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Preface

This report on trends in crime from 1973
through 1979 is based on-data obtained
from the National Crime Survey, a con-
tinuing survey of individuals residing in a
representative sample of some 60,000
houscholds across the United States, It
shows trends in victimization rates for
selected major crimes and examines in
more detail burglary patterns associated
with a number of demographic variables,
Since 1972, the National Crime Survey has
been conducted for the Bureay of Justice
Statistics or its predecessor, the National
Criminal Justice Information and Statistics
Service of the Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration, by the U.S. Bureay of the
Census,

The National Crime Survey focuses on
certain personal and household crimes,
whether completed or attempted, that are
of major concern to the public and to law
enforcement authorities, The personal
crimes are rape, robbery, assault, and lar-
ceny, and the houschold crimes are bur-
glary, larceny, and motor vehicle theft,!

The findings are described in the first
part of this report, along with charts that
depict significant trends, The data tables in
Appendix 1 provide the basis for the de-
scriptive analysis. Tables on 1978 (o 1979
change, which are comparable with those
on year-to-year change in previous reports,
may be found in Appendix 1. Appendix
I explains the sample design, sources of
nonsampling etror, the estimation proce-
dure, and the computation of standard
errors,

All data in this report are estimates, sub-
ject to errors arising from the fact that they
are based on a sample survey rather than
on a complete census and to errors in data
collection and processing. Unless qualified,
comparisons of two or more numbers met
the statistical test that the dilferences were
equal to at least 2.0 standard errors, or, in

——

'Delinitions of these crimes do not necessirily cone
torm to any Federal or State statutes, which vary cons
siderably. They are, however, compatible with conven.
tional usage and with the delinitions used by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation in its annual publica-
tion Crime i the United States, Unifurm Crime
Reports, Reler to the Glossary at the end of this report
for defimtions of the crimes and ather terms used in the
text

other words, that differences of this size
would be produced by sampling variability
5 percent of the time, at most, Such differ-
ences are considered to be statistically sig-
nificant and most statements about them
are categorical, Statements qualificd by
such phrases as “less conclusive” and “mar-
ginal” have met the statistical test that the
differences were between 1.6 and 2.0 stand-
ard crrors, or that differences of this size
would be produced by sampling variability
10 percent of the time, at most,

The victimization rates in this report are
calculated, in all but a few cases, on the
basis of 1,000 persons age 12 and over or
1,000 households, Rates are used because
the amount of crime and the total number
of people or houscholds usually do not
change in the same way.

Most of the comparisons are between a
victimization rate for a specific crime in
one year and its rate in another year, These
comparisons are either for types of crime
or, in the case of burglary, for houscholds
characterized by various demographic
attributes, such as those with annual
incomes of under $7,500, houscholds in
nonmetropolitan arcas, one-person house-
holds, ete. No statement is made with
regard to the relative size of a change in the
rate for one erime as compared with that
for another, and none is implicd,

Two kinds of trends have been identified
in this report  those that move basically in
one direction for at Jeast 3 years (up to the
maximum of 7 years and usually including
1979) and those that move both up and
down over the 7-year period. In determin-
ing the duration of an upward or down-
ward trend, preference was given to the
longest period for which a significant
change was observed, Thus, a trend from
1973 to 1979 was selected over one of
shorter duration even though the percent
change for the former might be at a lower
level of statistical significance, The change
between the beginning and end of a period
of increase or decrease i always statistically
significant, but the intermediate points may
not necessarily differ from one another,
and occasionally may lic outside the gen-
eral direction of the trend, “Apparent®
changes are ones that, from inspection of
the charts, seem to indicate change but are
not statistically significant and are so de-
scribed in the text,

—
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Summary findings

Personal crimes of violence

s Assault was the only erime of violence
to show a significant trend from 1973 to
1979 - un increase in victimization rates
primarily in simple assault,

o Robbery, in contrast, declined from
1974 to 1979 with the downward trend evi-
dent in robbery without injury, the less
serious form of the crime,

o Rape, the least frequent of the three
violent erimes, exhibited no significant
trend.

Personal crimes of theft

o Personal lareeny without contact, the
mote common of the crimes of theft, rose
from 1973 to 1977 and fell from 1977 to
1979,

o Larcenies under $50 declined overall,
but those valued from $50 $99 and $100 or
mote displayed increasing rates, probably
caused in large part by inflation,

o Attempted purse snatching declined
from 1973 to 1979, the only type of per-
sonal larceny with contact to display a
trend,

Household crimes

o ‘The rate for household larceny rose
about 25 percent from 1973 to 1979, with
the increase concentrated in the years (973
to 1974 and 1978 to 1979,

o Houschold larcenies increased regard-
less of the amount of loss, but those valued
at $50 or more inereased more rapidly,

o Based on the number of vehicles
owned, motor vehicle thefts showed a
decline from 1973 to 1979,

¢ Burglary rates fell about 8 percent
{rom 1973 to 1979, with significant declines
in both forms of forcible entry and a less
conclusive deerease in unlawful entry with-
out force,

e Houscholds headed by persons age
20 34 and 65 and over had lower burglary
rites in 1979 than in 1973,

o The clearest rate declines by level of
family income were in the two highest
brackets, $15,000-$24,599 and $25,000 and
over,

o Owners and renters had declining rates
for burglary, with the trend for the former
extending over the entire period.

o Burglary rates for residents of central
cities and suburban areas decreased from
1973 to 1979, but there was no trend for
persons living in nonmetropolitan arcas,

o One-person houscholds were the
fustest growing of four categories of house-
hold size; they also had consistent declines
in total burglary rates and in those for its
components,

o Males living by themselves and those
living exclusively with nonrelatives expe-
rienced falling burglary rates over the 1973
10 1979 period, Females living alone dis-
played no trends, 'The only other houschold
composition group with declining rates was
that consisting of husbands and wives.



General trends
in crime

Only three of the major categories of
erime measured by the National Ctime
Survey (NCS) registered significant changes
over the 7 years for which data have been
collected, Two crimes, assault and house-
hold larceny, had higher victimization rates
in 1979 than in 1973, the first year of the
survey. In contrast, burglary was reported
at a lower rate in 1979 than in 1973, ‘The
other major crimes included in the
survey-—rape, personal robbery, personal
larceny with and without contact, and
motor vehicle theft—displayed no overall
trends during this period, but some of them
showed movement over shorter time spans,
In addition, subcategories of all the NCS
crimes occasionally revealed trends that
were later cancelled out when the data were
combined into general categories.

