape, whether the crime was completed or 
not, were classified by the NCS as injured.) 
There were no real differences between men 
and women, or between blacks and whites, 
in the proportions of injurious robberies or 
assaults.,.Interestingly enough, the likelihood 
of victim-sustained injury was greater in 
cases where the offender was a relative, 
friend, or some other acquaintance than 
when the offender was unknown or known 
only by sight. Also, robbery victims age 35 
and over were more prone than younger 
victims to injury (Figure 24). In cases of 
assault, youthful victim, (12-15) were the 
most likely to be injured. 

In some 6 percent of personal crimes of 
viclence, the victims had medical expenses. 
This I in 17 ratio held, more or less, for 
both white and black victims and for vic­
tims of stranger and nonstranger attacks. 
Of the victimizations that led to medical 
expenses, the largest share, 47 percent, were 
in the $50-$250 range, while the remainder 
were divided evenly between those in the 
range of less than $50 and $250 or more. 

As in previous years, 7 of every 10 individ­
uals injured in violent attacks were covered 
by some form of health insurance or were 
eligible for public medical services. The 
proportion of victims covered did not vary 
by race or income. 

In approximately 8 percent of all violent 
offenses, the victims received hospital treat­
ment as a consequence of the attack. While 
the rate of hospitalization did not vary sig­
nificantly across most victim categories, the 
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Percent distribution 
of victim self-protection measures 
in violent crimes, 
by sex, 1978 
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data for 1978 did show that blacks were 
more apt than whites to receive hospital 
treatment. 

In some four-fifths of the crimes leading to 
hospitalization, emergency treatment was all 
that was required; the remainder involved 
stays on an inpatient basis for a minimum 
of one night. Although there were apparent 
variations by race and sex, there was an 
overwhelming prevalence of emergency 
cases as opposed to inpatient care. Based 
on the total number of victimizations, rather 
than only those resulting in injury, only 
about 6 perc .. nt required emergency room 
care and I pe~cent called for hospitalization 
for a night or longer. 
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Percent of robberies and assaults 
resulting in victim injury, 
by selected characteristics, 
1978 
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Economic 101le8 
(Tables 74-80) 

30 40 50 

Although economic loss occurredfre­
quently, the amounts of loss were gener­
ally small. Recovery of sto/~n property 
was uncommon. 

In 1978, most NCS crimes resulted in eco­
nomic loss stemming from theft and! or 
property damage. Only rape and assault 
victims stood a better than even chance of 
not suffering direct economic loss. By con­
trast, 96 of every 100 personal larcenies and. 
69 of every 100 personal robberies involved 
such losses, For the household crimes as a 

Percent distribution 
of selected crimes, 
by value of loss, 
1978 
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group, theft and! or damage occurred in 
about 9 in every 10 cases. 

As might be anticipated, most cases of eco- , 
nomic loss resulted from property theft. 
Property damage, alone or in concert with 
theft, was common in attempted forcible 
entry, completed forcible entry, and at­
tempted motor vehicle theft. That property 
damage was recorded in a larger proportion 
of motor vehicle theft attempts than com­
pletions may be indicative of the deterrent 
effect of locking vehicles. 

About three-fifths of all personal crimes and 
about half of all household crimes resulted 
in theft and! or damage losses of less than 
$50. Distributions by a!llount of loss varied 
by type of crime; for example, a very large 
proportion of the losses sustained from 
motor vehicle theft, 64 percent, were $250 
or more, whereas only 6 percent of the 
pocket pickings and purse snatchings fell 
into this monetary range (Figure 25). 

Regarding disparities in losses by race of 
victim, blacks sustained higher economic 
losses than whites (Le., relatively more 
crimes valued at $50 or more) for all house­
hold crimes but there was no significant 
difference for personal offenses. 

80 100 

Motor vehicle theft ranked as the costliest 
measured crime, but it was also the one' 
most likely to result in complete recovery 
(49 percent). This experience stood in con­
trast to the large majority of household and 
personal crimes for which there was no 
recovery at all (Figure 2~). For example, 
there was no recovery' whatsoever of cash 
and! or property in three-fourths of the 
personal robberies, or in 83 percent of the 
personal or household larcenies. Comparing 
white and black victims, there were no mean­
ingful differences in the relative distribution 
of unrecovered losses for personal crimes as 

Percent of theft loss recovered 
for selected crimes, 1978 

Recovered 
Type of crime All Some None 

Robbery 13 13 74 
Personal larceny 

with contact 7 24 69 
Personal larceny 

without contact 6 10 83 
Burglary 6 16 77 
Household larceny 7 10 83 
Motor vehicle theft 49 25 26 

Figure 26 
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a whole. Interestingly, however, whites 
were more likely than blacks to recover at 
least some of their robbery losses. Whites 
were also more apt to recover at least some 
of their losses from household crimes. 

Insurance coverage played a relatively 
minor role in the compensation of victims, 
as losses were replaced by other means in a 
majority of personal and household crimes 
involving theft. Of the three household 
crimes burglary was the most likely to 
result in some recovery or compensation 
solely through insurance. 

Worktlme 101lel 
(Tables 81-86) 

Worktime losses occurred most often in 
completed mOlor vehicle thefts and 
serious robberies. 

Relatively few personal victimizations, only 
about I in every 20, led to the loss of time 
from work by the victim or another house­
hold member. As a group, the three per­
sonal crimes of violence resulted in work­
time losses in about a tenth of all cases. For 

. specific crimes, the proportion ranged from 
23 percent of robberies with injury to 7 
percent of simple assaults. In comparison, 
only about 3 percent of the personal and 
household larcenies led to loss of worktime. 
Perhaps because of the inconveniences 
caused by the loss of needed transportation, 
completed motor vehicle thefts resulted in 
work losses in a fourth of the cases. Black 
householders were more likely than white 
householders to lose time from work as a 
result of burglary or motor vehicle theft. 

Among those personal and household 
crimes that resulted in job interruptions, 
approximately half the cases involved I day 
or more of worktime. For violent crimes as 
a group, about 3 out of 4 exceeded I day 
lost, and in 23 percent, 6 or more days were 
lost. The violent personal crimes were 
charal<terized by relatively longer periods of 
worktime losses than were the personal or 
household larcenies and burglaries. Black 
victims lost a day or more relatively more 
often than did white victims. 

Reporting crimes 
to the police 
The rate at which crime was reported to the 
police varied depending upon the charac­
teristics of the victim and the seriousness of 
the victimization. As with the victimization 
rates, reporting was associated with the age 
of the victim. Specifically, persons under 20 
years of age were the poorest reporters of 
crime. The reporting rate for violent crimes 
(44 percent) was higher than that for per­
sonal crimes of thef~ (25 percent) or house­
hold crimes (36 percent). Furthermore, in 
those household crimes involving theft, 
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reporting was, in general, better in the high­
loss categories. 

Persons who were victimized during 1978 
but failed to report the offense to the police 
most often' suggested that nothing could 
have been done or that the offense was not 
important enough to warrant police atten­
tion. Whether or not the victim was ac­
quainted with the offender appeared to be 
related to the probability of reporting and, 
in most cases, to reasons given for failure 
to do so. 

Rate. of reporting 
(Tables 87-96) 

Compared with other crimes, those 
involving injury and/ or major economic 
loss were well reported. 

The relatively low level of rep0l1ing per­
sonal crimes to the police (30 percent) was 
largely attributable to a reporting rate (lout 
of 4) for personal larceny whhout contact, 
a crime which accounted for some seven­
tenths of all personal victimizations. By 
comparison, about half of all personal rob­
beries were communicated to the police. 
Robbery, with a reporting rate that di~ not 
differ from that for rape, was more likely 
to be made knowli to the police than was 
assault; robbery with injury resulting. from 
serious or minor assault, reported In 65 
percent of the cases, was more likely to 
come to police notice than any of the other 
comparable subcomponents of violent 
attack. 

A low reporting rate for household larceny, 
comparable to that for personal larceny, 
had a dampening effect on the overall 
proportion of household crimes reported. 
The rates for the two other household 
crimes and selected subclasses were 
substantially higher. Approximately half of 
all household burglaries-including 70 
percent of all forcible entries-and two­
thirds of all motor vehicle thefts were 
reported. The latter crime was the most 
likely household offense to have been made 
known to the police. 

Although the rate of reporting for all 
personal crimes did not vary by sex, violent 
crimes committed against women were 
more likely to have been made known to 
the police than those perpetrated against 
men. 

Reporting patterns of. personal crimes for 
white and black victims closely paralleled 
one another. In the household sector, 
whites reported proportionately more 
larcenies than blacks (25 vs. 19 percent) but 
blacks reported more motor vehicle thefts 
(78 vs. 64). As a consequence, the overall 
rate of reporting for all household crimes' 
was roughly the same for both races. His­
panics reported personal crimes 'of violence 
and theft in about the same proportion as 
non-Hispanics. 

Police reporting rates 
for selected crimes, 
1978 
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Figure 27 

Overall, personal crimes of violence or theft 
were less likely to be reported to police by 
youngsters age 12-19 than by any other age 
group. This pattern held, albeit at a slightly 
reduced level of statistical significance, for 
all crimes except rape. With respect to 
robbery, for example, only about 32 percent 
of those crimes occurring to youngsters 
were known to the police, c<,)mpared with 
69 percent of those sustained by persons in 
the 50-64 age bracket. Only 13 percent of 
the personal larcenies without contact were 
reported by or for persons age 12-19, but 
about a third of those committed against 
persons 50-64 were made known to the 
authorities. Crimes against the eldedy were 
reported at levels which were in general not 
statistically different from those for other 
adults. • 

Reporting rates showed some variation 
when controlled for the victim-offender 
relationship. The overall rate for reporting 
stranger-to-stranger violent offenses was 
somewhat higher than that for nonstranger 
ca'ses (46 vs. 42 percent). There were no 
significant differences in the reporting rates 
for stranger and nonstranger crimes by 
white or male victims, but there was some 
indication that blacks informed the police 

Police reporting rates 
for personal and household 
crimes, by selected victim 
characteristics, 1978 

I 1 

Personal crimes 
Ali persons 

Male 
1 i')\f;)%O¢'D:~:\iittun:ki'l 

Female 

Hispanic 

50-64 
1\;,;";',:\'::, >" ,.'V;(";I 

35-49 

12-19 

I L ~,.--I---:!:I 0-'--;;,;;1 ;--'--1;;1 ~501 o 10 20 30 40 
Percent 

Household crimes 
Ali """ .. hnlrl" 

White 
H~jLA<;;)}}:5;i~</,kF;eN'ff0J 

Black 
IrGi%,i;',0fY,:>JY;,;':JkW;AbfdZtGWI 

Owned 

$10.000-$24.999 

$25.000 or more , 

I I 
o 10 
Percent 

Figure 28 

20 30 40 50 

of relatively more stranger-to-stranger 
violence and that females did likewise, 
especially when the crime ~as robbery. No 
discernible pattern was eVI~ent ~hen age 
and victim-offender relatIOnship ~ere 
jointly examined with respect to reportmg. 

Turning to household cri",les, ~xami~ation 
of household tenure in conjunctIOn With the 
reporting of burglary showed markedly 
different rates between owners and rent~rs. 
Owners were more likely tf.! report forCible 
entry (78 vs. 61 percent), no-force entry (41 
vs. 34), and attempted forcible entr~ (37 vs. 
26). Householders living in th~lr own 
dwelling also had a higher reportl.ng rate 
for household larceny, but there was no 
significant difference between the rates at 
which motor vehicle thefts were reported. 

It appeared that reporting increased with 
annual family income, but not to a sta­
tistically significant degree. Neverth~less, 
the proportion of all household ~~lIn~s 
reported to the authorities by families In 
the highest income bracket ($25,000 or 
more) was significantly greater than that 
for any of the other income groups. As an 
illustration close to nine-tenths of all 
forcible ent;y burglarie£ committed against 
families in the highest income category were 
reported, whereas three-quarters of. these 
crimes committed against persons In the 
adjacent income groupin~ and only three­
fifths against those making under $7,500 
were made known to the authorities. 

As in past years, the value of st.olen 
property was the most importa~t .vanab.le 
examined in explaining vanatlOns In 
reporting. For the popUlation in gener~l, 
the proportions of household b~rglar~es 
and larcenies reported to the police, With 
one exception, increased directly with the 
value of the stolen property. (There was no 
significant difference in the rate of 
reporting burglaries of less than $10 and 
those between $10-$49). Thus, while only 7 
percent of larceny theft losses valued at ~ess 
than 510 were communicated to the police, 
68 percent of those valued at $250 or more 
were made known (Figure 29). As another 
example, although the overall reporting rate 
for burglary was about 50 percent, 82 
percent of those with theft losses of $250 or 
more were reported. 

RUlOnl for not reporting 
(Tables 97-103) 

Perceived lack of importance and 
helplessness were commonjustijications 
for nonreporting. 

The two most common reasons given for 
not reporting personal or household crimes 
to the police were that nothing could have 
been done and that the offense was not 
important 'enough to warrant police 
attention. Within both the personal and 
household sectors these explanations made 
up approximately three-fifths of the total. 

Police reporting rates 
for househOld crimes, 
by amount of loss, 
1978 

• $250+ 
• $50-$249 
II $10-$49 

II2J Less than $10 

I 1 I 1 I I 1 I 1 I I 
All household crimes * .. 
L] 

Burila. 

r -Household~ 
-[J 

I 1 1 1 I I 1 I 1 1 I 
0 100 
Percent 

'Includes data on motor vehicle 
theft not shown separately. 

Figure 29 

Victims rarely suggested that It was too 
inconvenient to report .i crime or that they 
were fearful of a reprisal. 

As was the case with reporting, there was a 
degree of correspondence between the 
seriousness of the crime and the pattern of 
explanations for not notifying th~ police. 
Among the victims of assault, for Instance, 
those who experienced an aggravated 
assault were less apt than others to suggest 
that the matter was not important enough; 
a comparable situation existed with resp~ct 
to residential burglary and larceny diS­
tinguished on the basis of the value of . 
property lost (Figure 30). 

Other differences by crime type included 
those for victims of robbery, who were 
more likely than assault victims to indicate 
that they did not file a police report because 
nothing could be done (lack of proot). As­
sault victims were more likely than robbery 
victims to view their victimizations as a 
private or personal matter. Not surprisingly, 
this latter position was taken more of~e~ by 
victims of nonstl'anger attacks. Also, victims 
of nonstranger crimes were more prone than 
those accosted by strangers to indicate they 
reported the offense to s,?-meone else, but 
they were much less likely to .say that 
nothing could have been done (Figure 31). 
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"Not Important enough" 
as a reasofl gllten for not 
reporting household crimes, 
by amount of loss, 1978 

• $250+ 
• $50-$250 
CJ Less than $50 

All household crimes* • 
Burglary • -19J'i';;>""'><~ 
Household larceny -
o 10 20 30 
Percent 

'Includes data on motor vehicle 
theft not shown separately. 

Figure 30 

40 
·1 
50 

The distribution of reasons for not report­
ing by race generally was similar. One in­
teresting disparity in the overall pattern was 
in the category "not important enough." 
Whites were more likely than blacks to cite 
this reason for both personal and household 
crimes considered as a group. In addition, 
there was some indication that for house­
hold crimes "nothing could be done" was a 
more popular response among blacks. An­
nual family income did not appear to be 
related to reasons given for not reporting 
the NCS-measured crimes to the police. 

Percent distribution of reasons 
for not reporting violent crimes 
tCli the police, by victim-offender 
relationship, 1978 

• Stranger 
Q Nonstranger 

I',;,:~ 
Police not want to' be bothered - ' 

IZl 
Too inconvenient • 9 
Private or persomil, 

"::;<: <:,/~:;n;:c'(:;~·}i0t.~'c:n1 
Fear of reprisal • § 
iilid to someone else 

1;,:,:\ '\:;~'~l 

Other/NA 

".' .. ;,;::j~q 

I I 
o 10 20 
Percent 

Figure 31 
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Appendix I 

Survey data tables 

. The 103 statistical data tables in this ap­
pendix contain results of the National Crime 
Survey for calendar year 1978. They are 
grouped along topical lines, generally paral­
leling the sequence of discussion in the 
"Selected Findings." For the personal and 
household sectors, all topics treated in the 
preceding report, Criminal Victimization in 
the United States, 1977, are covered again. 

All statistical data generated by the survey 
are estimates that vary in their degree of 
reliability and are subject to variance, or 
sampling error, stemming from .the fact that 
they were derived from a survey rather than 
a complete enumeration. Constraints on 
interpretation and other uses of the data, as 
well as guidelines for determining their 
reliability, are set forth in Appendix III. As 
a general rule, however, estimates based on 
about 10 or fewer sample cases have been 
considered unreliable. Such estimates, 
qualified by means of footnotes to the data 
tables, were not used for analytical 
Pllrposes in this report. A minimum 
estimate of 10,000, as well as rates or 
percentages based on such a figure, was 
considered reliable. 

Victimization rate tables 3 through 33 
parenthetically display the size of each 
group for which a rate was computed. As 
with the rates, these control figures are 
estimates, reflecting estimation adjustments 
based on independent population estimates. 

Subject matters covered by the data tables 
are described in the list that follows; each 
main subheading shows the number and 
title of each data table and the page on 
which it appears. 
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General (1978) 
(Tables / and 2) 

Table I displays the number and percent 
distribution of victimizations, whereas 
Table 2 shows rates of victimization. Each 
table covers all measured crimes, broken 
out to the maximum extent possible insofar 
as the forms, or subcategories, of each 
offense are concerned. 

Pel"lOl1ll end houllhold crtm .. 

Number and percent distribution 
of victimizations-

J. By sector and type of crime. 18 

Victimization ratcs-
2. By sector and type of crime. 19 

VIctim characterIstics (1978) 
(Tables 3-33) 

The tables contain victimization rate figur,es 
for crimes against persons (3-20) and 
households (21-33). 

Pel'lOnll crtme. 

Victimization rates for persons 
age 12 and ovcr-

3. By type of crime and se;c of victims. 20 
4. By type of crime and age of victims. 21 
5. By sex and age of victims and type 

of crime. 21 
6. By type of crime and race of victims. 22 
7. By type of crime and sex and race 

of victims. 22 
8. By type of crime and ethnicity 

of victims. 23 
9. By race and age of victims and type 

of crime. 23 
10. By race. sex. and a!(e of victims 

and type of crime. 24 
II. By type of crime and marital status 

of victims. 25 
12. By sex and marital status of victims 

and type of crime. 2S 
13. By sex of head of household. relationship 

of victims to head. and type of crime. 26 
14. By type of crime and annual family income 

of victims. 27 
IS. By race and annualfamily income of victims 

and type of crime. 28 

Victimization rates for persons 
age 25 and over-

16. By level of educational allainment and race 
of victims and type of crime. 29 

Victimization rates for persons 
a!:e 16 and over-

17. By participation in the civilian labor force. 
employment status. a1l,d race of victims 
and type of crime. 30 

18. By occupational group of victims 
and type of crime. 31 

Victimization rates-
19. By type of crime and type of locality 

of residence of victims. 32 

Victimization rates for persOhl 
age 12 and over-

20. By type of locality of residence. race 
and sex of victims. and type of crime. 33 

HouMhoid crtmn 

Victimization rates. by type of crime-
21. And race of head of household. 33 
22. And ethnicity of head of househotd. 34 

Molor vehicle theft 

Victimi7ation rates on the basis of thefts 
per 1.000 households and of thefts per 1.000 
vehicles owned-
23. By selected household characteristics. 34 
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Houllhold crtmn 

Victimization rates. by type of crime-
24. And age of head of household. 35 
25. And annualfamily income. 35 

Houllhold burgllry 

Victimization rates-
26. By race of head of household. annual family 

income. and type of burglary. 36 

Houllhold len:eny 

Victimization rates-
27. By race of head of household. annualfamily 

income. and type of larceny. 36 

Molor vehIcle theft 

Victimization rates-
28. By race of head of household. annual family 

income. and type of theft. 37 

Houllhold crtmn 

Victimization rates-
211. By type of crime and number of persons 

in household. 37 
30. By type q( crime,form of tenure. and race 

of head of household. 38 
31. By type of crime and number of units in structure 

occupied by household. 38 
32. By type of crime and type of locality of residence. 39 
33. By type of locality of residence. race of head of 

household and type of ~rime. 40 

Offender characteristics 
In personal crimes' 
of violence (1978) 
(Tables 34-48) 

Five tables (34-38) relate to victim-offender 
relationship; the first of these is a rate table, 
whereas the others are percentage distribu­
tion tables reflecting victim characteristics 
for stranger-to-stranger violent crimes. Of 
the remaining tables (39-48), six present 
demographic information on the offenders 
only and four others have such data on both 
victims and offenders; a basic distinction is 
made in these 10 tables between single- and 
multiple-offender victimizations. 

Pel'lOnll crtmn of vlok!nce 

Number of victimizations and victimization 
rates for persons age 12 and over-
34. By type of crime and victim-offender 

relationship. 40 

Percent of victimizations involving strangers-
35. By sex and age of victims and type 

of crime. 41 
36. By sex and race of victims and type 

of crime. 41 
37. By sex and marital status of victims 

and type of crime. 42 
38. By race and annual family income 

of victims and type of crime. 42 

Percent distribution of single-offender 
victimizations-
39. By type of crime and perceived sex 

of offender. 43 
40. By type of crime and perceived age 

of offender. 4~ 
41. By type of crime and perceived race 

of offender. 44 
42. By type of crime. age of victims. 

and perceived age of offender. 44 
43. By type of crime. race of victims. 

and perceived race of offender. 45 

Percent distribution of multiple-offender 
victimizations-
44. BJ' type oJ crime and perceived sex 

of offenders. 45 
45. By type of crime and perceived age 

of offenders. 46 
46. By type of crime and perceived race 

of offenders. 46 
47. By type of crime. age ofvictims. 

and perceived age of offellders. 47 
48. By type of crime. race of victims. 

and perceived race of offenders. 47 

Crime characteristics (1978) 
(Tables 49-86) 

The first of these tables illustrates the 
distinction between victimizations and 
incidents, as the terms relate to crimes 
against persons. Table 50 displays data on 
the number of victims per incident, whereas 
51 gives incident levels for personal crimes 
of violence broken out by victim-offender 
relationship. Topical areas covered by the 
remaining tables include: time of occurrence 
(52-54); place of occurrence (55-59); 
number of offenders (60); use of weapons 
(61-62); victim self-protection (63-66); 
physical injury to victims (67-72); economic 
losses (73-79); and time lost from work 
(80-85). As applicable, the tables cover 
crimes against persons or households. When 
the data were compatible in terms of subject 
matter and variable categories, both sectors 
were included on a table. 

Pel"lOl1llcrtmn 

Number of incidents and victimizations 
and ratio of incidents to victimizations-
49. By type of crime. 48 

Pel"lOl1ll crtmn of vIolence 

Percent distribution of incidents-
50. By victim-offender relationship. type 

of crime. and number of victims. 49 

Number and percent distribution 
of incidents-
5 I. By type of crime and victim-offender 

relationship. SO 

Pel"lOl1ll .nd houMhold crtmn 

Percent distribution of incidents-
52. By t)'pe of crime and time 

of occurrence. 5 I 

Pel"lOl1ll robbery .nd .... ull by .nned 
or unlnned offendl,. 

Percent distribution of incidents-
53. By type of crime and offender and time 

. of occurrence. 52 

PII"IOI1II crtmn of violence 

Percent distribution of incidents-
54. By victlm-offinder relationship. type 

of crime. and time of occurrence. 52 

Selected pet'ICII'I.1 Ind houllholcl crtlllft 

Percent distribution of incidents-
55. B)' type of crime and place 

of occurrence. 53 

PItI'IOIIII robbety .1Id .... ull by.rmed 
or IINIrmed offenders 

Percent distribution of incidents-
56. By type of crime and offender 

and place of occurrence. 53 

-----~~--

PeI"lOl1.1 crtmn of violence 
Percent distribution of incidents-
57. By Victim-offender relationship. type 

of crime. and place of occurrence. 54 

Percent distribution of victim-offender 
relationship-
58. By type of crime and place 

of occurrence. 54 

Larcenlel noIlnvolvlng vtctIm­
offender conlllCl 

Percent distribution of incidents-
59. By type of crime and place of occurrence. 55 
60. By type of crime. place of occurrence. 

and value of theft loss. 55 

PII"IOI1II crtmn of violence 
Percent distribution of incidents-
61. B)' victim-offender relationship. type 

of crime. and number of offenders. 56 

Percent of incidents in which offenders 
used weapons-

62. By type of crime and victim-offinder 
relationship. 56 

Percent distribution of types of WC'apons 
used in incidents by armed offenders-
63. By victim-offender relationship. type 

of crime. and type of weapon. 57 

Percent of victimizations in which victims 
took self-protective measures-
64. By type of crime and victim-offender 

relationship. 57 
65. By characteristics of victims and type 

of crime. 58 

Percent distrlbution of self-protective 
measures employed by victims-
66. By type of measure and type of crime. 58 
67. B)' selected characteristics of victims. 59 

PII"IOI1II robbery Ind .... ull 

Percent of victimizations in whic~ victims 
sustained physical injury-

68. By selected characteristics of victims 
and type of crime. 59 

PeI"lOl1ll crtmn of violence 
Percent of victimizations in which victims 
incurred medical expenses-

69. By selected characteristics of victims 
and type of crime. 60 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
in which victims incurred medical expenses-
70. By selected characteristics of victims. type 

of crime. and amount of expenses. 60 

Percent of victimizations in which injured 
victims had health insurance coverage or were 
eligible for public medical ser'lices-

71. By selected characteristics of victims. 61 

Percent of victimizations in which victims 
received hospital care-
72. By selected characteristics of victims 

and type of crime. 61 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
in which victims received hospital care-

73. By selected characteristics of victims. 
type of crime. and type of hospital care. 62 

PeI"lOl1lIInd hOUllhold crtmn . 

Percent of victimizations 
resulting in economic los5-
74. By type of crime and type of loss. 63 

PeI"lOl1ll crfmH of violence 
Percent of victimizations 
resulting in economic loss:'" 
75. By type of crime. type of loss. 

and victim-offender relalionship. 64 

PII'IONI end houMhold crtm .. 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in economic loss-
76. By race of victims. type of crime. 

and value of loss. 64 

Selected pet'IOMI crtmn 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in theft loss-
77. By race of victims. type of crime. 

and value of loss. 66 

Pel"lOl1lllnd houIIhoIcI crtmn 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in theft loss-
78. By race of victims. type of crime. 

and proportion of loss recovered. 66 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
in which theft losses were recovered-
79. By type of crime and method 

of recovery of loss. 67 

Houllhold crtmn 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in theft loss-
80. By value of loss and type of crime. 68 

Pel"lOl1ll .nd houMhoid crtmn 

Percent of victimizations resulting in loss 
of time from work-

81. By type of crime. 68 
82. By type of crime and race of victims. 69 

PlI"IOI1Ilcrtmnofvlolence 

Percent of victimizations resulting in loss 
of time from work-
83. By type of crime and victim-offender 

relationship. 69 

PeI"lOl1II end houMhold crtm .. 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in loss of time from work-
84. By type of crime and number of days 

lost. 70 

PlI"IOI1Ilcrtmnofvlolence 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in loss of time from work-
85. By number of days lost and victim-

offender relationship. 70 

PII"IOI1IIInd houIehoId crtmn 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in loss of time from work-
86. By race of victims. type of crime. 

and number of days lost. 71 

Reporting of victimizations 
to the pOlice (1978) 
(Tables 87-/03) 

Information is displayed on the extent of 
reporting and on reasons for failure to 
report. Certain tables display data on both 
personal and household crimes. 

PItI'IOIIII end houIIhoIcI crfmH 

Percent of victimizations 
reponed to the police-
8"/. By type of crime. 72 

PerIcIMI crImeI 

Percent of victimizations 
reponed to the police-
88. By Miected characteristics of victims 

and type of crime. 72 
89. By t)'pe of crime. victim-offender 

relationship. and sex of victims. 73 
90. By type of crime, victim-offender 

relationship. and race of victims. 74 
91. 8}' type of crime. victim-offender 

relationship. and ethnicity of victims. 75 
92. By type o/crime and age of victims. 75 

PII'IOMI crfmH of violence 
Percent of victimizations 
reponed to the police-
93. By age of victims and victim-offender 

relationship. 76 

HOUHhoid crtmn 

Percent of victimizations 
reponed to the police-
94. By type of crime. race of head 

of household. andform of tenure. 76 
95. By type of crime and annualfamlly 

income. 77 
96. By value of loss and type of crime, 77 

PeI"lOl1.1 end houIIhoIcI crtmn 

Percent distribution of reasons 
for not reponing victimizations 
to the police-
97. By type of crime. 78 

PII'IOMI crImeI 

Percent distribution of reasons 
for not reponing victimizations 
to the police-
98. By race of victims and type of crime. 79 
99. By annualf,!mily income and type 

of crime. 80 

PII"IOI1II crtmn of violence 
Percent distribution of reasons 
for not reponing victimizations 
to the police-
100. By victim-offender relationship 

and type of crime. 81 

HOUIIhoId crtmn 

Percent distribution of reasons 
for not reponing victimizations 
to the police-
101. 8}' race of head of household 

and type of ~rime. 81 
'102. By annual family income. 82 
103. By tyP<' of crime and value 

of theft loss. 82 
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T ..... 1 ......... end houllhold CIIIMI, 1171: 
Number .nd percent dlltrlbuUon of vlctlmluUona, 
by HCtor Md type of crl .... 

Sector and type of crime Number 

All crimes 40,412,000 

Personal sector 22,991,000 
Crimes of violence 5,941,000 

Rape 171,000 
Completed rape 46,000 
Attempted rape 126,000 

Robber)' 1,038,000 
Robbery with injur)' 330,000 

From serious assault 179,000 
From minor assault 151,000 

Robbery without injury 708,000 
Assault 4,732,000 

Aggravated assault 1,708,000 
With injury 577 ,000 
Attempted assault with weapon 1,131,000 

Simple assault 3,024,000 
With injury 756,000 
Attempted assault without weapon 2,268,000 

Crimes of theft 1'1,050,000 
Personal larceny with contact 549,000 

Purse snatching 177,000 
Completed purse snatching 112,000 
Attempted purse snatChing 65,000 

Pocket picking 372,000 
Personal larcen)' without contact 16,501,000 

Total popul«Uon age 12 and over 176,215,000 

Household sector 17,421,000 
Burglary 6,704,000 

F(lrcible entry 2,lOO,OOO 
Unlawful entry without force 2,916,000 
Attempted forcible entr)' 1,588,000 

Household larceny 9,352,000 
Less than $50 5,186,000 
$50 or more 3,124,000 
Amount not available 397,000 
Attempted larceny 645,000 

Motor vehicle theft 1,365,000 
Completed iheft 860,000 
Attempted theft 506,000 

Total number of households 77,980,000 

Percent of crimes 
within sedor 

100.0 
25.8 
0.7 
0.2 
0.5 
4.5 
1.4 
0.8 
0.7 
3.1 

20.6 
7.4 
2.5 
4.9 

13.2 
3.3 
9.9 

74.2 
2.4 
0,8 
0.5 
0.3 
1.6 

71.8 

100.0 
38.5 
1'!.6 ' 
16.7 
9.1 

53.7 
29.8 
17.9 
2.3 
3.7 
7.8 
4.9 
2.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Percent distribution based on unrounded 
figures. 

Represents not applicable. 

.,' 

Percent of 
all crimes 

100.0 

56.9 
14.7 
0.4 
0.1 
0.3 
2.6 
0.8 
0.4 
0.4 
1.8 

11.7 
4.2 
1.4 
2.8 
7.5 
1.9 
5.6 

42.2 
1.4 
0.4 
0.3 
0.2 
0.9 

40.8 

43.1 
16.6 
5.4 
7.2 
3.9 

23.1 
Il.S 
7.7 
1.0 
1.6 
3.4 
2.1 
1.3 
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T-" 2. PwIonII MCI hcMMhoId CIImIe, 1171: 
Vlctlmlutlon rat •• , 
by HCtor and type 01 crime 

Sector and type of crime 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robber~' with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larcen~" with contact 

Purse snatching 
Completed purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 

Pocket picking 
Personal larceny without contact 

Household sector 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entr~' without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

" 

Rate 

33.7' 
1.0 
0.3 
0.7 
5.9 
1.9 
1.0 
0.9 
4.0 

26.9 
. 9.7 

3.3 
6.4 

17.2 
4.3 

12.9 
96.8 
3.1 
1.0 
0.6 
0.4 
2.1 

93.6 

86.0 
28.2 
37.4 
20.4 

119.9 
66.5 
40.1 

5.1 
8.3 

17.5 
11.0 
6.5 
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Tillie 3. PenonII crImtI, 11171: 
Victimization rate. for person. age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and sex of victim. 

(Rate per' 1,(100 population age 12 and ov.er) 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted injury without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Both sexes 
(176,215,000) 

33.7 
1.0 
0.3 
0.7 
5.9 
1.9 
1.0 
0.9 
4.0 

26.9 
9.7 
3.3 
6.4 

17.2 
4.3 

12.9 
96.8 

3.1 
1.0 
2.1 

93.6 

Male 
(84,377 ,000) 

45.7 
0.2 
(1Z) 
0.2 
8.3 
2.6 
1.6 
1.0 
5.7 

37.2 
14.7 
4.9 
9.8 

22.5 
5.4 

17.1 
105.6 

2.7 
(1Z) 
2.6 

102.9 

Female 
(91,838,000) 

22.8 
1.7 
0.5 
1.2 
3.7 
1.2 
0.5 
0.7 
2.5 

17.4 
5.1 
1.8 
3.3 

12.3 
3.3 
9.0 

88.7 
3.5 
1.9 
1.6 

85.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population 
in the group. 

Z Represent less than 0.05, 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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TIIbIe 4. Penon.II crimes, 1871: 
Victimization rete. for person. ege12 end over, 
by type of crime end age, of victim. 

(Rate per 1,000 population in each age group) 

12-15 
Type of crime (15,454,000) 
, 

Crimes of violence 57.0 
Rape 1.3 
Robbery 10.9 

Robbery with injury 2.0 
From serious assault 0.8 
From minor assault 1.2 

Robbery without injury 8.9 
Assault 44.7 

Aggravated assault 13 .0 
With injury 5.6 
Attempted assault with weapon 7.3 

Simple assault 31.8 
With injury 11.3 
Attempted assault without weapon 20.5 

Crimes of theft 145.6 
Personal larceny with contact 1.9 

Purse snatching 0.2 
Pocket picking 1.7 

Personal larceny without contact 143.8 

'16-19 
(16,466,000) 

68.9 
2.5 
9.8 
2.4 
1.3 
1.1 
7.3 

56.6 
20.9 
7.2 

13:7 
35.7 
10.0 
25.7 

152.6 
2·9 
0.5 
2.4 

149.7 

20-24 25-34 35-49 
(19,767,000) (33,708,000) (35,607,000) 

66.9 39.9 19.9 
2.4 1.1 0.4 
8.7 5.9 4.6 
3.2 1.9 1.8 
1.8 1.1 1.3 
1.4 0.8 0.5 
5.5 4.0 2.8 

55.8 33.0 15.0 
22.0 12.6 4.9 
7.5 3.7 1.5 

14.4 8.9 3.3 
33.9 20.4 10.1 
6.6 5.3 2.3 

27.3 15.1 7.8 
152.4 117.0 84.4 

4.9 2.9 2.4 
1.3 0.8 0.8 
3.5 2. I 1.6 

147.5 114.2 81.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

TIIbIe 5. PenonaI c:rIInft, 1871: 
Victimization rete. for person. ege 12 end over, 
by leX end ege of victim. end type of crime 

(Rate per I ,000 population in each age group) 

Robber~ Assault 
Crimes of With Without 

Sex and age violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple 
.. 