The analysis that follows shows trends in
victimization rates for the major crimes
measured by the NCS and for their princi-
pal components, Following this discussion,
there is an in-depth examination of trends
in burglary, the only major crime to decline
over the period under study,

Assault: Victimization rates, 1973-79
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Personal crimes
of violence

Assault

Assault is the most frequently occurring
of the NCS violent crimes and the only one
of the three to show a significant trend
across the entire 1973 79 period. Over
these years, the rate for all assaults rose
about 9 percent, This increase was concen-
trated in simple assault, the less serious
form of the crime, Both subcategories of
simple assault. - that with injury and
attempted assault without a weapon
displayed higher rates in 1979 than in 1973,
Assaults by strangers recorded a similar
pattern, but the rise for simple assault with
injury was less conclusive and was only
from 1974 to 1979, Nonstranger assaults
also generally rose during the period. For
example, there was some indication of an
overall increase in total assaults by non-
strangers between 1974 and 1979, as well as
a rise in simple assault with injury over the
entire 7-year period. ‘The rate for attempted
assault without a weapon was higher in
1978 than in 1973; an apparent drop
between 1978 and 1979 was not significant,
Running counter to the other trends in
assanlt was some indication of a 1973 79
decline in attempted assault with a
weapon & form of aggravated assault
among nonstrangers,




Robbery: Victimization rates, 1973-79

Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 and over
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Robbery

Trends in personal robbery were more
likely to be declines than increases, in con-
trast to what was observed for assault,
There was no general trend over the entire
197379 period, but the robbery rate
declined after 1974, despite an apparent but
not significant rise between 1978 and 1979,
As with assault, the less serious but more
common [orm of robbery, that without
injury, reflected this trend with a significant
drop between 1974 and 1979, Robberies by
strangers were more frequent than those by
nonstrangers, ‘Trends in stranger-to-
stranger robberies were similar to those for
all robberies: falling victimization rates
from 1974 to 1979 in the total and in those
situations where no injury was involved, In
addition, there was a decrease in the rate
for robberies with injury from serious
assault for the entire 197379 period,
Among cases in which offenders vietimized
persons who were known to them, there
was & rising trend from 1973 to 1978~ both
for all robberics and marginally for those
without injury, In both cases, apparent
declines from 1978 to 1979 were not
significant,

Rape

Rupe, considered the most serious of the
three crimes of violence measured by the
NCS, oceurs much less frequently than
cither of the other two, Because of its
rarity, it is difficult to find significant
trends in the survey data, Confining the
analysis to female vietims, there were no
significant trends in total rapes or in com-
pleted or attempted rapes, There was, how-
ever, some indication of an increase in non-
stranger rapes between 1973 and 1979, On
the other hund, the rate for attempted
rapes by strangers declined over the same
period, but this trend was of marginal
significance,

Parsonal larceny without contact:
Victimization rates, 1973-79

Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 and over
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Personal crimes
of theft

Larceny without contact

Personal crimes of theft encompass both

larceny without contact and larceny with
contact, The former crime, by far the more
prevalent of the two, involves the stealin.g
of cash or property, away from the vicinity
of the victim's home and without direct
contact between victim and offender, The
rate {or this crime rose from 1973 to 1977
and then dropped between 1977 and 1979;
its rate in 1979 was about what it had been
in 1973,

An examination of the value of loss suf-
fered by victims of personal Inrceny with-
out contact reveals contrasting trends in
victimization rates, Larcenies under $50
declined from 1973 to 1979, but thefts og‘
$50 or more increased, nearly doubling in
the case of those valued at $100 or more.
Since the Consumer Price Index rose about
60 percent over the same period, it is not
clear whether the fewer theft losses under
$50 were a consequence of the rising price
level or represented a shift in the value of
property stolen, It is not possible to give a
definitive answer, but it is likely that infla-
tion caused much of the change in the
value of goods taken,

Attempted larcenies without contact,
which average about 7 percent of all per-
sonal larcenies, rose and fell over the
period in a pattern toughly similar to that
for all larcenies except that the peak year
was 1976 rather than 1977,

Larceny with contact

Personal larceny with contact, which
consists of purse snatching and pocket
picking, makes up a very small portion of
personal crimes of theft, averaging about 3
victimizations per 1,000 population a year,
The only significant trend was a declining
rate for attempted purse snatching from
1973 to 1979,




Household larceny: Victimization rates, 1973-79

Rate per 1,000 households
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Household crimes

Household larceny
'The houschold larceny rate rose by

about 25 peccent between 1973 and 1979,
The annual figures reveal a trend that rose
from 1973 to 1975, declined from there to
1978, and then reversed direction, rising
sharply between 1978 and 1979, There was
some indication of an overall rate increase
for houschold larcenies under $50 between
1973 and 1979, in contrast to the declining
trend for the less costly persenal larcenics,
Closer scrutiny shows that the pattern for
houschold larcenies under $50 corre-
sponded to that for all housshold larcenics
by rising, falling, and then rising again, but
the first peak was in 1974 rather than 1975,
"The rates for larcenies in the $50-$99 and
$100 or more categories increased svbstan-
tially over the period under study; the latter
more than doubled, As with personal lar-
cenies, these trends demonstrate the influ-
ence of inflation and a probable shift
toward more costly losses, In 1973, larce-
nies under $50 accounted for about 72 per-
cent of all completed larcenies where an
estimate of the amount of loss was
obtained, but this proportion had declined
to 61 percent by 1979,

Motor vehicle theft: Victimization rates, 197379
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Motor vehicle thett
The motor vehicle theft rate was lower in
1979 than in 1975, There was some indica-
tion of a decrease in attempted thefts over
the same period, but completed thefts dis
played n marginal increase from 1976 to
1979, after falling from 1973 to 1976, When
rates for motor vehicle theft were com-
puted on the basis of the number of motor
vehicles owned, rather than on the number
of houscholds, a somewhat different picture
emerged. Because there are more motor
vehicles than houscholds, these rates were
lower. The number of motor vehicles
owned rose more rapidly than the number
of houscholds, producing a clear decline in
the rate for motor vehicle theft over the
entire 197379 period=-on the ordcrlof 18
percent, This decrease was r_eﬂcttcd in sim«
ilar trends for both completions and
attempts,




Household burglary: Victimization rates, 1973-79

Rate per 1,000 households
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Burglary

‘Burglary was the only NCS measured
crime to show a significant downward
trend across the entire 1973-79 period,
decrcgsmg about 8 percent, This decline
was mirrored in the rates for the compo-
nents of this crime—forcible entry (both
complet.ed and attempted) and unlawful
entry without force—all of which decreased
between 1973 and 1979, but the decline for
unla}vful entry was marginal, A more
detailed examination of burglary trends

related to selected demographic variables
follows,

Household burglary: Victimization rates,
by age of head of household, 1973-79

Rate per 1,000 households
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Age of head of household

Households headed by persons 2034
years old and 65 and over, which had large
relative increases in their number from
1973 to 1979 (22 and 18 percent, respec-
tively), both registered declines in burglary
victimization rates over the same period,
The only other age group to exhibit signifi-
cant change were 35-49-year-old house-
holders, who had marginally lower rates in
1979 than in 1975, With regard to the
components of burglary, there were
downward trends in all three categories
among houscholds headed by persons
20-34, but these changes varied in duration
from 4 to 6 years, For clderly house-
holders, declining rates were observed in
completed and attempted forcible entry,




Household burglary: Victimization rates,
by annual family income level, 1973-79

l1=1ate per 1,000 households
10

I B I f ! 1
$25,000+
106 |-
Less than
100+ 7,500
$15,000-
95 |- $25,000
Total
%0 |-
85 1 ),
80 b
$7,500-815,000
7% b
70 | | | 1 i | ]
73 74 75 76 77 78 79

Family income level

Family income rose rapidly from 1973 to
1979, largely because of inflation, The
number of families reporting yearly
incomes under $15,000 declined over this
period, but the number earning from
$15,000 to $25,000 nearly doubled, and
families above $25,000 increased almost
fourfold, The clearest declines in burglary
rates occurred in these two upper income
categories. For families with incomes
between $15,000 and $25,000, the rates
dropped across the entire period for all
burglaries and for each of the subcatego-
rics, Families in the highest income group
exhibited a decrease from 1973 to 1979 in
both the overall burglary rate and in
unlawful entry, but the decline was limited
to the 1975-79 period for attempted forci-
ble entry. There was no significant change
in completed forcible entry.