Male 
12-15 (7,866,000) 75.6 '0.4 18.8 3.5 15.3 56.4 18.4 38.0 
16-19 (8,1';)5,000) 86.4 '0.5 11.3 3.2 B.2 74.5 30.7 43.9 
20-24 (9,656,000) 90.5 ' 1.0 10.2 3.6 6.7 79.3 33.1 '16.2 
25-34 (16,556,000) 54.7 '0.1 B.O 2.2 5.9 46.6 20.1 26.5 
35-49 (17,302,000) 25.5 '0.0 6.4 3.0 3.4 19. I 7.0 12.1 
50-64 (15,350,000) 15.3 '0.0 5.3 1.7 3.6 10.0 3.4 6.6 
65 and over (9,453,000) 10.0 '0.0 3.6 1.7 1.9 6.4 2.1 4.3 

Female 
12-15 (7,589,000) 37.7 2.3 2.7 ' 0.4 2.3 32.7 7.3 25.4 
16-19< (8,271,000) 51.6 4.6 8.2 1.7 6.5 38.9 11.3 27.6 
20-24 (l 0, III , 000) 44.4 '3.8 7.2 2.8 4.4 33.4 11.3 22.1 
25-34 (J 7 , 153, 000) 25.7 2.0 3.8 1.7 2.1 19.8 5.4 14.5 
35-49 (18,305,000) 14.7 0.7 2.9 0.7 2.2 ILl 2.8 8.3 
50-64 (16,914,000) 7.8 '0.5 1.5 0.9 0.7 5.B 2.4 3.4 
65 and over (13,495,000) 6.4 ' 0.2 2.6 0.9 1.7 3.6 1.5 2.1 

NOTE: QetaiLmay not add to total shown <because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
'Estimate, based on zero .or on about 10 or {ewer sample cases, is< statistically unreliable. 

50-64 65 and over 
(32,264,000) (22, 948, 000) 

11.4 7.9 
'0.3 '0.1 
3.3 3.0 
1.3 1.3 
0.6 '0.3 
0.6 0.9 
2.1 1.8 
7.8 4.7 
2.9 1.8 
1.0 0.5 
1.9 1.2 
4.9 3.0 
0.5 0.4 
4.5 2.5 

55.7 23.0 
4.0 2.9 
1.7 1.3 
2.3 1.6 

51.8 20. I 

Personal larcen~ 
Crimes of \\lith Without 
theft contact contact 

164.0 3.0 161.0 
166.4 3.8 162.6 
170.5 4.5 166.1 
123.1 2.2 120.9 
80.3 1.7 78.7 
59.0 2.7 56.3 
28.9 2.1 26.8 

126.6 '0.7 125.9 
139.0 2.0 136.9 
135.1 5.? 129.8 
111.1 3.5 107.6 
88.2 3.2 85.0 
52.7 5. I 47.7 
18.9 3.5 15.5 
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TIIIIie .. ,.... crtmea, 1m: 
VlcUmluUon rate. for person ... 12 ilnd over, 
by type of crime and rae. of victim. 

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

White 
Type of crime (154,021,000) 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault­

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

33.0 
0.8 
5.2 
1.7 
1.0 
0.8 
3.5 

26.9 
9.3 
3.2 
6.1 

17.7 
4.4 

13.3 
97.7 
2.7 
0.9 
1.9 

95.0 

Black 
(19,650,000) 

40.6 
2.1 

11.4 
3.1 
1.4 
1.7 
8.4 

27.1 
13.3 
4.4 
8.9 

13.8 
3.9 
9.8 

90.3 
6.2 
2.1 
4.1 

84.1 

Other 
(2,544,000) 

24.6 
'0.0 
4.8 

'2.1 
'2.1 
'0.0 
'2.8 
19.8 
5.8 

'1.4 
" 4.4 

14.0 
'1,8 
12.2 
88.3 
4.2 

'2.0 
'2.2 
84.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population 
in the group. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

T8bIe 7. PWIOMI CIImeI, 1171: 
Victimization rate. for per.on. age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and sex and race of victims 

(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and ove>:) 

White 
Type of crime (74,202,000) 

Crimes of violence 44.8 
Rape 0.2 
Robbery 7.1 

Robbery with injury 2.3 
Robbery without injury 4.8 

Assault 37.5 
Aggravated assault 14.2 
Simple assault 23.2 

Crimes of theft 106.0 
Personal larcepywith contact 2.3 
Personal larceny without contact 103.7 

Male Female 
Black White Black 

(8,956,000) (79,819,000) (10,694,000) 

53.6 22.0 29.7 
'0.2 1.4 3.8 
17.5 3.4 6.4 
4.4 1.2 2.0 

13.1 2.3 4.4 
36.0 17.2 19.6 
19.5 4.7 8.1 
16.5 12.5 11.5 

102.4 90.0 80.2 
5.5 3.1 6.8 

96.9 87.0 73.4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population 
in tha t group. 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Tilble I. PenoNII crImeI, 1171: 
Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and ethnlclty of victims 

'Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery lVi'.hout injury 
Assault 

Aggravated ,assault 
With injury 
Attempted assaull with weapon 

Simple assault 
With inj~ry 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Hispanic 
(8,936,000) 

37.4 
'0.5 
10.3 
3.5 
2.1 
1.4 
6.8 

26.6 
12.7 
4.1 
8.6 

13.9 
4.1 
9.8 

96.6 
5.3 
2.7 
2.7 

91.2 

Non-Hispanic 
(I 67 , 279,000) 

33.5 
1.0 
5.7 
1.8 
1.0 
0.8 
3.9 

26.9 
9.5 
3.2 
6.3 

17 .3 
4.3 

13.0 
96.8 
3.0 
0.9 
2.1 

93.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parenthese'l refer to popUlation 
'in the group. 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

T ...... PenonII crImeI, 1171: 
VI~mlzatlon rate. for penons age 12 and over, 
by race and age of victims and type of crime 

(Rate per 1,000 population in each age group) 

Robber~ Assault 
Crimes of With Without 

Race and age violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple 

White 
12-15 (12,909,000) 54.0 1.1 9.1 1.8 7.3 43.7 1J .5 32.3 
16-19 (13,935,000) 71.8 2.3 8.8 2.5 6.4 80.7 21.6 39.1 
20-24 (l6, 957,000) 67.2 2.1 8.5 3.4 5.2 56.5 21.6 35.0 
25-34 (29,317,000) 39.8 1.0 5.2 1.7 3.4 33.7 12.6 21.1 
35-49 (311 ,910,000) 20.1 0.4 4.2 1.5 2.7 15.5 4.6 10.9 
50-64 (28,951,000) 10.4 '0.2 2.6 1.0 1.6 7.6 2.5 5.1 
65 and over (20,762,000) 7.3 '0.0 2.8 1.1 1.7 4.5 1.6 2.9' 

Black 
12-15 (2,341,000) 76.3 '2.4 21.8 '3.4 18.4 52.0 20.6 31.4 
1.6-19 (2,302,000) 55.6 '4.1 16.4 '2.5 13.9 35.1 18.4 16.8 
20-24 (2,483,000) 61.9 5.0 10.6 '2.1 8.5 46.3 24.7 21.6 
25-34 (3,715,000) 44.7 '2.1 11.3 '2.6 8.7 31.3 14.2 17.2 
35-49 (3,812,000) 19.8 '0.0 6.9 4.1 2.8 12:.9 7.6 5.3 
50-64 (2,969,000) 22.9 '1.3 10.5 3.9 6.6 11.1 6.9 4.2 
65 and over (2,029,000) 14.0 '1.2 5.0 '2.2 '2.8 7.8 '3.7 '4.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ;-Iumbers in parentheses refer to popUlation in the group. 
'Estlmate,based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Personal larcen~ 
Crimes of With Without 
theft contact contact 

153.3 1.6 151. 7 
161.6 2.5 159.1 
155.4 4.1 151.3 
1J7.1 2.5 114.6 
85.6 1.9 83.7 
55.6 3.6 52.0 
GZ.9 2.6 20.4 

105.7 '3.6 102.1 
102.6 4.9 97.8 
132.7 8.7 124.0 
120.5 5.5 115.0 
76.4 6.3 70.1 
59.1 7.9 51.3 
23.6 6.5 17.0 
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Tlble10. Pe.-.aI crtmes,1978: 
Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime 

(Rate per 1 ,000 population in each age group) 

Race, sex, and age Crimes of violence 

White 
Male 

12-15 (6,587,000) 
16-19 (6,970,000) 
20-24 (8,382,000) 
25-34 (14,595,000) 
35-49 (15,322,000) 
50-64(13,823,000) 
65 and over (8,?22,OOO) 

Female 
12-15 (6,322,000) 
16-19 (6,965,000) 
20-24 (8,574,000) 
25-34 (14,722,000) 
35-49 (I 5,870,000) 
50-64 (15,127,000) 
65 and over (12,239,000) 

Black 
Male 

12-15 (I ,173,000) 
16-19 (1,128,000) 
20-24 (1,118,000) 
25-34 (1,654,000) 
35-49 (1,687,000) 
50~64 (1,353,000) 
65 and over (845,000) 

Female 
12-15 (1,168,000) 
16-19 (J ,174,000) 
20-24 (1,365,000) 
25-34 (2,062,000) 
35-49 (2,125,000) 
50-64 (1,617,000) 
65 and over 0,184,000) 

69.1 
89.3 
92.9 
55.2 
25.6 
13.8 
9.5 

38.1 
54.3 
42.0 
24.6 
14.8 
7.2 
5.7 

115.1 
70.6 
70.1 
52.5 
25.9 
33.1 
14.3 

37.2 
41.3 
55.1 
38.4 
15.0 
14.4 
13.9 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

Crimes of theft 

169.8 
173.8 
171.7 
122.3 
81.5 
59.6 
28.2 

136.1 
149.3 
139.5 
111.9 
89.5 
51.9 
19.3 

131.1 
120.9 
16B.0 
129.0 
71.3 
57.6 
33.3 

80.1 
85.1 

103.8 
113.7 
80.4 
60.4 
16.7 
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Tillie 1'1. PenonII crImM, 1171: 
Victimization rate. for persono8ge12 and over, 
by type of crime and marital .tctu. of victim. 

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

Never 
married 

Type.of crime (51,758,000) 

Crimes of violence 60.0 
Rape 1.7 
Robbery 10.2 

Robbery with injury 2.9 
From serious assault 1.7 
From minor assault 1.2 

Robbery without injury 7;3 
Assault 48.1 

Aggravated assault 17.1 
With injury 6.3 
Attempted assault with weapon 10.8 

Simple assault 30.9 
With injury 8.5 
Attempted assault without weapon 22.4 

Crimes of theft 147.2 
Personal larceny with contact 4.0 

Purse snatching 0.9 
Pocket picking 3.1 

Personal larceny without contact 143.2 

Divorced and 
Married Widowed separated 

(99,831,000) (12,004,000) (12,211,000) 

18.6 10.2 68.7 
0.3 '0.0 3.7 
2.8 4.9 14.1 
0.8 1.9 7.0 
0.4 '0.6 3.8 
0.4 1.3 3.3 
2.0 3.0 7.1 

15.5 5.3 50.8 
5.5 2.3 19.6 
1.3 '0.6 9.1 
4.2 1.7 10.5 

10.0 3.0 31.2 
1.8 '0.5 10.5 
8.3 2.5 20.B 

73.2 38.3 133.6 
2.0 4.1 B.l 
0.7 2.0 3.2 
1.3 2.1 5.0 

71.2 34.2 125.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population 
in the group; data on persons whose marital status wa& not ascertained are excluded. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Tillie 12. PenonII crImH, 1171: 
VlcUmlzaUon rate. for person. age 12 and over, 
by leX and marital .tatu. of victim. 
and type of crime 

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

Robber)! Assault Fersonal larcen):: 
Crimes of With Without Crimes of With 

Sex and marital statlis violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple theft contact 

Male 
Never married (27,618, 000) 78.6 0.4 14.6 4.2 10.4 63.6 24.8 38.8 161.7 4.1 
Married (50, 075, 000) 25.4 ('Z) 3.5 1.0 2.5 21.9 B.3 13.7 73.1 1.3 
Widowed (1,921, 000) 15.7 '0.0 10.1 '3.7 6.4 5.6 '2.7 '2.9 41.5 '4.B 
Divorced and separated (4,567,000) 79.0 '1.3 20.9 9.3 11.7 56.8 28.2 28.7 14B.l 7.6 

Female 
Never married (24,140, 000) 38.7 3.2 5.2 1.4 3.8 30.3 8.4 22.0 130.5 3.8 
~Iarried (49,756,000) 11.7 0.7 2.0 0.5 1.6 9.0 2.6 6.3 73.3 2.6 
Widowed (10,083,000i 9.1 '0.0 3.9 1.5 2.3 5.3 2.3 3.0 37.7 4.0 
Divorced and separated (7,644, 000) 62.5 5.2 10.C ?7 4.3 47.3 14.5 32.8 125.0 8.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown bec;:ause of rounding. Numbers In pare'itheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons 
whose marital status was not ascertained. 

"'Z , Repres.~nts less than 0.5 percent. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

~Iithout 

contact 

157.7 
71.B 
36.7 

140.2 

126.7 
70.7 
33.7 

116.5 

-1 

,j 
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Tillie 13. PenonII crtmee. 1171: 
Victimization rate. for person. age 12 and over, 
by sex of head of household, 
relatlon.hlp of victim. to head, 
and type of crime 

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

Robber~ Assault Fersonal larcen:t 
Sex of head of household Crimes of With Without Crimes of With Without 
and relationship of head violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated SimpJe theft contact contact 

Households headed by males 
Self (59,392,000) 33.3 '0:1 5.9 2.0 4.0 27.3 10.7 16.6 88.0 2.1 85.9 

t Living alone (6,808,000) 69.7 '0.0 20.2 7.1 13.1 49.6 20.6 29.0 152.8 5.3 147.5 
;1 Living with others (52,585,000) 28.5 '0.1 4.1 1.3 2.8 24.4 9.4 15.0 79.6 1.7 77.9 
I Wife (48,040,000) 11.2 0.6 2.1 0.4 1.6 8.5 2.4 6.2 73.5 2.5 70.9 
;1 Own child under age 18 (J8,164,!J00) 49.8 1.0 7.6 1.7 5.9 41.3 12.4 28.9 147.1 1.8 145.3 

~ Own child age 18 and over (J 1,700,000) 51.1 1.9 8.1 2.1 6.0 41.0 16.1 24.9 117.4 3.4 114.0 
Other relative (3 ,898,000) 43.6 '1.9 9.3 4.3 5.0 32.4 11.9 20.5 73.4 4.7 68.7 ij Nonrelative (3,115,000) 107.4 3.3 17.4 6.0 11.4 86.7 28.9 57.8 208.4 7.6 200.8 

l Households head"d by temales 
Self (20,021,000) 34.5 2.6 6.1 2.9 3.2 25.8 8.8 17.0 93.4 6.1 87.3 

Living alone (10,496,000) 23.8 2.1 4.1 1.5 2.6 17.6 4.9 12.7 71.8 6.5 65.3 

! Living with others (9,525,000) 46.2 3.1 8.3 4.5 3.8 34.7 13.0 21.7 117.1 5.6 111.5 
Own child under age 18 (4, 115,000) 71.5 2.5 13.8 3.1 10.6 55.2 19.3 36.0 133.7 '1.9 131.8 
Own child age 18 and over (3,826,000) 58.9 '1.3 9.6 4.3 5.3 48.0 21.3 26.7 108.0 6.1 101.9 
Other relative (2,104,000) 37.8 '2.1 11.2 '2.5 8.7 24.4 12.8 11.6 76.0 6.8 69.3 
Nonrelative (l,838,000) 73.2 6.0 13.6 '5.2 8.3 53.7 25.2 28.5 175.2 12.0 163.3 

NOTE: Dlltail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
'Estimate, based on zero or 011 about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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T-..14. ......... CItIMI, 1171: 
Victimization 1'111 .. for penon. e. 12 end over, " 

by type of crime 
end ennUIII femlly Income of victim. 

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

Less than $3,000- $7,500- $10,000- $15,000-
$3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 

Type of crime (B, 919, 000) (29,769,000) (14,127,000) , (32,787,000) (45,935,000) 

Crimes of violence 56.3 3B.B 37.B 32.7 29.6 
Rape 2.B 1.3 '0.7 0.7 0.8 
Robbery II. 7 7.9 5.8 5.3 4.2 

Robbery with injury 3.2 2.6 1.7 2.2 1.3 
From serious assault 2.0 1.3 1.1 1.0 0.7 
From minor assault 1.2 1.2 0.7 I.J 0.5 

Robbery without injury B.5 5.4 4.0 3.0 2.9 
Assault 41.B 29.7 31.4 26.7 24.5 

Aggravated assault 15.2 12.B 12.7 9.3 8.B 
With injury 5.6 5.2 3.9 2.B 2.6 
Attempted assault with weapon 9.6 7.6 B.9 6.5 6.2 

Simple assault 26.7 16.B 1B.7 17.3 15.7 
With injury B.6 4.3 5.0 4.0 4.1 
Attempted assault without weapon IB.1 12.5 13.7 13.3 11.6 

Crimes of theft 92.6 76.6 92.6 92.9 105.2 
Personal larceny with contact 6.4 3.8 4.4 2.3 2.2 

Purse snatching 2.1 1.1 1.6 0.9 0.7 
Pocket picking 4.3 2.7 2.B 1.4 1.5 

Personal larceny without contact B6.3 12.B BB.2 90.6 103.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on 
persons whose income level was not ascertained. 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample' cases, is statistically unreliable. 

$25,000 
or more 

(24,062,000) 

30.S 
0.6 
5.1 
O.B 

'0.3 
0.5 
4.3 

24.B 
6.2 
2.1 
4.1 

1B.6 
3.1 

15.4 

130.9 
2.7 
0.6 
2.1 

12B.2 

-' 
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Tallie 15 •....... crImIt, 1m: 
Vlctlmlutlon rate. for person. age 12 and over, 
by race and annual family Income of victim. 
end type of crime 

(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 ?l1d over) 

Robber:t Assault Personal larcen:t 
Crimes of With Without Crimes of With Without 

Race and income violence Rape. Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple theft contact contact 

White 
Less than $3,000 (6,244,000) 59.7 2.4 10.8 3.4 7.5 46.5 14.9 31.6 108.3 6.4 101.9 
$3,000-$7,499 (23,606,000) 37.2 1.3 6.9 2.2 4.6 29.0 12.0 17.0 76.4 3.2 73.2 
$7,500-$9,999 (12,654,000) 37.7 10.6 4.5 1.5 2.9 32.6 12.7 19.9 94.3 3.7 90.7 
$10,000-$14,999 (28,998,000) 32.0 0.5 4.7 2.0 2.7 26.7 9.1 17 .6 91.0 2.0 89.0 
$15,000-$24,999 (42,468,000) 29.6 0.7 3.9 1.2 2.7 25.1 8.8 16.2 104.8 2.0 102.8 
$25,000 or more (22,526,000) 30.5 0.7 4.8 0.7 4.1 25.0 5.9 19.1 130.9 2.6 128.3 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (2,546,000) 48.6 4.0 13.3 11.9 11.4 31.4 16.2 15.2 55.4 6.1 49.3 
$3,000-$7,499 (5,792,000) 43.4 11.2 12.5 4.2 8.3 29.7 16.3 13.4 77 .1 6.4 70.6 
~~7,500-$9,999 (1,867,000) 39.2 10.9 12.0 13.4 8.7 26.3 14.4 11.9 83.3 8.9 74.5 
$10,000-$14,999 (3,335,000) 41.6 12.6 10.9 4.5 6.3 28.1 1l.5 16.6 110.4 5.3 105.2 
$15,000-$24,999 (2,810,000) 32.7 13.3 9.4 11. 7 7.7 19.9 9.6 10.3 115.9 4.9 111.0 
$25,000 or more (1,096,000) 40.2 10.0 12.4 13.0 9.4 27.8 12.8 15.1 139.0 17.4 131.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes d~ta on persons whose 
income level was not ascertained. 

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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T __ 18. PenonaI crimea. 1178: 

Victimization rate. for person. age 25 and over, 
by level of educational attainment and race of victim. 
and type of crime 

(Rate per 1,000 population age 25 and over) 

Robber:t Assault Crimes of theft 
Level of educational Cri:nes of With Without Fersonal larceny Fersonal larceny 
attainment and race violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple Total with contact without contact 

Elementary school 
0-4 years 1 

All races' (5,189,000) 17.6 '0.0 5.8 2.9 2.9 II.B 5.3 6.6 32.2 4.4 27.8 
White (3,732,000) 18.4 '0.0 6.9 3.1 3.8 11.5 5.2 6.3 35.4 4.2 31.2 
Black (1,315,000) 17.5 '0.0 '3.3 '2.4 '0.9 14.2 '6.0 8.2 22.1 '5.6 16.5 

5-7 years 
All races' (7,901,000) 15.2 '0.2 5.5 2.7 2.8 9.5 5.3 4.2 27.1 2.0 25.0 
White (6,380,000) 14.7 '0.2 5.2 2.9 2.3 9.3 4.8 4.5 27.2 2.1 25.1 
Black (1,395,000) 15.8 '0.0 '4.3 '0.0 '4.4 11.4 8.1 '3.3 29.0 '1.9 27.1 

8 years 
All races 2 (10,229,000) 12.9 '0.3 3.5 1.1 2.4 9.2 4.4 4.9 36.2 3.4 32.8 
White (9,200,000) 13.1 '0.3 3.7 1.2 2.5 9.1 4.3 4.8 35.1 3.1 32.0 
Black (964,000) 11.0 '0.0 '1.2 '0.0 '1.1 '9.8 '5.6 '4.2 44.8 '5.9 38.9 

High school 
1-3 years 

All races' (17,811 ,000) 19.1 0.8 4.7 2.1 2.6 13.6 6.4 7.2 59.4 3.3 56.1 
White (15,094,000) 16.7 0.8 3.6 1.7 1.9 12.3 5.5 6.8 57.5 2.2 55.4 
Black (2,600,000) 34.1 '0.9 11.1 4·7 6.4 22.1 12.1 10.0 68.3 9.1 59.3 

4 years 
All races' (45,126,000) 19.0 0.4 3.9 1.3 2.6 14.8 5.1 9.7 71.2 3.0 68.2 
White (40,922,000) 18.0 0.3 3.3 1.1 2.2 14.4 4.7 9.7 69.8 2.7 67.1 
Black (3,702,000) 31.4 '1.5 10.4 3.5 6.9 19.6 9.8 9.8 86.0 6.2 79.9 

College 
1-3 years' 

All races' (17,932,000) 28.4 '0.5 5.1 1.9 3.3 22.8 8.5 14.3 102.9 3.1 99.8 
White (16,233,000) 27.6 '0.4 3.9 1.3 2.6 23.3 8.7 14.6 101.4 2.6 98.8 
Black (1 ,443 , 000) 42.3 '1.2 19.9 9.0 10.9 21.1 7.9 13.2 124.2 7.8 116.4 

4 years or more, 
All races' (20,223,000) 27.1 0.8 4.0 1.0 2.9 22.3 5.9 16.5 119.0 2.7 11'6.3 
White (18,561,000) 28.1 0.6 3.9 1.1 2.8 23.6 6.1 17.6 117.5 2.5 115.1 
Black (1,091,000) 15.2 '4.1 '2.0 '0.0 '2.0 '9.1 '5.5 '3.6 159.6 '7.0 152.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group; excludes data on persons 
age 25 and over whose level of education was not ascertained. 

1 Includes persons who never attended or who attended kindergarten only. 
'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, bas~d on zero or on about 10 or fewer 'sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Tlble17. PwIoMI crtmeI, 1171: 
Victimization ...... for peraon. ag. 18 and ov.r, 
by .,.rtIcI.,.tlon In the civilian labor force, 
.mployment ... tu., and race of victim. 
and type of crlm. 

'(Rate per 1,000 popUlation age 16 and over) 

Robber:t Assault 
Labor force participation, Crimes of With Witnout 
employment status, and race violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple 

Labor for participants 
Employed 

All races' (96,799,000) 36.8 0.9 5.9 2.0 4.0 30.0 10.8 19.2 
White (85,698,000) 37.0 0.8 5.5 1.8 3.7 30.8 10.7 20.1 
Black (9,625,000) 36.4 1.4 9.9 3.3 6.6 25.1 13.2 11.9 

Unemployed 
All races' (4,432,000) 73.6 2.7 13.6 5.7 7.9 57.3 27.4 29.9 
White (3,397,000) 82.1 3.1 11.9 5.6 6.4 67.1 31.1 35.9 
Black (955,000) 44.2 '1.5 20.6 '6.5 14.0 22.1 12.5 29.6 

Labor force nonparticipants 
Keeping house 

All races' (33,286,000) 12.0 1.0 2.1 0.5 1.6 8.9 3.5 5.4 
White (29,757,000) 10.7 0.7 2.0 0.5 1.5 8.0 2.8 5.2 
Black (3,140,000) 26.1 4.3 3.8 '0.9 22.9 18.0 10.4 7.6 

In school 
All races' (6,444,000) 43.2 1.9 3.3 20.8 2.5 38.0 12.0 26.0 
White (5,112,000) 44.1 20.8 2.5 21.0 21.5 40.8 13.1 27.7 
Black (1,156,000) 37.9 26.9 27.4 20.0 27.4 23.6 27.5 16.2 

Unable to work 
All races' (3,114,000) 24.3 20.5 9.9 6.0 3.9 13.9 6.4 7.5 
White (2,443,000) 24.5 20.6 10.3 7.0 23.3 13.7 5.3 8.4 
Black (631,000) 24.9 20.0 29.2 22.8 26.3 215.6 211.1 24.6 

Retired 
All races' (9,885, 000) 10.3 20.0 5.4 2.5 2.9 4.9 1.9 3.0 
White (8,993,000) 9.0 '0.0 3.9 1.9 2.0 5.1 1.8 3.3 
Black (802,000) 24.2 '0.0 20.7 29.5 211.2 23.4 23.4 20.0 

Other 
, 
i 

All races' (5,722,000) 47.3 '1.6 10.3 2.7 7.6 35.3 15.9 19.5 
White (4,761,000) 44.3 21.9 9.0 2.8 6.2 33.4 14.8 18.6 

i 

I 
Black (897,000) 66.5 '0.0 18.1 22.7 15.4 48.4 22.0 25.5 

'j 
. 

{{ 

tl 
\I 
l 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to popUlation in the group. 
'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
2Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or tewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

~~ 

1,)\.. 

Crimes of 
theft 

109.6 
109.6 
111.1 

143.5 
150.7 
120.7 

50.8 
51.4 
46.7 

140.3 
155.2 
81.7 

27.8 
27.3 
31.6 

27.6 
27.1 
31.5 

78.1 
82.7 
48.1 

Personal larcen:t 
With Without 
contact contact 

3.0 106.6 
2.5 107.1 
7.5 103.6 

3.9 139.6 
3.8 146.9 

24.4 116.4 

3.7 47.1 
3.4 48.1 
6.4 40.3 

3.0 137.3 
2.7 152.5 

23.0 78.8 

22.4 25.5 
21.8 25.5 
24.5 27.1 

2.5 25.1 
2.0 25.1 

28.7 22.8 

6.0 72.1 
6.5 76.2 

23.9 44.1 
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Teble 11. PerIoMI c:dmeI, 1171: 
Victimization rat .. for penon. age 16 and over, 
by occupational group of victim. and type of crime 

(Rate per 1,000 population age 16 and over) 

Occupational group 

Professional, technical and kindred 
workers (17,465,000) 

Managers, officials and 
proprietors' (12,178,000) 

Sales workers (7,945,000) 
Clerical and kindred 

workers (22,516,000) 
Craft and kindred workers (!5,574,OOD) 
Operatives and kindred 

workers' (14,465, 000) 
Transport equipment 

operatives (4,190,000) 
Laborers' (6,559,000) 
Farm laborers (1,794,000) 
Farm owners and managers (1,727,000) 
Service workers (16,557,000) 
Private household workers (1,817,000) 
Armed Forces personnel (724,000) 

Crimes of 
violence 

31.8 

30.8 
26.9 

26.2 
40.3 

38.9 

45.8 
56.9 
18.0 
4.1 

58.7 
45.6 
52.6 

Rape 

'0.6 

'0.4 
'1.1 

1.5 
'0.1 

1.1 

'0.4 
'0.8 
'0.0 
'0.8 
2.8 

'2.8 
'0.0 

NOTE: Detail may not addto total shown because of rounding. 
'Except farm. 
'Except transportation. 

Total 

5.0 

4.2 
3.7 

6.1 
5.6 

5.3 

9.3 
9.7 

'1.6 
'1.6 
9.0 
6.9 

'0.0 

Robbery 
With 
injury 

1.9 

1.4 
'0.9 

1.7 
1.7 

2.5 

2.9 
3.5 

'0.8 
'0.0 
2.9 

'2.6 
'0.0 

Without 
injury 

3.1 

2.8 
2.8 

4.4 
3.9 

2.8 

6.5 
6.2 

'0.8 
'1.6 
6.1 

'4.2 
'0.0 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

i .... 

J_-

Total 

26.3 

26.2 
22.1 

18.7 
34.6 

32.5 

36.1 
46.5 
16.4 
'1.7 
46.9 
35.9 
52.6 

Assault 

Aggravated 

6.3 

7.7 
7.9 

6.1 
16.1 

14.2 

15.5 
19.1 
8.4 

'0.8 
17.2 
12.1 
12.1 

Simple 

20.0 

18.5 
14.3 

12.7 
18.5 

18.3 

20.6 
27.4 

8.0 
.'0.9 
29.7 
23.8 
32.1 

Crimes of 
theft 

129.8 

108.4 
102.8 

106.7 
100.2 

84.8 

1.09.7 
106.7 
58.5 
48.1 

122.0 
81.0 

192.7 

Personal larceny 
With Without 
contact contact 

3.2 

2.1 
3.2 

4.5 
1.6 

3.1 

, 1.1 
3.5 

'2.4 
'0.0 
4.6 

'3.6 
'0.0 

126.6 

106.3 
99.6 

102.2 
98.6 

81.8 

108.6 
103.2 
56.1 
48.1 

117.4 
77.4 

192.7 
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Tillie 11. Penon8I crIrnII, 1171: 
Victimization retel, by type of crime 
end type of locality of residence 
of vlctlml 

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

All metropolitan areas 
Outside 

All Central central 
areas cities cities 

Metropolitan areas 
50,000 to 249,999 250,000 to 499,999 500,000 to 999,999 

Outside Outside Outside 
Central central Central central Central central 
cities cities cities cities cities cities 

-,-.. ---------

1,000,000 or more 
Outside Nonmetro-

Central central politan 
cities cities areas 

Type of crime (176,215,000) (50,445,000) (69,462,000) (15,291,000) (20,483,000) (10,067,000) (15,783,000) (10,035,000) (16,467,000) (15,052,000) (16,730,000) (56,308,000) 

Crimes of violence 33.7 45.9 34.7 42.3 30.2 43.8 32.9 48.3 40.2 49.5 36.3 
Rape 1.0 1.6 0.9 1.4 0.8 1.2 0.7 1.7 1.2 1.9 0.9 
Robbery 5.9 9.9 6.0 5.2 4.5 5.1 4.7 11.0 8.9 17.2 6.2 

Robbery with injury 1.9 3.3 1.8 1.9 1.6 2.4 1.9 3.4 1.5 5.3 2.3 
Robbery without 
injury 4.0 6.6 4.2 3.3 2.9 2.7 2.8 7.6 7.4 11.9 3.9 

Assault 26.9 34.5 27.8 35.7 24.9 37.6 27.5 35.7 30.1 30.4 29.2 
. Aggravated assault 9.7 14.1 8.4 14.7 6.7 15.4 9.4 13.0 9.4 13.5 8.4 

Simple assault 17.2 20.4 19.4 21.0 18.2 22.2 18.1 22.7 20.7 16.9 70.9 
Crimes of theft 96.8 118.9 106.8 117.9 94.0 121. 7 110.9 129.2 116.0 111.1 109.3 

Personal larceny with 
contact 3.1 6.4 2.3 3.7 1.1 3.9 2.5 5.1 2.8 11.7 3.0 

Personai larceny without 
contact 93.6 112.5 104.5 114.2 92.9 117.8 108.4 124.1 113.2 99.4 106.3 

NOTE: The population range categories shown under the heading "Metropolitan areas" are based only en the size of the central city and do not reflect the population of the entire 
metropolitan area. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
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21.6 
0.5 
2.2 
0.7 

1.5 
18.9 
7.4 

11.5 
64.6 

1.2 

63.4 
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Tillie 20. PerIon8I crtmeI, 1171: 
Vlcllmlzallon ralel for persona age 12 and over, 
by type of localily of relldence, race, and ... 
of vlcllml and Iype of crime 

. (~ate per I ,000 resident popultionage 12 and over)' 

Robber~' Assault 
Area and race Crimes of With .~ithout 

and sex violence I Total injury injury , Total Aggravated Simple 

All areas 
White male (74,202,000) 44.8 7.1 2.3 4.8 37.5 14.2 23.2 
White female (79,819,000) 22.0 3.4 1.2 2.2 17.2 4.7 12.5 
Black male (8,956,000) 53.6 17.5 4.4 13.1 36.0 19.5 16.5 
Black female (1,069,000) 29.7 6.4 ·2.0 4.4 19.6 8.1 1l.5 

Metropolitan areas 
Central cities 

White male (17,917,000) 60.7 11.5 3.9 7.6 49.1 21.3 27.8 
White female (20,295,000) 31.4 5.6 L9 3.7 23.8 7.3 16.5 
Black male (4,959,000) 66.8 24.8 6.7 18.0 42.1 22.3 19.8 
Black female (6,116,000) 38.2 7.9 3.4 4.5 24.2 10.9 13.3 

Outside central cities 
White male (31,221,000) 47.3 7.8. 2.3 5.6 39.3 12.7 26.7 
\~hite female (32,957,000) 23.1 4.CJ 1.4 2.6 17.5 4.0 13.4 
Black r.;ale (2,009,000) 46.0 12.0 '2.9 9.2 33.3 14.0 19.3 
Black female (2,236,000) 22.3 6.8 '0.0 6.8 15.5 5.6 9.9 

Nonmetropolitan areas 
White male (25,064,000) 30.3 3.2 1.3 1.9 26.8 11.2 15.6 
White female (26,568,000) 13.5 1.1 '0.3 0.8 11.7 3.5 8.2 
Black male (1,988,000) 28.4 '4.8 '0.0 '4.8 23.6 18.3 5.3 
Black female (2,342,000) 14.8 '2.0 '0.0 '2.0 11.5 '3.3 8.3 

NOTE:. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer ~o population in the group. 
lIncludes data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticaIl)' unreliable. 

Tillie 21. HcMIhoId em., 1171: 
Vlcllmlzallon .... 1 .. , by type of crime 
and race of head of hou .. hold 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry' 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny. 

Motor.jvehicle ~he(t 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

All races 
(77,980,000) 

86.0 
28.2 
37.4 
20.4 

119.9 
66.5 
40.1 

5.1 
8.3 

17.5 
11.0 
6.5 

White Black 
(68,538,000) (8,458,000) 

82.6 114.7 
26.1 46.0 
37.7 35.4 
18.8 33.3 

119.5 120.6 
67.6 55.2 
38.9 49.7 
5.0 5.9 
8.0 9·7 

16.9 21.5 
10.2 16.6 
6.6 4.9 

Other 
(985,000) 

73.2. 
23 •. 8 
31.8 
17.5 

143.9 
84.6 
41.0 
16.2 
12.1 
28.0 
18.8 
19.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because 'of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in 
the group. . 

lEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Crimes 
of theft 

106.0 
90.0 

102.4 
80.2 

136.8 
114.0 
114.3 

91.6 

115.2 
100.0 
111.5 
92.7 

72.6 
59.4 
63.6 
38.6 

Personal larcenx 
With Without 
contact contact 

2.3 103.7 
3.1 87.0 
5.5 96.9 
6.8 73·.4 

4.1 132.6 
7.6 106.3 
6.2 108.2 

10.0 81.6 

1.9 113.3 
2.3 97.7 

'2.0 109.5 
5.2 87.5 

1.5 71.0 
0.6 58.8 
7.4 56.2 

'0.0 :38.6 
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T ....... Moll ................ 11J1: 
YlctlmIuIIon ....... by type of crtme 
l!IICI .... nIcIty of hod of houIehold 

i (R ate ~er 1,000 household s) 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle thelt 
Completed thell 
Attempted thell 

Hispanic 
(3,486,000) 

107.9 
41.6 
38.5 
2.7.8 

151.8 
81.9 
52..6 

7.2. 
10.0 
2.8.0 
13.4 
14.6 

Non-Hispanic 
(74,494,000) 

84.9 
2.7.6 
37.3 
2.0.0 

118.4 
65.8' 
39.5 
5.0 
8.2. 