Burglary victimization rates for black
households were generally higher than
those for whites ini five of the six income
groups,! but the only income category of
black families to show any change in total
burglary was the $3,000 to $7,500 group,
the rate for which dropped from 1974 to
1979. Completed forcible entry was the
only type of burglary where blacks had sig-
nificant declines in most income categories.
White familics displayed a similar pattern
to that for all families, with declines in the
upper income brackets. One exception to
the general decline in burglary victimiza-
tion occurred among white householders—
an increase from 1973 to 1979'in the
income groups between $10,000 and
§15,000.

There were too few black houscholds with incomes
of $25,000 and above to make meaningful comparisons,

Household burglary: Victimization rates,
by form of household tenure, 1973-79

Rate per 1,000 households

150 T T T I ‘
135 -
Rented
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Total
80 — \
Owned
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Form of household tenure .

Owners usually have lower burglary vic-
timization rates than do those who rent
their living quarters, Both owners and rent-
ers shared in the decline of burglary rates
across the 1973-79 period, but the down-
ward trend for those in rental housing
began in 1974, Among the components of
burglary, attempted forcible entry and
unlawful entry declined for owners in the
period under consideration, but the drop in
the latter crime was not conclusive. Renters
reported a decrease from 1974 to 1979 in
completed forcible entry. A decline in
untawful entry from 1973 to 1976 was fol-
lowed by an apparent, but not sigmﬁcant,
increase, There was some indication of an
increase in attempted forcible entry victimi-
zations of renters over the same 1973 to
1976 period, but the subsequent decline
was not significant,




Household burglary: Victimization rates,
by place of residence, 1973-79

Rate per 1,000 households

150 ! ! ! l l | |
135 |~

120 |- Central clties

106 |~

Total

Suburban areas

7% -
Metropolitan areas
/\//
60 e
45
30
16 -
o L] I L |
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Place of residence

Where people live is related directly to
the degrece to which they experience bur-
glary victimizations, Residents of the cen-
tral cities of metropolitan arcas have the
highest rates, those in the suburban por-
tions of these areas have somewhat lower
rates, and persons living in small cities,
towns, and rural areas have the lowest rates
of all, From 1973 to 1979, there was no
significant change in the overall burglary
victimization rate in the nonmetropolitan
areas, nor in any of the subcategorics of
that crime. In the metropolitan areas, de-
clining rates were evident across the period
for both central cities as a group and their
suburban sectors, Within metropolitan
areas, divided into four categories bused on
the size of the central city, falling rates were
general, except in the suburbs of cities with
174 to 1/2 million population, where the
overall rate for burglary rose between 1973
and 1978, Mcaningful declines were largely
confined to the two types of forcible entry.

Household burglary: Victimization rates,

by number of persons in household, 1973-79

Rate per 1,000 households
120

| i | |

8 or more persons
116 =
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100 -
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Total
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Size of houschold

One of the most notable demographic
changes in recent years has been the rate of
houschold growth, which has exceeded that
of the population as a whole, Not only has
household formation risen, but the number
of one-person houscholds has gone up sub-
stantially, During the period covered by
this report, the number of households rose
about 13 percent, but the increase in one-
person houscholds approached 29 percent.
These same households had consistent
declines in total burglary rates and in those
for its components, with the trend extend-
ing over the entire 1973-79 period, except
for attempted forcible entry, where the
decrease started in 1976,

When size of houschold is examined in
conjunction with four categorics of family
income, the pattern of decline in burglary
against onc-person houscholds persisted in
all categorics, except for houscholds in the
highest income bracket ($25,000 and over).
Falling rates in single-person households
were evident over the entire period, except
for those in the $15,000-$25,000 income
class, where the trend ended in 1978, An
apparent reversal between 1978 and 1979
was not significant, This income bracket
was the only one to have meaningful
decreases in victimizations for each cate-
gory of family size for the 1973 to 1979
period, with the minor exception (as noted
above) for one-person households,

13
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Household burglary: Victimization rates,
by composition of selected types of households, 1973-79

Rate por 1,000 houscholds
300
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Household composition

‘The decline previously observed in the
burglary rate for one-person houscholds
was concentrated in those headed by males;
there were no trends of note among lone
female householders, who consistently have
below-average rates for burglary, Men liv-
ing alone and those living exclusively with
nonrelatives were the only groups to dis-
play significant declines in all subcategories
of burglary, although the trends for
attempted forcible entry did not extend
over the full 1973-79 period. In most cases,
the latter group, along with houscholds
headed by women with children under 12,
had higher than average victimization rates
among the various categories of houschold
composition, These female-headed house-
holds experienced a decline in overall bur-
glary rates from 1974 to 1979 and lower
rates across the entire period for completed
forcible entry. Houscholds consisting only
of husbands and wives, which had below
average victimization rates, registered a
decline between 1973 and 1979, Families
with a mixture of teenage and younger
children living with both parents had lower
rates in 1979 than in 1973, but the decrease
was marginal,

Appendix |

Survey data tables,
1973-79 trends

The statistien! data tables in this uppendix
contain selected data for the United States from
tl‘;c National Crime Survey for the years 1973 to

79,

o ‘Tables 1-8 present data on the number of vie-
timizations and on victimization rates for crimes
against persons and households,

® ‘Tables 9-14 provide information on trends in
victimization rates for residential burglary
related to various characteristics of the
houschold.

All statistical data gathered by the survey are
estimates, which vary in their degree of relinbil-
ity and are subject to crrors associated with the
fact that they were developed from a sample
survey rather than a complete enumeration, The
constraints on interpretation and other uses of
these data, as well as guidelines for determining
their reliability, are set forth in Appendix 111,
The stundard error of the change in rates
between any 2 years may be determined from
the formulas given in Appendix 111, As a gen-
eral rule, estimates based on about 10 or fewer
sample cases have been considered unreliable,
Such estimates, qualified by footnotes to the
tables, were not used for analytical purposes.
The minimum reliable estimates are 12,000 for
all tables,

Each table also cottains estimates of the size
of every relevant group upon which the rates are
based, These estimates reflect adjustments to
independent estimates of the population,

List of tables:
1973-79

Trends in the number and rate of victimizations
for females age 12 and over.