17 .0 
10.9 
6.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households 
in the group. 

T ..... 23. MoIar ...... 1hIft, 1178: 
Victimization rat,s on the basis of thefts per 1,000 households 
and of thefts per 1,000 vehicles owned, 
by selected household characteristics 

Characteristic 

Race of head of household 
All races I 
White 
Black 

Age of head of household 
12.-19 
2.0-34 
35-49 
50-64 
65 and over 

Form of tenure 
Owned or being bought 
Rented 

'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 

Rate per I ,000 
households 

17.5 
16.9 
2.1.5 

52..6 
2.4.3 
19.3 
15.4 
5.2. 

13.8 
2.4.5 

Rate per I ,000 motor 
vehicles owned 

11.7 
10.9 
2.0.8 

49.3 
16.4 
10.4 
9.3 
5.7 

8.0 
2.3.2. 
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Tillie 24. HouIIhoIcI crImM, 1171: 
VIctImization rat .. , by type of crime 
and age of head of houHhoid 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicie theft 
Completed the£! 
Attempted theft 

12-19 
(J ,022,000) 

246.6 
72.2 

139.0 
35.5 

239.4 
140.8 
77.8 
'7.4 
13.4 
52.b 
30.3 
22.2 

20-34 35-49 
(23,440,000) (l9,310,OOO) 

115.S 93.2 
3S.4 27.7 
47.5 44.6 
29.S 20.9 

166.2 141.9 
95.2 72.0 
54.,9 53.6 
5.8 5.7 

10.4 10.7 
24.3 19.3 
15.1 12.7 
9.2 6.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Tillie 25. HouIIhoIcI crIi'MD, 1178: 
Victimization rat .. , by type of crime 
and annual family Income 

(Rate per 1 ,000 households) 

Less than $3,000- $7,500- $10,000-
$3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 

50-64 
(1s,643,OOO) 

66.3 
25.S 
25.S 
14.7 
S7.S 
45.1 
30.3 

5.1 
7.3 

15.4 
9.7 
5.7 

$15,000-
$24,999 

Type of crime (5,819,000) (I5, 833,000) (6,913,000) (14, IS2 ,000) (17,666,000) 

Burglary 119.6 93.1 92.6 7S.0 80.0 
Forcible entry 35.9 29.2 32.5 26.7 23.S 
Unlawful entry without force 56.2 40.2 36.5 31.9 36.8 
Attempted forcible entry 27.5 23.7 23.7 19.4 19.4 

Household larceny 98.5 110.6 126.4 129.5 132.9 
Less than $50 60.2 66.0 69.4 74.0 73.8 
$50 or more 26.4 n.8 43.6 41:1 45.0 
Amount not available 5.6 4.9· 5.2 .4.6 4.3 
Attempted larceny 6.2 6.9 8.3 9.7 9.8 

Motor vehicle theft 9.7 13.4 18.7 iO.2 19.7 
Completed theft . 6.4 9.0 11.0 13.0 11.9 
Attempted theft • 3.2 4.3 7.6 7.3 7.8 

NOTE: D~tai{may not add'to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group; excludes data on 
persons whose income level was not ascertained. 

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

65 and over 
(15,566,000) 

45.2 
13.5 
20.4 
11.3 
53.6 
37.3 
10.3 
3.1 
2.9 
5.2 
3.1 
2.1 

$25,000 
or more 

(8,551,000) 

SO.8 
28.1 
37.5 
15.3 

131.4 
·61.4 
54.9 
6.6 
8.6 

21.4 
13.6 
7.8 
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TMkI 21. HouMhoId burgl8ry, 1171: 
Victimization ratel, by race of head of houlehold, 
annual family Income, and type of burglary 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Race and income All household larcenies' 

White 
Less than $3,000 (4,250,000) 103.2 
$3,000-$7,499 (13, I 01,000) 108.5 
$7,500-$9,999 (6,075,000) 126.3 
$10,000-$14,999 (12,687,000) 128.9 
$15,000-$24,999 (16,403,000) 133.3 
$25,000 or more (8,045,000) 129.8 

Black 
Less than .$3,000 (1,498,000) 85.7 
$3,000-$7,499 (2,545,000) 114.1 
$7,500-$9,999 (757,000) 37.5 
$10,000-$14,999 (1,325,000) 135.9 
$15,000-$24,999 (1,031,000) 120.0 
$25,000 or more (373,000) 172.4 

Comeleted larcen~ 
Less than $50 $50 or more A ttempted larceny 

64.2 26.9 6.4 
66.2 31.4 6.5 
71.8 41.1 7.7 
75.7 39.7 8.8 
74.5 44.0 10.3 
62.9 53.2 7.4 

48.7 25.1 '6.0 
58.3 39.4 8.8 
53.1 68.0 14.3 
60.8 56.4 14.0 
58.7 57.2 '4.1 
36.4 102.4 29.2 

NOTE: Detail may nol· ad" t.o total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group; excludes, data on persons 
whose income Ie}d was not ascertained. 

'Includes data, not shol!ll separately, on larcenies for which the v<llue of loss was not ascertained. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Tillie 27. HOIMhoId lMceny, 1178: 
Victimization ratel, by ~ of head of household, 
annual family Income, and type of larceny 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Race and income All burgIaric~ Forcible entry Unlawful entry without force 

White 
Less than $3,000 (4,250,000) 107.5 29.4 55.8 
$3,000-$7,499 (13,101,000) 89.5 26.5 40.3 
$7,500-$9,999 (6,075,000) 86.2 28.8 36.3 
$10,000-$14,999 (12,687,000) 77.0 26.2 33.1 
$15,000-$24,999 (16,403,000) 79.1 22.5 38.1 
$25,000 or more (8,045,000) 80.2 26.6 38.5 

Black 
Les.s than $3,000 (1,498,000) 154.7 54.2 57.5 
$3,000-$7,499 (2,545,000) 114.2 44.8 38·9 
$7,500-$9,999 (757,000) 147.8 61.2 39.4 
$10,000-$14,999 (1,325,000) 82.3 30.1 20.7 
$15';000-$24,.999 (1,031,000) 100.2 44.7 21.1 

I' $25,OOOor mare (373,000). 109.2 65.3 20.3 

Attempted forcible er.try 

22.4 
22.6 
21.0 
17 .7 
18.5 
15.1 

43.1 
30.5 
47.3 
31.4 
34.4 
23.6 

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
whose income level was not ascertained. 

N umbers in parentheses refer to households in the group; excludes data on persons 
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TtIbIe 21. Motor vehicle theft, 1m: 
Victimization ratel, by race of he/ad o. hOU18hold, 
annual family Income, and type ,,,. theft 

(Rate per 1 ,000 ho,1seholds) 

Race and income All vehicle thefts 

White 
Less than :;;3,000 (4,250,000) 10.2 
$3,000-$7,499 (13,101,000) 12.0 
$7,500-$9,999 (6,075,000) 16.9 
$10,000-$14,999 (12,687,000) 19.5 
$15,000-$24,999 (16.,403,.000) 19.4 
$25,000 or more (8,045,000) 20.9 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (1,498,000) 7.7 
$3,000-$7,499 (2,545,000) 18.2 
$7,500-$9,9'19 (757,000) 35.2 
$10,000-$14,999 (I, 325, 000) 23.8 
$15,000-$24,999 (1,031,000) 22.0 
$25,000 or more (373,000) 36.6 

Completed theft Attempted theft 

7.1 3.1 
7.9 4.1 
9.8 7.1 

11.7 7.8 
11.4 8.0 
12.7 8.1 

13.8 13.9 
13.9 4.3 
22.4 IIZ.8 
22.2 11.7 
18.6 13.4 
33.1 13.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in 
the group; excludes data Oll persons whose income level was not ascertained. 

IEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Tillie 211. Motor vehicle theft, 1m: 
Vlcllmlzatlon ratel, by type of crime 
and number of perlQnl In houlehold 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

One 
Type of.lt::rime (I 6 , 965 , 000 ) 

Burglary 78.8 
Fgrcii?le entry 28.2 
Unlawful entry without force 29.2 
A'ttempted forcible entry 21.4 

Hc'tuseholp larceny 72.8 
J\ess than $50 40.7 
$~O or more 21.5 
Amount not available 3.7 
Attempted larceny 6.9 

Motor 'vehicle theft 11.4 
Completed theft 7.6 
Attempted theft 3.7 

Two-three 
(38,884,000) 

83.1 
28.8 
35.0 
19.3 

113.5 
65.8 
35.3 
4.7 
7.8 

18.1 
11.4 
6.8 

Pour-five Six or more 
(1'7,875,000) (4,244,000) 

95.5 101.:! 
26.3 31.1 
46.7 53.4 
22.5 16.9 

158.5 203.8 
83.9 101.'9 
57.2 86.3 
7.0 6.4 

10.4 9.2 
19.8 26.9 
11.7 18.8 
8.1 8.1 

NOTE: Detail may ·not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers on parentheses refer to households 
in the group; excludes data on households whose number of persons could not be ascertained. 
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T .. 30. ttoc.hoId CI1meI, 1m: 
Victimization rate., by type of crime, form of tenure, 
and race of head of hOUMhold 

.(Rate per 1,000 households) 

All races 1 
Owned or being bough t 

All races 1 White Black 
Type of crime (50,909,000) (46,601,000) (3,845, 000) (27, 071, 000) 

Burglary 71.0 69.7 85.0 114.1 
Foz:cible entry 22.9 21.7. 35.4 38.3 
Unlawful entry without force 32,3 32.9 25.6 47.1 
Attempted forcible entry 15.9 15.2 24.0 28.7 

Household larceny 107.8 107.0 118.3 142.7 
Less than $50 59.0 59.7 52.4 80.6 
$50 or more 36.7 35.3 53.0 46.3 
Amount not available 4.7 4.8 3.4 5.8 
Attempted larceny 7.4 7.2 9.5 10.0 

Motor vehicle theft 13 .8 13.2 19.6 24.5 
Completed theft 8.8 8.2 15.2 15.2 
Attempted theft 5.0 S.O 4.3 9.3 

NOTE·: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the gTOUp. 
1 Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 

T .. 31. HouMhoId crImeI, 1m: 
Victimization rate., by type of crime 
and number of unlll In .tructure 
occupied by hOUMhold 

(Rate per I, 000 'househoids) 

One l Two Three Four Five-nine 
Type of cz:ime (55,984, 000) (5,764, 000) (I ,564,000) (2,357, 000) (3,453, 000) 

Burglary 78.3 110.6 96.7 102.9 127.3 
Forcible entry 25.6 38.1 36.0 40.1 40.2 
Unlawful entry without force 35.2 43.2 33.4 37.9 44.0 
Attempted forcible entry 17.5 29.3 27.3 24.9 43.1 

Hous"bold larcen y 114.8 134.7 114.3 168.4 160.1 
Less than $50 63.1 72.9 63.6 100.5 90.3 
$50 or more 39.1 43.9 36.7 50.9 52.3 
Amount not available 5.0 7.4 '5.3 5.1 3.2 
Attempted larceny 7.7 10.5 8.8 11.9 14.4 

Motor vehicle theft 14.6 20.7 30.8 19.5 28.5 
Completed theft 9·3 13.9 17.5 13.6 19.3 
Attempted theft 5.3 6.8 13.2 5.9 9.2 

Rented 
IVhite Black 

(21,937,000) (4,613,000) 

109.9 139.5 
35.4 54.9 
48.0 43.5 
26.5 4!.1 

146.1 122.4 
84.5 57.5 ~ 
46.5 47.0 

5.3 7.9 
9.8 9.9 

24.6 23.1 
14.5 17.8 
!o.1 5.3 

Other than 
Ten or more housing units 
(8,051,000) (698,009) 

91.0 160.7 
29.0 31.6 
39.6 115.3 
22.4 '13.8 

114.5 123.8 
65.5 75.4 
37.1 35.5 
4.8 '6.5 
7.1 '6.5 

26.4 29.1 
14.5 20.1 
11.9 '8.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group; excludes data on households whose 
number of units in structure could not be ascertained. 

'Includes data on mobil homes, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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T8bIe 32. HowehoId crime .. 11": 
Victimization rete., by type of crime 
end type of locellty of re.ldence 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Metropolitan areas 
All metropolitan areas SO! 000 to 249.999 2S0.000 to 499.999 500.000 to 999.999 1 .000.000 or more 

Outside Outside OutsIde Outside. Outside 
All Central central Central central Central central Central central Central central 
areas cities cities cities cities cities cities cities cities cities cities 

Type of ~rime (77 ,980 ,000) (23,830,000) (29.470.000) (7,089.000) (8.634,000) (4,727,000) (6,719,000) (4,837, 000) (6.999,000) (7.174,000) (7,123,000) 

Burglary 86.0 110.0 85.0 113.1 75.4 112.7 94.7 123.0 85.3 96.5 87.4 
Forcible entry 28.2 41.4 27.1 39.4 22.5 42.1 34.1 42.9 23.4 42.1 29.8 
Unlawful entry without 
'force 37.4 39.9 38.0 47.0 37.1 40.3 38.0 48.8 40.3 26.6 36.7 

Attempted forcible entry 20.4 28.7 20.0 26.8 15.7 30.2 22.6 31.3 21.5 27.8 21.0 
Household'iarceny 119.9 140.2 131.2 156.2 17,,7.4 160.9 143.7 156.0 130.6 100.2 124.6 

CorjJpleted larceny' 11.1.7 129.7 122.4 145.5 119.1 150.1 136.3 142.1 122.3 92.2 113.4 
Less than $50 66.5 78.0 71.2 92.1 73.6 90.0 79.1 81.6 71.5 53.7 60.4 
$50 or more 40.1 46.6 44.8 4,9.3 41.0 55.2 51.1 53.6 43,7 33.7 44.5 

Attempted larceny 8.3 10.5 8.8 10.7 8.4 10.8 7.4 13.9 8.3 8.0 11.2 
Motor vehicle theft l'i'.~ 23.6 19'.7 16.4 14.2 23.9 18.6 23.4 23.9 30.8 23.2 

COmpleted therr II .0 14.8 11.7 11.6 9.3 14.0 10.2 Ij!.7 15.8 19.9 12.3 
Attempted theft' 6.5 8.9 8.0 4.8 5.0 9.9 ,8.4 10.7 ,8.2 10.9 10.9 

NOTE: ,'The population' range categories shown under the, heading "Metropolitan areas" are based only on the size of the central city and do not reflect the population of the entire 
metropolitan area. ' Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rouI;lding. 

'Includes data, shown separately, on larcenies for which the value of loss was not ascertained. ' 
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Nonmetro­
politan 
area 

(24,679,000) 

63.9 
16.8 

34.3 
12.8 
86.9 
81.5 
49.9 
28.1 
5.4 
9.0 
6.5 
2.5 
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TIIbIe 33. HOUIIhoId c:rIIMe, 1171: 
Victimization rates, by type of locality of resldenC:8, 
race of head of household, and type of crime 

(Rate per I ,000 households) 

A rea and race Burglary 

All areas 
Whit" (6B, 53B, 000) B2.6 
Black (B, 45B, 000) 114.7 

l>1etropolitan areas 
Central cities 

\~hite (1B,370, OOO) 106.3 
Black (4, 9BI, 000) 129.1 

Outside central cities 
White (27,362,000) B3.1 
Black (I ,735 '.OOO) 11B.8 

Nonmetropolitan areas 
White (22,807, 000) 62.9 
Black (J, 742, 000) 69.7 

NOTE: Numbers in parenth<;!ses refer to households in the group. 

Household larceny 

I HI.:;; 
120.6 

144.4 
12B.2 

129.2 
143.1 

87.9 
76.3 

IEstimate, based on about,lO or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

TIIbIe 34 .......... crImeI of vIoIence,1m: 
Number of victimizations and victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime 
and victim-offender relationship 

(Rate per I, 000 persons age 12 and over) 

Involving strangers 
Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

RObbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
I'lith injury 

• Attempted assault without weapon 

Number Rate 

3,743,000 
123,000 
30,00,) 
92,000 

800,000 
248,000 
137,000 
110,000 
552,000 

2,820,000 
1,100,000 

339,0'00 
761,000 

1,720,000 
357,000 

1,364,000 

21.2 
0.7 
0.2 
0.5 
4.5 
1.4 
O.B 
0.6 
3.1 

16.0 
6.2 
1.9 
4.3 
9.8 
2.0 
7.7 

NOTE: Dl<tail may not add to total shown because oC rounding • 

Motor vehicle then 

16.9 
21.5 

23.0 
26.1 

19.3 
23.9 

9.0 
15.7 

Involving nonstrangers 
Number Rate· 

,2,199,000 12.5 
48,000 0.3 
16,000 0.1 
33,000 0.2 

239,000 1.4 
83,000 0.5 
42,000 0.2 
41,000 0.2 

156,000 0.9 
1,911,000 10.9 

608,000 3.5 
238.000 1.4 
370,000 2.1 

1,303,000 7.4 
399,000 2.3 
904,000 5.1 
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T ... 35. .......... CI'Imee of vIoIIncI,1171: 
P.rcent 0' victimization. Involving strang .... , 
by leX .nd age 0' victim •• nd type 0' crlm. 

Robber):: 
Crimes of \'lith· 

Sex and age violence Rape Total injury 

Both sexes 63.0 71.9 77 .1 75.2 
12-15 55.4 54.7 74.4 71.2 
16-19 61.7 67.9 67.0 65.8 
20-24 66.~ 79.4 69 • .2 69.1 
25-34 64.5 67.3 82.5 75.0 
35-49 59.7 88.8 75.9 68.0 
50-64 71.5 170.3 90.7 95.3 
65 and over 68.2 1100.0 91.5 91.4 

Male 69.7 100.0 81.9 80.2 
12-15 62.3 1100.0 72.9 74.9 
16-19 71.9 1100.0 82.1 82.8 
20-24 n.5 1100.0 84.2 91.8 
25-34 71.8 1100.0 85.3 81.9 
35-49 63.2 10.0 76.2 66.3 
50-64 74.6 IO~O 97..9 93.0 
65 and over 73.2 10.rl 92.6 84.2 

Female 50.6 M.o 66.9 64.0 
12-15 41.1 14(,.8 84.6 141.2 
16-19 44.7 64.6 46.2 133.6 
20-24 54.2 74.0 48.8 41.5 
25-34 49.6 66.1 76.9 66.4 
35-49 54.0 88.8 75.1 174.8 
50-64 65.9 170.3 84.0 100.0 
65 and over 62.8 1100.0 90:2 100.0 

IEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

T ............... em- of vIoIIncI, 1171: 
P.rcent 0' victimization. Involving .tr.ng .... , 
by leX .nd r.ce 0' victim •• nd type 0' crlm. 

Robbery 
Crimes of With 

Sex and race violence Rape Total injury 

Both sexes 
White 63.4 71.3 75.0 72.5 
Black 59.4 73.8 82.7 83.3 

Male 
White 70.2 100.0 79.8 79.3 
Black 65.2 1100.0 87.5 83.1 

Female 
White 50.6 66.7 65.6 59.6 
Black 50.6 72.8 n.3 84.8 

IEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

. .... , (; 

Without 
injury Total 

78.0 59.6 
75.1 50.9 
67.4 60.5 
69.3 65.3 
86.1 61.2 
81.0 54.0 
87.9 63.3 
91.9 52.6 

82.4 66.8 
72.4 58.6 
81.9 70.1 
80.3 70.6 
86.5 69.4 
84.7 58.9 
92.8 65.0 

100.0 62.3 

68.3 45.4 
93.1 37.1 
49.4 42.0 
53.5 53.2 
85.3 42.7 
75.5 46.2 

162.2 60.8 
85.5 40.5 

Without 
injury. Total 

76.3 61.0 
82.4 48.3 

80.1 68.2 
89.1 54.2 

68.7 46.3 
66.8 39.2 

Assault 

Aggravated 

64.4 
54.3 
70.2 
67.3 
64.7 
57.4 
'>3.9 
61.9 

68.6 
52.1 
78.4 
71.4 
67.4 
61.7 
74.3 
70.4 

53.1 
59.9 
48.1 
55.9 
55.0 
47.3 
50.6 
54.4 

Assault 

Aggravated 

66.8 
5.0.4 

70.8 
54.1 

55.5 
42.7 

~ ,cc_,li'''';;': 
(' . 

Simple 

56.9 
49.5 
54.7 
63.9 
5'J • .1 
52.5 
63.0 
47.0 

65.6 
(,1. 7 
64.4 
70.0 
71.0 
57.2 
60.3 
58.3 

42.2 
30.6 
39.6 
51.7 
38.1 
45.8 
67.8 

130.4 

.t. 

t. . .. 
Ii· 

Simple "I" • ~ 

57.9 .'" 46.3 

66.5 
54.3 

,-. 

42.9 
36.8 
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T"- ~. PMonII crImR of vIoIInce, 1171: 
Percent of vlctlmlzallonl Involving It ... ngers, 
by .. x and marital Itatul of victims 
and type of crtme 

Crimes of 
Sex and marital status violence 

Both sexes 
Never married 64.5 
Married 66.5 
Widowed 62.0 
Separated and divorced 49.9 

Male 
Never married 71.0 
Married 68.8 
Widowed 57.6 
Separated and di vorced 67.8 

Female 
Never mat"ried 49.6 
Married 61.3 
Widowed 63.4 
Separated and divorced 36.5 

Robber~ 
With 

Rape Total injury 

71.6 75.1 74.1 
76.0 87.4 94.4 
'0.0 76.5 76.1 
67.3 66.6 59.2 

100.0 80.5 80.1 
'100.0 89.5 91.9 

'0.0 54.4 '23.9 
'100.0 81.2 77 .1 

67.6 58.0 52.6 
75.3 83.9 100.0 
'0.0 87.6 100.0 
62.5 48.4 41.8 

'Estimate, bosed on z<!ro or on about 10 or fewer sample case~, is statistically l,"reliable. 

Tele .. PerIonII crImII of vIoIInce, 1171: 
Percent of vlctlmlzatlonl Involving ..... nge ... , 
by race and annual family Income of vlctlml 
and type of crtme. 

Robber~ 
Crimes ol With 

Race and annual family income violence Rape Total injury 

All races' 
Less than $3,000 61.9 54.2 79.7 67.6 
$3,000-$7,499 58.2 n.1 70.2 66.1 
$7,500-$9,999 61.1 27Z.2 85.6 82.0 
$10,000-$14,999 63.7 100.0 86.6 80.4 
$15,000-$24,999 66.6 66.0 79.7 81.8 
$25,000 and over 65.7 82.9 62.9 54.1 

Il'hite 
Less than $3,000 61.3 235.1 70.7 55.2 
$3,000-$7,499 57.3 75.5 68.2 63.3 
$7,500-$9,999 59.7 286.4 78.4 76.7 
$10,000-$14,999 63.8 100.0 85.7 77.6 
$15,000-$24,999 66.4 65.3 76.9 79.3 
$25,000 and over 66.4 82;9 61.4 254.6 

Black 
Less than $3,000 63.2 282.4 95.8 2100.0 
$3,000-$7,499 58.6 255.7 73.8 72.4 
$7,500-$9,999 68.5 20.0 100.0 2100.0 
$10,000-$14,999 62.9 2100.0 90.1 90.1 
$15,000-$24,999 68.2 267.7 95.1 2100.0 
$25,000 and over 52.2 20.0 75.0 '51.5 

'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or (ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

WithDut 
injury Total 

75.5 62.0 
84.9 62.5 
76.8 48.6 
74.0 44.0 

80.6 68.6 
88.4 65.5 

'71.5 '63.6 
84.4 62.1 

59.8 46.2 
79.2 55.2 
79.4 45.8 
57.1 31.1 

Il'ithout 
injury Total 

84.3 57.5 
72.0 54.4 
87.0 56.4 
91.5 58.2 
78.8 64.4 
64.5 65.8 

77.5 60.4 
70.7 53.9 
79.4 56.6 
91.8 59.2 
76.0 64.8 
62.6 67.0 

95.2 47.1 
74.1 52.2 

100.0 56.3 
90.0 48.9 
94.0 55.7 

'82.5 42.0 

Assault 

Aggravated Simple 

69.2 58.1 
66.9 60.1 
45.0 51.4 
44.6 43.7 

72.0 66.4 
67.7 64.1 

'75.0 '52.7 
55.9 68.2 

59.4 41.2 
64.3 51.5 

• '38.2 51.5 
31.6 30.8 

Assault 

Aggravated Simple 

54.7 59.0 
58.7 51.1 
63.7 51.4 
65.5 54.3 
70.7 60.9 
69.2 64.7 

65.0 58.2 
60.3 49.5 
65.8 50.6 
65.5 55.9 
70.4 61.8 
73.0 65.1 

33.3 61.3 
52.3 52.2 
51.7 62.0 
64.8 37.8 
72.3 40.0 

'27.9 '53.9 
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T .............. 01 ....... 11N: 
Percent dlttrlbutIon of IIngIe-offender vIctImIuUons, 
by type ofCffme and perceived Ie. of oftender 

Percei ved sex of offender 
Not known and 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence (3.996,000) 
Rape (132,000) 
Robbery (467,000) 

Robbery with injury (126,000) 
Robbery without injury (341,000) 

Assault (3,397,000) 
Aggravated assault (1.175,000) 
Simple assault (2,222,000) 

Total 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100,0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

Male 

88.2 
99.5 
94.1 
91.4 
95.2 
86.9 
89.4 
85.7 

Fcmale not available 

11.4 
10.5 
5.9 
8.6 
4.8 

12.6 
10.0 
13.9 

0.4 
10 •0 
10.0 
10.0 
10.0 
0.5 

10.6 
1 0.4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parcntheses refer to population 
in the group. 

IEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

T ............ atmlaol ....... 11N: 
Pet'cent dIItrlbuUon of IIngle-oHender vIcIImizallonl. 
by tyPe of crtme .and perceived .... of offender 

Perceived age of offender 
12:..20 

Type oC crime Total Under 12 Total 12-14 15-17 

Crimes oCviolel)ce (3.996,000) 100.0 0.8 31.1 6.4 10.9 
Rape /132,000) 100.0 10.0 15.2 14.9 13.2 
Robbery (467.000) 100.0 '0.8 39.3 3.6 13.1 

Robbery with injury (126,000) 100.0 10.0 31.8 13.1 15.6 
Robbery without injury (341,000) 100.0 11.1 42.1 3.7 15.8 

Assault, (3,397, 000) 100.0 0.8 30.6 6.9 10.8 
Aggravated assault /1.175, 000) 100.0 1.2 27.3 4.3 9.5 
Simple assault (2,22,000) 100.0 0.6 32.4 8.2 11.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because oC rounding. Number of victimization~ shown in parentheses. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

18-20 

13.8 
17.0 
22.7 
23.0 
22.5 
12.9 
13.4 
12.6 

21 and Not known anJ 
over not available 

66.1 2.0 
81.4 '3.4 
57.0 2.9 
68.2 '0.0 
52.8 4.0 
66.7 1.8 
68.6 2.9 
65.7 1.3 
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T-"41 ......... crlmlaof ..... , 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of lingle-offender vlctlmlzatlonl, 
by type of crime an,d perceived race of offender 

Percei ved ra~e of offender 

Type of crime 
Not known and 

Total White Black Other not available 

Crimes of violence (3,996,000) 100.0 11.9 22.8 4.0 1.2 
Rape (132,000) 100.0 52.6 40.9 • '5.1 '1.4 
Robbery (461,000) 100.0 56.5 34.6 5.8 3.1 

Robbery with injury (126,000) 100.0 65.3 25.6 '6.0 '3.1 
Robbery without injury (341,000) 100.0 53.3 37.9 5.7 3.0 

Assault (3,397,000) 100.0 14.8 20.5 3.1 1.0 
Aggravated assault (1,115,000) 100.0 68.8 25.8 4.2 1.2 
Simple assault (2,222,000) 100.0 11,9 11.1 3.5 0.9 

NOTE: . Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding, Number of victimizations shown in parentheses. 
'Estimate, based on -about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Tlblea. ........ crlmlaof ..... , 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of IIngle-oHender vlctlmlzatlonl, 
by type of crime, age of vlctlml, 
and perceived age of offender 

Perceived age of offender 
Type of crime 12-20 
and age of victims Total Under 12 Total 12-14 15-11 

Crimes of violence' 
12-19 (1,240,000) 100.0 1.8 62.1 16.8 25.3 
20-34 (1,931,000) 100.0 '0.3 11.5 1.4 3.5 
35.49 (492,000) 100.0 '0.2 15.5 '1.1 6.6 
50-64 (216,000) 100.0 '0,6 16.1 '3.9 '4.5 
65 and over (111,000) 100.0 '0.0 21.4 '4.8 9.5 

Robbery 
12-19 (I51, 000) 100.0 '2.5 65.6 1.3 21.1 
20-34 (I 94, 000) 100.0 '0.0 28.8 '0.0 '5.2 
35-49 (62,000) 100.0 '0.0 2,\.3 '2.3 '6.3 
50-64 (21,000) 100.0 '0.0 '11.0 '5.0 '0.0 
65 and over (33,000) 100.0 '0.0 31.9 '8.5 '15.9 

Assault 
12-19 (I, 041 ,000) 100.0 1.1 62.1 18.2 25.5 
20-34 (I,612,OOO) 100.0 '0.4 16.8 1.6 3.4 
35--49 (420,000) 100.0 '0.3 14.2 '1.6 6.8 
50-64 (J 80,000) 100.0 '0.8 11.0 '3.9 '5.4 
65 and over (18,000) 100.0 '0.0 16.9 '3.2 '6.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Number of victimizations shown in parentheses. 
1 Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or,on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

"#-

--;:;:;; 

18-20 

20.0 
12.6 
1.2 
1.1 

'1.1 

30.6 
23.6 

'15.6 
'6.0 
'1.5 

18.9 
11.1 
5.8 
1.1 

'1.0 

I 

I 

t 
! 

21 and Not known and [ over not available 
! ' 

:~ r. 

34.4 1.1 , t 
80.0 2.1 
81.9 2.4 , ~. 
33.3 '0.0 
12.6 '6.0 

31.0 '0.8 .' 
69.9 ~J.3 
70.6 '5.1 
89.0 '0.0 <: 
48.1 '20.1 

33.8 1.8 ,-

80.1 2.1 
83.4 '2.1 
82.2 '0.0 
83.1 '0.0 
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T"- 4a. PenonII crImM 01 vIoIInoe, 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of Iingie-offender vlctlmlutlonl, 
by type of crime, r:ace of victim .. 
and perceived race of offender 

Perceived race of offender 
Type of crime Not known and 
and race of victims Total White Black Other not available 

Crimes of violence 
White (3,451,000) 100.0 80.5 14.3 4.0 1.1 
Black (504, 000) 100.0 14.1 82.4 '1.8 '1.7 

Rape 
White (103,000) 100.0 65.5 27.9 '6.6 '0.0 
Black (29,000) 100.0 '7.3 86.7 '0.0 '6.1 

Robbery 
~4.7 White (384,000) 100.0 66.1 6.0 3.2 

Black (82,000) 100.0 12.2 80.6 '4.8 '2.4 
Robbery with Injury 

White (115,000) 100.0 71.9 19.9 '4.8 '3.5 
Black (12,000) 100.0 '0.0 '8L8 '18.2 '0.0 

Robbery without injury 
White (270,000) 100.0 63.6 26.8 6.5 '3.1 
Black (71,000) 100.0 14.2 80.4 '2.6 '2.8 

Assault 
White (2,965,000) 100.0 82.9 12.5 3.7 0.9 
Black (392,000) 100.0 15.0 82.5 '1.3 '1.3 

Aggravated ass:ault 
White (971 ,0(0) 100.0 79.5 14.5 4.7 1.3 
Black (1·95,000) 100.0 14.6 82.4 '1.8 '1.2 

Simple assault 
White (1,993,000) 100.0 84.6 11.5 3.2 0.7 
Black (197, 000) 100.0 15.3 82.5 '0.8 '1.4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Number of victimizations shown In parentheses. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

T"- 44. PenonII crImM 01 vIoIInoe, 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of muUlpie-offender vlctlmlzatlonl, 
.,y type of crime and perceived leX of offenders 

Type of crime Total All male 

Crimes of violence (1,845, 000) 100,0 80.7 
Rape (35,000) 100.0 86.3 
Robbery (556,000) 100.0 90.3 

Robbery with injury (194, 000) 100.0 91.3 
Robbery without injury (362,000) 100.0 89.7 

Assault (I, 254, 000) 100.0 75.9 
Aggravated assault (474,000) 100.0 86.9 
Simple assault (780,000) 100.0 70.0 

Perceived sex of offenders 
Male and Not known and 

All female female not available 

7.6 10.3 1.3 
'0.7 '13.0 '0.0 
2.6 4.9 '2.2 

'2.5 '3.4 '2.8 
'2.7 5.8 '1.8 
10.3 12.8 '1.0 
4.4 8.7 '0.0 

13.4 15.1 '1.5 

NOTE: Detail ~ay not add to"total shown because of rounding. Number of victimizations shown in parentheses. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or (ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. -
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T .............. atlMlof ...... 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbuUon of mulUpIe-off.nder vlctlmlutlons, 
by type of crime and pen:elvad .... of offenders 

Percei ved age of ollenders 

Type oC crime Total All under 12 All 12-20 All 21 and over 

Crlrit~s oC violence 0, '845 j 000) 100.0 '0.2 47.7 28.3 
Rape (35,000) 10U.0 '0.0 36.9 '15.3 
Robbery (556,000) 100.0 '0.6 47.3 .. 30.9 

Robbery with injury (194,000) 100.0 '0.0 44.4 30.7 
Robbery without injury (362,000) 1l>0.0 '0.9 48.8 31.0 

Assault U, 254, OQO) 100.0 '0.0 48.2 27.5 
Aggravated assault (474,000) 100.0 '0.0 44.2 33.2 
Simple assault (780,000) 100.0 '0.0 50.7 24.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because oC rounding. Number of victimizations shown in parentheses. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable, 

T ................. atlMlof ...... 1171: 
Percent dlllrllHdlon of multlple-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime and pereelvad race of offenders 

Perceived race of offenders 

Type of crime Total All white .AII black All other Mixed races 

Crimes of violence o ,845,000) 100.0 56.4 29.7 3.5 8.2 
Rape (35,000) 100.0 35.2 36.5 '3.2 '25.2 
Robbery (556.000) 100.0 34.4 51.3 3.4 7.0 

Robbery with injury U94,OOO) 100.0 36.0 45.4 . '3.0 6.0 
Robbery without injury (362, 000) 100.0 33.5 54.5 3.7 7.6 

Assault 0,254,000) 100.0 66.7 20.0 3.6· 8.3 
Aggravated. assault (474,000) 100.0 66.5 17.5 4.1 10.6 
Simple assault (780,000) 100.0 66.9 21.5 3.2 6.9 

Not known and 
not available 

2.1 
'0.0 
3.9 
9.6 

'0.8 
1.4 

'1.3 
1.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Number of victimizations shown In parentheses. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on abol'~ 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Q 

Not known and 
Mixed ages not available 

20.5 3.3 
30.2 '17.6 
17.5 3.7 
17.9 7.0 
17.3 '1.9 
21.5 2.8 
19.2 3.3 
22.9 2.4 
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T ..... ~ • ........ alllllloI ...... 1171: 
Percent dlatrlbuUon of multlple-otfender victimIzations, 
by type of crlm."iI, .... of victims, 
and perceived age of ctfenders 

Perce; ved age of o!!enders 
Type of crime All 21 Not known and 
and' age of victims Total All under 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available 

Crimes of violence' 
12-19 (753,000) 100.0 '0.0 71.0 8.5 IB.3 2.2 
20-34 (686.000) 100.0 '0.0 29.1 41.1 26.4 3.4 
35-49 (203.000) 100.0 '0.0 29.2 44.9 20.5 5.4 
50-64 (145,000) 100.0 '2.2 42.7 41.1 10.6 '3.4 
65 and over (59,000) 100.0 '0.0 43.4 42.9 '4.4 '9.3 

Robbery 
12-19 (177,000) 100.a '0.0 75.3 7.8 16.1 '.0.9 
20-34 II 73,000) 100.0 '0.0 31.1 42.B 21.6 '4.6 
35-49 (94,000) 100.0 '0.0 28.3 41.4 25.3 '5.0 
50-64 (79,000) 100.0 '4.0 45.1 38.3 '8.4 '4.2 
65 and over (34,000) 100.0 '0.0 41.1 45.3 '4.1 '9.6 

Assault 
12-19 (556,000) 100.0 '0.0 70:8 9.0 18.6 'I. 7 
20-34 (501 ,000) 100.0 '0.0 28.8 40.4 27.7 3.1 
35-49 (108,000) 100.0 '0.0 29.2 48.5 16.5 '5.7 
50-64 (66,000) 100.0 '0.0 39.8 44.5 '13.2 '2.5 
65 and over (23,000) 100.0 '0.0 '40.9 43.9 '5.3 '9.9 

NOTE;: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Number of victimizations shown in parentheses. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

T ................. CllmeloI ...... 1171: 
Percent distribution of mulUpie-offender vlctlmlzatl.".., 
by type of crime, g-.ce of victims, 
and perceived race of offenders 

Type of crime 
Perceived race of offenders 

and race of victims , Total All white All black All other Mixed races 

Crime~ of violence' 
White (! ,544,000) 100.0 .64.5 20.6 3.8 8.7 
Black (282,000) 100.0 11.4 81.7 '2.2 4.7 

RObbery 
l~hite (409,000) 100.0 45.0 38.i 3.9 8.5 
Black (I 38,000) 100.0 2.4 94.0 '2.3 '1.2 

Assault 
White (I , 113 , 000) 100.0 71.9 14.4 3.8 8.3 
Black (131,000) 100.0 21.8 68.2 '2.2 7.8 

Not known and 
not available 

2.4 
'0.0 

4.6 
'0.0 

1.6 
'0.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Nu".ber of victimizations shown in parentheses. 
lIncl~"les data on rape, not shown separ,!tely. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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T ... 41 .......... C!1mII, 1171: 
Num. of Jncldents and vlctlmlzaUonl 
and ratio of Incidents 10 vIctImlzallonl, 
by type .of crl .... 

Type of crime 
Incidents Victimizations Ratio 

Crimes of violence 
5,'037,'0'0'0 5,941,'0'0'0 1:1.2 Rape 

164,'0'0'0 171 ,'ODD 1:1.'0 Completed rape 
44,'0'0'0 46,'0'0'0 I:Li1 Attempted rape 

119,'0'0'0' 126,'0'0'0 1:1.1 Rob!>ery 
891,'0'0'0 1,'038,'0'0'0 Id.2 Robbery with injury 289,'0'0'0 33'0,'0'0'0 1:1.1 From serious assault 145,'0'0'0 179,'0'0'0 1:1.2 From minor assault 143.,'0'0'0 151,'0'0'0 1 :1.1 Robbery without injury 6'02,'0'0'0 1'08,'0'0'0 1:1.2 Assault 

3.982,'0'0'0 4,732,'0'0'0 1:1.2 Aggravated assault 1,363,'0'0'0 1,7'08,'0'0'0 1:1.3 With injury 
48'0,'0'0'0 577,'0'0'0 1 :1.2 Attempted assault with weapon 882,'0'0'0 1,131,'0'0'0 1:1.3 Simple assault 2,62'0,'0'0'0 3,'024,'0'0'0 1:1.2 With injury 665,'0'0'0 756,'0'0'0 1:1.1 Attempted assault without weapon 1,954,'00'0 2,268,'0'0'0 1:1.2 Crimes of theft 

16,274,'0'0'0 17,'05'0,'0'0'0 1:1.1 Personal larceny- with contact 526,'0'0'0 549,'0'0'0 1:1.'0 Purse snatching 172,'0'0'0 177 ,'ODD 1:1.'0 Completed purse snatching III ,'ODD 112,'0'0'0 1:1.0 Attempted purse snatching 62,'0'0'0 65,'0'0'0 1:1.1 Pocket picking 
353,'0'0'0 372,'0'0'0 1:1.1 Personal larceny without contact 15,748,'0'0'0 16,5'01,'0'0'0 1:1.1 

NOTE: Det~lj may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
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Tillie 50. ......... CI'ImeI of ¥IoIInct, 1171: f 

1 Percent dlltrlbutlon of Inclden". I by vlcUm-offender ..... Uon.hlp. type of crime. J.l .nd number of vlcUm. JJ ., 

~. 

.1 Relationship and type of crime Total One Tw~ Three i 
All incidents 

Crimes of violence 100.0 88.2 9.2 1.6 Rape 
100.0 96.8. '2.6 '0.2 Robbery 
100.0 92.4 5.8 1.3 Robbery with injury 1.00.0 95.1 3.8 '0.6 Robbery without injury 100.0 91.1 6.8 '1.7 Assault 
100.0 86.9 10.2 1.7 Aggravated assalll: 100.0 82.8 13.1 2.2 Simple assault 100.0 89.0 8.8 1.4 I nvo1ving strangers 

Crimes of violence 100.0 87.1 9.7 1.9 Rape 
100.0 96.0 '3.7 '0.3 Robbery 
100.0 92.5 5.6 '1.4 Robbery with injury 100.0 95.9 '2.7 '0.8 Robbery without injury 100.0 90.9 6.9 '1.6 Assault 
100.0 85.0 11.2 2.1 Aggravated assault 100.0 80.9 14.2 2.6 Simple assault 100.0 87.5 9.4 1.8 Involving non strangers 

. Crimes of violence 
100.0 89.9 8.5 1.1 . RaP<l 
100.0 98.8 '0.0 '0.0 . Robbery . 
100.0 92.0 6.5 '1.2 \ Bobbery wilh inJury. 100.0 92.7 '7.0 '0.0 Ki>bbery without injury 100.0 91.6 '6.3 '1.9 Assault 
100.0 89.4 8 • .<] 1.1 Aggravated assault 100.0 86.0 11.2 '1.6 

' .... :, 
~ 

Simple assault 
100.0 90.8 8.0 '0.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because,of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Four or more 

1.1 
'0.3 
'0.5 
'0.5 
'0.5 
1.2 
1.9 
0.9 

1.3 
'0.0 
'0.5 
'0.5 
'0.5 
1.6' 
2.3 
1.3 

0.6 
11:2 
'0.3 
'0.4 
'0.2 
0.6 

'1.3 
'0.4 
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, T .... S1 ......... crImII 01 wIoIInoI, 1171: 
Number 8nd percent distribution of IncI.n", by type of crime 
.nd vIctIm-offencier ....... onlhlp 

All incidents 
Type of crime N,umbe~ Parcent 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assif.ult 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault 'With weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted aS,sault without weapon 

5,037,000 
164,000 

,891,000 
289,000 
145,000 
143,000 
602,000 

3,982,000 
1,363,000 

480,000 
882,000 

2,620,000 
665,000 

1,954,000 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

".' 
: .. : 

~,-' . 

o 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

Involving strangers 
Number Percant 

3,098,000 61.5 
118,000 71.7 
680,000 76.4 
214,000 74.2 
110,000 '/5.7 
104,000 72.6 
466,000 77.4 

2,300,000 57.8 
853,000 62.6 
277,000 57.7 
576,000 65.3 

1,447,000 55.2 
298,000 44.8 

i,I49,OOO 58.8 

Involving nonstrangers 
Number Percent 

1,939,000 38.5 
46,000 28.3 

210,000 23.6 
75,000 25.8 
35,000 24.3 
39,000 27.4 

136,000 22.6 
1,682,000 42.2 

510,000 37.4 
203,000 42.3 
306,000 34.7 

1,173,000 44.8 
368,000 55.2 
805,000 41.2 
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I T8bIe U. PWnonIIIIId houIIIIoId crImeI, 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of Incldenta. by type of crl .... 
and 0 .... of occurrence 

Daytime Nighttime Not known and 
Type of crime Total 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total 6 p.m.-midnight l>1idnight-6 a.m. Not known not available 

All personal crimes 100.0 47.9 (11.7 24.8 10.9 6.0 10.4 

Crimes of violence 100.0 48.2 51.3 37.8 13.1 0.4 0.5 
Rape 100.0 37.6 61.7 43.8 17.8 '0.0 0.8 
Robbery 100.0 47.0 52.7 38.5 13.6 '0.5 '0.3 

Robbery with injury 100.0 39.1 60.9 43.7 17.2 '0.0 '0.0 
From serious assault 100.0 28.2 71.8 56.1 15.7 '0.0 '0.0 
From minor assault 100.0 50.2 49.8 31.0 18.8 '0.0 '0.0 

Rob!lery without injury 1&1.\:0 50.8 48.7 36.1 11.9 '0.7 '0.5 
Assault IOu.O 48.9 50.5 37.4 12.7 0.4 0.5 

Aggravated assault 100.0 43.0 56.0 39.3 16.3 '0.4 1.0 
With injury 100.0 37.3 62.0 43.6 .17.8 '0.6 '0.7 
Attempted assault with weapon 100.() 46.1 52.8 37.0 15.5 '0.3 1.1 

Simple assault 100.0 52.0 47.7 36.4 10.9 0.4 '0.3 
With injury 100.0 47.1 52.8 37.7 15.0 '0.0 '0.1 
Attempted assault without weapon 100.0 53.7 45.9 35.9 9.5 0.5 '0.4 

Crimes of theft 100.0 47.8 38.8 20.8 10.3 7.7 13.4 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 64.2 35.1 29.1 5.5 '0.5 '0.7 

Purse snatching 100.0 68.2 31.8 28.8 '3.0 '0.0 '0.0 
Pocket picking 100.0 62.2 36.7 29.3 6.7 '0.7 'I.I 

Personal larceny without contact 100.0 47.2 38.9 20.5 10.4 8.0 13.9 

All household crimes 100.0 29.5 48.6 18.0 17.7 13.0 21.8 

Burglary . 100.0 37.9 37.8 17.4 11.5 9.0 24.3 
Forcible entry 100.0 42.6 40.7 21.2 11.2 8.3 16.7 
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 39.2 30.9 13.6 8.6 8.7 29.8 
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 28.9 46.6 18.9 17.3 10.4 24.6 ' " 

Household larceny 100.0 24.3 53.9 17.2 20.3 16.4 21.8 
Less than $50 100.0 24.7 50.2 17.1 16.3 16.8 25.1 
$50 or more 100.0 24.1 57.6 17.2 24.7 15.7 18.2 
Amount not available 100.0 34.0 40.6 II. 7 14.0 14.8 25.4 
Attempted larceny 100.0 15.8 73.7 21.0 34.8 18.0 10.5 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 24.5 65.4 26.2 30.1 9.2 10.1 
Completed theft 100.0 27.2 63.1 26.7 28.5 7.9 9.7 
Attempted theft 100.0 19.8 69.3 25.2 3~.8 IL3 10.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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T ... sa........-;......, ........ 
1Ir ..... or ......... oftIndIn, 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutIon of Incldenta, by type of crime 
.ncI off ....... nd time of OCCUrrMCe 

Daytime 
Type oC crime and oflender Total 6 a.m.-6 p.m. 

Robbery 
By armed ollenders 100.0 36.9 
By unarmed ollenders 100.0 56.4 

Assault 
By armed oCfenders 100.0 43.0 
By 'unarmed ollenders 100.0 51.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because oC rounding. 

Total 

62.8 
43.3 

56.1 
47.9 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

T ... Iot. ....... c:rtm. ofwlollnce. 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutIon of Incldenta, 
by vIctIm..off ...... reIdonlhlp, type of crtme, 
.nd time of occunnee 

Daytime 

Nighttime 

44.4 17.4 
33.0 10.1 

38.9 16.7 
36.7 10.8 

Nighttime 
Relationship and type of crime Tl)tal 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total 6 p,m.-midnight Midnight-6 a.m. 

----------------------------------------------------
Involving strangers ir 

Crimes oC violence 100.0 45.4 54.0 37.9 15.7 
Rape 100.0 42.8 56.1 36.1 19.9 
Robbery 100.0 44.6 55.0 40 .• 2 14.6 
Assault 100.0 45.8 53.6 37.3 15.9 

Involving non strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 52.7 46.9 37.7 8.8 

Rape 100.0 24.2 75.8 63.3 12.5 
Robllery 100.0 54.9 45.1 33.2 10.7 
Assault 100.0 53.2 46.3 37.6 8.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because oC rounding. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Not known 

'0.9 
'0.1 

'0.5 
0.4 

Not known 

0.4 
'0.0 
'0.3 
0.5 

·0.4 
'0.0 
'1.2 
'0.3 

Not known and 
not available 

'0.3 
'0.3 

0.9 
0.4 

Not known and 
not available 

0.6 
, 1.1 
'0.4 
0.6 

'0.4 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.5 
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TIIbIe 55. SeIIc:tIcI perIOnIIlftcI houMhoIcI crImM, 187.: 
Percent dl.trlbutlon of Incidents, by type of crime 
.nd pI.ce of occurrence 

Type of crime Total I nsid" own home 

Crimes of violence 100.0 12.0 
Rape 100.0 24.9 
Robbery 100.0 12.7 

Robbery with injury 100.0 18.1 
Robbery without injury 100.0 10.1 

Assault 100.0 ' 11.3 
Aggravated assault 100.0 11.6 
Simple assault 100.0 11.2 

Personal larceny wilh contact 100.0 '0.7 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 0.9 

Completed theft 100.0 '1.0 
Attempted', theft 100.0 '0.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 

TIIbIe .......... robbery 1ftcI-.n 
br MIlICI or ........ oIfencIIrI, 1171: 
Pereent distribution of Incidents, by type of crime, 
.nd offender .nd pI.ce of occurrence 

Type of crime and offender Total Inside own home 

Robbery 
By armed offenders 100.0 12.9 
By unarmed offenders 100.0 12.6 

Assault 
By armed offenders 100.0 11.2 
By unarmed, offenders 100.0 11.4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to'total shown because of r.ounding. 

Inside non-
residential 

Near own home building 

9.8 16.1 
9.8 9.1 

10.0 11.5 
8.5 8.2 

10.6 13.1 
9.7 17.4 

10.6 13.8 
9.3 19.3 

3.4 47.6 
27.8 2.7 
:!G.5 2.9 
26.6 2.3 

is statistically unreliable. 

Inside non-
residenti,,1 

Near own home building 

8.9 8.6 
10.9 14.2 

10.7 14.1 
9.2 19.0 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sarnrle cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Vl 

t_ .... ~"~,. 
',."'" .... 

,,' 

On street or in park, 
pia/ground, school-

I nside school ground and parking lot 

6.3 44.5 
'0.8 41.6 
3.2 55.9 
'1.0 57.2 
4.2 55.2 
7.2 42.0 
2.6 47.5 
9.6 39.2 

4.7 33.1 
'0.1 63.4 
'0.2 61.3 
'0.0 67.0 

On street or in park, 
playground, school-

I nside school ground and parking lot 

'1.2 60.2 
5.1 51.9 

2.5 47.7 
9.4 39.3 

Elsewhere 

11.4 
13.7 
6.8 
7.0 
6.7 

12.3 
14.0 
11.4 

10.5 
5.1 
6.2 
3.3 

Elsewhere 

8.3 
5.4 

13.8 
11.6 
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T ... S7 ........ ~01 ...... 1171: 
Percent distribution of IncIdenta, 
by wIcIIm-oHender reIdonIhIp, type of crime, 
end pI8ce of occurrence 

Relationship and type o{ crime Total Inside own home 

Involving strangers 
Crimes o{ violence 100.0 5.2 

Rape 100.0 19.5 
Robbery 100.0 4.9 
Assault 100.0 4.6 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes o{ violence. 100.0 22.9 

Rape 100.0 38.8 
Robbery 100.0 38.1 
Assault 100.0 20.6 

Ir.side non-
residential 

Near own home building 

9.8 1604 
12.2 II .6 
11.1 10.1 
9.3 18.5 

9.6 15.7 
'3.9 '2.8 
6.2 16.1 

10.2 16.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because o{ rounding. 
'Estimate,' based on zero or on about' 10 or {ewer sample cases, is statistlCalIyunreliable. 

T .... ....... ~01 ...... 1171: 
Percent dIatrIJHdIon of wIcIIm-o ...... r NIdonIhlp, 
by type of crime .nd place of occurrence 

Type DC crime and 
1 ns.ide non-
residential 

Inside school 

4.4 
'1.1 
2.9 
5.0 

9.3 
'0.0 
'4.0 
10.2 

victim-oClender relationship Inside own home Near own ho:nc building I nside school 

Crimes o{ vielellce 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Stranger 26.6 62.0 62.4 43.0 
Nonstranger 73.4 38.0 37.6 57.0 

Rape 100.0 100.0 100.0 '100.0 
Stranller 55.9 86.7 91.4 '100.0 
J'lonstranger 44.1 '11.3 '8.6 '0.0 

Robbery 100.v 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Stranger ;:?4 85.4 67.0 70.4 
Nonstranger 70.6 14.6 33.0 '29.6 

Assault 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Stranger 23.3 55.6 -;:--:.. 61.1 4ct· O 

l'u 'Nonstri,"~r' , '\.. ~ ~ ~ ..... " 
76.7 44.4 38.9 60.0 .... ,. 

'J~9Tl!:: :letaH' may nQt add to total shown because DC rounding. C' 
';'" ·'Estimate, hased on zero .or on about 10 or {ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

'y 

On street or in park 
playground, school-
ground and parking lot 

54.3 
45.4 
65.4 
51.5 

28.7 
31.8 
2,5.1 
29.1 

On street or in park, 
playground, school-
ground and parking lot 

100.0 
75.2 
24.8 

100.0 
78.4 
21.6 

100.0 
89.4 
10.6 

100.0 
70.8 
29.2 

Elsewhere 

9.9 
10.2 
5.6 

11.1 

13.8 
22.7 
10.6 
13.9 

Elsewhere 
and not 
available 

100.0 
53.5 
46.5 

100.0 
53.2 
46.8 

100.0 
62.9 
37.1 

100.0 
52.3 
47.7 
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Tillie ........... not ......... 
.. , ...... 0CIIIIKt, 1171: 
Percent dlatrtbutlon of Inclden ... by type of crl .... 
and place of occurrence 

Type oC crime aoo place oC occurrence 

Total 

Household larceny 
Inside own home 
Near own home 

Personal larceny without contact 
Inside nonresidential building 
Inside school 
On street or in park, playgrouLld, 

schoolground, and parking 101 
Elsewhere and not avaUable 

NOTE: Detail may not add to tol:al sho~l}. beca,!se .. oC rounding • 
• • • - "'Represents"not applicabl,~. 

Tillie ........... not ......... 
.. " olflnd. 0CIIIIKt, 1171: 
Percent dIIIrIbutIon of Inclel.,,'" by type of crI ..... 
place of OCCUI'NnCe. and VI ..... of ......... 

Type oC crime and 

Percent within type 

100.0 
14.6 
85.4 

100.0 
18.2 
19.0 

48.7 
14.2 

place oC occurrence Less than ~50 $50 or more 

Total 

Household larceny 36.2 37.5 
Inside own home 4.5 6.6 
Near own home 31.7 30.9 

Per.sonal larceny without 
contact 63.8 62.5 

I nside nonresidential 
building 1l.8 1l.9 

I nside school 18.1 3.4 
On street or in park, 

playground, and parking 
lot 26.5 :J4.8 

Elsewhere and not available 7.5 12.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to. total shown because of rounding. 

Amount not 
available 

45.1 
8.8 

36.3 

54.9 

10.1 
9.2 

27.0 
8.6 

Percent oC total 

100.0 

36.9 
5.4 

31.5 

63.1 
1l.5 
12.0 

30.7 
8.9 

Attempted 
larceny 

36.7 
5~7 

30.9 

63.3 

7.3 
4.6 

46.9 
4.6 
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Tillie 11. PenonII crImII of vIoIInce, 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of Incidents, 
by victim-offender reI.lonlhlp, type of crime, 
and number of offenders 

Relationship and type of crime 

All incidents 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
Robbery wi thout injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
Robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Involving nonstrangers . 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
Robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Total 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.u 
100.0 
100.0 
100 .• 0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100,0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

One 

69.3 
78.1 
46.6 
40.4 
'49.6 
74.1 
71.7 
75.3 

60.0 
76.0 
39.3 
28.3 
44.4 
65.3 
62.9 
66.7 

84.3 
83.5 
70.2 
75.2 
67.5 
86.0 
86.3 
85.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Z Represents less than 0.05. 

Four or 
Two Three more 

13.4 6.9 8.2 
13.0 '4.8 '1.0 
27.6 13.8 10.0 
24.4 19.0 11.~ 
29.1 11.3 9.2 
10.2 5.4 8.1 
10.3 5.4 8.3 
10.1 5.4 8.0 

16.7 8.6 11.2 
14.1 '4.4 '1.4 
31.2 15.2 11'.7 
29.1 22.1 14.1 
32.1 12.1 10.6 
12.5 6.9 11.5 
12.1 7.1 11.0 
12.7 6.7 11.8 

8.1 ~.l 3.5 
10.2 '5.8 '0.0 
16.0 9.0 '4.5 

'10.7 '9.9 '4.2 
18.9 8.5 '4.7 
7.0 3.4 3.5 
7.3 2.4 .3.8 
6.9 3.9 3.3 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sampie cases, Is statistically unreliable. 

Tillie U. PenonII crImII of vIoIInce, 1171: 
Percent of Incidents In which offenders used weaponl, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relatlonlhlp 

Not known 
and not 
available 

2.2 
'3.0 
2.1 
4.7 

'0.8 
2.2 
4.3 
1.1 

3.6 
'4.0 
2.6 
6.4 

'0.9 
3.8 
6.8 

·2.0 

'0.1 
'0.5 
'0.3 
'0.0 
'0.4 
'(Z) 

'0.1 
'0.0 

Type of crime All incidents Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 

Crimes of viole.nce 
Rape 

.Robbery 
Rol,lbery with injury 
Robbery without injl1ry 

,Ass.'!ult'. . 
s , .. ,Aggravated assau~t 

34.8 
21.6 

.48.2 
45.9 
49.3 
32 .• 4 
94.6 

39.2. 
27.8 
52.7 
46.6 
55.5 
35.7 
96.3 

"'····'Inciudes data on simple,a'.ssault, ·whfch by.definition does not involve the use of a weapon. 
\_. ".)'Estimate, based on aIJout.\1l0 or,feY(er sample cases, is statistically unreliable; 

--~ _._---. 
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27.9 
'6.1 
33.7 
44.0 
28.0 
27.8 
91.8 
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NOTE: Detail,.may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate. based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases. is statistically unreliable. 

Tillie ............. c:rtm.", ........ 1171: 
Percent 0' vlctlmluUona In which vlcUma took HI'-protectlve 
muau ..... by type of crime .nd vlcUm-offender reldonahlp 

All 
Typ'e of crime victimizations 

Crimes of violence 68.4 
Rape 77.3 
Robbery 57.8 

Robbery with injury 63.9 
From serious assault 57.7 
From minor assault 71.1 

Robbery without injury· 55.0 
Assault 70.4 

Aggravated assault 70.2 
-With..in.iJ!a., 68.0 

Attempted assaufiwtth-weapon 71.4 
Simple assault 70.6 

With injury 76.8 
Attempted assault without weapon 68.5 

Involving 
strangers 

69.0 
78.3 
55.4 
60.0 
52.2 
69.7 
53.4 
72.5 
70.5 
66.1 
72.5 
73.8 
81.5 
71.7 

Involving 
non strangers 

67.4 
74.6 
66.0 
75.4 
75.9 
74.9 
60.9 
67.4 
69.7 
70.7 
69.0 
66.3 
72.7 
63.6 
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Tillie IS. PenonII crImeI of violence, 1171: 
Percent 0' vlctlmlullon. In which victim. took HI'-protectlve 
me •• u .... , by ch.racterl.tlea 0' victim •• nd type 0' crime 

Crimes of 
Characteristics violence Rape Total 

Sex 
Male 68.2 68.8 53.8 
Female 69.0 78.3 66.1 

Race 
White 69.7 81.5 61.9 
Black 61.2 64.0 44.2 

Age 
12-19 67.9 87.7 58.2 
20-34 72.1 66.9 65.7 
35-49 66.9 74.8 53.9 
50-64 58.7 '100.0 46.5 
65 and over 46.5 '100.0 41.0 

'Estimate, based on abGut 1.0 or fewer sample cases, is statisticallY unreliable. 

Tillie .. PenonII crImeI of ¥IoIencI, 1m: 
Percent dlstrlbullon 0' HI'-protectlve me •• u .... employed 
by victim., by ijype 0' me •• ure .nd type 0' crime 

Crimes of 
Self-protective measure violence Rape Total 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Used or brandished firearm or 
knife 2.1 '0.0 2.2 

Used physical force or other 
weapon 27.6 27.4 29.7 

Tried to get help or frightened 
23.8 offender 13.6 19.1 

Threatened or reasoned with 
offender 21.3 21.7 19·5 

Nonviolent resistence, 
induding evasion 27.2 22.2 22.3 

Other 8.2 4.9 7.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to to.tal shown because of rounding. 

Robber):: 
With 
injury 

62.1 
67.3 

65.8 
57.0 

68.2 
76.0 
53.3 
42.8 
51.8 

Robber}' 
With 
injury 

100.0 

'0.9 

39.4 

23.1 

15.3 

19.1 
'2.3 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or {ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Assault 
Without 
injury Total Aggravated Simple 

50.1 71.4 12,.0 70.9 
65.5 68.7 65.5 70.0 

59.6 70.8 71.2 70.5 
39.5 68.2 65.6 70.7 

55.5 69.1 69.1 69.1 
60.3 73.4 73.8 73.1 
54.2 70.7 69.2 71.4 
48.7 62.4 52.4 68.2 
33.6 48.8 56.1 44.5 

Assault 
Without 
injury Total Aggravated Simple 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

2.9 2.1 3.9 1.1 

24.1 27.2 25.3 28.3 

16.7 12.0 13.7 II.I 

21.9 21.6 17.4 24.1 

24.2 28.4 32.4 26.0 
10.1 8.6 7.3 9.4 
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Teble 69. Personal crimes of vlolooce, 1978: 
Percent of. victimizations in which victims Incurred medical 
expenses, by selected characteristics of victims 
and type of crime 

Crimes of 
Characteristics vjolenc~t 

Race 
All races' 5.7 

White 5.7 
Black 6.3 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 5.4 
Involving non strangers 6.2 

Robbery Assault 

7.0 5.4 
6.5 5.5 
9.4 5,4 

7.9 4,.7 
'4.0 6.6 

NOTE: Data include only tnose victimizations in which victims knew with certainty that medical expenses were 
incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses. 

, Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically u:lreliable. 

Table 70. Pl'Jl'llonal crlm .. of violence, 1978: 
Percent distribution of "Ictlmlzatlons In which victims 
Incurred medical expenses, by selected characteristics 
of victims, type of crime, and amount of expenses 

Charact~ristic and type of crime Total Less than $50 $50-$249 

Race 
All races' 

Crimes of violence 100.0 28.0 46.5 
Robbery 100.0 29.4 39.0 
Assault 100.0 27.9 49.5 

White 
Crimes of violence 2 100.0 27.0 48.1 

Robbery 100.0 25.7 49.1 
Assault 100.0 27.6 48.9 

Black 
Crimes of violence 2 100.0 33.7 37.4 

Robbery 100.0 '38.4 '14.0 
Assault 100.0 '30.2 54.5 

Victim-offender relationship 
"Involving ptrangers 

48.6 Crimes of violence 2 100.0 25.2 
Robbery 100.0 25.8 42.4 
Assault 100.0 25.4 53.3 

Involving non strangers 
Crimes of violence' 100.0 32.1 43.5 

Robbery 100.0 '53.1 '16.4 
Assault 100.0 30.5 45.5 

$250 or more 

25.5 
31.7 
22.6 

24.9 
25.2 
23.5 

28.9 
47.6 

'15.2 

26.2 
31.8 
21.2 

24.4 
'30.5 
':4 .0 

NOTE: Data include only those victimizations in which victims knew with certainty that medical expenses were 
incurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses. Detail may not add to 
total shown because of rounding. 

'InclUdes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based 0" about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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TIIbIe 71. Pe.-..I crimes of violence, 1171: 
Percent of vIctImIzatIons In whIch InJured vIctIms 
had health Insurance coverage or were eligIble 
for public medIcal servIces, by selected characteristIcs 
of vIctIms 

Characteristics 

Race 
All races' 

White 
Black 

Annual family income 
Less than $3,000 
$3,000-$7,499 
$7,500-$ 9,999 
$10,000-$14,999 
$15,000 or more 

'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 

TIIbIe 72. Pe.-..I crIrnet of violence, 1171: 
Percent of vIctImIzatIons In which vlctlml 
receIved hospItal care, by selected characteristIcs 
of vIctIms and type of crime 

Characteristic Crimes of violence' 

Sex 
Both sexes 7.7 

Male 7.6 
Female 7.8 

Age 
12-19 7.0 
20-34 7.4 
35-49 9.1 
50-64 10.4 
65 and over 8.3 

Race 
White 7.1 
Black 11.7 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 7.5 
Involving nonstrangers 8.0 

'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

Percent covered 

72.6 
73.0 
73.1 

68.3 
69.9 
66.7 
63.2 
81.6 

Robbery 

9.4 
10.1 
8.2 

5.0 
8.7 

13.9 
18.5 
'9.4 

9.0 
10.4 

. 9.8 
8.1 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Assault 

7.0 
7.2 
6.7 

6.8 
7.0 
7.4 
7 .• 3 

'7.8 

6.5 
11.3 

6.5 
7.7 
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Tlible 73. "-nonII crIrnH 01 vIoIInce, 1171: 
Percent dl.tl1butlon of victimization. In which 
victim. recelv.d hO'pltal cer., by .. Iected 
ch .... ct.rI.tlCI of victim., type of crlm., 
.nd type of ho.plt.1 c.re 

Characteristic and Emergency 
type of crime Total room care 

Sex 
Both sexes 

Crimes of violence 100.0 83.2 
Robbery 100.0 78.7 
Assault 100.0 83.9 

Male 
Crimes of violence 1 100.0 81.2 

Robbery 100.0 74.5 
Assault 100.0 83.3 

Female 
Crimes of violence 1 100.0 86.8 

Robbery 100.0 89.5 
Assault 100.0 85.2 

Race 
White 

Crimes of violence 1 100.0 85.2 
Robbery 100.0 80.1 
Assault IpO.O 86.6 

Black 
Crimes of violence 1 100.0 75.0 

Robbery 100.0 72.1 
Assault 100.0 72.1 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 

Crimes of violence 1 100.0 82.0 
RObbery 100.0 77.2 
Assault 100.0 82.9 

Involving non strangers 
Crimes of violence 1 100.0 85.1 

Robbery 100.0 84.9 
Assault 100.0 85.2 

NOTE: Detail may not a.dd to total sho'Nn because of rounding. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown s,~parately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on abou~ 10 or fewer sample cases, 

In~atient care 
4 days 

Total 1-3 days or more 

16.8 6.2 9.5 
21.3 '8.2 13.0 
16.1 5.2 9.3 

18.8 6.4 11.4 
25.5 '9.6 16.0 
16.7 5.3 9.9 

13.2 '5.8 6.2 
'10.5 '4.9 '5.6 
14.8 '5.0 '7.9 

14.8 5.7 8.5 
19.9 '6.7 '13.3 
13.4 4.9 7.8 

25.0 '8.0 13.7 
'27.9 '14.1 '13.9 
27.9 '6.9 '15.9 

18.0 7.1 9.7 
22.8 '10.3 '12.5 
17.1 5.7 9.5 

14.9 '4.7 9.3 
'IS .1 '0.0 'IS .1 
14.8 '4.7 9.0 

is statistically unreliable. 

Not 
available 

'1.1 
'0.0 
'1.5 

'1.0 
'0.0 
'1.4 

'1.2 
'0.0 
'1.9 

'0.6 
'0.0 
'0.7 

'3.3 
'0.0 
'5.1 

'1.2 
'0.0 
'1.9 

'0.9 
'0.0 
'1.1 
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Table 74. Poraonal and hbuflehold crimea, 1978: 
Percent of victimizations resulting in economic loss, 
by type of crime and type of loss 

All Theft losses Damage losses 
economic All theft With \'Iithou! All damage 

Type of crime losses losses damage damage losses With theft 

All personal crimes 77.1 71.7 7.2 64.5 12.6 7.2 

Crimes of violence 24.0 11.1 2.1 9.0 15.0 2.1 
Rape 32.9 20.2 '4.3 i5.8 17.1 '4.3 
Robbery 69.2 60.0 11.2 48.9 20.3 11.2 

Robbery with injury 81.6 64.8 25.3 39.5 42.1 25.3 
Robbery without injury 63.5 57.8 4.6 53.3 10.2 4.6 

Assault 13.8 13.8 
Aggravated assault 17.4 17.5 
Simple assault 11.8 11.8 

Crimes of theft 95.6 92.8 9.0 83.9 11.7 9.0 
Personal larceny with contact 89.4 88.1 '1.5 86.6 2.8 '1.5 

Purse snatching 67.0 63.1 '0.8 62.2 '4.8 '0.8 
Pocket picking 100.0 100.0 '1.8 98.2 '1.8 '1.8 

Personal larceny without contact 95.8 93.0 9.2 83.8 12.0 9.2 

All household crimes 90.1 79.0 1l.5 67.5 22.5 11.5 

Burglary 84.1 62.6 19.0 43.6 40.5 19.0' 
Forcibl!, entry 93.7 76.4 51.4 25.0 68.7 51.4 
Unlawful entry WH~,out force 87.1 85.0 4.1 80.9 6.2 4.1 
Attempted forcible tmtry 65.2 2.2 1.5 0.7 64.5 1.5 

Household larceny 95.1 93.1 5.8 87.3 7.8 5.8 
Completed larceny 100.0 100.0 6.2 93.8 6.2 6.2 
Attempted larceny 28.7 28.7 

Motor vehicle theft 85.0 63.0 13.2 49.7 35.2 13.2 
Completed theft 100.0 100.0 21.0 79.0 21.0 21.0 
Attempted theft 59.4 59.4 • 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Because both theft and damage losses occurred in some victimizations, the sum of 
entries under "all theft 10sse." and "all damage losses" does not equal the entry shown under 'fall economic losses." 

Z Represents less than 0.05. 
R.epresents not applicable. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable . 

Without 
theft 

5.4 

13.0 
12.7 
9.2 

16.8 
5.6 

13.8 
17.5 
11.8 

2.8 
'1.3 
'4.0 
'0.0 
2.8 

11.1 

21.5 
17.3 
2.1 

63.0 
2.0 
(Z) 

28.7 
22.0 
'0.0 
59.4 
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T ... 75."........ crImM of ¥IoIInce, 1m: 
Percent of vlctlmlzaUonl relultlng In economic 10", 
by type of crime, type of lOll, 
and vlf:tlm-offender "'aUonlhlp 

All 
economic All 

Type of crime 
losses victimizations 

Crimes of violence 24.0 11.1 
Rape 32.9 20.2 
Robbery 69.2 60.0 

Robbery with injury 81.5 64.7 
Robbery without injury 63.5 57.8 

Assault 13.8 
Aggravated assault 17.5 
Simple assault 11.8 

Theft losses 
InvolvIng 
strangers 

13.6 
20.8 
60.7 
65.2 
58.7 

Involving All 
Damage losses 

InvolvIng Involving 
non strangers victimizations strangers nonstrangers 

6.7 15.0 14.5 16.0 
'18.7 17.1 16.1 '19.5 
57.7 20.3 19.4 23.5 
63.3 42.1 41.4 44.1 
54.,8 10.2 ., 9.5 12.6 

13.8 13.0 15.0 
17.5 17 .4 17.6 
11.8 10.2 13.8 

NOTE: Because both theft and damage losses occurred in some victimizaticns, the sum of entries under each '-'all victimizations" category does not equal 
entry. shown under 11aU economic losses. 1I 

• •• Represents not applicable. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

TIbIe 78. "........ Md houMhoIcI c:rtmee, 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of vlctlmlzatlonl relultlng 
In economic lOll, 'by race of vlctlml, type of crime, 
and value of 10 .. 