Rape
I, By victim-offender relationship, 17
Trends in the number and rate of victimizations
for persons age 12 and over~
Personal crimes
2, Personal robbery by victim-offender
relationship, /8
3. Assault by victim-offender relation-
ship, 19
4. Personal larceny with contact, 20
5. Personal larceny without contact, 20
Trends in the number and rate of victimizations--
Household crimes
6. Houschold burglary, 2/
7. Houschold larceny, 2/
8. Motor vehicle theft, 22
Trends in victimization rates---
Household burglary
9. By age of head of household, 23
10. By annual family income and race of
head of houschold, 25
|1, By form of houschold tenure, 29
12, By place of residence, 30
13, By number of persons in household
and annual family income, 32
14. By houschold composition, 36



Table 1 (1973-79 trends)

Rape: Number and rate of victimizations for females age 12
and over, by victim-offender relationship

(Rate por 1,000 fomales ape 12 and over)

Victim~of fander

telationship and year Total Completed Attemptod
All rapes
1973 (85,758,000)
Number 152,000 44,000 107,000
Rate 1.8 0.5 1.2
1974 (87,094,000)
Number 159,000 48,000 111,000
Rate 1.8 0.6 13
1975 (88,439,000)
Numbar 146,000 57,000 89,000
Rate 1.7 0.6 1.0
1976 (89,572,000)
Number 129,000 38,000 92,000
Rate 1.4 0.4 1.0
1977 (90,696,000)
Number 142,000 53,000 89,000
Rate 1.6 0.6 1.0
1978 (91,838,000)
Number 153,000 42,000 110,000
Rate 1.7 0.5 1.2
1979 €92,931,000)
Numbar 171,000 65,000 107,000
Rate 1.8 0.7 1.2
Stranger rapes
Number 123,000 34,000 89,000
Rate 1ed 0.4 1.0
1974
Number 118,000 31,000 86,000
Rate 1.4 0.4 1.0
1975
Number 101,000 34,000 66,000
Rate lol 0.& 007
1976
Number 88,000 22,000 66,000
Rate 1.0 0.3 0.7
1977
Number 93,000 35,000 57,000
Rate 1.0 0.4 0.6
1578
Number 104,000 27,000 77,000
Rate 1.1 . .
1979
Number 104,000 36,000 68,000
Rate lnl Oo“ 0~7
Nonstranger rapes
1973
Numbey 29,000 10,000 19,000
Rate 0.3 0.1 0.2
1974
Number 42,000 18,000 24,000
Rate 0.5 0.2 0.3
1975
Number 46,000 23,000 22,000
Rate 0.5 0.3 0.3
1976
Number 41,000 16,000 25,000
Rate 0.5 0.2 0.3
1977
Number 49,000 17,000 31,000
Rate 0.5 0.2 0s3
1978
Number 48,000 16,000 33,000
Rate 0.5 0.2 0.4
1979
Number 67,000 29,000 38,000
Rate 0.7 0,3 0.4

NOTE: Detall may not add to total becauss of rounding. Population figures are shown
in parentheses.

Preceding page blank




Table 2 (197379 tronds)

Personal tobbery: Number and rate of victimizations for persons
age 12 and over, by victim-offender relationship

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

With intury

Victim~of fander From serioua From minor
relationship'and year Total assault assault Without {njury
ALl robberies
1973 (164,363,000}
Number 1,108,000 215,000 171,000 723,000
Rate 6.7 1.3 1.0 bod
1974 (167,058,000)
Number 1,199,000 220,000 171,000 807,000
Rate 7.2 1.3 1.0 4.8
1975 (169,671,000)
Number 1,147,000 213,000 149,000 785,000
Rate 6.8 1.3 0.9 beb
1976 (171,901,000)
Number 1,111,000 176,000 185,000 750,000
Rate ) 6.5 1.0 1.1 [
1977 (174,093,000)
Number 1,083,000 215,000 172,000 697,000
Rate 6. . 1.0 4.0
1978 (176,215,000)
Number 1,038,000 179,000 151,000 708,000
Rate 5.9 1.0 0.9 &.0
1979 (178,284,000)
Number 1,116,000 203,000 178,000 735,000
Rate 6.3 1.1 1.0 4,1
Stranger robberies
Number 949,000 193,000 134,000 623,000
Rate 5.8 1.2 0.8 3.8
1974
Number 1,017,000 189,000 135,000 692,000
Rate 6‘1 1-1 008 4.1
1975
Number 976,000 168,000 131,000 677,000
Rate 5.8 1.0 0.8 4.0
1976
, Number 909,000 139,000 147,000 623,000
Rate 5.3 0.8 0.9 3.6
1977
Number 849,000 171,000 120,000 558,000
Rate 4.9 1.0 0.7 3.2
1978
Number 800,000 137,000 110,000 552,000
Rate 445 0.8 0.6 3.1
1979
Number 899,000 159,000 136,000 605,000
Rate 5.1 0.9 0.8 344
Nonstranger robberics
1973
Number 159,000 22,000 37,000 99,000
Rate 1.0 0.1 0.2 0.6
1974
Number 182,000 31,000 36,000 114,000
Rate 1.1 0.2 0.2 0.7
1975
Number 171,000 44,000 18,000 109,000
Rate 1.0 0.3 0.1 0.6
1976
Number 202,000 37,000 38,000 127,000
Rate 1.2 0.2 0.2 0.7
1977
Number 234,000 43,000 52,000 139,000
Rate 1.3 0.3 0.3 0.8
1978
Number 239,000 42,000 41,000 156,000
Rate 14 0.2 . 0.9
1979
Number 216,000 44,000 42,000 130,000
Rate 1.2 0.3 0.2 0.7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. Population £igures are shown

in parentheses.
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Table 3 (1973-79 trends)

Assault: Number and rate of victimizations for persons age 12

and over, by victim-offender relationship

{Rate por 1,000 population ape 12 and over)

cuam

Agpravated Simple
Victim~of fandor With Attempted With Attempted
relationship and year Total injury with weapon injury without weapon
All assaults
1973 (164,363,000) ,
Numbar 4,087,000 507,000 1,147,000 615,000 1,817,000
Rate 24,9 3.1 7.0 3.7 1.1
1974 (167,058,000)
Rumber 4,148,000 559,000 1,177,000 593,000 1,820,000
Rate 24.8 3.3 7.0 3.6 10.9
1975 (169,671,000) ;
Number 4,272,000 557,000 1,074,000 701,000 1,939,000
Rate 25:2 33 6.3 bl 11.4
1976 (171,901,000)
Number 4,344,000 589,000 1,107,000 692,000 1,957,000
Rate 25,3 34 644 4.0 1.4
1977 (174,093,000)
Number 4,664,000 541,000 1,196,000 756,000 2,170,000
Rate 2648 3.1 6.9 443 12,5
1978 (176,215,000)
Number 4,732,000 577,000 1,131,000 756,000 2,268,000
Rate 26.9 3.3 () 443 12,9
1979 (178,284,000)
Number 4,851,000 599,000 1,170,000 795,000 2,287,000
Rate 27.2 3.4 6.6 4.5 .
Stranger agr ults
1973
Number 2,460,000 286,000 738,000 304,000 1,133,000
Rate 15.0 1.7 45 1.9 609
1974
Number 2,518,000 338,000 795,000 274,000 1,111,000
Rate 15,1 2.0 4.8 . 6.7
1975
Number 2,545,000 334,000 729,000 318,000 1,164,000
Rate 15.0 2,0 . 1.9 6.9
1976
Number 2,590,000 331,000 730,000 326,000 1,204,000
Rate 15.1 1.9 443 1.9 7.0
1977
Number 2,768,000 307,000 786,000 363,000 1,312,000
Rate 15.9 1.8 heS 2.1 7.5
1978 ;
Number 2,820,000 339,000 761,000 357,000 1,364,000
Rate 16.0 1.9 43 2.0 1.7
1979
Number 2,948,000 327,000 799,000 375,000 1,447,000
Rate 16.5 1.8 heS 2.1 8.1
Nonstranger assaults
1973
Number 1,627,000 221,000 410,000 312,000 684,000
Rate 9.9 14 2.5 1.9 A2
1974 )
Number 1,631,000 221,000 382,000 319,000 711,000
Rate 9.8 1. 2,3 1.9 ’
1975
Number 1,727,000 223,000 345,000 383,000 775,000
Rate 10,2 1.3 2.0 2.3 .
1976
Number 1,753,000 258,000 377,000 366,000 753,000
Rate 10,2 1.5 2,2 . hod
1977
Number 1,896,000 234,000 411,000 393,000 * 858,000
Rate 0. 1.4 2.4 2.3 .
1978
Number 1,911,000 238,000 370,000 399,000 904,000
Rate 10.9 1.4 2.1 2.3 5.1
1979
Number 1,903,000 272,000 371,000 420,000 840,000
Rate 10,7 1.5 2.1 24 547

NOTE: Detail may not add to total because of rounding,

in parentheses.

Population £igures are shown



Table 4 (1073-79 {rends)

Personal larceny with contact:

for persons age 12 and over

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

Numbet and rate of victimizations

Purse_anatehing

Year Total Comploted Attempted pockat pleking
Kt B S
I L B
I T R S
P L T A
19§§22§§7“'093'000) 461,000 08,000 47,000 326,000
K B S B
£ B I

NOTE: Detall may not add to total becausa of rounding.
in parenthesas.

Table 5 (1673~79 trends)

parsonal larceny without contact:

for nersons age 12 and over

tRats par 1,000 population age 12 and over)

Number and ru.e of victimizations

Population figures are shown

Year

Total

Comploted

1. 38 than
550 $50-$99

$100 or
mora

Anount
not
available Attempted

1973 (164,363,000)
Number

Rate
1974 (167,058,000)
Number

Rate
1975 (169,671,000)
Humber

Rate
1976 (171,901,000)
Number

Rate
1977 (174,003,000)
Humber

Rate
1978 (176,215,000)
Number

Rate

1979 {178,284,000)
Nunber
Rate

14,466,000
88.0
15,369,000
92.0
15,770,000
929
16,022,000
93.2
16,472,000
946
16,501,000
93.6

15,871,000
89.0

9’87668?? 1.537.3?2
10.00853?3 1.78&5292
ooy Ly
S R
gy o
gy vy

8,677,000 2,140,000
48.7 12.0

1,790,000
10,9
2,235,000
134
2,556,000
151
3,051,000
17.8
3,097,000
17.8
3,234,000
18.4

3,383,000
19.0

331,000 932,000
2.0 5.7
371,000 971,000
2.2 53

381,000 1,092,000
2. (1]

456,000 1,207,000
‘7 7'5
508,000 1,167,000
2.9 6.7
499,000 1,155,000
2.8 6.6

750,000 922,000
442 5.2

NOTE: Detafl may not add to total because of rounding.
in parentheses.

Population £igures are shown

‘Table 6 (1073-79 irends)

Houschold burglary: Number and rate of victimizations

(Rate par 1,000 housoholds)

Foreible antry

Unlawful antry'

Yaar Total Completad Attemptad without foree
1973 (70,442,000)
tiumber 6,459,000 2,095,000 1,411,000 7,953,000
Rata 91.7 29,7 20,0 41,9
1974 (72,163,000)
Number 6,721,000 2,215,000 v 1,449,000 3,057,000
Rate 93.1 30.7 20.1 4244
1975 (73,560,000)
Number 6,744,000 2,274,000 1,490,000 2,980,000
Rata 91.7 30,9 20,3 4045
1976 (74,956,000)
Number 6,663,000 2,277,000 1,560,000 2,827,000
Rate 88.9 3044 20.8 37
1977 (76,412,000)
Number 6,765,00 2,300,000 1,503,000 2,962,000
Rate 88.5 30,1 1907 3808
1978 (77,980,000)
Numbar 6,704,00 2,200,000 1,588,000 2,916,000
Rate 86-0 28.2 20." .
1979 (79,499,000)
Numbar 6,685,000 2,156,000 1,420,000 3,109,000
Rate Blhl 27l) 9 9.1
NOTEt Datail may not add to total because of rounding. Household figures are shown
in parenthasas.
Table 7 (197370 trends)
Housshold larceny: Number and rate of victimizations
(Rate par 1,000 housaholds)
Completaed
Amount
Less than $100 or not
Year Total $50 $50-$99 mote available Attempted
1923 (70,442,000)
Number 7,537,00 4,841,000 988,000 909,000 264,000 536,000
Rate 107.0 68.7 14, 12,9 3.7 7.
1974 (72,163,000)
Number 8,933,000 5,684,000 1,151,000 1,220,000 298,000 580,000
Rate 123.8 78.8 16,0 16,9 41 8.0
1975 (73,560,000)
Numbax 9,223,000 5,653,000 1,215,000 1,516,000 280,000 $59,000
Rata 125.4 76.9 16,5 20.6 3.8 1.6
1976 (74,956,000)
Numbex 9,301,000 5,602,000 1,127,000 1,618,000 299,000 655,000
Rata 124,1 74,7 15.0 21.6 440 8.7
1977 (76,412,000)
Number 9,418,000 5,445,000 1,336,000 1,518,000 410,000 710,000
Rate 12303 71,3 17.5 19, 5.4 9.3
1978 (77,980,000)
Number 9,352,000 5,186,000 1,359,000 1,766,000 397,000 645,000
Rate 11909 1y l7." 22.6 5.1 8.3
1979 (79,499,000)
Number 10,630,000 8,725,000 1,513,000 2,154,000 562,000 676,000
Rate 133.7 72,0 19.0 27,1 7.1 8.5

NOTE: Detail may not add to total beacause of rounding.

in parentheses.