No monetary Not known and 
Race and type of crime Total value Less than $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more not available 

All races' 

All personal crimes 100.0 1.7 20.7 36.2 27.0 8.2 6.1 
Crimes of violence 2 100.0 9.2 15.3 26.4 23.7 11.3 14.1 

Robbery 100.0 3.3 16.4 22.7 29.1 18.7 9.8 
Robbery with injury 100.0 "'2.6 11.3 20.7 34.2 19.6 11.7 
Robbery without injury 100.0 3.7 19.5 23.9 26.0 18.2 8.7 

Assault 100.0 15.2 14.1 30.6 18.2 3.4 18.5 
Aggravated assault 100.0 13.0 9.7 37.3 19.3 5.0 15.6 
Simple ,assault 100:0 17.1 17.9 24.9 17 .3 '2.0 20.9 

Crimes of theft 100.0 1.1 21.2 37.1 27.3 7.9 5.4 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '0.6 11.7 ·33.8 37.4 5.6 10.8 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 1.1 21.5 37.2 27.0 8.0 5.3 

All household crimes 100.0 4.2 15.6 ,28.1 26.5 17.4 ,8.2 
Burglary 100.0 8.2 9.2 20.7 26.3 24.3 11.3 

Forcible entry 100.0 6.1 4.6 12.9 24.2 39.9 12.3 
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 0.6 9.9 26.9 36.2 21.1 5.2 
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 31.1 16.8 21.0 5.9 1.0 24.1 

Household larceny 100.0 1.5 21.5 35.6 2B.7 6.9 5.8 
Completed larceny 100.0 1.1 21.5 35.9 29.0 7.0 5.5 
Attempted larceny 100.0 19.7 21.6 23.3 16.~ '0.6 18.4 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 5.1 1.9 5.7 11.0 64.4 12.0 
Completed theft 100.0 >0.2 >0.2 '0.2 5.5 85.4 8.6 
Attempted theft 100.0 19.1 6.9 21.5 26.7 4.2 21.6 
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II 
\ I White 

\'1 All personal crimes )00.0 1.7 21.2 36.2 26.7 8.1 6.0 

\1 Crimes of violence' 100.0 9.6 14.4 26.1 23.2 12.1 14.7 

'\ 
Robbery 100.0 3.6 14.3 22.9 26.9 21.1 11.2 

Robber)· with injury 100.0 '3.2 12.1 17.8 31.9 22.2 12.9 
Robbery without injury 100.0 3.8 15.8 26.4 23.5 20.4 10 .1 

Assault 100.0 15.5 14.6 29.2 19.3 3.6 17.7 
Aggravated assault 100.0 14.3 10.5 33.8 21.9 5.4 14.3 
Simple as:;ault 100.0 16.4 17.9 25.7 17.3 '2.3 20.4 

I Crimes of theft 100.0 1.1 21.8 37.0 27.0 7.8 5.3 
I Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '0.8 11.3 34.6 36.0 5.4 11.9 

I 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 1.1 22.0 37.1 26.7 7.9 5.2 

All household crimes 100.0 4.1 16.4 28.8 26.4 16.6 7.7 
Burglary 100.0 8.3 9.8 21.2 26.8 23.5 10.4 

~ 
Forcible entry 100.0 6.7 5.1 13.0 24.4 38.5 12.3 
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 0.6 10.4 27.8 36.1 ~0.5 4.5 

~ 
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 32.2 17 .6 20.0 6.4 1.2 22.6 

Household larceny 100.0 1.4 22.1 36.2 28.0 6.6 5.7 
Completed larceny 100.0 1.0 22.1 36.5 28.3 6.7 5.4 

II Attempted larceny 100.0 20.3 23.5 23.8 14.1 '0.0 18.3 lj ::/ I Motor vehicle theft 100.0 5.5 2.1 6.0 11.5 63.7 11.2 
I! Completed theft 100.0 '0.2 '0.2 '0.2 5.8 86.5 7.2 
r! Attempted theft 100.0 19.6 7.0 21.2 26.6 '3.7 21.7 
}I 
d Black I, 

II All personal crimes 100.0 1.8 17.0 36.5 28.9 8.8 7.0 

fl Crimes of violence' 100.0 7.6 18.9 27.4 26.5 7.9 IL7 
Robbery 100.0 ' 2.5 22.6 21.6 35.3 12.1 5.9 

11. 
Robbery with injury 100.0 '0.0 ~8.5 34.7 40.6 '9.3 '7.0 

1l Robbery without injury 100.0 '3.4 28.1 16.6 33.2 13.3 '5.4 

~ 
Assa,u\t 100.0 13.1 '10.4 41.5 ' 11.9 '0.0 23.1 

Aggravated assault 100.0 '7.1 '6.2 57.2 '6.4 '0.0 i3.1 
.. 

1 
Simple assault 100.0 '21.9 '16.5 '18.4 '20.0 '0.0 '23.3 

Crimes of theft 100.0 0.9 16.7 38.0 29.3 9.0 6.2 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '0.0 14.2 34.4 40.4 '5.6 '5.4 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 1.0 16.8, 38.2 28.5 9.2 6.3 

All household crimes 100.0 4.5 " 10.9 22.3 28.3 22.3 11.8 { "' 
Burglary 100.0 8.4 6.0 17.2 24.1 28.1 16.2 \ 

Forcible entry 100.0 3.9 '2.1 13.1 23.8 44.9 12.1 t 
{'t, ' 

Unlawful entry without force 100.0 '0.6 5.2 20.0 37.9 25.1 11.1 
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 28.3 14.9 20.9 '4.3 '0.0 31.6 .~ 

aousehold larceny 100.0 1.6 16.9 30.2 35.3 9.0 7.0 ," 
Completed larceny 100.0 1.6 17.1 30.2 35.3 9.0 6.8 
Attempted larceny 100.0 '0.0 '0.0 '25.2 '33.2 '11.9 '29.7 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 '1.0 '1.2 '3.6 9.6 67.9 16.6 
Completed theft 100.0 '0.0 '0.0 '0.0 '4.9 79.2 15.9 
Attempted theft 100,0 '6.3 '7.6 '21.9 '33.8 '9.9 '20.5 

'" NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
1 " 
,Includes data on "other" rilces, not shown separately. 
Includes data on rape, not shown separ(!tely. 

~,( 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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T.bl. n. Selected peraon.1 crlm.s, 1978: 
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
In theft loss, by race of victims, type of crime, 
and value of loss 

No monetary 
Race and lype of crime Tolal value 

All races 1 

Robbery 100.0 1.8 
CrimE!S of theft' 100.0 0.7 

White 
Robbery 100.0 2.2 
Crimes of theft' 100.0 0.7 

Black 
Robbery 100.0 =O.ll 
Crimes of theft 2 100.0 0.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding 
'Includes data on "olher" races, not shown separately. 

Less 
than $10 

19.3 
21.9 

16.5 
22.5 

27.6 
17 .4 

'Includes both personal larceny with contact and personal larcel'.y without contact. 
'Estimate, based on aboul )0 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 78. P .... on.l.nd household crimes, 1978: 
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
In theft loss, by race of victims, type 0" crime, 
and proportion of loss recovered 

$10-$49 

22.6 
38.3 

23.9 
38.3 

18.0 
38.9 

Type of crime Total Insurance only 

All personal crimes' 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 
Robbery without injury 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

100.0 

100.Q 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

27.2 

'6.2 
'5.5 
'6.5 
28.6 
'2.4 
30.1 

26.3 

43.5 
19·5 
h).O 

$250 
$50-$99 $100-$249 or more 

14.1 15.6 19.8 
14.4 13.4 7.8 

13.0 13.6 22.8 
14.0 13.4 7.7 

15.9 22.3 11.7 
17.0 13.2 8.2 

Both insurance 
Other method only and other method 

69.7 1.6 

91.2 21. 7 
94.5 • '0.0 
89.7 '2.6 
68.4 1.6 
96.2 '1.4 
66.7 1.6 

67.9 5.4 

51.8 3.6 
78.6 1.6 
67.1 16.7 

'Includes data on rape, not shown separately, bul excludes data on assault, which by definition does nol iuvolve theft. 
'Estimate, based on zero or all about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Not 
available 

6.8 
3.5 

7.9 
3.4 

'3.8 
4.4 

Method 
not available 

1.5 " . 
20.8 
'0.0 
'1.2 
1.5 

'0.0 
1.6 

0.5 

1.1 
'0.3 
'0.2 
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TIIbIe 71. PerIonaI8ftd houHhoId crImM, 1m: 
Pereent dl.trlbutlon of vIctImIzatIon. 
In whIch theft 10 .... we,. recovered. by type of crime 
end method of recovery of 101. 

Some recovered 
None Less Half Proportion 

Race and type of crime Total recovered Total than hali or more unknown 

All races I 

All personal crimes 2 100.0 82.6 10.4 3.1 3.5 3.8 
Robbery 100.0 74.5 12.7 4.1 3.1 5.5 
Crimes of theft 100.0 83.0 10.3 3.1 3.5 3.7 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 69.4 24.0 13.2 4.8 6.0 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 83.4 9.9 2.8 3.5 3.6 

All household, crimes 100.0 77.6 12.8 3.6 4.5 4.7 
Burglary' 100.0 77 .1 16.5 5.5 7.2 3.8 
Household larceny 100.0 83.0 9.8 2.7 2.1 5.1 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 25.6 24.9 3.9 15.7 5.3 

White 

All personal crimes 2 100.0 82.3 10.5 '3.3 3.6 3.7 
Robbery 100.0 70.6 13.7 5.1 2.3 6.3 
Crimes of theft 100.0 82.7 10.4 3.2 3.6 3.6 

Personal larceny with contact . 100.0 67.3 25.9 14.5 4.5 6.9 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 83.1 10.0 2.9 3.6 3.5 

All household crimes 100.0 77.1 13.0 3.9 4.7 4.4 
Burglary 100.0 75.7 17.3 5.9 7.9 3.6 
Household larceny 100.0 82.6 9.9 2.9 2.2 4.8 
Moto),' vehicle theft 100.0 24.1 25.8 4.4 16.9 4.5 

Black 

All personal crimes 2 100,.0 84.7 9.3 1.4 3.3 4.6 
Robbery 100.0 84.6 10.4 '1.3 '5.7 '3.4 
Crimes of theft 100.0 84.7 9.1 1.4 3.1 4.6 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 78.4 14.9 '6.6 '6.5 '1.8 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 85.2 9.0 1.1 2.8 4.8 

All household crimes 100.0 80.9 11.3 1.8 2.9 6.6 
Burglary 100.0 84.4 12.0 3.1 3.4 5.5 
Household larceny 100.0 85.5 9.2 '0.9 1.4 6.9 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 34.6 21.7 1.8 10.9 9.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
I Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately, but excludes data on assault which by definition does not involve theft. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Tillie eo. HcMehoIcI crtmee, 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of vlctlmlzatlonl 
relultlng In theft lOll, by value of lOll 
and type of crime 

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

Value of loss All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

No monetary value 0.8 0.3 1.1 
Less than $10 16.3 7.6 22.0 
$10-$49 29.7 21.9 36.4 
$50-$99 14.1 13.6' 15.6 
$100-$249 15.0 19.7 13.7 
$250-$999 11.6 21.4 5.4 
$1,000 or more 8.1 11.7 1.2 
Not available 4.4 3.8 4:6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Tillie 11. PerlQ!III end houMIloId CItmeI, 1111: 
Percent of vlctlmlzatlonl relultlng tn lOll of time from work, 
by type of crime • 

Type of crime 

All per,sonal crimes 

Crimes of v;,olence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with itrjury 
Robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple ass ault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

" .,. 

Perce,;t 

5.1 

10.5 
17.8 
13.7 
23.2 
9.2 
9.5 

13.8 
7.1 

3.3 
3.3 
3.3 

5.3 

6.6 
12.8 
3.5 
3.5 

2.6 
0.9 
5.4 
2.7 
7..2 

18.0 
24.6 
6.8 

100.0 

'0.2 
'0.2 
'0.3 
'0.8 
5.3 

27.2 
60.4 
5.7 
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Tillie 12. PenonIII MCI houNhoId ~ 1178: 
Percent of victimization. re.ulllng In 10 •• of time from work, 
by type of crime and race of victim. 

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Household larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

White 

5.1 

10.4 
16.1 
14.9 
9.4 

3.3 
3.5 
3.3 

4.8 

5.9 
2.5 

15.6 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Tillie U. PenonIII crImM 01 violence. 1178: 
Percent of victimization. re.ulllng In 10 •• of time from work, 
by type of crime and v1ctlm-offender relatlon.hlp 

Type of crime /I> All victimizations Involving strangers 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 
Assault 

10.5 
17.8 
13.7 
9.5 

10.2 
18.1 
14.7 
8.5 

'Esti~ate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Black 

5.6 

11.4 
'23.2 
10.1 
11.1 

3.0 
'2.9 
3.0 

8.6 

10.3 
2.8 

31.1 

Involving nonstrangers 

11.0 
'17.2 
10.2 
11.0 
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Tillie ... PerIonII8nd houIIIIoId crtm., 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbullon ~f vlCtlmlzallonl mulling In 10 .. of lime 
from work, by type of crime end number of claYI 100t 

Less 
than 

.Type of crime Total 1 day 

All personal crimes 100.0 44.5 

Crimes of violence 100.0 26.3 
Rape 100.0 '31.4 
Robbery 100.0 24.1 
Assault 100.0 26.6 

Crimes of theft 100.0 64.9 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '46.8 
Pers0!lal larceny without contact 100.0 65.5 

All·household crimes 100.0 44.5 

Burglary 100.0 43.4 
Household larceny 100.0 55.2 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 36.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

1-5 6 days 
days or more 

40.4 13.8 

49.1 23.2 
'30.4 34.6 
50.6 23.4 
49.9 22.4 

30.7 3.2 
'39.4 '13.8 
30.4 2.9 

48.4 5.3 

50.8 4.6 
35.7 '4.1 
56.3 7.7 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Tillie 15. PerIonII c:rtme. of wIoIHce, 1m: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of vlctlmlzatlonl relultlng In 10 .. of time 
from work, by number of deYI 10lt end vlctlm-oHender 
reletlonlhlp 

Not known 
and not 
available 

1.3 

'1.4 
'3.6 
'1.9 
'1.1 

'1.2 
'0.0 
'1.2 

1.9 

'1.2 
5.0 

'0.0 

Number of days lost All victimizations Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 

Total 

Less than 1 day 
1-5 days 
6 days or more 
Not known and not available 

100.0 

26.3 
49.1 
23.2 
'1.4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

100.0 

29.5 
47.2 
21.4 
'1.9 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

100.0 

21.3 
52.2 
26.0 
'0.6 
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Tillie ........... II1II houIehoId crImM, 1171: 
P,rcent dlltrlbutlon of vlctlmlzatlonl relultlng In lou of time 
from work, by race of vlctlml, type of crime, 
and number of daYI 100t 

Less 
than 

Race and type of crime Total 1 day 

White 
All personal cri!'les 100.0 46.5 

Crimes of violence 100.0 27.4 
Crimes of theft 100.0 66.9 

All household crimes 100.0 48.8 
Burglary 100.0 49.8 
Household larceny 100.0 57.8 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 37.0 

Black 
All personal crimes 100.0 31.0 

Crimes of violence 100.0 20.7 
Crimes of theft 100.0 48.8 

All household crimes 100.0 26.4 
Burglary 100.0 23.7 
Household larceny 100.0 '28.4 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 30.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

1-5 6 days 
days or more' 

39.5 12.9 
49.9 21.5 
28.5 3.6 

44.2 4.5 
43.8 4.8 
34.4 '2.0 
56.0 6.9 

46.6 21.2 
45.7 33.6 
48.1 '0.0 

65.4 8.2 
72.1 '4.2 
51.7 '20.0 
60.5 '9.2 

'Estimate, based on ~ero or on about 10 or ,fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 

Not known 
and not 
available 

1.1 
'1.2 
'1.0 

2.4 
'1.6 
5.9 

'0.0 

'1.1 
'0.0 
'3.1 

'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.0 
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jj TableS7. PeI'UMl Mel houHhold crt""'" 18711: 
Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime 

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With i njur>' 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crime of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entr>' 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Completed larceny I 

Less than $50 
$50 or more 

Attempted larcen>' 
Motor vehicle theft 

Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Percent 

29.7 

44.2 
48.8 
50.5 
65.4 
68.2 
62.1 
43.6 
42.7 
52.1 
63.1 
47.5 
37.0 
47.5 
33.4 

24.6 
33.7 
31.1 
31.1 
24.3 

36.4 

47.1 
10.3 
37.9 
31.8 
24.5 
24.1 
12.5 
45.5 
21.4 
66.1 
87.7 
29.2 

I I ncludes data, not shown separately, on larcenies for which the valu~ of loss was not ascertained. 

,.' 

Tillie .. PMoMI crImIe, 11171: 
Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by .. lected chlracterlstlcs of victims 
Ind type of crime", 

Characteristics All personal crimes 

Sex 
Both' sexes 29.1, 

Male 29.5 
Female 30.0 

Race 
White 29.6 
Black 30.5 

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft 

44.2 24.6 
41.8 24.1 
48.6 25.2 

43.9 24.8 
47.1 23.0 
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Teble II . .,.,...,.... CIImII, 1171: 
Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime, vlctlm-offender relationship, 
and leX of victims 

., All victimizations Involvin!: stran!:ers Involvin!: nonstran!:ers 

! Type of crime Both sexes Male Female Both sexes Male Female Both sexes Male 

11 
Crimes of violence 44.2 41.8 48.6 45.7 42.9 52.9 41.6 39.3 

I Rape 48.8 36.7 50.2 49.9 36.7 52.2 45.8 '0.0 
Robbery 50.5 47.4 57.1 52.3 47.5 64.4 44.5 46.7 

Robbery with injury 65.4 61.1 73.6 68.2 61.8 83.5 57.1 58.5 

~ From serious assault 68.2 68.0 68.9 70.2 65.5 88.8 61.9 79.9 
From minor assault 62.1 50.3 76.8 65.7 55.4 80.3 52.2 '33.5 

I 
Robbery without injury 43.6 41.2 48.8 45.2 41.3 55.4 37.9 40.8 

Assault 42.7 40.6 46.6 43.7 41.7 49.4 41.1 38.4 
Aggravated assault 52.7 51;0 57.4 52.4 50.5 59.1 53.4 52.2 

With injury 63.1 63.3 62.7 65.1 64.5 67.4 60.3 61.1 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 47.5 44.8 54.7 46.7 43.9 55.9 48.9 46.8 
Simple assault 37.0 33.8 42.2 38.1 35.7 44.3 35.4 30.2 

With injury 47.5 44.1 52.6 48.9 46.3 58.9 46.3 40.4 
Attempted assault without 

weapon 33.4 30.6 38.4 30.7 32.6 41.7 30.7 26.7 

Crimes of theft 24.6 24.1 25.2 
Personal larceny with contact 33.7 27.4 38.0 34.2 27.8 38.1 22.8 '24.1 

Purse snatching 37.7 '100.0 37.2 38.0 '100.0 37.5 '0.0 '0.0 
Pocket picking 3l..7 26.9 38.8 32:2 27.3 38.8 24.1 '24.1 

Personal larceny without 
coptact 24.3 24.0 24.6 

Represents not applicable. The distinction aetwecn stranger and nonstranger is not made {or property crimes because victims rarely 
see the offender. . 

'Estimate, b~sed on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Female 

44.2 
45.8 
42.1 
55.7 

'40.8 
69.3 
34.4 
44.4 
55.5 
59.1 

52.9 
40.7 
50.7 

35.2 

'0.0 
'0.0 
'0.0 
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TIbleIlO. Penon8I c:rImII, 1171: 
Percent of victimization. reported to the police, 
by type of crime, victim-offender relatlon.hlp, 
and race of victim. 

All victimizations 
'l'ype of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 

\ From minor assault 
Robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

White Black 

43.9 
47.3 
50.0 
64.5 
67.0 
61.4 
42.9 
42.6 
52.7 
62.0 
4B.O 
37.3 
47.7 
33.B 

24.B 
34.3 
40.5 
31.5 
24.5 

47.1 
53.5 
52.9 
66.6 
69.0 
64.6 
47.9 
44.1 
52.9 
70.6 
44.1 
35.5 
4B.B 
30.2 

23.0 
29.B 
24.9 
32.2 
22.5 

Involving stJ:angers 
White Black 

45.2 
47.3 
51.2 
67.7 
69.7 
64.B 
43.5 
43.7 
52.2 
63.3 
,47.2 
3B.5 
50.3 
35.5 

34.7 
40.9 
31.B 

51.1 
57.7 
56.5 
66.6 
64.6 
67.9 
52.B 
46.3 
53.B 
B1.5 
42.5 
3B.5 
37.7 
3B.B 

30.5 
24.9 
33.6 

Involving nonstrangers 
White Black 

41.6 
47.1 
46.3 
55.9 
57.7 
54.3 
40.B 
40.9 
53.7 
59.9 
49.7 
35.6 
45.3 
31.2 

'25.1 
'0.0 

'27.2 

41.2 
'41.4 
35.3 

'66.5 
'79.4 
'0.0 

'33.B 
42.0 
52.1 
62.1 
46.0 
33.0 
5B.5 
22.B 

'17.3 
'0.0 

'17.3 

••• Represents not applicable. 'The distinction between stranger and nonstranger is not made for property,f~fmes because victims rarely 
see the offenders. 

'Estimate, b~sed on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Tilble 91. PeI'lOnII crtmea, 1978: 
Percent of victimizations I'eported to the police, 
by type of crime, victim-offender relationship, 
and ethnlclty of vIctims 

All victimizations I nvolving strangers I nvol ving nonstrangers 
Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
IWh injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Hispanic 

47.7 
1100.0 

46.4 
58.0 
54.0 

'63.9 
40.4 
47.2 
56.0 
67.9 
50.4 
39.3 
38.6 
39·6 

23.2 
'14.8 
'29.8 
'0.0 
23.7 

Non-Hispanic 

44,0 
47,4 
51.0 
66.2 
69.9 
61.9 
43,9 
42.4 
52.5 
62.8 
47.2 
36.9 
48.0 
33.2 

24.7 
35.4 . 
38.9 
33.9 
24.4 

Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic 

45,6 45,7 52.8 
'100.0 48.0 '0.0 

39.5 53.7 81.4 
49.0 70.4 '100.0 
42.2 73.5 '100.0 

'58.3 66.5 '100.0 
34.7 46.3 '70.7 
47.0 43.5 47.6 
57.3 52.0 52.2 
63.3 65.2 '77.3 
54.8 46.1 '35.2 
34.6 38.2 45.2 
21'.7 49.9 '48.4 
36.9 35.2 43.4 

'14.8 36.1 '0.0 
'29.8 39.3 '0.0 
'0.0 34.6 '0.0 

Represents not applicable. The distinction between stranger and nonstranger is not made for properly crimes because victims rarely 
see the, offenders. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Tlble 92. PeI'lOnII crlmH, 1978: 
Percent of vIctimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime and age of victims 

Type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
Froml'5erious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assa,,:., ..... ithou! weapon 

Crim~s of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
P'Jcket picking 

Pera/n"a'! larceny without contact 

12-19 

19.5 

34.3 
46.6 
32.2 
39.7 
39.3 
40.1 
30.1 
34.2 
46,3 
50.2 
43.9 
28.1 
36.7 
24.2 
13.3 
16.6 

112.5 
17.3 
13.2 

20-34 

32.3 

46.7 
47.7 
55.9 
68,:? 
70.0 
66.7 
49.2 
45.1 
54,3 
67.8 
47,9 
39,3 
53,1 
35,2 
26,7 
32.5 
49.3 
26.2 
26.6 

35-49 

37.1 

56.8 
150.3 
63.7 
69.8 
78.8 

'50.8 
59·8 
54.9 
60.3 
85.7 
48.7 
52.3 
69.1 
47,3 
32.4 
40.7 
38.7 
41.8 
32,2 

50-64 

36.2 

54.2 
184.3 
68.9 
87.8 

100.0 
75.8 
57.5 
46.8 
60.5 
72.5 
54.4 
38,8 
71.1 
35.3 
32.6 
38.1 
32.8 
42.0 
32.2 

65 and over 

33.4 

49.2 
'0.0 
50.3 
73.8 

'41.5 
83.2 
34.6 
49.6 
57.9 
'52.4 
60.3 
44.7 

125.1 
48.1 
27.9 
39.0 
34.6 
42.5 
26.4 

~'7,~-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
'1;;~l.l.irJate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Non-Hispanic 

41.1 
45.8 
42.0 
54.1 
58.1 
50.1 
35.7 
40.9 
53.4 
59.4 
49.6 
35.0 
46.2 
30.1 

'22.8 
10.0 

'24.1 
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Tllllell. PenIonII crImII of violence. 1m: 
Percent of vlctlmlzatlonl reported to the police, 
by age of vlctlml and vlcUm-offender 
relatlonlhlp 

Age All victimization" Involving strangers Involving non strangers 

I 
I 

-I 

12-19 34.3 37.1 30.2 
20-34 46.7 47.8 44.4 
35-49 56.8 54.8 59.8 
50-64 54.2 56.3 48.8 
65 and over 49.2 45.2 57.8 

Tillie ... HcMMhoId em-. 1m: 
Percent of vlctlmlzatlonl reported to the police, 
by type of crime, race of head of houlehold, 
and fOl"m of tenure 

All households I White households 
Type of crime Both forms Owned Rented Both forms Owned 

All household crimes 36.4 39.0 33.2 36.3 38.7 

Burglary 47.1 52.0 41.3 46.9 51.4 
Forcible entry 70.3 78.5 61.2 71.0 77.7 

Nothing taken 51.5 61.1 42.7 52.3 82.4 
Something taken 76.1 83.2 67.7 77 .3 82.7 

Unlawful entry without force 37.9 40.6 34.4 37.9 41.0 
Attempted forcible entry 31.8 37.3 26.0 31.7 36.3 

Household larceny 24.5 26.7 21.3 25.1. 27.0 
Completed larceny' 24.7 26.9 21.5 25.2 27.1 

Less than $50 12.5 14.2 10.1 12.7 14.1 
$50 or more 45.5 47.6 42.4 47.2 49.1 

Attempted larceny 21.4 23.5 J8.4 23.3 24.6 

Motor vehicle theft 66.1 67.8 64.2 64.4 66.5 
Completed theft 87.7 90.1 85.2 87.5 81l.8 
Attempted theft 29.2 28.4 30.0 28.8 30.2 

'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
'Includes data, not shown separately, on larcenies for which the values of loss was not ascertained 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Rented 

33.0 

40.9 
62.2 
42.9 
69.7 
33.4 
26.1 

22.2 
22.2 
10.7 
44.0 
21.2 

61.9 
85.8 
27.4 

----------

Black households 
Both forms Owned Rented 

37.1 40.5 35.2 

48.1 56.7 43.7 
67.2 82.8 58.8 

r 
47.9 '62.7 43.3 
71.1 85.4 62.6 
40.3 36.1 42.4 
29.9 40.0 25.0 I 
19.3 22.4 17.6 
19.9 23.1 18.3 
9.5 14.6 5.5 

32.9 32.9 33.0 
'IL9 '14.7 '9.6 

78.1 79.8 76.9 
92.1 100.0 86 oS' 
30.2 '8.6 44.9 
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Tillie 15. HcMehoIcI c:rImIt, 1171: 
Percent of vlctlmlzatlonl reported to the police. 
by type of crime and _.nnuBI family Income 

Less than 
Type of crime $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 $10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 

All household crimes 32.5 32.1 34.7 36.8 

Burglary 39.1 42.1 42.8 48.3 
Forcible entry 61.5 59.1 67.6 71.7 
Unlawful entry without force 32.6 36.4 30.8 38.6 
Attempted forcible entry 23.6 30.7 27.5 32.0 

Household larceny 20.9 19.4 24.6 25.2 
Completed larceny' 20.8 19.3 24.1 25.8 

Les s than $50 14.4 8.5 12.8 13.4 
$50 or more 36.6 40.8 43.1 32.5 

Attempted larceny '22.2 20.3 32.6 18.2 
Motor vehicle theft 67.9 68.5 61.9 66.8 

Completed theft 79.3 90.3 82.8 86.5 
Attempted theft '45.2 23.1 31.8 31.6 

'Includes data, not shown separately, on larcenies for ,which the value of loss was not ascertained. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticall}' unreliable. 

TIbIe II. HouIIhoIcI crlmll, 1171: 
Percent of vlctlmlzatlonl reported to the police. 
by value of lOll and type of crime 

38.1 

50.7 
76.8 
41.3 
36.4 
25.7 
26.1 
13.5 
49.8 
21.4 
63.1 
88.6 
24.1 

Value of loss' All household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft 

Less than $10 8.8 20.5 6.9 '0.0 
$10-$49 17.0 24.4 14.8 '49.7 
$50-$249 45.2 52.7 40.4 77.4 
$250 or more 80.9 81.6 68.0 89.3 

'The proportions refer only to losses of cash and/or property and exclude the value of property damage. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

$25,000 Not 
or more available 

42.7 37.8 

56.6 50.9 
86.8 72.0 
41.2 41.2 
38.7 30.4 
29.4 22.6 
30.1 22.6 
15.3 10.9 
47.8 40.6 
18.9 22.6 
72.1 63.8 
90.3 88.6 
40.3 23.9 
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Tillie 17. fter1c1M18ftd hOUMhoId crimea, 1178: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of realonl for not rep~rtlng vlctlmlzatlonl 
to the pollee, by type of crime 

Nothing could Not Police would Too inconven- Pl'ivate or 
be done; lack important not want to ient or time personal Fear of Reported to Other and 

Type of crime Total of proof enough bp. bothered consuming matter reprisal someone else not given 

All personal crimes 100.0 31.4 29.8 7.2 3.6 6.8 1.2 1.7 18.3 

Crimes of violence 100.0 16.0 21.8 5.8 2.7 19.1 4.2 11.5 19.0 
Rape 100.0 19.4 13.2 '4.2 '0.0 16.2 10.2 9.1 27.8 
Robbery 100.0 23.8 17.5 8.8 4.1 9.0 6.1 7.9 22.7 

Robbery with injury 100.0 24.9 13.2 '6.0 7.7 7.5 8.7 7.0 24.9 
Robbery without injury 100.0 23.5 18.6 9.6 3.1 9.5 5.4 8.2 22.1 

Assault 100.0 14.3 23.0 5.3 2.5 21.2 3.6 12.3 17.9 
Aggravated assault 100.0 15.9 18.6 4.6 4.0 20.4 5.2 9.7 21.6 
Simple assault 100.0 13.6 24.9 5.6 1.9 21.5 2.9 13.4 16.3 

Crimes of theft 100.0 30.0 26.8 6.4 3.2 2.5 0.3 15.7 15.1 
Personal larceny with 
contact 100.0 36.4 15.9 5.7 3·9 3.8 '0.9 11.0 22.4 

Personal larceny without 
contact 100.0 29.8 27.1 6.4 3.2 2.5 0.2 15.9 14.9 

All household crimes 100.0 31.8 28.6 8.6 2.~ 5.9 0.7 3.5 18.3 

Burglary 100.0 33.9 22.1 7.3 2.3 5.7 0.8 5.9 22.0 
Forcible entry 100.0 31.6 19.2 11.7 2.5 5.2 '0.8 4.7 23.7 
Unlawful entry without 
force 100.0 34.3 21.5 5.8 2.3 8.0 1.1 5.8 21.2 

Attempted forcible entry 100.0 34.7 25.1 7.3 2.1 1.6 0.1 '6.8 22.4 
Household larceny 100.0 30.7 32.4 9.2 2.5 6.0 0.6 2.4 16.1 

Completed larceny 100.0 30.8 32.7 9.3 2.5 6.2 0.6 2.4 15.5 
Attempted larceny 100.0 29.5 29.4 7.8 2.7 3.6 '0.8 1.9 24.2 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 32.7 19.9 9.8 4.9 6.2 '0.4 2.8 23.4 , ' 

Completed theft 100.0 19.0 8.3 '3.4 '7.0 24.2 'U.O '5.5 32.6 
Attempted theft 100.0 36.1 22.9 11.4 4.3 'I. 7 '0.5 2.1 <\1.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown >because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewe, sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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T ..... ....,.... ctImeI, 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of realonl for not reporting victlmlzatlonl 
to the police, by rece of vlctlml and type of crime 

Nothing couid Not Police would Too inconven- Private or 
be done; lack important not want to ient or time personal Fear of Reported to Other and 

Type of crime Total of proof enough be bothered consuming matter reprisal someone else not given 

White 
All personal crimes 100.0 27.2 26.1 6.3 3.0 5.7 1.0 15.1 15.6 

Crimes of violence 100.0 15.7 22.3 5.6 2.7 19.3 4.2 11.5 18.7 
Rape 100.0 19.2 14.3 '4.0 '0.0 14.1 '8.7 10.5 29.2 
Robbery 100.0 23.4 18.S S.O 4.3 9.S 5.9 7.9 21.9 
Assault 100.0 14.3 23.1 5.2 2.6 21.1 3.7 12.2 17.S 

Crimes of theft 100.0 29.9 27.0 6.5 3.1 2.4 0.2 16.0 14.8 
Personal larceny 

with contact 100.0 36.S 14.1 5.6 4.5 3.6 '0.6 12.8 22.1 
Personal larceny 

without contact 100.0 29.8 27.3 6.5 3.1 2.4 0.2 16.1 14.6 

Black 
All personal crimes 100.0 27.5 22.6 5.6 3.5 7.3 1.4 13.4 18.6 

Crimes of violence 100.0 16.7 18.9 5.8 2.7 IS.6 4.6 12.1 20.6 
Rape 100.0 '20.1 '9.6 '4.6 '0.0 '22.7 '14.9 '4.5 '23.6 
Robbery 100.0 23.4 13.9 10.1 '3.8 7.3 '5.S 9.1 26.5 
Assault 100.0 13.8 21.6 4.2 '2.5 22.7 3.3 13.9 IS.O 

Crimes of theft 100.0 30.9 23.8 5.6 3.7 3.7 '0.4 13.9 18.0 
Personal larceny 

with contact 100.0 35.1 20.5 '4.6 '2.3 '4.S ,). 7 '6.4 24.5 
Personal larceny 

without contact 100.0 30.5 24.0 5.6 3.8 3.7 '0.3 14.4 17.5 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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TIIbIe ... PeraonaI crtrnee, 1171: 

Percent ",Iatrlbutlon of rea.on. for not reportIng vIctimIzation. 
to the police, by annual family Income and type of crime 

Type of crime and reason 
Less than $3,000_ for not reporting 
$3,000 $7,499 

All personal crimes 
100.0 10G.0 Nothing could be done; lack of proof 
27.0 2B.9 Not important enough 
25.1 22.4 Police wQuld n.ot want; to be bothered 
6.0 5.B Too inconvenient or tfme ,consuming 
1.7 3.2 Private or personal matter 

10.5 B.3 Fear of reprisal 
1.3 1.9 Reported to someone else 

10.6 11.6 Other and not given 
17.7 IB.O Crimes of violence 

100.0 100.0 Nothing could be done; lack of proof 
15.B 16.2 Not important enough 
IB.2 17.4 Police would not want to be bothered 
5.B 6.1 Too inconvenient or time consuming 
3.0 2.1 Private or personal matter 

22.1 22.7 Fear of reprisal 
3.2 6.4 Reported to SOmeone else 
B.9 B.B Other and not given 

23.0 20.4 Crimes of theft 
100.0 100.0 Nothing could be done; lack of proof 
32.0 33.4 Not important enough 
28.3 24.2 Police would not want to be bothered 
6.1 5.7 Too inconvenient or time consuming 

'1.2 3.5 Private or personal matter 
5.3 3.1 Fear of reprisal 

'0.4 '0.3 Reported to someone else 
11.3 12.6 Other and not given 
15.4 17.2 NOTE: 

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically un.reliable. 

.. 

$7,500_ 
$9,999 

100.0 

27.6 
25.5 
6.3 
3.3 
5.3 
1.2 

IB.O 
IB.2 

100;0 
IB.5 
19.2 
4.7 
3.2 

17.6 
4.6 
9.4 

22.8 

100.0 
30.0 
27.2 
6.B 
3.3 
2.1 

'0.2 
13.4 
17.0 

$10,000_ $15,000_ $25,000 Not $14,999 $24,999 or more available 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 26.6 27.1 25.5 2B.9 26.2 27.2 27.B 22.B 6.5 6.2 5.6 B.2 3.B 2.9 2.9 3.2 6.4 4.7 3.9 5.B 1.0 0.7 0.6 1.7 15.1 16.7 IB.3 12.B 14.6 14.5 15.4 16.6 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 16.B 15.4 12.2 IB.5 

/' 

20.7 25.7 2B.0 20.5 5.B 4.B 5.4 9.9 4.0 1.7 2.6 3.3 

I 
20.6 17.3 14.5 IB.O 3.4 3.4 2.3 6.9 12.2 13.6 16.5 7.6 16.6 IB.2 IB.5 • 15.4 100'.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

I 
29.2 29.6 27.B 31.5 27.7 27.::J 27.B 23.4 6.6 6.5 5.6 7.7 3.7 3.1 2.9 3.2 2.6 2.1 2.1 2.B '0.3 '0.1" 0.3 '0.4 15.B 17.3 IB.6 14.1 14.0 13.B 14.B 16.B 
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T.bIe 100. P_.,.I crimea of vlo"nce, 1978: 
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the pollee, by victim-offender relationship and type of crime 

Nothing could Not Police would Too inconven- Private or 
Victim-offender ·relationship be done, lack important not want to ient or ti!fle 
and type of crime Total of proof enough be bothered . consuming 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 20.4 22.8 1.1 

Rape 100.0 29.4 16.0 '4.9 
Robbery 100.0 21.1 16.3 9.4 
Assault 100.0 18.3 24.8 6.6 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 9.0 20.2 3.B 

Rape 100.0 '2.3 'B.4 '2.9 
Robbery 100.0 13.1 21.1 1.1 
Assault 100.0 8.1 20.5 3.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample ca~es, is statistically unreliable. 

T.bIe 101. HouHhoid crlmn, 1878: 
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the pollee, by race of head of household and type of crime 

All household 
Race and reas on crimes Burglary 

While 
Total 100.0 100.0 

Nothing could be done; lack of proof 31.4 33.3 
Not important enough 29.4 22.S 
Police woulcl not want to be bothered B.6 1.2 
Too inconvenient or time consuming 2.5 2.2 
Pri vale or personal matter 5.8 5.8 
Fear of reprisal 0.6 0.1 
Reported to someone else 3.6 6.0 
Other and not given IB.1 22.0 

Black 
Total 100.0 100.0 

Nothing could be done; lack of proof 35.0 3B.0 
Not important eno'ugh 23.2 IS.1 
Police would not want to be bothered B.1 B .1 
Too incot)venient or time consuming 2.5 2.5 
Private or personal matter 6.9 4.B 
Fear of reprisal 0.9 "0.9 
Reported to someone else 3.0 5.3 
Other and not given 19.9 22.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

Household 
larceny 

100.0 
30.4 
33.2 
9.3 
2.5 
5.7 
0.6 
2.5 

15.9 

10P.0 
34.1 
26.4 
8.2 
2.3 
B.l 

'0.9 
1.8 

18.2 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

3.8 
'0.0 
5.1 
3.1 

0.9 
'0.0 
'1.0 
0.9 

" 

personal 
matter 

10.9 
12.6 
4.6 

12.5 

31.B 
22.3 
22.6 
33.2 

Motor vehicle 
theft 

100.0 
33.3 
20.5 
S.6 
4.B 
6.4 

'0.4 
3.0 

22.9 

100.0 
'Ii .B 
'lB. 1 
7.6.0 
'1.0 
'5.B 
'0.0 
'0.0 

'24.B 

Fear of Reported to Other and 
reprisal someone else not given 

3.3 9.2 22.4 
'5.8 '4.0 27.4 
5.0 1.4 25.1 
2.8 9.9 21.6 

5.6 15.0 13.5 
'11.1 '11.8 2& 6 

9.5 9.5 J".5 
4.B 15.6 ': £08 
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Tillie 11112. HouIIhoIcI crtmeI, 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbuUon of rolOnl for not reporting vlcUmlullonl 
to the police, by annual family Income. 

Less than 
Reason $3,000 $3,000-$7,499 $7,500-$9,999 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Nothing could be done: lack 
of proof 31.1 31.3 30.7 

Not important enough 25.6 27.2 29.4 
Police would not want to be 
bothered 7.5 9.B B.4 

Too-inconvenient or time 
consuming 2.3 2.5 2.3 

Private or personal matter 6.5 6.9 4.5 
Fear of reprisal 1.1 1.1 O.B 
Reported to someone else 7.3 2.8 '3.B 
Other and not given iB.o IB.4 20.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Tillie 103. HCMehoId crIrnH. 1171: 
Percent dlltrlbutlon of ,.alonl for not reporting vlctlmlzatlonl 
to the police, by type of crime and value of theft lOll 

Nothing could Not Police would 
Type of crime and be done; lack important not want to 
value of loss' Total of proof enough be bothered 

All household crimes 100.0 32.0 29.7 B.7 
Less than $50 100.0 30.0 3B.B B.6 
$50-$249 100.0 37.7 12.4 9.2 
$250 or more 100.0 29.B 4.6 7.7 

Burglary 100.0 35.5 20.1 6.7 
Less than $50 100.0 34.8 29.3 5.1 
$50-$249 100.0 37.1 12.3 B.I 
$250 Dr more 100.0 34.5 4.3 9.6 

!lousehold larceny 100.0 31.1 32.9 9.4 
Less than $50 100.0 29.0 40.B, 9.3 
$50-$99 100.0 3B.4 13.6 9.5 
$100-$249 100.0 37.5 10.6 10.0 
$250 Dr more 100.0 2B.3 4.B 8.0 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 19.0 9.0 '2.1 
Less than $250 -100.0 '29.8 '27.B '12.5 
$250-$999 100.0 '16.4 '6.4 '0.0 
$1,000 Dr more 100.0 17.3 '4.5 '0.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 

$10,000-$14,999 $15,000-$24,999 

100.0 100.0 

33.9 31.1 
2B.9 31.6 

9.2 7,5 

3.0 2.6 
5.7 5.3 

"0.2 0.4 
3.2 3.4 

16.0 IB.l 

Too inconven- Private or 
ient or time personal Fear of 
consuming matter reprisal 

2.4 6.B 0.7 
2.1 5.1 0.5 
3.2 B.6 1.1 
3.3 16.B 1.7 

2.3 7.9 1,1 
1.7 6.6 '0.7 
3.0 7.7 1.2 

'2.6 13.6 '2.5 

2.4 6.1 0.6 
2.2 4.B 0.4 
3.5 7.7 '0.5 
2.7 10.7 1.7 

'2.5 16.6 '1.2 

'7.6 25.3 '0.0 
'5.B '9.6 '0.0 

'14.5 30.4 "0.0 
'3.4 27.1 '0.0 

'The proportions refer only to losses of cash and/or property and exclude the value of property damage. 
'Estimate, based on zero Dr on about 10 Dr fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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$25,000 Not 
or more available 

100.0 100.0 

32.3 31.9 
2B.7 25.9 

6.5 11.1 

2.2 2.6 
6.6 5.7 

'0.6 0.7 
2.5 3.B 

20.6 IB.3 

Reported to Other and 
someone else _ not given 

2.9 16.B f. ., 

2.5 12.5 
3.5 24.4 
4.9 31.3 

5.1 21.2 
6.1 15.6 
4.1 26.6 
'3.9 29.1 

2.2 15.3 
1.7 !l.B 
3.7 23.2 
2.7 24.1 
5.B 32.B 

'4.9 32.0 
'0.0 '14.4 
'0.0 32.2 

'10.1 37.7 
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Appendix II 

Survey instruments 
A basic screen questionnaire (Form NCS-I) 
and a crime incident report (Form NCS-2) 
are used to elicit information on the 
relevant crimes committed against the 
household as a whole and against any of its 
members age 12 and over. Form NCS-I is 
designed to screen for all instances of 
victimization before details of any specific 
incident are collected. The screening form 
also is used for obtaining information on 
the chamcteristics of each household and 
its members. Household screening questions 
are asked of all members age 12 and over. 
However, a knowledgeable adult member of 
the household serves as a proxy respondent 
for :12-and l3-year-olds, incapacitated 
persons, and individuals absent during the 
entire field interviewing period. 

Once the screening process is completed, 
the interviewer obtains details of each 
reported incident. Form NCS-2 includes 
questions concerning the extent of economic 
loss or injury, characteristics of offenders, 
whether or not the police were notified, and 
other pertinent details. 

The basic screen questionnaire and incident 
report underwent revision in January 1979, 
and the reworked instruments were used to 
collect information on incidents committed 
in 1978 which were reported to interviewers 
in 1979. Facsimiles of the revised question­
naires are included here. Readers should 
consult previous annual reports for copies 
of the original instruments. As may be 
noted, the revised incident report has been 
expanded to collect additional information 
on series victimizations, time and place of 
occurrence, medical treatment, property 
loss, and reporting to the police. Analysis 
based on these new data elements will be 
performed in the future. 
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r.?2~~~CS.I AND NCS.2 

U,s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

ACTING :~~~~ti'[TT~~ ;:~~~5FOR THE 
LAW ENFORCEMENT ... S5ISTANCE ADMINiSTRATION 

u.s. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

NCS.I - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE 

NCS.2 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

1----
ITEMS FILLED AT START OF INTERVIEW 

1. Interviewer identification 
Code I Name I 

@) I 
I 

2. Unit Stolus 
@) 'OU" . nl,t In sample the previous enumeration 

perrod - Fill 3 

Form Approved: O.M.B. No. ~3.ROs87 

NOTICE - Your report to the C B . I 
Code ~2. Section 3771). All Ide~~i~~bl~rl~i~rmSat~onfldmt~al by law (U.S. 
persons enla&ed In and for the on W e used only by 
disclosed or released to others for~~yO~~~p~!e~he survey, and may not be 

Sample (cc 3) I Control number (cc 4) 
I Household - : PSU ISegment ICk. I Serial 
I number (cc 5) P I I 

G I I I I I 
M I I I I I 

JO I I I I I 2 I I I I .1 I I I I 

TRANSCRIPTION ITEMS FROM CONTROL CARD _ Con. 

II. Number of hous ing unils in structure (cc 27) 

@ '01 505-9 
202 6010+ 

303 70 Mobile home or trailer 
404 80 Only OTHER units 

I 
N 
C 
S 
1 

20 Unit in sample first time this period _ SKIP to 4 
12. Fomily income (cc 28) 

@ , 0 Under S3.000 (a) a n 

I 
I ./ 

I 
i 
ii 

84 

3. Household Status - Mark first box that applies 

® ' 0 Same hou.sehold interviewed the previous 
enume ration 

2 0 Replace~ent ~ousehold since the prevIous 
enumeration 

3D Noninterview the previous enumeration 
4 0 Other - Specify 1 

4. Line number of household respondent (cc 12) 

® 
TRANSCI?'P!'ON ITEMS FROM CONTROL CARD 

5. Speciol place Iype code (cc 6c) 

@) 
6. Tenure' (cc 8) 

@ 1 0 Owned or be ing bought 
2 0 Rented for cash 
3 0 No cash rent 

7. Land U.e (cc 9 10) 

@) 
8. Farm So les (cc II) 

® 
X 0 Item blank/URBAN in cc 9 

9. Type of living quorters (cc 15) 
Houling unil 

@ 1 0 Hou~e. apartment. flat 
2 0 HU In nontransient hotel. motel. etc. 

30 HU :- Perm~nent in transient hotel. motel. etc. 
40 HU In rooming house 
5 0 Mobile home Or trailer 
60 HU not specified above _ Describe .,. 
OTHER Unil 

7 0 Qu~rters not HU in rooming or boarding house 
80 Unrt not permanent in transient hotel. motel. etc. 
90 Vacant tent site or trailer site 
o 0 Not specified above _ Describe, 

Ule of telephone (refer to cc 260-d) 

lOa. ~tion of phone - Mark first box that applies 
019 1 [J Phone in unit 

'0 Ph~:" ··mm ...... ''''nw", , 'k.) J FHI 
30 Phone In another unit (neighbor. friend etc) lOb 
40 Work/office phone • • 
5 0 No phone - SKIP to II 

b. Is phone interview acceploble? 

@ 60Ves 
tONo 
80 Refused to 'give number in 26c 

.~-------

8013.000 to 1 .... 999 (h) 
20 S3.000 to 4.999 (b) 9015,000 to 17.499 (i) 
30 5.000 to 5.999 (c) 10 0 17.500 to I 9.999 (j) 
40 6.000 to 7.499 (d) 11 020.000 to 24.999 (k) 
sO 7.500 to 9.999 (e) 12025.000 to 29.999 (I) 
60 10.000 to I I .999 (f) 
7012.000 to 12.999 (g) 

'3030.000 to 49.999 (m) 
'4050.000 and over (n) 

d 
ITEMS FILLED AFTER INTERVIEW 

13. Dote lost household member completed 

I ! I ! I 1 I @ 
Month Day Year 

2 
14. P~xy in~ormotion - Fill for all proxy interviews 

a . .'oxy Inter· b. Proxy respondent 
c. Reason view obtained I for Line No. Name I Line No. (Enter 

p code) 
@) G 

I(@) @) M ---
3 @ I :::-= 
'- - I(§) @ 

@ l@ - @ 
@ 

. __ ..... , I __ 

--- Ie§) @D. 
Codes for item 14e: 

1 - Under I~ 

2 - 1<4+ and physically/mentally unabk to answer 
}FILL 

3 - 14+ and TA, won't return before closeout INTER· 

IS. Type Z noninterview 
COIolIol 

Codes for item lSb: o. Interview b. Reason 
not obtained (Enter 
for Line No. code) ,- "~., ._" . .,. } 

2 - Refused 

@) --- @ 3 - Physically/mentally 
unable to answer _ FILL 

S @) 
no proxy available INTER. 

COMM - 4 - TA and no proxy 
available 

@) @) - 5 - Other 

@ @ 6 - Office use on Iy -
.CcmPlete 18-29 for each Line No. in 150. 

160.@usehold memberl 12 yeors of age and OVER 
050 

Tota I number 

b.®""ehOld members UNDER 12 yearl of age 
051 

Tota I number 
00 None 

\ 

17. Crime Inc ident Reportl fill.d 
@) 

00 No Total number - Fill BOUNDING 
- ne INFORMATION (cc 32) 

Notes 

OFFICE USE / ® 
ONLV @ /@ /@ /® /@ 

: ~. 

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS 
11. 19. 20. 21. 22. 23. 24- 25. 26. 27. 28. 29. 

NAME TYPE OF INTERVIEW LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL SEX ARMED Educa- Educa- RACE ORIGIN 
(01 household NO. TO REFERENCE LAST STATUS FORC~~ tion .... tlon -
respondent) PERSON BIRTH· MEMBE hi;'est cOl11jllete 

~ DAY ~rade lhltl;ear? (cc 12) (cc 13b) (cc 17) fcc 18) (cc: 19) (cc 20) cc 21) (cc 2) (cc 23) fcc 24) 
ust (@ @ @) @) @) @ @) ® @ @) @) 

1 0 Per. - Sell·respondent 1 0 Ref. person 10M. 60M lOVes 60Ves 1 o White 
First 20 Tel. - Self-fespondent -- ?O Husband -- 20Wd. 70F 20No -- 70No 20 Black --

30Per.- pro'Yfll14 on Line 30Wlfe Ale 30°· Grade 30 American Indian. Origin 
No. Aleut, Eskimo 

40 Tel. _ Pror.y, covor paf/fJ 400wnchild 40Sep. 40Aslan, Pacilic 

• 
sO NI - Ffff 20-29 and 15 sO Parent sONM Islander 

on cover page 
60Bro./Sls. sDOther-

70 Other relative 
Specify., 

80 Non-relative 

.IHTERVIEWER: Read i( respondent 16+ If "looking for work" in 320. SKIP to 34b 
B.fore we gel to the crime questions, I have a few 3040. Have you heen looking for work during the post 4 week.? 
(additionol) items thot are useful in studying why @ lOVes 
people moy or moy not become victiml of crime. 

20 No -SKIP to 35 
Look at item 3 on cover page. Is this the same b. Whot have you been doing in the lasl 4 weeks to find work? 

CHECK ~ household interviewed the previous enumeration Anything .. Ise? 
ITEMA period? (box I marked) 

o No -Asic 30 Mark 0/1 methods used. Do not read list. 
p Ves - Is thil person a new hous.hold member? Checked with-
G (added to Control Card as memberthis period) @) 1 0 Public employment agency 
M <® lOVes - Asic 30 * 20 Private employment agency 
5 

2 0 No - SKIP to Check Item C 30 Employer directly -
30. How long have you lived ot Ihis addre .. ? 

4 0 Friends or relatives 
~ 0 Placed or answered ads \ 

@) Months (If more than II months. leave blank 
6 0 Other - Specify (e.g •• CETA. unlo" or 

OR and enter I year below.) 
professional register. etc.), 

@ Vears (Round to nearest whole year) 70 Nothing - SKIP to 35 

CHECK'~ Is entry in 30 - c. Is there any reoson why you could not lake a job LAST WEEK? 

ITEM B 
05 years or more? - SKIP to Check Item C - @ 10No o Less than 5 years? - Asic 31 Ves - 2 0 Already had a job 

31. Altogether, how mony tim .. have you moved in the lost 
30 Temporary illness 
40 Going to school 

5 years, thaI is, s inc. ,197 __ ? sOOther - Specify, 

@) Number of times 

~ Is this person 16 years old or older? 
If "layoff" in 33b. SKIP to 360 

CHECK 0 Ve5 - Asic 320 35. When did you lasl work ot a full.time job or busine .. lasting 
ITEM C 2 consecutive weeks or more? o No - SKIP to 370 @) 1 0 6 months ago or less 

320. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - (working, keeping 2 0 More than 6 months but less than 5 years 

hO~le, going to Ichool) or lomething el.e? 3 0 5 or more years ago } 

@9 1 0 Working - SKIP 6 0 Unable to work - SKIP to 35 4 0 Never worked full time 2 weeks or more SKIP 

to 32c 7 0 Retired sO Never worked at all to 370 

20 With a job but 80 Armed Forces-SKIPt0360 360. For whom did you (la.t) work? (Nome of company. business. 
not at work 90 Other - Specify.,. organization or other employer) 

3 0 Looking for work 
4 0 Keeping house 
sO Going to school b. What kind of busine .. or indultry is Ihis? (e.g" TV and radio 

b. Did you do any work at 011 LAST WEEK, not counting work 
mfg •• retail shoe store. State Labor Deportment. (arm) 

around the houle? (Note: If form or business operator in HHLD. @I I I as k about unpaid work.) 
@ , OVes c. What kind of work were you doing? (e.g •• electrical engineer. 

stock clerk. typist. former. Armed Forces) 
2 0 No - SKIP to 330 

81 1 I' c. How mony hours oid you work LAST WEEK at 011 jolls? 
d. What were your most important activities or duties? (e.g" typing. 

@) Hours SKIP to 360 keeping o;count books. selling cars. finishing concrete. Armed Forces) 

"-If "With cl job but not at work" in 320. SKIP to 33b. 
330. Did you have a job or bUline .. from which you were e. Were you -

tempora;/ly abl .. t or on layoff LAST WE;E K? 
@ 1 0 ~n e,?ploree of a PRIVATE company,. bu.sine ... or 

@?) lOVes 
IndiYlduo for wages, salary, or commiSSions? 

20 A GOVERNMENT employ.e (Federol. Stote, 
2 0 No '- SKIP to 340 county, or loco I)? 

b. Why "ere you abient from work LAST WEE K? SELf.EMPLOYED in OWN bUllness, professional 

@ 1 0 Layoff - SKIP to 34c 
practice, or farm? If yeli,'1 

"20 New job to begin within 30 days - SKIP to 34c 
Is the busine .. incorporaled? 

~ 0 Other - SpecifY, } SK/~ 30Ves 

to 30a 4 CJ No (or farm) 

5 C Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm? 

i 
ft 

I' r 

8S 

~"'-... '''''--~ 



370. (Oth.r than the ••• bu.in ... ) d .... anyan. in thl. hou •• hold op.rot. a bMlln ... from this addr ... ? :@) 
b. What kind of bu.ln ... i. that? 

I 

.,HTERV,EWER: enter unrecognizable business only 
I' OYes-Aslr b 

:20 No-SKIP to 
. 38 

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS 

38. Now I'd like to ask some questions about 
crime, They ref.r only to the lost 6 months-

10 yes-H •••• ' 41. Old anyone take something belonging 
ill .. ", to you or to any member of this household 

:0 YeS-He •• ., 

betw •• n ___ I, 19 __ and ___ , 19_.:0 No 
from a pI ace where you or they were ' : II"'" 
tem~orarily staying, such as a fri.nd's or 10No 

During the last 6 months, did anyone break I reI ati v~' s home, a hotel or motel, or 
I 

Into or som.how illegally g.t Into your i 
I 

a vacation home? I 

a~ar!",.nt/hom.), garage, or another I How moily DIFFERENT motor vehicles 
I 

budd,ng on your property? I --- 42. !@ 
I (cars, trucks, motorcycles, etc.) were 
I 

39. (Other than the Incld.nt(s) just m.ntion.d) :0 Yes-How "!..., 
o~ned by y~u or any othor member of i 00 None-

Did you find a door jimmied, a lock forced 
thIS hou .. hold during the last 6 months? : SKIP to 45 

or any other signs of an ATTEMPTED ' 
I II.U', , /'0 1 

break in? 10.No 12 0 2 

, 1'0 3 

I ---I 
I' 0 -4 or more 

I , 43, ~id anyone steal, TRY to steal, or use 

40. Was anything at all stolen that is kept :0 Yes-Ho ..... ' 
('t/any of them) withoci permi ulan? 

:0 yes-H ••• ..; 

outside your home, or happened to be 

I 11.11', 

left out, such as a bicycle, a garden 
10 No II .. ." 

10No 

has., or lawn furniture? (other than I 44. 
I 

any incidents already mention.d) 
, Did anyone steal or TRY to steal parts 10 Yes-H •••• , 
I --- attached to (it/any of them), such as a 
I I thlt'!', , battery, hubcaps, tape.deck, etc.? 
I 

!DNa 

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS 

45. Th. following questions refer only to things 10 Yes-Ho.m..., 55. Did you find any evijen~e that someont' : 0 Yes- Ho ..... , 
that happened to YOU during the last 

:0 No ""U', 6 months -
ATTEMPTED 10 steal ;-omething that I II .. "." 

b~tw .. n ___ I, 19_and ___ , 19_. 
I 

~el~nged to you? (other than any , ,nc,dents already mentioned) leNa 

D,d you have your (pocket picked/purse I 
I 

I 

snatched)? I 
I 
I 
I 

46. Did anyone take something (001 .. ) directly 10 Yes-Ho. mlft 
from you by using force, such as by a 10 No IIm .. '~ 

, 56. Did you ~all the police during the last 6 , 
stickup, mugging or threat? 

months to report something that happened I 
I , to YOU which you thought was a crime? I 

I 
I 

(Do not count any calls made to the 
, 

I police concerning the incidents you 
, 

47. Did anyon~ TRY to rob you ,by using force 

I 

10 Yes-Ho • .,ln, 
have just told me about.) I 

I 

or threat.n,ng to harm you? (oth .. than ' 
o No -SKIP to 57 

, 
any Incid.nts already m.ntloned) 10No IImls'~ 

DYes - What happened?p 
, , 

I 
, , 

I 
I 

I 
, 

48. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit :0 Yes-Ho.m .. , 
:(@CD 

you with som.thing, such as a rock or bottle' 
I * 

(other than any incidents alr.ady mentioned)' 
:0 No lime", I CD 
I 
I 

I ' 

, : CD , I 

49. Were you knifed, shot or, or attacked with 
some oth~r ~eapon by any,.ne at all? (other 

'0 Yes-Ho ..... ' Look at 56. Was HHLD member 10 Yes- H •• II"~ 
than any .nc,dents already mentioned) :0 No Ilm .. '~ ~ 12 + attacked or threatened or 

CHECK was something stolen or an' 
I 111111', 

I ITEM D I attempt made to steal someth jng IONo 
I that belonged to him/her? I , 

50. Old anyone THREATEN to beat you up or 10 Yes-H ...... , 
THREATEN you with a knife, gun or some 

57. Did anything happen to YOU during the last i 
I 1111 .. 7, 

oth.r w.Opon, NOT including telephone 10No 
6 mo~ths which you thought was a crime, 

, 
thr.a.ts? (oth.r than any incidents already 

but d,d NOT report to the police? (other 
, 

, I 

m.nt,on.d) I 
than any incid.nts already mentioned) 

, 
I 

, 
51. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some 

o No- SKIP to Check Item F 
I 

I 
, 

other. way? (oth.r than any incid.nts alroady 10 Yes-Ho ..... ' o Yes - What happened?, 
I , 

m.nt,on.d) io No U"''', 

, , 
I 

, 
I !@)IT] 

52. D~ring the lost 6 months, did onyon. st.ol 
I 

th,ngs that belong.d ta you from Inside ANY 
10 yes-H ..... ' i * IT] 

cor or truck, such a. pockag.s or clothing? 10No """, 
I 

I 
I IT] 

I 
1 Look at 57. Was HHLD member 

, 
53. Was anything .tol.n from you whil. you " 

10 Yes- HI."..., 

,0 YeS-H •••• CHECK 
~ 12+ attacked or threatened or : II .. u,. 

!".r. away from ham., for in.tanc. at work, , II."', was something stolen or an' 

,n a th.ater or r.staurant, or whil. traveling? 10 No 
ITEM E attempt made to steal something 10No 

I 
that belonged to him/her? 

I 

I 

I , . I Do any of the screen questions contain 
54. (O,h.r than a~y incld.nts yau'v. alr.ady IOYes-H •••• l 

m.ntian.d) was anything (.Is.) at all CHECK 
~ any entries for "How many times?" 

• tol.n from lOU during the la.t 6 months? 
10 No II •• ", ITEM F 

o Yes ~ Fill Crime Incident Reports • 
I o No - Interview next HHLD membEr 

,f, ~ I 
I 

end interview if last respondent. 
I 
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I 
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rPGi6l 
Line number Notes 

@) 
Screen question number 

@ 
Incident n'umber 

@ 
Has this person lived at this address for 6 months 

~ .. , ... , "f ."' .'"~, ~fu • ,,~ 30, N<S·'.' 
CHECK o Yes (Item 30 - 6 months or less) - Read 0, 
ITEM A 

I Ask I 

o No (Item 30 blank or more than 6 months) - Read @, 
SKIP to 2a 

® You said that durinll the last 6 month. - (Refer to appropriate 
screen question for description of crime). 

I. Old (this/the first) Incld.nt happ.n whll. yOU w.r. living 
here or b.for. you mov.d to this ad dr ... ? 

@) , 0 While living at this address 
20 Before moving to this address 

20. In what month did (thls/th. first) Incld.nt happ.n? (Show calendar 
if necessary. Encourage respondent to give exact month.) 

I I I 1 I (ill) 
I 
I 

Month Year 

Is this incident r.port for a •• rl.s of crim.s? 
@ t 0 Yes - Ask 2b (Note: series must have 

CHECK.~ 3 or more similar incidents which 

ITEM B 
respondent can't r.call separat.ly. 
Reduce entry in screen question if 
necessary.) 

20 No - SKIP to 3a 

b. Altogether, how many times did this happ.n during the 
last six months? 

@ Number of incidents 

c. In what month or months did th ... incidents take pI ac.? 
If more than one qUQrter involved, ask ~ 
How many In (name months)? 

• INTERVIEWER: enter number for each quarter as appropriate. 
If number falls below 3 or respondent can now recall incidents 
s"parately, still (ill as a series. If all are out of scope end 
incident report. ' 

Form Approved: O.M.B. No. ~3·R0587 

NOTICE _ Your rePort to the Cenlul Bureau Is confidential by low (U.S. 
Code 42, section 3771). All Identifiable Information will be used only by 
persons enealed In and for the purposes of the sllrve)'. and may not be 
disclosed or released to others for any purpose. 

FO ..... HCS.2 
n-a-7.1 u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

8U .. EAU OF THE CENSUS 
ACTING AS COLL.ECTING AGENT FOR THE 

L.AW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE AOMINI5TRATIOH 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

40. Old thl. Incident happ.n inside the limits of a city, town, 
villag., .tc.? 

@) , 0 Outside U.S. - SKIP to 5 

20 No - Aslr 4b 
Yes - What Is the name of that city/town/village? 

30 Som. city, town, village as 
pr ••• nt r.sldence - SKIP to 5 

• 0 Dlfforent city, town, village from 
pr ... nt ... Id.nc •• - SpeCify 1-

@ [ I I I I I . 
If not sure, ask: 

b. I n what State and county di d It occur? 

State County 

If not sure, ask: 
c. I. thl. the ._ State and county a. your PRESENT RESIDENCE? 

<!!y 10 Yes , 
2oNo 

5. Wh.r. did this Incid.nt toke place? 

@ I 0 At or In own dwelling, or own attached 
garage (Always mark for break·ln or 
attempted break·in of same) 

2 0 At or In d.tach.d buildings on own )oAsk 
property, such as detached garage, 

6a 

storage shed, etc. (Always mark for 
break.in or attempted break·in of same) 

30 At or in vacation home, hotel/motel 
oJ 

• 0 Near own home; yard, sidewalk, driveway, ., 
carport, on street Immediately adjacent 
to own home, apartment hall/storage areal 
laundry room (does not include apartment 
parking lots) 

s 0 At, in, or near a friend/relative/neighbor's 
home, other bui Iding on their property, yard, 
sidewalk, driveway; carport, on street 
Immediately adjacent to their home, 
apartment hall/storage areallaundry room 

6 0 On the street (other than immediately 

I 
N 
C 
S 
2 

I 
N 
C 
I 
D 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
p 
o 
R 
T 

Number of incidents per quarter -- adjacent to own/friend/relative/ 
Ja~., F.b., April,May, July, Aug., Oct., Hov., 

or March or Jun. or Sept. or Dec, 
neighbor's home) 

(Qtr.l) (Qtr.2) (Qtr.3) (Qtr. of) 7 0 Inside restaurant, bar, nightclub 
SKIP to 

@ ~ @) @ 
• 0 inside other commercial building such 

Check 
ItemC. 

as store, bank, gas station page 14 

, 9 0 On public transportation or in station 

• INTERVIEWER If this report /s for a .. ri.s, re.ad: 
(bus, train, plane. airport, depot, etc.) 

The following questions r.f.r only to the most r.cent 
,00 Inside office, factory, or warehouse 

incident. 
" 0 Commercial parking lot 

30. Wos it daylight or dark outside when (this/the most r.c.nt} 12 0 Noncommercial parking lot 
incident happened? ' 
@ '0 Light 

,13 0 Apartment parkin~ lot 

20 Dark 
14 0 Inside school building 

30 Dawn, almost licht, dusk, twilight 
15 0 On school property (school parking area, 

• 0 Don't know - SKIP to 4a 

play area, school bus, etc.) 
'60 In a park. field, playground other than 

b. About what tim. did (thls/th. most r.c.nt) Incld.nt happ.n? 
school 

During day 
'7 0 Other - Specify., 

.J 

@ , 0 After 6 a.m.-12 noon 
2 0 After 12 noon-6 p.m • Notes 
3D Don't know what time of day 

. 
At nigh, 
40 After 6 p.m.-12 midnight 
sO After 12 midnight-6 a.m. 
6 0 Don't know what time of night 

OR 

7 0 Don't know whether day or night 

87 
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Centlnu..! 
60, Old the offender(s) live (here/there) or have a right to be 

(h.re/th.re), such as a guest or a repairpe .. on? 
@ 10 Yes - SKIP to Check Item C 

2oNo 
3 0 Don't know 

b. Did th. olfender(s) actually get In or lust TRY to get in the 
(haule/opt./bulldlng)? 
@ I 0 Actually got In 

20 Just tried to get in 
l 0 Don't know 

c. Was the,e any evidence, .uch as a broken lock or Io,o.en 
Window, that the affend.r(s) (forced hi. w"y In/TRIED to 
force his way in) the building? 
@ oONo 

* Yes - What was the evidence? Anything else? 
Mark all that apply 

@) 
• 

Window 

I 0 Damage to window (Include frame, 
glass broken/removed/cracked) 

2 0 Screen damag~d/removed 
3 0 Lock on window damaged/tampered 

with In some way 
• 0 Other - Specl fy ., 

Door 

s 0 Damage to door (InClude frame, "ass 
panes or door removed) 

60 Screen damaged/removed 
70 Lock or door handle damaged/tampered 

with in some way 
8 0 Other - Speci fY., 

9 0 Other than window or door - Speci fy '1 

SKIP to 
)0 Check 

Item C 

d. How did the offender(s) (get in/TRY to get in)? Mark one only 
@ 10Letin 

20 Offender pushed his way in after door opened 
3 0 Through open door or other opening 
• 0 Through unlocked door or window 

Through locked door or window 
sO Had key 
6 0 Other means (Pic;ked lock, used credit 

card, etc.) 
70 Don't know 

80 Don't know 
• 0 Other - Speci fy ., 

CHECK ~ Was respondent or any ather member of thillto!lsehoid 
ITEM C p, .. ent when this Incident occurred? If not sure, ASK 

10 Yes -Ask 70 
@ 2 0 No - SKIP to 130, pa,e 16 

70. Old the person(s) have a weapon such as a gun or .nife, 
or something he was us ing as a weapon, such as 0 
bottle or wrench? 
@ 10No 
* 2 0 Don't know 

Yes - What was the weapon? Anything el.e? 
Mark 0/1 that aPPly 

30 Hand gun (pistol, revolver, etc.) 
• 0 Other gun (rifle. shotgun, etc.) 
50 Knife 
• 0 Other - SpeCify 

b, Did the person(s) hit you, knock you down, or actually "ttack 
you in any way? 

@ 10 Yes - SKIP to 7f 
2oNo 

c. ,Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in any way? 
<ill> 10 Yes 

20 No - SKIP to 7e 

7d, How were y." threatened? Any ather way? 
Mark all that apply 

@ 1 0 Verbal threat of r.e 
• 2 0 Verbal threat of attack ether than rope 

3 0 Weapon present or threatened 
With weapon 

• 0 Attempted attack with weapon 
(for eKample, shot at) 

5 0 Object thrown at person 
• 0 Followed, surrounded 
70 Other - SpeCifY, 

e. What actually happened? Anything else? 
Mark 01/ that apply 

@ 
* 

I 0 Somethine taken without permission 
2 0 Attempted or threatened to take somethlnc 
3 0 Harassed, arcument, abusive language 
• 0 Forcible entry or attempted forcible 

entry of house/apt. 
sO Forcible entry or attempted entry of car 
• 0 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to damage or 

destroy property 
• 0 Other - Specify", 

f. How did the pe .. on(o) attack you? Any other way? 
Mark all that apply 

@) 
• 

, 0 Raped 
20 Tried to rape 
30 Shot 
• 0 Knifed 
sO Hit with object held In hand 
60 Hit by thrown object 
70 Hit, slapped, knocked down 
.0 Grabbed, held, tripped, lumped, pushed, etc. 
• 0 Other - SpeCify., 

SKIP 
to lOa, 
page 15 

SKIP 
to lOa, 
page 15 

80, What were the Inlurlel you luffered, If any? Anything el.e? 
Mark 0/1 that apply 

@ 00 None - SKIP to lOa, page 15 
• 10 Raped 

2 0 Attempted rape 
• 0 Knife wounds 
• 0 Gun shot, bullet wounds 
5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
• 0 Internal injuries 
7 0 Knocked unconscious 
• 0 BrUises, black eye, cuts, saatches, swelling, chipped teeth 
• 0 Other.- SpecifY., 

b. Were you Injured to the extent that you received any medical 
care after the atlock, including self treatment? 