Household f£igures are shown
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Table 8 (1973-79 trends)
Motor vehicle theft: Number and rate of victimizations

{Rate per 1,000 housecholds or vehicles owned)

vehicles owned are shown in parentheses.

vehicles owned is always higher t
because the former includes all vict

The number of victimiza
han the corresponding figure based on hous
imlzations where a completed or attempted motor

Year Total Completed Attempted
Based on householdé)
70,442,000
19;3mb§ro: ' 1,344,000 890,000 454,202
Rate 19.1 12.6 .
72,163,000
lggﬁmbstz' 0002 1,358,000 866,000 493,000
Rate 18.8 12.0 .
73,560,000)
lggﬁmbgt T 1,433,000 920,000 513,308
Rate 19-5 12-5 .
4,956,000
1°§3mb§1 »956,000) 1,235,000 760,000 475,000
Rate . 10.1 6.3
76,412,000
Igglmbgr »412,000) 1,297,000 798,000 499,202
Rate 17.0 10.4 .
77,980,000
19;3mbér +980,000) 1,365,000 860,000 306,000
Rate 17.5 11.0 .5
79,499,000
lggzmbér +499,000) 1,393,000 920,000 473,000
Rate 17.5 11.6 5.9
Based on vehicles owged
3 (103,477,000
lggumbgt e 1,421,000 932,000 489,203
Rate 13.7 9.0 .
974  (108,102,000)
! ;:mbgr U 1,450,000 921,000 529,000
Rate 13.4 8.5 .9
111,606,000)
lggambgr T 1,519,000 979,000 540,200
Rate 13.6 8.8 .8
115,427,000)
19;3mb§r e 1,328,000 824,000 504,000
Rate ) 11.5 . .
121,177,000
IQ;Zmbgr e 1,384,000 855,000 529,000
Rate 11.4 . f
8 (126,865,000
lgéumbgt »869,000) 1,487,000 925,000 362,000
Rate 11.7 7.3 v
79 (132,341,000
lgszbgt )341,000) 1,490,000 983,000 307,000
Rate 11.3 . .8
NOTE: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. Household figures and number of

tions bhased on
eholds

vehicle theft occurrad, regardless of the final classification of the incident.

Table 9 (1973-79 trends)

Household burglary: Victimization rate,
by age of head of household

{Rate per 1,000 houscholds)

Forelble ontrey

Unlawful entry

Age of head of houschold Total Completed Attompted without foree
ALl ages
1973 (70,442,000) 91.7 29,7 20,0 41,9
1974 (72,163,000) 93.1 3047 2041 4244
1975 (73,560,000) 91.7 30.9 2043 40.5
1976 (74,956,000) 88.9 30.4 20,8 37.7
1977 (76,412,000) 88,5 30.1 19.7 38.8
1978 (77,980,000) 86.0 2842 2044 3744
1979 (79,499,000) 84.1 27,1 17,9 39.1
12-19
1973 ¢1,053,000) 220,5 65.3 27,5 127.8
1974 (1,104,000) 218.5 59.1 42,6 116,9
1975 (1,110,000) 214.5 39.4 44,0 13141
1976 (1,095,000) 207.3 5446 39,3 113.4
1977 (1,090,000) 234,6 59.8 39,0 135.8
1978 (1,022,000) 24646 7242 35.5 139.0
1979 (1,046,000) 222.5 55.8 33.3 133.4
20-34
1973 (19,791,000) 122.8 4149 29,8 51,1
1974 (20,682,000) 128.0 44,7 28,9 5444
1975 (21,508,000) 122,2 45.2 28,7 48.3
1976 (22,092,000) 123.6 4446 30.9 48.1
1977 (22,741,000) 120,0 43.6 28,0 4844
1978 (23,440,000) 115.8 3844 29,8 47.5
1979 (24,120,000) 111.5 37,6 26,2 477
35-49
1973 (18,292,000) 99,1 29.8 19,1 50.2
1974 (18,381,000) 99,3 30.7 18.8 49,8
1975 (18,393,000) 101.5 32.8 18,7 50.0
1976 (18,522,000) 92,8 3044 19.6 42.9
1977 (18,887,000) 91.9 30,1 18.6 43,4
1978 (19,310,000) 93,2 27,7 20.9 44,6
1979 (19,811,500) 93,3 29,2 17,4 46,6
50-64
1973 (17,714,000) 69,7 22,1 15.4 32,2
1974 (17,974,000) 69.3 23.8 15.1 30.4
1975 (18,156,000) 68,1 23.5 15.2 29,4
1976 (18,459,000) 67.5 22.8 15.3 29.4
1977 (18,526,000) 69,6 2443 15.4 30.0
1978 (18,643,000) 66,3 25.8 14,7 25.8
1979 (18,550,000) 64.5 22,2 12,9 29.4
65 and over
1973 (13,592,000) 55.1 19.2 12,5 234
1974 (14,023,000) 54,3 16.6 13.4 24,3
1975 (14,393,000) 53.8 15.8 14,2 23.8
1976 (14,729,000) 50.2 16.9 12,8 20.5
1977 (15,168,000} 49,7 15.0 12,4 22.3
1978 (15,566,000) 45.2 13.5 11.3 204
1979 (15,972,000) 45,0 12,5 10.6 22,0

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

households in the group.

Numbers {n parentheses refer to
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Table 10 (1973-79 trends)

Household burglary: Victimization rate,
by annual family income and race
of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 houscholds)

Annual family income and

Forcible entry

Unlawful ontry

race of head of houschold Total Completed Attempted without forea
ALl races!
1973 (70,442,000) 91.7 29,7 20.0 41.9
1974 (72,163,000) 93,1 30.7 20,1 42.4
1975 (73,560,000) 91.7 30.9 20,3 40,5
1976 (74,956,000) 88,9 30.4 20.8 7.7
1977 (76,412,000) 88,5 30,1 19.7 38.8
1978 (77,980,000) 86,0 28,2 2044 37.4
1979 (79,499,000) 84,1 27.1 17.9 39,1
Less than $3,000
1973 (9,939,000) 108.3 36.7 2344 4842
1974 (9,372,000) 104,2 36.5 22.6 45,2
1975 (8,612,000) 110.7 35.1 23.8 51.9
1976 (7,800,000) 116.9 7.7 25.8 53.3
1977 (6,722,000) 14,4 39,2 22,8 5244
1978 (5,819,000) 119.6 35.9 27.5 5642
1979 (5,374,000) 104,0 33.5 20,9 50,4
$3,000-$7,499
1973 (18,471,000) 94,8 34,9 20,3 39.6
1974 (18,075,000) 95,9 32,2 21.8 41,9
1975 (17,720,000) 97,3 35,0 24,1 38,2
1976 (17,113,000) 94,2 35.4 23.3 3545
1977 (16,473,000) 96,3 32.8 22,9 4045
1978 (15,833,000) 93,1 29.2 23.7 40,2
1979 (14,768,000) 90.9 27.4 22,2 4143
§7,500-49,999
1973 (8,508,000) 87.3 27.3 19,2 40.8
1974 (8,230,000) 92,2 31.0 2149 39,3
1975 (7,917,000) 87,0 34,1 20,0 32.9
1976 (7,582,000) 9044 31.9 25.1 33.4
1977 (7,153,000) 94,7 35.6 2147 37.3
1978 (6,913,000) 92,6 32,5 23,7 36.5
1979 (6,515,000) 88.9 il 214 3644
$10,000~$14,999
1973 (16,074,000) 744 22,3 17.3 34.8
1974 (16,689,000) 83.0 27.4 17.3 3844
1975 (16,441,000) 82.3 28,3 18.3 35.7
1976 (15,981,000) 76.1 24,3 19.0 32,8
1977 (15,385,000) 82.4 29,1 19.4 339
1978 (14,182,000) 28.0 26,7 19.4 31.9
1979 (13,001,000) 86.6 29.8 18.8 38.0
$15,000~$24,999
1973 (9,872,000) 96,2 28.0 20.9 47.3
1974 (11,259,000) 97.2 31.3 20.0 45,9
1975 (12,853,000) 85,2 24,8 17.7 42,7
1976 (14,258,000) 82.8 25,5 174 39.8
1977 (15,940,000) 78.8 25,0 15.3 38.6
1978 (17,666,000) 80,0 23.8 19.4 36.8
1979 (19,115,000) 72,9 22,3 164 .1
$25,000 and over
1973 (3,055,000) 107.7 28,0 16.5 63.2
1974 (3,629,000) 109.0 29.2 16.6 63.2
1975 (4,357,000) 107.0 28.1 20,5 58,3
1976 (5,284,000) 97.3 32,9 18.7 4547
1977 (6,626,000) 96.3 315 18.4 46.4
1978 (8,551,000) 80.8 28,1 15.3 37.5
1979 (11,336,000) 92,3 29,6 14,5 48,2

Preceding page blank
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Table 10—conlinued

Household burglary: Victimization rate,
by annual family income and race
of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 houscholds)

Annual family income and

Foreible entry

Unlawful entry

race of head of household Total Completed Attempted without force
Whitel
1973 (62,546,000) 86,8 25.7 18.6 42,6
1974 (63,873,000) 88,3 26,9 18.5 43.0
1975 (64,905,000) 87.1 27,1 18.8 41.1
1976 (66,065,000) 84.0 26.8 19.4 37.9
1977 (67,254,000) 83.9 26,8 18.6 3845
1978 (68,538,000) 82,6 26,1 18.8 37.7
1979 €69,497,000) 80.1 24,6 1649 38.6
Less than $3,000
1973 (7,872,000) 103.1 kKN 20.8 48.9
1974 (7,367,000) 95,3 29,2 19.3 46,9
1975 (6,681,000) 99,5 24,8 22,2 5245
1976 (5,984,000) 110.6 33.4 2346 53.7
1977 (5,088,000) 1103 33.5 21,4 55.5
1978 (4,250,000) 107.5 29.4 22, 55.8
1979 (3,874,000) 95,6 28,5 17.1 49.9
$3,000~§7,499
1973 (15,680,000) 89,4 29,1 19,6 40.6
1974 (15,247,000) 8843 25.5 2044 42.5
1975 (14,866,000) 91.8 30.2 22,0 39.7
1976 (14,331,000) 87.1 29,7 21.8 35.6
1977 (13,664,000) 88.2 27.4 21.0 39.8
1978 (13,101,000) 89.5 2645 22.7 40.4
1979 (12,187,000) 88.2 233 22.6 42,3
$7,500-59,999
1973 (7,695,000) 81.2 21,7 16.7 42,8
1974 (7,363,000) 85.2 2641 20.0 39.0
1975 (7,009,000) 8l.7 30,1 18.8 32.8
1976 (6,648,000) 83,9 26,8 23,6 33.5
1977 (6,257,000) 87.5 29,5 20.3 ara?
1978 (6,075,000) 86,2 28.8 21.0 36.3
1979 (5,594,000) 82.1 27.0 18.0 7.2
$10,000-$14,999
1973 (14,951,000) 70.8 19,9 164 34,5
1974 (15,423,000) 8044 2643 16,0 38.1
1975 (15,091,000) 78.8 26,2 1646 36.0
1976 (14,645,000) 73.4 22,2 17.9 33.2
1977 (13,976,000) 78,4 26,9 1844 33.1
1978 (12,687,000) 77,0 26,2 17.7 33.1
1979 (11,502,000) 83.6 29,8 17. 36,7
$15,000-4$24,999
1973 (9,306,000) 93.3 25.2 2043 47.8
1974 (10,575,000) 95.0 29,8 18.6 4646
1975 (12,060,000) 8444 23,3 17.6 43.6
1976 (13,332,000) 81,7 24,5 1649 40,3
1927 (14,859,000) 17,0 23,6 15.0 38.3
1978 (16,403,000) 79.1 22,5 18.5 38.1
1979 (17,639,000) 70.5 19.9 1644 3.2
§25,000 and over
1973 (2,962,000) 107.6 28,0 15.6 6440
1974 (3,507,000) 110.3 29,2 17.2 64,0
1975 (4,180,000) to7.1 27.8 20.0 59,3
1976 (5,023,000) 93.9 29,0 18,4 4645
1977 (6,283,000) 96,2 31.2 18,1 47,0
1978 (8,045,000) 80.2 26.6 15.1 38,5
1979 (10,609,000) 88,7 28,5 13,8 4644

(Rate per 1,000 houscholds)