@ I DYes 
20 No - SKIP to lOa, page 15 

c. Where did you renin this care? Anywh.re else? 
Mark all .that apply 
(ill) 

* 
I 0 At the scene 
20 At home/neighbor's/friend's 
30 Health unit at work, School, first aid station, 

at a stadium, park, etc. 
• 0 Doctor's offi ce/health cI inle: 
sO Emergency mom at hospital/emergency clinic 
6 0 Other (does not include 

hospital) - Specify __________ _ 

7 0 Hospital '7 
Old you stay overnight in the hospital? 
10No 

20 Yes- How many days did you stay? , 

Number of days 

"
,"' 

, . I 

I 
1'1 

~'I~',:' ,1 

, I 
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 

90. At the time of the Incident, were you co~ered loy 110. Was the crime committed loy ani,. one or more than one pe .. on? 
any medical Inlurance, or were you .lIg,Iole for @ 1 0 Only one? z 0 Don't know., ,3 E:J More than one I 
benefits frem any other type of health Ioenefltl SKIP to 120, pa,e 16 
program, luch 01 Medicaid, Veteran I 

b. Wal thll pe .. on male or h, How many pe .. onl? Adminlltratlol!, or Public Welfare? 

@) 1 DYes female? @ 
zONa } SKIP to 9f @9' oMale x 0 Don't know 3 0 Don't know 

z 0 Female I, Were they mole or female? 
b. What .Indl of health Inlurance or benefit • 0 Don't know @ 10Alimaie p'~!lrgm; Wiii" you cover"! loy? Any othe .. ? 

c. Howald would you lay z 0 All female Mark all that a~,ply 
the pe .. on wal? 3 0 Don't know sex of any offenders 

~ I 0 Private plans 
@loUnderl2 • 0 Both male and female-z 0 Medicaid If 3 or more in Ilh, Ask: 

• o Medicare zo 12-1" Were they mOltly mal. or 
• 0 VA, CHAMP US 30 15 - 17 

@ 
mOltly femal.? 

5 0 Public welfare 
• 0 18-20 5 0 Mostly male 

6 0 Other - Specify 
5 021-29 • 0 Mostly female 

7 0 Don't know 
6 0 30t 7 0 Evenly divided 

• 0 Don't know 
c, Wal a claim filed with any of the.e Inlurance 7 0 Don't know 

companlel or progroml In order to get all or 
d. Wa. the pe .. on lomeone you j, Howald would you soy the yuungest was? part of your medical expen .. s paid? 

.new or a stranger you had @ I o Under 12 5021-29 @) I DYes never seen before? 
.030+ - SKIP zoNo } 

@I 0 Known 20 12-14 
to 1/£ 3 0 Don't know SKIP to 9f 30 15- 17 

z 0 Stranger } SK!~ 
• 0 18-20 70 Don't know 

30 Don't know to ilg d, Old Insurance or any health Ioenefltl program 
•• Howald would you say thl! oldest was? pay for all or part of the total medical expenses? 

e. How well did you know the @ I o Under 12 5021-29 @) 10Ail 
pe .. on .' by sight only, casual z 012-14 ·030+ z 0 Part 

} 
acquaintance or well known? 

] 0 15-17 7 0 Don't know 3 0 Not yet settled 
SKIP to 9f @ I 0 Sight only } SKIP 

• 0
18

-
20 • 0 None 

20 Casual to 
1. Were any of the persons known to you e, How much did insurance or a health b.nefits acquaintance II g 

] 0 Well known or were they all strangers you had program pay? Obtain an estimate, if 
never , •• n before? necessary. 
@ I oAIl known 

<ill> liJ f. What was the person'. 
2 0 Some known S • ~""wx relatlon.hlp to you? 
30 All strangers} SKIP to 110 x 0 Don't know For example, a friend, 

coulin, etc. • 0 Don't know ~ Is "All" marked in 9d? 
@I o Spouse m. How well did you how the person(s) -CHECK 0 Yes - SKIP to 100 

2 0 Ex-spouse loy .ight only, casual acquaintance or ITEM DONo _ A.k 9f 
well known? Mark all that apply 

What wa. the total amount of your medical 
30 Parent @ I 0 Sight only f. 

expense. re.ulling from thi. incident, • 0 Own child • 2 0 Casual acquaintance(s) 
(INCLUDING anythlnli "old by Insurance)? 5 0 Brother/sister 30 Well known Include hospital and doctor bills, medicine, 6 0 Other relative -

Is "well knuwn" marked in 11m? therapy, brac .. , and any ather Inlury.related Specify", medical expenses. 
CHECK ~ DYes - Ask lin 

.,HTERV/EWER:Obtain an estimC1te, if necessary ITEM E o No - SKIP to 110 
@) a 0 No cost 70 Boyfriend/ 

n. What (was/were) thO' w.1I known person's ex-boyfriend 
relationshlp(s) to you? For example, 

$ I] 80 Girlfriend/ friend, cousin, etc. Mark all that apply . ',. 
x 0 Don't know ex-glrlfri~nd @ I o Spouse 7 0 Boyfriend/ 

• 0 Friend/ex-friend • 20 Ex-spouse ex-boyfriehd 
100. Did you do anything to protect you .. elf or 

a 0 Other nonrelative - 30 Parent • 0 Girlfriend/ your property during the incident? Include Specify, • 0 Own child 
ex-girlfriend getting away from the offender, yelling fo, 

50 Brother/ .0 Friend/ help, ,esistlng in any way. 
sister ",x-friend 

@ I DYes 
60 Other 00 Other 

g, Was h./she White, .,Iack, or nonrelative -20 No - SKIP to I/o 
relative -

Specify, some other race? 
Specify, b. What did you do? Anyt\lting el .. ? 

@j.O"'" } Mark all that apply 
2 0, Black SKIP 

~ lOUsed/brandished a gun 
30 Other - to o. Were the offenders Whit., Black, or 20 Used/brandished a knife 

Speci fY.., 120, some other race? Mark 01/ that apply 
3 0 Used/brand Ished some other weapon page @ I o White • 0 Used/tried phY!,ical force (hit, 16 * 20 Black chased, threw object, etc.) 

• 0 Don't know 3 0 Other - Specify s 0 Tried to get help, attract attention, 
.0 Don't know race of any/some scare offender away (screamed, yelled, Notes 

called police, turned on lights, etc.) 
~ Is more than one box marked in 1101 .0 Threatened, argued, reasoned"lltC., CHECK 0 Yes - Ask lip with offender 

ITEM F 0 No _ SKIP to 120, page /6 7 0 Resisted "{/thout force, used evasive 
p. What race wer. most of the offenders? action (rr;'f,,~';:"e away, hid, held 

prope")" ;' __ '<;;(; door, ducked, ~ I 0 Mostly White • 0 Evenly shield;,& self, etc.) 
20 Mostly Black divided 

.0 Other - Specify, 
3 0 MostlY some sO Don't . 

other race know 
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12a. -Were you the only person there Id .. the "lfender!I)? 
Do nat Include persons under 12 yeorl 0' age. 

§ 10Yes } 

O 0 • k SKIP to 130 
2 on t now 

30No 

b. How many 0' the .. person I, not counting yourlit" Were 
threatened wIth harm or had somethIng ta~en 'rom 'THEM by 
or thr.at? (Do not Include persons under 12 years 0' age.) 

@ 00 None - SKIP to 130 

-----Number of persons 
x ' Don't know - SKIP to 130 

c. (1;e any 0' th .. e persons members 0' your hou .. hold now? 
a not Include hou .. hold members under 12 yeorl 0' age.) 

@ oONo 

Yes - How many, not counting yoursell?, 

----- Number of household members 
Enter name of other HHLD member(s). If not sure. ask 

130. Verify 130 or 13b when It's already known that something 
was taken or attempted to be takt!tJ. 

13e. What woo taken that M'onged to you cir othe,. In the 
household? Anythlnl/ else? 

@Cash S •• 
and/or 

Property - Mark all that apply 

~ I 0 Only cash taken - Enter amount above and SKIP to 14c. 

2 0 purse} Old It contain any money? 
3 0 Wallet 0 Yes - Enter amount above. 

@) 
* 

DNa 
40 Car 

SOOther motor vehicle 

• 0 Part of motor vehicle (hubcap, attached tape deck 
attached C.B. radio. etc) , 

70 TV, stereo equipment (tape deck, receiver. 
speaker, etc.). radios, cameras, small household 
appliances (blender. hair blower. toaster oven, etc.) 

eO Sliver. chIna, lewelr)'. furs 
• 0 Bicycle 

10 0 Hand gun (pistol. revolver, etc.) 

I I 0 Other gun (r;fle. shotgun. etc.) 
12 0 Other ~ Specify., 

CHECK 
ITEMH ~ 

Was a car or_ other motor vehicle taken? 
(box ~ or 5 marked in 13e) 

DYes - Ask 140 

o No - SKIP to Check Item I 

30 Don't know 140. H,ad permillion ~o u .. the (car/motor vehicle) ever been 
~:I;j~==7.~-:;::;~:;;:;-:--:-:----:-:-~-----....J g Yen to the penon who took It? 

b. Old the person(s) ATTEMPT to take something that belonged @ I 0 Yes 
to you or others In the houlehold? 2 0 No } 

@:9 I 0 Yes 3 0 Don't know SKIP to Check Item I 
zoNo } 
3 0 Don't know SKIP to 180, page 17 

c. What did they try to toke? 
Mark all that apply 

Anything .1 se? 

@ I o Cash 

* 20 Purse 

3D Wallet 

~ 0 Car 

SOOther motor vehicle 

• 0 Part of motor vehicle (hubcap. attached tape deck 
attached <:.B. radio. etc.) • 

7 0 TV. ttereo equipment (tape deck. receiver, speaker. 
e(tr' dradlhos.' cameras. small household appliances 

en er. aIr blower, toaster oven. etc.) 

80 Sliver, china. lewelry. fUrs 

90 Blc)'cle 

b. Old the penon return the (co 
@ 10Yes 

zONa 

vehlcl .. ) thll time? 

~ 
Was cash. purse, or a walle~ taken? (Money 

CHECK amount entered or box I. 2. or 3 marked in 13e) 
ITEM I 0 Yes - Ask 14c 

o No - SKIP to Check Item J 

c. rat thek(cash/pu!"e/wollet) on your penon, 'or instance, 
n a pac et or be,ng held by you when it was laken? 

@ I DYes 

Z ONo 

CHECK ~ Refer to 13e. Was anything other than cash 
ITEM J checks, or credit cards taken? ' 

DYes - Ask 150 
o No - SKIP to 160. page 17 

10 0 Hand gun (Pisto', revolver, etc.) 
II 0 Other gun (rifle, shotgun, etc.) 
12 0 Other - Specify, 

ISo. What WOI the value 0' the PROPERTY that WOI tok ? 
(Exclude any Itolen cash/checka/credit card.) en. 

13 0 Don't know 

~ 
D(bld they try to take cash, or a purse. or a wallet' 

CHECK "ox I. 2, or 3 marked In 13c) . 
ITEM G 0 Yes - Ask 13d 

o No'- SKIP to 180. page 17 

d. WI as thek(cash/purse/wallet) On your person 'or intlanc 
n a pac et or being held? 'e, 

@!) I DYes} 
.0 No SKIP to 180. page 17 

Pace 16 

@) S ,1M 
b. How, did you decide the value of the property that Was 

.to en? Any other way? 
Mark al/ that <lpply 
~ I 0 Original cost 

'" Z 0 Replacement cost 
3 0 Personal estimate of current value 
4 0 Insurance report estimate 
5 0 Police estimate 
6 0 Don't know 
70 Other - Specify, 

--= 

l ___ """_' ____ , __ 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 

160. Wal af! or part 0' the stol"n (money/property/money and property) 
recovered, not counting anything received 'rom inlurance? • 

~ I o All 
2 0 Part - SKIP to 16b 
3D None - SKIP to 170 

Was anything other than cash/checks/credit cards 
CHECK ~ ~aken? ("Yes" marked In Check Item J. pagn 16) 
ITEM K 0 Yes - SKIP to 16c 

o NQ - SKIP to 16f 

b. What was recovered? Anything alse? 
Cash: 

@)s ___ ,Ill 
and/or 

Property - Mark all that apply 

§ 1 0 Cash only recovered - Enter amount ahove and 
* SKIP fa 16f 

Z 0 PLJI~C} Did it contain any money? . 
3D Wallet 0 Yes - Enter amount above 

oNo 
-DCar 
sOOther motor vehicle 

6 0 Part of motor vehicle (hubcap, attached tape deck. 
attached e.B. radio. etc.) 

@ 70 TV, stereo equipment (tape deck, receiver, speaker, 
"," etc.). radios, cameras, small household appliances 

(blender, hair blower, toaster oven, et") 
8 0 Silver, china, /ewelry, furs 
90 Bicycle 

@9 10 0 Hand gun (pistol, revolver. etc.) 
* II 0 Other gun (rifle, shotgun. etc.) 

12 0 Other - Specify f 

CHECK credit cards recovered? ~ 
Refer to 16b. Was >,nything other than cash/checks/ 

ITEM L Cl Yes - Ask 16c 
o No- SKIP to 16f 

c, Was the recovered property damaged to the extent that it had to 
be repaired or replaced? (Do not include reco'/ered cash, 
checks, or credit cards.) 

@ 10YCS 
2 0 No - SKIP to Check Item M 

d. Considering the damage, what was the value of the property 
o'ter it was recovered? (Do not include recovered cash, 
checks, or credit cards.) 

@ $ • ~ - SKIP to 16( 

look"/t 160 
CHECK 
ITEMM 

o All recovered in 16a - SKIP to 16f 
o Part rt!coY .. ed in 16a Ask 16e 

e, What was the value 0' the property recovered? (Do not include 
recovered cash, checks, or credit cords,) 

,. Who recovered the (money/property/money and property)? 
Anyone else? 
Mark all that apply 

@) 
* 

I 0 Victim or other household member 
Z 0 Police 
3 0 Returned by offender 
4 0 Other - Specify, 

170. Was the theft reported to an Inlurance company? 

@ I DYes 

Z 0 No or don't have Insurance} S 
KIP to IBa 

3 0 Don't know 

b, Did the Insurance pay anythIng to cover the theft? 

@ I DYes 

Z 0 Not yet settled} 
3 0 No SKIP to 180 

4 0 Don't know 

c, How much was paId? 

.IHTERVIEWER: If property replaced by Insurance 
company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate 
of value of the property replaced. 

@$ .• 
x 0 Don't know 

18a. (Other than any stolen property) wal anything that b.longed 
to you or other members 0' the household damaged In t~is 
incident? For example, was (a lock or window brokenlclathing 
damaged/damage done to a car/etc,)? 

@loYes 

Z 0 No - SKIP to Check Item N • 
b. (Was/Were) the damaged Item(s) repaired or replaced? 

tf94\ I 0 Yes, All } 
~ SKIP to IBd 

20 ,(es, part 

30 No 

c. How much would It cast to r.pair or replace the 
damaged Item(s)? 

@ 0 0 No cost - SKIP to Check Item N 

$ .111 } SKIP to IBe 
x 0 Don't know 

d, How much was the repair or replacement cost? 

@ 0 0 No cost - SKIP to C::heck Item N 

Ifi7I $ • rmtl 
x 0 Don't know 

e. Who (paid/will pay) for the repaln or replacement? 
Anyone else? 

Mark "II that apply 

@ I 0 Items will not be repaired or replaced 

* 2 0 Household member 

3D Landlord 

_ 0 Insurance 

sOOther - Specify, 

CHECK 
ITEMN 

look at Item S, page 13. Did the incident happen 
in any of the commercial pldces described In 

... boxes 7-11? r DYes - Ask 19 

01'10 - SKIP to 200, page 18 

19. You said this Incident happened In a (describe place). 
DId the penon(s) steal or TRY to ateol anything belonging 
to the (name place)? • 

(ill) 1 0 Yes 

zONo 

3 D Don't know 

Page 17 
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Contlnu.d CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Contlnu.d. 

20.. W.,. tho po lie. Info,med 0' did they find out about thh Ineld.nt Is mo,e than one reason marked in 2Od? 
In any way? CHECK<~ DYes - Ask 20e 

<ffi> ' 0 No 
-

ITEM P o No - SKIP to Check Item Q 
20 Don't know - SKIP to Check Item Q 

Yes - Who told th.m? 20 •• Which of th ••• would you .ay was tho malt important r .. ason 

l 0 Respondent - SKIP to 20d 
why tho incld.nt woo ,.port.d to tho polle.? 

4 0 Other household member @) Reason number 
5 0 Someone else 

} Uh 
x 0 No one reason more important 

6 0 Police first to find OUt about it Check o 0 Because it was a crime was most important Item Q 
70 Some other way - SpecifY.., 

Is this person 16 years or older? 

CHECK ~ DYes-Ask2la 

10, What was tho ,.a.an thl. Incld.nt was not ,.pc,t.d til the polic.? ITEM Q o No - SKIP to 240, page 19 

23 Old YOU 10 •• tim. f,om wo,k becau •• of thl. incid.nt '0' 
Summarize this incident or series-of incldo;nts. 

~ 
Inc lude what was ta ken, how entry was gal ned. 

a. any of th ••• (oth.r) ,.a.an.? Read Ii st. Mark all that apply. 
CHECK 

how victim was threatened/attacked, what ~~ap.ons 

~ '0 R.palring damag.d p,op.rty? ITEM S 
were present and how they were used, any inJuries, 

2 0 Replacing .tol.n Itl'm.? . 
what victim was doing at tim.e !If attack/threat, etc. 

• 0 Polic. ,.Iat.d actlvlti •• , .uch as eoop.,ahng 
with an inve.tlgatlon? 

4 0 Cau,t r.lat.d actlvitl •• , .ueh 01 t •• tifying in court? 
5 0 Any ath., rea.on ? - Specify . 

60 None - SKIP to 240 

Any oth., ,.asan? Mark all that apply 
21 0 • Did you have a job at th" time this incident happ.n"'? .,HTERV,EWER: Verify 0/1 answers with respondent, Mark . box below if structured probe used. @ 'DYes 

@'O STRUCTURED PROBE: Was the ,.a.on Ioeeau •• you 2 0 No - SKIP to 240, page 19 
f.lt th.,. was no NEED to call, didn't think police 
COULD do Cll!ythln" didn't think polic. WOULD do b. Was it the .a",e job you d •• c,ib.d to me ea,lie, as a (describe 
anything, 0' was th., •• ame oth., ,.a.on? job on NCS-I), 0' a diff.,.nt on.? 

No NEED to call 
@ '0 Same as oescribed on NCS-I Items 36a-e - SKIP to 

Ck./tem R 

@ , 0 Object recovered or offender unsuccessful 20 Different than described on NCS-I items 36a-e 

• 20 Respondent did not think it Important enough e. Fa, whom did you work? (Name of company, business, 
l 0 Private or personal matter or took care of it myself organization or other employer) 
4 LJ Reported to someone else 
• Polic. COULDN'T do anything 

d. What kind of Iousin ... 0' indust,y i. thi.? (e.g., TV and 
@ 50 Didn't realize crime happened until later radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Depanment, farm) 
• 6 0 Property difficult to recover due to lack of serial <@I I I I or 1.0. number 

7 0 Lack of proof, no way to find/identify offender •• What kind of wo,k we,e you doing? (e.g., electrical engineer, 

Police WOULDN'T do anything 
slOck clerk, typist, farmer, Armed Forces) 

• 0 Police wouldn't think it was important enough, ®I I I I they wouldn't want to be bothered 
f. What were you, most impo,tont activities or duti"s? (e.g .. • 0 Police would be inefficient, ineffective, insensi- typing, keepillg account books, selling cars, finishing 

tlve (they'd arrive late, wouldn't pursue case concrete, Armed Forces) 
properly, would harass/insult respondent, etc.) 

Sam. oth., '.ason 

@ '00 Afraid of reprisal by offender or his family/friends g. We,,, you -

• " 0 Did not want to take time - too inconvenient @ , 0 An .mploy •• of a PRIVATE company, busin"ss or 
'20 Other - Speci fY 1 individual for wages, salary or commissions? 

20 A GOVERNMENT employ •• (F.d.ral, Slat", county 
,. 0 Responde"t doesn't know why it wasn't repo'ted 0' locai)? 

b. Ho., much tim. did yall las. becau •• of (num~ all reasons 
marked in 230). 

@!) 0 CJ Less than one day - SKIP to 240 
" 

Number of days 

x 0 Don't know 

c. Durillg ,II ••• day., did you 10 •• any pay that was not eov.red, 
by un.mplayment In.u,ance, .ick I.av., 0' .om. ather sou,c •. 

@ ,DYes 
SKIP to 240 

.. Check BOUNDING INFORMATION (cc. 32) zONo 

d. About how much pay did yO\! los.? 
Look at 12c, page 16.15 there an entry for 
"Numb<u of household members?" 

@)S •• ~ 
o Yes - Be sure you fill or have filled an 

CHECK 
Incident Report for each interviewed HHLD 
member 12 years of age or over who was x 0 Don't know ITEM T harmed, threatened with harm, or had some-. 

2"0, W.r. th.,. any (ath.,) hou .. hold m .. m~.'~ 1~ 'yea~s or old.r 
thing taken from him/her by force or threat In 

who lost time from work because of thIS ,ne,,,.nt. this incident, 

@,OYes 
ONo 

0 

Is this the last Incident Report to be filled z 0 No - SKIP to Check Item S 

b. How much time elid they los. altogether? 
for this person? 

~ 
o No - Go to next Incident Repon 

@<oO Less than I day CHECK Yes _ Is this the last HHLD member to be 
ITEM U interviewed? 

Number of days DYes - END INTERVIEW 

x 0 Don't know 
o No - Interview next HHLD member 

Notes 

~ Is more than one re~son marked In 20b? 
SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN bu.iness, p,of"ssional 

CHECK 
practice or fa,m? If yes 1-

ITEM 0 0 Yes -Ask 20c Wa. the bu.in ••• incorporated? 
o No - SKIP to Check Item Q 3 DYes 

e. Which of the •• would you .ay was the ma.t impo,tant 'ea.on 
• 0 No (or farm) 

why tho incid.nt was not ,eport.d to the police? 50 Working WITHOUT PAY in famlly busin~ .. or farm? 

@ 
~ Was this person injur2') in this incident? 

Reason number } SKIP to CHECK 0 Yes (injury marked in 8a page 14) - Asic 220 
x 0 No one rea~on most important Check Item Q ITEM R 0 No (blank or none marked in 8a) - SKIP to 230, 

page 1'1 
d. Plea •• take a minute to think back to the time> of the incid.nt 220. Did YOU los .. time from work becaus" of th" injuri"s you 

(PAUSE).a •• ld •• <the fact Ibat it was a ",ime, did Y";l •• "v. any .uff.,.d in this incident? 
oth., , ... on far ,e!'a,t1ng this Ineld.nt to the palie,,? !',:""" card) @ 'DYes 

IF PHONE INTERVIEW: Fo, example, did you ,.pc" i;< 2 0 No - SKIP to 230, page 19 
b.cau •• you want.d t~ ".v.nt this or a futuro incid.,.I, to 
coll.ct Inlu,anc. or ,.cov., p,ap.rty, to g.t h.lp, to puni.h 

b. How much tim. did you lase Ioecau •• of injuries? tho affond." or b.cau •• you had .vidllnc. that would 1,.,1", 
catch tho off.nd." th,,~ght It was you, duty, 0' was th.i; @ 0 0 Less than one day - SKIP to 230. page 19 
.... ath.r ,.a.an? 

Any oth., ,.a.an·t Mark all that apply. Verify, if necessary. Number of days @ , 0 To stop or prevent this incident from happening x 0 Don't know • 2 0 To keep it from happening again or to others 
lOin order to collect insurance c. During th •• " day., did you lose any pay that was not cov"r"d by 
4 0 Desire to recover property unemployment in~uranc., sick leave, or some other sDurce?_ . 

(:} 

50 Need for help aft.r incident because of injury. etc. 
@'OYes 

6 0 There was evidence or proof 
@ 70 To punish the offender 

Z 0 No - SKIP to 230, page 19 4 

• .0 Because you feit it was your duty d. Aba~1 how mu~h pay did you los.? 
• 0 Some other reason - Specify 7t 

@ .I@] s 

. 

o 0 No other reason x 0 Don't know 

Page 18 
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visits, declined to be interviewed, were 
temporarily absent, or were otherwise not 
available. Thus, the occupants of about 96 
percent of all eligible housing units, or some 
1 16,000 persons, participated in the survey. 

Estimation procedure 

In order to enhance the reliability of the 
estimates presented in this report, the esti­
mation procedure incorporated extensive 
auxiliary data resources on those charac­
teristics of the population that are believed 
to bear on the subject matter of the survey. 
These auxiliary data were used in the 
various stages of ratio estimation. 

The estimation procedure produces 
quarterly estimates of the volume and rates 
of victimization. Sample data from 8 
months of field interviewing are required to 
produce estimates for each quarter. As 
shown on the following chart, for example, 
data collected during· February through 
September are required to produ!:e an 
estimate for the first quarter of any given 
calendar year. Each quarterly estimate 
is made up of equal numbers of field 
observations from the months during the 
half-year interval prior to the time of inter­
view. Thus, incidents occurring in January 
may be reported in a February interview 
(I month ago) or in a March interview 
(2 months ago) and so on up to 6 months 
ago for interviews conducted in July. One 
purpose of this alrangement is to minimize 
expected biases associated with the tendency 
of respondents to place criminal victimiza­
tions in more recent months during the 6-
month reference period than when they 
actually occurred. Annual estimates are de­
rived by accumulating data from the four 
quarterly estimates which, in turn, are 
obtained from a total of 17 months of field 
interviewing, from February of one year 
through June of the following year. The 
population and household figures shown on 

victimization rate tables are based on an 
average for these 17 months, centering on 
the ninth month of the data collection 
period, in this case, October 1978. 

The first step in the estimation procedure 
was the inflation of the sample data by the 
reciprocal of the probability of selection. 
An adjustment was then made to account 
for occupied units (and for persons in 
occupied units) that were eligible for the 
survey but where it was not possible to 
obtain an interview. 

Ordinarily, the distribution of the sample 
population differs somewhat from the 
distribution of the total population from 
which the sample was drawn in terms of 
such characteristics, as age, race, sex, 
residence, etc. Because of this, various 
stages of ratio estimation were employed to 
bring distributions of the two populations 
into closer agreement, thereby reducing the 
variability of the sample estimates. Two 
stages of ratio estimation were used in 
producing data relatbg to crimes against 
both persons and households. 

. The first stage of ratio estimation was 
applied only to data records obtained from 
sample areas that were non-self-represent­
ing. Its purpose was to reduce the error 
arising from the fact that one' area was 
selected to represent an entire stratum. For 
various categories of race and residence, 
ratios were calculated reflecting the rela­
tionships between weighted 1970 Census 
counts for all sample areas in each region 
and the total population in the non-self­
representing parts of the region at the time 
of Census. 

The second stage. of ratio estimation was 
applied on a person basis and brought the 
distribution of the persons in the sample 
into closer agreement with independent 
current estimates of the distribution of the 
population by various age-sex-color cate­
gories. 

Month of interview by month of reference 
(X's denote months in the 6-month reference period) 

Month of 
Interview 

January 
February 
March 
April 
May 
June 
July 
August 
September 
October 
November 
December 
January 
February 
March 
April 
May 
June 
July 
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First quarter 
Jan. Feb. Mar. 

x 
x x 
x x x 
x x x 
x x x 
x x x 

x x 
x 

Period of reference (or recali) 
Second quarter Third quarter Fourth quarter 

Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

x 
X X 
X X X 
X X X X 
X X X X X 
X X X X X X 

,~---

X X X X X X 
X X X X X X 

X X X X X X 
X X X X X 

X X X X 
X X X 

X X 
X 

Concerning the estimation of data on crimes 
against households, characteristics of the 
wife in a husband-wife household and 
characteristics of the head of household in 
other types of households were used to 
determine which second-stage ratio estimate 
factors were to be applied. This procedure 
is thought to be more precise than that of 
uniformly using the characteristics of the 
head of household, because sample coverage 
generally is better for females than for 
males. 

In producing estimates of personal incidents 
(as opposed to those of victimizations), a 
further adjustment was made in those cases 
where an incident involved more than one 
person, thereby allowing for the probability 
that such incidents had more than a single 
chance of coming into the sample. Thus, if 
two persons were victimized during the 
same incident, the weight assigned to the 
record for that incident (and associated 
characteristics) was reduced by one-half in 
order not to introduce double counts into 
the estimated data. However, the details of 
the outcome of the event as they related to 
the victimized individual were reflected in 
the survey results. A comparable adjustment 
was not made in estimating data on crimes 
agains;t households, as each separate 
criminal act was defined as involving only 
one household. 

Series victimizations 

Three or more criminal events which are 
similar if not identical in nature and 
incurred by individuals who are unable to 
identify separately the details of each act or 
recount accurately the total number of such 
acts are known as series victimizations. 
Because of the inability of the victims to 
provide details for each event separately, 
series crimes have been excluded from the 
analysis and data tables in this report. 

Before 1979, series victimizations were 
recorded solely by season (or seasons) of 
occurrence within the 6-month reference 
period and tabulated by the quarter of the 
year in which data were collected. Had it 
been feasible to make a precise tally of 
victimizations that occurred in series and to 
determine their month of occurrence, inclu­
sion of this information in the processing 
of survey results would have c-:aused certain 
alterations in the portrayal of criminal 
victimization. Most importantly, certain 
rates of victimization would have been 
somewhat higher. Because of the inability 
of victims to furnish details concerning their 
experiences, however, it would have been 
difficult to analyze the characteristics and 
effects of these crimes. Although the esti­
mated number of series victimizations was 
appreciable, the number of victims who 
actually experienced such acts was small in 
relation to the total number of individuals 
who were victimized one or more times and 
reported details of each incident. 

---~------------------------------------
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Although no direct correspondence exists 
between the two sets of data, close com­
parability can be achieved by comparing 
the data on series victimizations gathered 
by interviewers from April 1978 through 
March 1979 with the regular (i.e., non­
series) victimizations for calendar year 1978. 
This approach results in an 87.5 percent 
overlap between reporting periods for the 
two data sets. 

Table I, at the end of this appendix, is 
based on such a comparison. It shows that 
there were 973,000 series victimizations in 
the personal sector and 667,000 in the 
household sector. Detailed examination re­
veals that these crimes tended dispropor­
tionately to be either assaults, more likely 
simple than aggravated, or household lar­
cenies for which the amount of loss was 
valued at less than $50 or was unknown. 

A revised NCS questionnaire introduced in 
January 1,979 includes a change in the ques­
tion about series crimes. Victims are being. 
asked to estimate the number of incidents 
in the series and assign them to specific 
calendar quarters. This modification will 
permit additional study of series crimes 
to determine the feasibility of combining 
them with regular crimes for purposes of 
tabulation. 

Of more immediate interest is the impact of 
the questionnaire revision on the reporting 
of 1978 series crimes during 1979 collection 
quarters. There appears to have been a 
sharp decline in the absolute number of 
series burglaries and household larcenies 
but no comparable drop in personal crimes 
of violence or theft. 

Reliability of estimates 

The particular sample used for the NCS is 
one of a large number of possible samples 
of equal size that could have been used 
applying the same sample design and 
selection procedures. Estimates derived 
from different samples would differ from 
each other. The standard error of a survey 
estimate is a measure of the variation 
among the estimates from all possible 
samples and is, therefore, a measure of the 
precision with which the estimllte from a 
particular sample approximates the average 
result of all possible samples. The estimate 
and its associated sfandard error may be 
used to construct a confidence interval, that 
is, an interval having a prescribed proba­
bility that it would include the average 
ref!ult of all possible samples. The chances 
:He about 68 out of 100 that the survey 
estimate would differ from the average 
results of all possible samples by less than 
one standard error. Similarly, the chances 
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference 
would be less than 1.6 times the standard 
error; about 95 out of 100 that the differ­
ence .would be 2.0,times the standard error;; 
and 99 out of 100 chances that it would be 

less than 2.5 times the standard error. The 
68 percent confidence interval is defined as 
the range of values given by the estimate 
minus the standard error and. the estimate 
plus the standard error; the chances are 68 
in 100 that a figure from a complete census 
would be within that range. Likewise, the 
95 percent confidence interval is defined as 
the estimate plus or minus two standard 
errors. 

In addition to sampling error, the estimates 
presented in this report are subject to non­
sampling error. Major sources of such error 
are related to the ability of respondents to 
recall victimization experiences and associ­
ated details that occurred during the 6 
months prior to the time of interview. 
Research on the capacity of victims to recall 
specific kinds of crime, based on interview­
ing persons who were victims of offenses 
drawn from police files, indicates that 
assault is the least well recalled of the 
crimes measured by the NCS. This may 
stem in part from the observed tendency of 
victims not to report crimes committed by 
offenders known to them, especially if they 
are relatives. In addition, it is suspected 
that, among certain groups, crimes that 
contain the elements of assault are a part of 
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten 
or are not considered worth mentioning to 
a survey interviewer. Taken together, these 
recall problems may result in a substantial 
understatement of the "true" rate of victimi­
zation from assault. 

Another source of nonsampling error 
related to the recall capacity of respondents 
entails the inability to place the criminal 
event in the correct month, even though it 
was placed in the correct reference period. 
This source of error is partially offset by 
the requirement for monthly interviewing 
and by the estimation procedure described 
earlier. An additional problem involves 
telescoping, or bringing within the appro­
priate 6-month period incidents that 
occurred earlier-or, in a few instances, 
those that happened after the close of the 
reference period. The latter is believed to be 
relatively rare because 75 to 80 percent of 
the interviewing takes place during the first 
week of the month following the reference 
period. In any event, the effect of tele­
scoping is minimized by the bounding 
procedure described above. The interviewer 
is provided with a summary of the incidents 
reported in the preceding interview and, if 
a similar incident is reported, it can then be 
determined from discussion with the re­
spondent whether the reported incident is 
indeed a new one. . 

Methodological research undertaken in 
preparation for the NCS indicated that 
substantially fewer incidents of crim.e are 
reported when one household member 
reports for all persons residing in the house­
hold than when each household member is 
interviewed individually. Therefore, the 

self-response procedure was adopted as a 
general rule; allowances for proxy response 
under the contingencies discussed earlier 
are the only exceptions to this rule. 

Other sources of nonsampling error result 
from other types of response mistakes, 
including errors in reporting incidents as 
crimes, mistaken classification of crimes, 
systematic data errors introduced by the 
interviewer, biases resulting from the 
rotation pattern used, errors in coding and 
processing the data, and incomplete 
sampling frames (e.g., a large number of 
mobile homes and one small class of 
housing unit constructed since 1970 are not 
included in the. sampling frame). Quality 
control and edit procedures were used to 
minimize errors made by respondents and 
interviewers. As calculated for the 'NCS, the 
standard errors partially measure only 
those nonsampling errors arising from 
these sources; they do not reflect any sys­
tematic biases in the data. 

In order to derive standard errors that 
would be applicable to a wide variety of 
items and could be prepared at a moderate 
cost, a number of approximations were 
required. As a result, two parameters 
(identified as a and b in the section that 
follows) w\)re developed for'use in calculat­
ing standard errors. The parameters provide 
an indication of the order of magnitude of 
the standard errors rather than the precise 
~tandard error for any specific item. 

Computation and application 
of standard errors 

Results presented in this report were tested 
to determine whether or not statistical sig­
nificance could be associated with observed 
differences between values. Differences were 
tested to ascertain whether they were 
significant at 1.6 standard errors (90-percent 
confidence level) or higher. Most com­
parisons cited in this report were significant 
at a minimum level of 2.0 standard errors 
(95-percent confidence level), meaning that 
the estimated difference is greater than 
twice the standard error of the difference. 
Differences that failed the 9O-percent test 
were not considered statistically significant. 
Statements of comparison qualified by the 
phrase "some indication" had a level of 
significance between 1.6 and 2.0 standard 
errors. 

Formula 1. Standard errors for estimated 
numbers o/victimizations or incidents may 
be calculated by using the following 
formula: 

s.e.(x) = .J ax' + bx 

where 

x = estimated number of personal or house-
hold victimizations or incidents 

a = a constant equal to -.0000148447 
b = a constant equal to 2616 
To illustrate the use of Formula I, Data 
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Tillie I. PerIonIIIand houHhoId crt"'": 
Number and percent dl.trlbutlon of .erle. victimization. 
(4nS-3n9) and of victimization. not In .erle. (1978), 
by .ector and type of crime 

Series victimizations Victimizations not in series 
Percent in Percent in 

Sector and type of crime Number sector Number sector 

Personal sector 973,000 100.0 22,991,000 100.0 
Crimes of violence 528,000 54.3 5,';JtH ,000 25.8 

Rape 9,000 '1.0 171,000 0.7 
Robber>' 49,00b 5.0 1,038,000 4.5 

Robbery with injur>' 13,000 1.4 330,000 1.4 
Robberr without injurr 35,000 3.6 708,000 3.1 

Assault 470,000 48.3 4,732,000 20.6 
Aggravated assault 114,000 11.8 1,708,000 7.4 

With injur}' 28,000 2.8 577,000 2.5 
Attempted assault with weapon 87,000 8.9 1,131,000 4·9 

Simple assault 356,000 36.6 3,024,000 13.2 
With injury 68,000 6.9 756,000 3.3 
Attempted assault without weapon 288,000 29.6 2,268,000 9.9 

Crimes of theft 445,000 45.7 17,050,000 74.2 
Personal larcenr with contact 2,000 '0.2 549,000 2.4 
Personal larcenr without contact 442,000 45.5 16,501,000 71.8 

Household sector 667,000 100.0 17 ,421,000 100.0 
Burglary 252,000 37.8 6,704,000. 38.5 

Forcible entry 74,000 11.1 2,200,000 12.6 
Unlawful entrr without force 141,000 21.1 2,916,000 16.7 
Attempted forcible entry 37,000 5.6 1,588,000 9.1 

Household entry 395,000 59.2 9,352,000 53.7 
Less than $50 246,000 36.9 5,186,000 29.8 
$50 or more 102,000 15.3 3,124,000 17.9 
Amount not available 30,000 4.5 397,000 2.3 
Attempted larceny 17,000 2.6 645,000 3.7 

Motor vehicle theft 20,000 2.9 1,365,000 7.8 
Completed theft 12,000 1.8 860, 000 4.9 
Attempted theft 8,000 'Ll 506,000 2.9 

NOTE: Detail mar not add to total shown because of rounding. The incompatibilitr of time frames is discussed 
under "Series victimizations," in this appendix. 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer.. sample cases, is statisticallr unreliable 0 

Table 1 shows that 1,038,000 robbery 
victimizations were committed in 1978. This 
estimate and the appropriate parameters 
are substituted in the formula as follows: 

soe.(x) = V(-.0000148447) (1,038,000)' 

+ 2616 (1,038,000) 
52,000 (roundcd to nearest 1(0). 

This means that the confidence interval 
around the estimate of 1,038,000 at one 
standard error is 52,000 (plus or minus), 
and the confidence interval at the second 
standard error would be double that figure, 
)()4,OOO (plus or minus). 

Formula 2. Standard errors for estimated 
victimization rates or percentages are cal­
culated using the following formula: 

ff).­
s.c. (P) = 'Ii Y-P(I.O -p) 

where 

p = the percentage or rate (expressed 
in 'decimal form) 

y = base population or total number 
of crimes 

b = a constant equal to 2616. 

To illustrate the use of Formula 2, Data 
Table 4 shows .an estimated simpleassauIt 
r.ate of 3lJlrocr 1,000 persons age 12-15. 

~{, 

Substituting the appropriate values into the 
formula yields: 

r---------------
s.e.(p) ~ .0318(1.0-.0318) 

15,454,40(; 

"'.0001693 (.0307888) 

"'.0000042 
• 0022804, which rounds to .0023. 

This means that the confidence interval 
around the estimate 31.8 at one standard 
,error is 2.3 (plus or minus), and the con­
fi'dence interval at the second standard 
error would be double that figure, Dr 4.6 
(plus or minus). 

Formul~ 3. The standard error of a differ­
ence between two rates or percentages 
having different bases is calculated using the 
formula: 

(p ) = JPI(1.0-PI) b +p,(I.o-P2) b 
s.c. 1-1'2 )'1 )', 

where 

PI = first percent or rate (expressed 
in decimal form) 

YI = ba~efrom which first percent 
or rate was derived 

P2 = second percent or rate (expressed 
in decimal form) 

Y2 = base from which second percent 
or rate was derived 

The formula will represent the actual stand­
ard error quite accurately for the difference 
between uncorrelated estimates. If, however, 
there is a large positive correlation, the 
formula will overestimate the true standard 
error of the difference; and if there is a large 
negative correlation it will underestimate 
the true standard error of the difference . 

To illustrate the use of this formula, Data 
Table 3 of this report shows that the victim­
ization rate for personal crimes of violence 
for males was 45.7 per 1,000 and the rate 
for females was 22.8 per 1,000. Substituting 
the appropriate values into the formula 
yields: 

Standard error of the difference (.0457 - .0228) 

= j (.0457 (1.0 - .0457») 2616 
84,377,000 

+ (.0228 (1.0 - .0228») 2616 
91,838,000 

j (.0457 (.9543») 2616 
84,377,000 

+1 ( .0228 (.9772) ) 2616 
91,83a,OOO 

= j ( .043612 ) 2616 
84,377,000 

+.( .022280 ) 2616 
. 91,838,000 

= "';00000135 + (.00000063) 

= V.OOOOO198 

1 __ 98--,--_~ 
h = a constant eq'~al to 2616. .00140712, Which rounds to .0014. 

~~-~~-""""-:---t· .- .... -. -'-"-"--"-" 
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Thus the confidence interval at one stand­
ard error is approximately 1.4 per thousand, 
plus or minus, around the difference of 22.9 
(45.7 - 22.8), or 2.8 per thousand, plus or 
minus, at the two standard error level. The 
one standard error confidence interval (68 
chances out of 100) places the true percent 
change between 21.5 and 24.3 (22.9 plus 
and minus 1.4). 

The ratio of difference to its standard error 
is equivalent to its level of statistical sig­
nifican::e. For example, a ratio of about 2.0 
(or more) denotes that the difference is 
significant at the 95 percent confidence level 
(or higher); a ratio ranging between 1.6 and 
2.0 indicates that the difference is significant 
at a confidence level between 90 and 95 
percent, and a ratio of less than about 1.6 
defines a level of confidence below 90 
percent. In the above example, the ratio of 
the difference (22.9) to its standard error 
(1.4) equals 16.36. Therefore, it was con­
cluded that the difference in the violent 
victimization rate for males and females 
was statistically significant at a confidence 
level exceeding 95 percent. 

Formula 4. The standard error of a differ­
ence between percentages derived from the 
same base is calculated using the formula: 

S.C.(PI-P2) = J y(P1 + P' - (P, - p,)') 

where the symbols are the same as those 
described for the previous formula, except 
that y refers to a common base. 

To illustrate the application of this formula, 
Table 7.4 shows that the proportion of those 
victims of household crimes reporting 
economic. losses of $50-$249 was 26.5 
percent; the proportion reporting losses in 
the range of $250 or more was 17.4 percent. 
Substituting the appropriate values in the 
formula yields: 

Standard error of the difference (.265 - .174) 

26
90

16
560 

(.265 +.174-(.265 _.174)') 
15,6 , 

= V.0001667 (.439 - .(08281) 

= "'.0001667 (.430719) 
.0084735, which rounds to .0085. 

The confidence interval at one standard 
error around the difference of 9.1 would be 
from 8.25 to 9.95 (9.1 minus and plus .85). 
The ratio of the difference (9.1) to its stand­
ard error (.85) equals 10.7, which is far 
greater than 2.0~ Thus, the difference be­
tween the two percentages was statistically 
significant. 

'" 



Appendix IV 

Technical notes 
Information provided in this appendix is 
designed to aid in understanding the 
National Crime Survey, the report's selected 
findings and, more broadly, to assist data 
users in interpreting statistics in the data 
tables. The notes address general concept~ 
as well as potential problem areas, but do 
not purport to cover all data elements or 
problems. The glossary should be consulted 
for definitions of crime categories, variables, 
and other terms used in the data tables and 
selected findings. 

General 

The NCS provides information on a num­
ber of crimes that are of major interest to' 
the general public. However, it does not 
and cannot measure all criminal activity, as 
a number of crimes are 110t amenable to 
examination through survey techniques. 

Victimization surveys like the NCS have 
proved most successful in measuring crimes 
with specific victims who understand what 
occurred to them and how it happened and 
who are willing to report what they know. 
More specifically, they have been shown to 
be most applicable to rape, robbery, assault, 
burglary, personal and household larceny, 
and motor vehicle theft, crimes measured 
by the NCS. Murder and kidnaping are not 
covered, and commercial burglary and rob­
bery were dropped from the program dur­
ing 1977. The so-called victimless crimes, 
such as 'drunkenness, drug abuse, and pros­
titution, also are excluded, as are crimes for 
which it is difficult to identify knowledge­
able respondents or to locate data records. 
Crimes of which the victim may not be 
aware also cannot be measured effectively. 
Buying stolen property may fall into this 
category, as may some instances of fraud 
and embezzlement. Attempted crimes of 
many types probably are under-recorded 
for this reason. Finally, events in which the 
victim has shown a willingness to partici­
pate in illegal activity also are excluded. 
Examples of the latter, which are unlikely 
to be reported to interviewers, include 
gambling, various types of swindles, con 
games, and blackmail. 

In 'any encounter involving a personal 
crime, more than one criminal act can be 
committed against an individual. A rape 
may be associated with a robbery, for 
example. In classifying the survey-measured 
crimes, each criminal incident has been 
counted only once, by the most serious act 
that took place during the incident, ranked 
in accordance with the seriousness classifi­
cation system used by the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation. The order of seriousness 
for crimes against persons is: rape, robbery, 
assault, and larceny. Consequently, if a 
person were both robbed and assaulted, the 
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event would be classified as robbery; if the 
victim suffered physical harm, the crime 
would be categorized as robbery with injury. 

Throughout this report, victimizations are 
the basic units of measure. A victimization 
is a specific criminal act as it affects a single 
victim, whether a person or household. For 
crimes against persons, however, some 
survey results are presented on the basis of 
incidents, not victimizations. An incident is 
a specific criminal act involving one or 
more victims. For many specific categories 
of personal crime, victimizations outnumber 
incidents, a difference that stems from two 
contingencies: (I) some crimes were simul­
taneously committed against more than one 
person, and' (2) certain personal crimes may 
have occurred during the course of a com­
mercial offense. Thus, for each personal 
victimization reported to survey interview­
ers, it was determined whether others were 
victimized at the same time and place and 
whether the offense happened during a 
commercial crime. A weighting adjustment 
in the estimation procedure (see Appendix 
III) protected against the double counting 
of incidents; this adjustment continued to 
be made after the suspension of the com­
mercial victimization survey during 1977. 
If, for example, two customers were beaten 
during the course of a store holdup, the 
event was assumed to be a commercial rob­
bery, not an incident of personal assault. 
With respect to crimes against households, 
there is no distinction between victimiza­
tions and incidents, as each criminal act 
against a residence was assumed to have 
involved a single victim, the affected house­
hold. In fact, the terms "victimization" and 
"incident" can be lIsed interchangeably in 
analyzing data on houseold crimes. 

As indicated with respect to personal 
crimes, victimization data are more appro­
priate than incident data for the study of 
the effects, or consequences, of crime ex­
periences upon the individual victim. They 
also are better suited for assessing' victim 
reactions to criminal attack and for exam­
ining victim perceptions of offender at­
tributes. Thus, in addition to serving as a 
key element in computing victimization 
rates, victimization counts are used for 
developing information on victim injury 
and medical care, economic losses, time lost 
from work, victim self-protection, offender 
characteristics, and reporting to police. On 
the other hand, incident data are more 
adequate for the examination of the cir­
cumstances surrounding the occurrence of 
personal crimes. Accordingly, data concern­
ing the time and place of occurrence of such 
offenses, as well as the use of weapons and 
number of victims and offenders, are based 
on incidents. 

In the hypothetical case given above, there­
fore, the rate data for personal assault 
would reflect the attack on each customer, 
and other victimization tables would in-
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corporate details concerning the outcome 
of the crime for each person, such as any 
injuries, damage' to clothing, and loss of 
time from work. 

For data on crimes against persons, the 
table titles stipulate whether victimizations 
or incidents are the relevant units of 
measure. 

Victim characteristics 

A variety of attributes of victimized persons 
and households appear on victimization 
rate tables. The rates, or measures of ' the 
occurrence of crime, are computed by divid­
ing the number of victimizations associated 
with a specific crime, or grouping of crimes, 
by the number of persons or households 
under consideration. For crimes against 
persons, the rates are based on the total 
number of individuals age 12 and over, or 
on a portion of that popUlation sharing a 
particular characteristic or set of traits. 
Household crimes are regarded as· being 
directed against the household as a unit 
rather than against the individual members; 
in calculating a rate, therefore, the denom­
inator of the fraction consists of the number 
of households in question. 

As indicated previously, victimizations of 
households, unlike those of persons, cannot 
involve more than one victim during a 
specific criminal act. However, repeated 
victimizations of individuals or households 
can and do occur. As general indicators of 
the danger of having been victimized dur­
ing the reference period, the rates are not 
sufficiently refined to represent true 
measures of risk for specific individuals or 
households. In other words, they do not 
reflect variations in the degree of risk of 
repeated, or multiple, victimizations; and, 
because of the manner in which they are 
calculated, the rates in effect apportion 
mUltiple victimizations among the popula­
tion at large, thereby distorting somewhat 
the risk that any singlc person or household 
had of being victimized. 

Victimization of central city, suburban, 
and nonmetropolltan residents 

Coverage of this topic is based on victimiza­
tion rates for crimes against persons and 
households. The data relate to the locality 
in which the victim lived at the time of the 
interview, not to the place where each 
victimization occurred; however, victimiza­
tion surveys conducted during the 1970's 
uncier the NCS program in central cities 
across the Nation demonstrated that the 
localities of residence and of occurrence 
were the same in the vast majority of cases. 

A basic distinction is made among central 
city, suburban, and non metropolitan popu­
lations. Together, the first two populations 
represent those persons living in standard 
metropolitan statistical areas (SMl)As) or 
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metropolitan areas. The nonmetropolitan 
popUlation refers to those residing in places 
outside SMSAs. To further distinguish dif­
ferences in the degree of victimization 
within metropolitan localities, residents of 
central cities and their surrounding suburbs 
have been categorized according to the 
following four ranges of central city size: 
50,000-249,999; 1/4 to 1/2 million; 1/2 to 
I million; and I million or more. 

Geographical areas were assigned to the 
appropriate type-of-Iocality category on the 
basis of the 1970 Census, even though the 
variable since has been redefined by the 
Office of Management and Budget. To 
ensure .the comparability of results as the 
decade progresses, there are no plans to 
revise the type-of-Iocality variable as ap­
plied in the NCS program until after the 
1980 Census. 

Victim-offender relationship 
In personal crimes of violence 

One of the more significant dimensions of 
personal crime concerns the relationship 
between victim and offender. Public atten­
tion about crime in the streets in large 
measure has focused on unprovoked physical 
attacks made on citizens by unknown assail­
ants. The nature of the relationship between 
victim and offender is a key element to 
understanding crime and judging the risks 
involved for the various groups in society, 
Heretofore, the only available national sta­
tistics on the matter have been for homicide; 
these have demonstrated that the great 
majority' of murder victims were at least 
acquainted with their killers, if not related 
to them. With respect to the personal crimes 
of violence that it measures, the NCS makes 
~,()ssible an examination of the relationship 
between victim and offender. There is 
reason to believe, however, that violence or 
attempted violence involving family mem­
bers or close friends is underreported in 
this and other victimization surveys because 
some victims do not consider such events 
crimes or are reluctant to implicate family 
members or relatives, who in some instances 
may be present during the interview. 

Based on information from Tables 34-38, 
treatment of the subject centers on a special 
section of the selected findings. Neverthe­
less, the relationship between victim and 
offender is a recurrent variable in findings 
and in data tables dealing .with other sub­
jects, such as weapons u~e and reporting to 
the police. Conditions governing the clas­
sification of crimes as having involved 
"strangers" or "nonstrangers" are described 
in the glossary, listed under each of those 
categories. 

Offender characteristics 
In personal crimes of violence 

Some of the tables on this subject display 
data on the offenders only and others cover 

both victims and offenders. The offender 
characteristics examined are sex, age, and 
race, based on information furnished by 
victims who saw the offenders and, conse­
quently, knew the number of persons 
involved in the crime. As with most infor­
mation developed from this survey, offender 
attributes are based solely on the victim's 
perceptions and ability to recall the crime. 
However, because the events often were 
stressful experiences, resulting in confusion 
or physical harm to the victim, it was likely 
that data concerning offender charto.cteristics 
were more subject than other survey find­
ings to distortion arising from erroneous 
responses. Many of the crimes probably 
occurred under somewhat vague circum­
stances, especially those at night. Further­
more, it is possible that victim preconcep­
tions, or prejudices, at times may have 
influenced the attribution of offender char­
acteristics. If victims tended to misidentify 
a particular trait (or a set, of them) more 
than others, bias would have been intro­
duced into the findings, and no method has 
been developed for determining the exist­
ence and effect of such bias. 

In the relevant data tables, a distinction is 
made between "single-offender" and multi­
ple-offender" crimes, with the latter classifi­
cation applying to those committed by two 
or more persons. As applied to multiple­
offender crimes, the category "mixed ages" 
refer.s to cases in which the offenders in any 
single incident were classifiable ul)der more 
than one age group; similarly, the term 
"mixed races" applies to situations in which 
the offenders were members of more than a 
single racial group. ' 

Number of victims 

As noted previously, the number of indi­
viduals victimized in each personill crime is 
a key element for computing rate~' of vic­
timization and other data on the impact of 
crime. However, the. data table specifically 
concerning the number of individual victims 
per crime is based on incidents. 

Time of occurrence 

For each of the measured crimes against 
persons or households, data on when the 
offenses occurred were obtained for three 
broad time intervals: the daytime hours (6 
a.m. to 6 p.m.); the first half of nighttime 
(6 p.m. to midnight); and the second half of 
nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.). 

Place of occurrence 

Tables on place of occurrence distinguish 
six, kinds of sites, two of which cover the 
respondent's home and its immediate ~i­
cinity. For certain offenses not involving 
contact between victim and offender, the 
classil1cation of crimes is chiefly determined 
on the basis of their pla~e of occurrence. 

Thus, by definition, most household bur­
glaries happen at principal residences, with 
a small percentage at second homes or at 
places occupied temporarily, such as hotels 
and motels. Personal larceny without 
contact and household larceny are differ­
entiated from one another solely on the 
basis of where the crimes occur. Whereas 
the latter transpires only in the home and 
its immediate environs, the former can take 
place at any other location. To be classified 
as a household larceny within the victim's 
own home, the offense had to be como"~ 
mitted by a person (or persons) admitted to 
the residence or by someone having cus­
tomary access to it, such as a delive.ryper­
son, servant, acquaintance, or relative. 
Otherwise, the crime would have been clas­
sified as a household burglary or as a 
personal robbery if force or the threat of 
forte were used. 

Number of offenders 
In personal crimes of violence 

One table based on incident data displays 
information on the number of offenders 
involved in personal crimes of violence. In 
the sequence of survey questions on char­
acteristics of offenders, the lead question 
concerned the number of offenders. If the 
victim did not know how many offenders 
took part in the incident, no further ques­
tions were asked about offender character­
istics, and the crime was classified as having 
involved strangers. 

Use of weapons 

For personal crimes of violence, informa­
tion was gathered on whether or not the 
victims observed that the offenders were 
armed, and, if so, the types of weapons 
observed. The term "weapons use" applies 
both to situations in which weapons were 
used to intimidate or threaten and to those 
in which they actually were employed in a 
physical attack. 

In addition to firearms and knives, the data 
tables distinguish "other" weapons and 
those of unknown types. The category 
"other" refers to such objects as clubs, 
stones, bricks, and bottles. For each per­
sonal crime of violence by an armed 
offender, the type, or types, of weapons 
present were recorded, not the number of 
weapons. For instance, if offenders wielded 
two firearms and a knife during a personal 
robbery, the crime was classified as one in , 
which weapons of each type were used. 

Victim self-protection 

With reference to personal crimes of vio- , 
lence, information was obtained on whether 
or not victims tried to avoid or thwart 
attack, and, if so, the measures they took. 
The following reactions, ranging from non- ; 
violent to forceful, were considered self-
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protection measures: reasoning with the 
offender; fleeing from the offender; scream­
ing or yelling for help; hitting, kicking, or 
scratching the offender; and using or 
brandishing a weapon. The pertinent tables 
distribute all measures, if any, employed by 
victims in each crime; no determination wars 
made of the single most important measure. 

Physical InJury to victims 

Information was gathered concerning the 
injuries sustained by the victims of each of 
the three personal crimes of violence. How­
ever, during the preparation of this report, 
the requisite data were not available for 
calculating the proportion of rape victim­
izations in which victims were injured. 
Therefore, information on the percent of 
crimes in which victims were harmed is 
confined to personal robbery and assault. 
For each of these crimes, the type of injuries 
concerned are described in the glossary, 
under "Physical injury." 

Victims who had been injured furnished 
data on hospitalization .and on medical 
expenses. With regard to medical e~penses, 
the data tables are based solely on informa­
tion from victims who knew with certainty 
that stich expenses were incurred and also 
knew, or were able to estimate, their 
amount. Because the data don't include 
information for victims unaware of such 
outlays, and of their amount, the utility of 
the data is somewhat restricted .• Although 
data were unavailable on the proportion of 
rapes attended by victim injury, information 
relating to hospitalization and medical costs 
was available on that crime; these results 
are reflected in the appropriate data tables. 

Economic losses 

With respect to economic losses incurred 
by persons or households, the data tables 
distinguish between crimes resulting in 
"theft andj or property damage" and "theft 
loss" only. Table titles specify the applica­
ble category of loss. The term "theft loss" 
refers to stolen cash, property, or both, 
whereas "damage" pertains to property only. 
Items categorized as having "no monetary 
value" could include losses of trivial, truly 
valueless objects, or of those having consid­
erable sentimental importance. References 
to losses "recovered" apply to compensation 
received by victims for theft losses, as well 
as to restoration of stolen property or cash, 
although no distinction is made as to the 
manner of recovery. For assault, informa­
tion on economic losses relates solely to 
property damage, because assaults attended 
by theft are classified as robbery. There was 
no attempt to measure attemptl:dpoclcet 
picking; by definition, therefore, all pocket 
pickings had the outcome of theft loss, and 
there may have been some cases with prop~ 
erty damage. 
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Time lOll from work 

For all crimes reported to interviewers, the 
survey determined whether persons lost time 
from work after the experience, and, if so, 
the length of time involved. With respect to 
crimes against persons or households, the 
survey did not record the identity of the 
household member (or members) who lost 
work time,. although it lTlay be assumed 
that, for personal offenses, it was usually 
the victim who sustained the loss. 

Reporting victimizations 10 Ihe police 

The police may have learned about c~i~i­
nal victimizations directly from the VIctIm 
or from someone else, such as another house­
hold member or a bystander, or because 
they appeared on the scene at the time of 
the crime. In the data tables, however, the 
means by which police learned of the cri!De 
are not distinguished; the overall proportIOn 
made known to them was of primary 
concern. 

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited .by 
respondents for not reporting crimes to the 
police. Data tables on this topic distribute 
all reasons for not reporting, and no deter­
mination was made of the primary reason, 
if any; for not reporting the crime. 
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Glossary 
Ale-The appropriate age category is 

determined by each respondent's age as of 
the last day of the month preceding the 
interview. 

Allr.vated assault-Attack with a 
weapon, irrespective of whether or not there 
was injury, and attack without a weapon 
resulting either in serious injury (e.g., broken 
bones, lo.ss of teeth, internal injuries, less of 
consciousness) or in undetermined injury re­
quiring 2 or more days of hospitalization. 
Also includes attempted assault with a 
weapon. 

Annual family income-Includes the 
income of the household head and all other 
related persons !esiding in the same house­
hold unit. Covers the 12 months preceding 
the interview and includes wages, salaries, 
net income from business Of farm, pensions, 
interest, dividends, rent, and any other 
form of monetary income. The income of 
persons unrelated to the head of household 
is excluded. 

ASSllult-An unlawful physical attack, 
whether aggravated or simple, upon a per­
son. Includes attempted assaults with or 
without a weapon. Excludes rape and at­
tempted rape, as well as attacks involving 

. theft or attempted theft, which are classified 
as robbery. Severity of crimes in this gen­
eral category range from minor threats to 
incidents that bring the victim near death. 

Attempted forcible entry-A form of 
burglary in which force is used in an at­
tempt to gain entry. 

Burllary-Unlawful or forcible entry of 
a residence, usually, but not necessarily, at­
tended by theft. Includes attempted forcible 
entry. The entry may be by force, such as 
picking a lock, breaking a window, or slash­
ing a screen, or it may hn through an nn .. 
locked door or an open window. As long 
as the person entering had no legal right to 
be present in the structure, a burglary has 
occurred. Furthermore, the structure need 
not be the house itself for a household bur­
glary to take place. lJIegal entry of a ga­
rage, shell, or any other structure on the 
premises also constitutes household burglary. 
In fact, burglary does not necessarily have 
to occur on the premises. If the breaking 
and entering occurred in a hotel or in a 
vacation residence, it would stilI be classi­
fied as a burglary for the: household whose 
member or members were staying there at 
the time. 

Central city-The largest city (or "twin 
citiesj of a standard metropolitan statisti­
cal area (SMSA), defined below. 

Ethnlclty-A distinction between His­
panic and non-Hispanic respondents, regard­
less of race. 

Forcible entry-A form of burglary in 
which-force is used to gain entry (e.g., by 
breaking a window or slashing a screen). 

Head of household-For classification 
purpoS':s, only one ind~vidual per household 
can bC the head person. In hu~band-wife 

households, the husband arbitrarily is consid­
ered to be the head. In other households, 
the head person is the individual so regarded 
by its members; generally that person is. the 
chief breadwinner. 

Hispanic-Persons who report them­
selves as Mexican-American, Chicanos, 
Mexicans, Mexicanos, Puerto Ricans, 
Cubans; Central or South Americans, or 
GtJjer Spanish culture or origin, regardless 
of ,fil.:ee. 

Uousehold-Consists of the occupants 
of separate living quarters meeting either of 
the following criteria: (1) Persons, whether 
present or temporarily absent, whose usual 
place of residence is the housing unit in 
question, or (2) Persons staying in the hous­
ing unit who have no usual place of resi­
dence elsewhere. 

Household crimes-Burglary or larceny 
of a residence, or motor vehicle theft, crimes 
that do not involve personal confrontation. 
Includes both cornpieted and attempted acts. 

Household larceny-Theft or attempted 
theft of property or cash from a residence 
or its immediate vicinity. For a household 
larceny to occur within the home itself, the 
thief must be someone with a right to be 
there, such as a maid, a delivery person, or 
a guest. Forcible entry, attempted forcible 
entry, or unlawful entry are not involved. 

Incident-A specific criminal act involv­
ing one or more victims and offenders. In 
situations where a personal crime occurred 
during the cour:se of a commercial crime, it 
is assumed that the incident was primarily 
directed against the business, and, therefore, 
it is not counted as an incident of personal 
crime. However, details of the outcome of 
the event as they relate to the victimized 
individual are reflected in data on personal 
victimizations. . 

tarceny-Theft or attempted theft of 
property or cash without force. A basic dis­
tinction is made between personal larceny 
and household larceny. 

Marital status-Each household member 
is assigned to one of the following categor­
ies: (1) Married, which includes persons in 
common-law unions and those parted tem­
porarily for reasons other than marital dis­
cord (employment, military service, etc.); 
(2) Separated and divorced. Separated in­
cludes married persons who have a legal 
separation or have parted because of mari­
tal discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never 
married, which includes those whose only 
marriage has been annulled and those liv- . 
ing together (excluding common-law 
unions). 

Metropolitan area-Abbreviation for 
"Standard. metropolitan statistical area 
(SMSA)," defined below. 

Motor vehicle-Includes· automobiles, 
trucks, motorcycles, and any other motor­
ized vehicles legillly allowed on public roads 
and highways. 

Motor vehicle theft-Stealing or unau­
thorized taking of a motor vehicle, includ­
ing attempts at such acts. 

Nonmetropolitan area-A locality not 
situated within an SMSA. The category 
covers a variety of localities, ranging from 
sparsely inhabited rural areas to cities of 
fewer than 50,000 popUlation. 

Non-Hispanic-Persons who report 
their culture or origin as other than "His­
panic," defined ab9ve. The distinction is 
made regardless of race. 

Nonstranger-With respect to crimes 
entailing direct contact between victim and 
offender, victimizations (or incidents) are 
classified as having involved nonstrangers if 
victim and offender either are related, well 
known to, or casually acquainted with one 
another. In crimes involving a mix of stran­
ger and nonstranger offenders, the events 
are classified under nonstranger. The distinc­
tion between stranger and nonstranger 
crimes is not made for personal larceny with­
out contact, an offense in which victims 
tarely see the offender. -

Offender-The perpetrator of a crime; 
the c.:;rm generally is applied in relation to 
crimes entailing contact between victim and 
offender. 

OfJense-A crime; with respect to per­
sonal crimes, the two terms can be used 
interchangeably irrespective of whether the 
applicable uni" of measure is a victimization 
or an incident. 

Outside central cities-See "Surburban 
area," below. 

Personal crimes-Rape, robbery of 
persons, assault, personal larceny with con­
tact, or personal larceny without contact. 
Includes both completed and attempted acts. 

Personal crimes of theCt-Theft or at­
tempted theft of property or cash by stealth, 
either with contact (but without force or 
threat of force) or without direct contact 
between victim and offender. Equh,,;!i-ent to 
personal larceny. 

Personal crimes of violence-Rape, 
robbery of persons, or assault. Includes both 
completed anti attempted acts. Always in­
volves contact between the victim and 
offender. 

Personal larceny---':Equivalent to per­
sonal crimes of theft. A distinction is made 
between personal larceny with contact and 
personal larceny without contact. 

Personal larceny with contact-Theft of 
purse, wallet, or cash by stealth directly 
from the person of the victim, but without 
force or the threat of force. Also includes 
attempted purse snatching. 

Personal larceny witJiout contact-Theft 
or attempted theft, }yithout direct contact 
between victim and o(fender, of property or 
cash from any place ot.her than the victim's 
home or its immediate vicinity. The prop­
erty need not be strictly personal in nature; 
the act is distinguished from household lar­
ceny .solely by place of occurrence·;i~.,xam­
pies of personal larceny without contact 
include the theft of a briefcase or umbrella 
from a restaurant, a portable radio from the 
beach, clothing from an automobile parked 
in a shopping center, a bicycle from a 
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schoolground, food from a shopping Cart 
in front of a supermarket, etc. In rare cases, 
the victim sees the offender during the 
commission of the act. 

Physical Injury-The term is applicable 
to each of the three personal crimes of vio­
lence, although data on the proportion of 
rapes resulting in victim injury were not 
available during the preparation of this 
report. For personal robbery and attempted 
robbery with injury, a distinction is made 
between injuries from "serious" and "minor" 
assault. Examples of injuries from serious 
assault include broken bones, loss of teeth, 
internal injuries, and loss of consciousness, 
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or 
more days of hospitalization; injuries from 
minor assault include bruises, black eyes, 
cuts, scratches, and swelling, or undeter­
mined injuries requiring less than 2 days of 
hospitalization. For assaults resulting in vic­
tim injury, the degree of harm governs clas­
sification of the event. The same elements 
of injury applicable to robbery with injury 
from serious assault also pertain to aggra­
vated assault with injury; similarly, the same 
types of injuries applicable to robbery with 
injury from minor assault are relevant to 
simple assault with injury. 

Race-Determined by the interviewer 
upon observation, and asked only about 
persons not related to the head or house­
hold who were not present at the time of 
interview. The racial categories distinguished 
are white, black, and other, The category 
"other" consists mainly of American Indians 
and persons of Asian ancestry. 

Rape-Carnal knowledge through the 
use of force or the threat of force, including 
attempts. Statutory rape (without force) is 
excluded. Includes both heterosexual and 
homosexual rape. 

R.te of victimization-See "Victimiza­
tion rate, to below. 

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

Robbery with injury-Completed or at­
tempted theft from a person, accompanied 
by an attack, either with or without a wea­
pon, resulting in injury. An injury is classi­
fied as resulting from a serious assault, 
irrespective of the extent of injury, if a 
weapon was used in the commission of the 
crime or, if not, when the extent of the 
injury was either ,serious (e.g., broken 
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of 
'Consciousness) or undetermined but requir­
ing 2 or more day~ of hospitalization. An 
injury is classified as resulting from a minor 
assault when the extent of the injury was 
minor (e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts, 
scratches, swelling) or undetermined but re­
quiring less than 2 days of hospitalization. 

~~----,.------ --.-~--

Robbe.'" without injury-Theft or at­
tempted theft from a person, accompanied 
by force or the threat of force, either with 
or without a weapon, but not resulting in 
injury. 

Simple assault-Attack without a weapon 
resulting either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, 
black eyes, cuts, scratches, swelling) or in 
undetermined injury requiring less than 2 
days of hospitalization. Also includes at­
tempted assault without a weapon. 

St.ndard metropolit.n st.tistic.1 area 
(SMSA)-Except in the New England 
States, a standard metropolitan statistical 
area is a county or group of contiguous 
counties that contains at least one city of 
50,000 inhabitants or more, or "twin cities" 
with a combined population of at least 
50,000. In addition to the county, or coun­
ties, containing such a city or cities, contig­
uous counties are included in an SMSA if, 
according to certain criteria, they are 
socially and economically integrated with 
the central city. In the New England States, 
SMSAs consist of towns and cities instead 
of counties. Each SMSA must include at 
least one central city, and the complete title 
of an SMSA identifies the central city or 
cities. 

Stranger-With respect to crimes entail­
ing direct contact between victim and of­
fender, victimizations (or incidents) are 
classified as involving strangers if the victim 
so stated, or did not see or recognize the 
offender, or knew the offender only by sight. 
In crimes involving a mix of stranger and 
nonstranger offeflders, the events are classi­
fied under nonstranger. The distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is 
not made for personal larceny without con­
tact, an offense in which victims rarely see 
the offender. 

Suburban are.-The county, or coun­
ties, containing a central city, plus any con­
tiguous counties that are linked socially and 
economically to the central city. On data 
tables, suburban areas are categorized as 
those portions of metropolitan areas situated 
"outside central cities." 

Tenure-Two forms of household ten­
ancy are distinguished: (1) Owned, which 
includes dwellings being bought through 
mortgage, and (2) Rented, which also in­
cludes rent-free quarters belonging to a 
party other than the occupant and situations 
where rental payments are in kind or in 
services. 

Unlawful entry-A form of burglary com­
mitted by someone having no legal right to 
be on the premises even though force is not 
used. 

Victim-The recipient of a criminal act; 
usually used in relation to personal crimes, 
but also applicable to households. 

Victimization-A specific criminal act as 
it affects a single victim, whether a person 
or household. In criminal acts against per­
sons, the number of victimizations is deter-

mined by the number of victims of such 
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimiza­
tions is somewhat higher than the number 
of incidents because more than one individ­
ual is victimized during certain incidents, as 
well as because personal victimizations that 
occurred in conj;:;)ction with commercial 
crimes are not cou!1ted as incidents of per­
sonal crime. Each criminal act against a 
household is assumed to involve a single 
viztim, the affected household. . 

Victinaization rate-For crimes against 
persons, the victimization rate, a measure 
of occurrence among popUlation groups at 
risk, is computed on the basis of the number 
of victimizations per 1,000 resident popula- . 
tion age 12 and over. For crimes against 
households, victimization rates are calcula­
ted on the basis of the number of incidents 
per 1,000 households. 

Victimize-To perpetrate a crime against 
a person or household. 
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