Annual family income and

Forcible entry

Unlawful entry

race of head of household Total Completed Attempted without force
Black!l
1973 (7,176,000) 132.5 64.1 32.7 35.7
1974 (7,502,000) 135.4 634 33.0 38,9
1975 (7,838,000) 129,4 61.6 31.7 36.2
1976 (8,006,000) 130.8 59,2 32,5 39.1
1977 (8,252,000) 122.4 55.4 28,4 38.5
1978 (8,458,000) 14,7 46.0 33.3 35,4
1979 (8,622,000) 114,0 48,0 244 41.6
Less than $3,000
1973 (1,959,000) 127.3 49.4 34,7 43.2
1974 (1,902,000) 132.0 62,1 32.3 37.6
1975 (1,832,000) 146,23 71.3 26,9 48,1
1976 (1,722,000) 137.5 51.4 33.0 53.2
1977 (1,560,000) 129.0 55.6 28,4 45,0
1978 (1,498,000) 154.7 54,2 43,1 57.5
1979 (1,418,000) 126.9 48.0 29,1 49.8
$3,000-$7,499
1973 (2,620,000) 122.2 65.6 24,8 31.8
1974 (2,652,000) 139.4 71.3 29,7 38,4
1975 (2,656,000) 126,2 61.0 36,6 28.6
1976 (2,576,000) 1330 bbb 32,7 35.9
1977 (2,601,000) 128.4 58,9 30.4 39,2
1978 (2,545,000) 114.2 44,8 30.5 8.9
1979 (2,423,000) 103.2 47,5 19.3 36.4
$7,500-$9,999
1973 (725,000) 162.5 89.6 47,9 25.0
1974 (768,000) 159.5 76,9 37.9 44,7
1975 (823,000) 132.4 67.6 3l.1 33.7
1976 (849,000) 146.2 72.6 37.5 3641
1977 (818,0"2) 139.8 80.8 32.1 26,9
1978 (757,000) 147.8 61.2 47.3 39.4
1979 (810,000) 126,3 57.7 43.0 25.6
$10,000~§14,999
1973 (953,000) 129.0 58.3 32,0 38.8
1974 (1,092,000) 130.9 45.6 36,6 48,7
1975 (1,197,000) 127.9 54.8 39.4 33.7
1976 (1,182,000) 110.7 48.4 32.1 30.2
1977 (1,261,000) 129.7 56,5 30.5 42,7
1978 (1,325,000) 82.3 30.1 3.4 20,7
1979 (1,312,000) 194.8 32.1 27.5 45,2
$15,000-$24,999
1973 (464,000) 145.2 85,5 2249 34,8
1974 (552,000) 147.0 60.7 49.3 371
1975 (642,000) 110,1 52,5 20.5 an.2
1976 (752,000) 112,5 50.6 27.5 34,3
1977 (896,000) 105.5 46.5 22,2 36.8
1978 (1,031,000) 100.2 44,7 3444 21,1
1979 (1,195,000) 11,5 56.0 20,4 35.1
25,000 and aver
P (62,000) 2103.6 21,9 23,1 238.6
1974 (77,000) 281,3 247.5 20,0 233,8
1975 (122,000) 130.2 2417 249,0 239,5
1976 (192,000) 214.5 139.4 234,9 240.1
1977 (251,000) 100.1 240,7 226,9 232,6
1978 (373,000) 109.2 65.3 223.6 220,3
1979 (536,000) 154.8 53.3 222.3 79.3

NOTE:

to houscholds {n the group.

lincludes data on households whose income level was not ascertained.
category also includes data on “other" races, not shown separately.

Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

Numbers in parentheses refer

The “all races"

2Rate, based on zero or on about 1O or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 11 (1973-78 trends)

Household burglary: Victimization rate,
by form of household tenure

(Rate par 1,000 households)

Form of housaehold Forcible entry Unlawful entry
tenure Total Completed Attempted without force
Total

1973 (70,442,000) 91.7 29,7 20,0 41,9

1974 (72,163,000) 93.1 30.7 20,1 42,4

1975 (73,560,000) 91.7 30.9 20,3 40,5

1976 (74,956,000) 88.9 30.4 20.8 37.7

1977 (76,412,000) 88.5 30.1 19.7 38.8

1978 (77,980,000) 86.0 28.2 20.4 37.4

1979 (79,499,000) 84,1 27.1 17.9 39,1

Owned or being bought

1973 (44,831,000) 7643 23.5 16.6 36,2
1974 (45,772,000) 75.6 23.7 15.0 37.0
1975 (46,858,000) 77.6 24.8 15.8 37.0
1976 (48,207,000) 73.3 24,4 15.8 33.1
1977 (49,557,000) 74,1 24,8 16.0 33,4
1978 (50,909,000) 71,0 22,9 15.9 32.3
1979 (51,819,000) 68.6 22.8 12,7 33.1
Rented
1973 (25,611,000) 118.6 40,7 26,1 51.9
1974 (26,391,000) 123.5 42,9 29.0 51.7
1975 (26,702,000) 116.4 41,6 28,1 46,7
1976 (26,749,000) 117.0 41,2 29,9 46.0
1977 (26,855,000) 115.2 39,9 2645 48,7
1978 (27,071,000) 114,1 38.3 28,7 47,1
1979 (27,679,000) 113,2 35.2 27.5 50.4

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

Preceding page hlank
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Table 12 (1973-79 trends)

Household burglary: Victimization rate,
by place of residence

(Rata por 1,000 households) (Rate per 1,000 households)

Foreible ontry Unlawful entry Foreible entry Unlawful entr
Place of residence Total Completed Attempted without force ‘ Place of residence Total Completed Attempted without t-'orccy
All places of residence Metropolit as with
1973 (70,442,000) 91.7 29,7 20,0 41,9 cantral citics from
is;a §72.1gg.ooo; 93.; go.; 20.1 22.2 250,000 to 499,999
975 (73,560,000 91. 0. 20,3 0. Insid
1976 (74, 956,000) 88.9 3044 20,8 3747 BT S san gens 08 1091
(4,328,000) 9. 43,3 20,6 41,2
1977 (76,412,000) 88.5 30.1 19,7 38.8 1974 (4,297,000) 129,8 49,4 33.2 4742
1978 (77,980,000) 86.0 28.2 2044 3744 1975 ¢4,407,0
0 6 (4,407,000) 128.4 53,1 37,8 3744
1979 (79,499,000) 84,1 27.1 17,9 39.1 1976 (4,504,000) 121,7 475 3.7 42,5
1977 (4,588,000) 125.0 49,9 30,6 44,5
Tgﬁ:id:ncmﬁtzo;og:t;nﬂureaa 1978 (4,727,000) 11247 4241 30.2 4043
a a 1} 9 8 . . . .
1972 Ezz.yzo.ooo; 118.6 43.6 28,0 47,0 1979 (4,780,000) t1o.8 A4 s dhe
1974 (22,942,000 119.8 45.3 27.1 47.4 :
1975 (23,235,000) 117.3 45.9 2044 42.0 O e S e e
3 (5,929,000) 7.3 25.9 13.7 37
1976 (23,321,000) 113.4 44,3 28.7 4044 1974 (6,169,000) 83.6 25,0 19,2 39,5
1977 (23,492,000) 111.5 42.9 28,4 40.2 197 000
5 (6,270,000) B4, 7 26,0 19.2 9.5
1978 (23,827,000) 110.0 4144 28,7 39.9 1976 (6,360,000) 93,6 21,7 23,4 42,5
1979 (24,070,000) 109.5 41.5 26,8 43.5 {3;3 ES'??S'SSS? 32.3 28.6 gl.a 43,2
. 31 2.6 38.0
Outside central cities ! !
}972 222.524’000; 8.4 - 0.1 Lo 1979 (6,982,000) 84,0 27.5 17.5 9.0
974 (26,548,000 89,2 28,3 19.6 4144
1975 (27,350,000) 88.3 27.8 19,6 40.9 Mmool atttee trom "
1976 (28,025,000) 88.9 28.8 21,0 39,1 50,000-249,999
1977 (28,729,000) 86,7 29.3 18,6 38.8 , Insida central cities
1978 (29,475,000) 85.0 27,1 20,0 38, : 1973 (6,726,000) 1283 38,5 27,1 62,7
1979 (30,371,000) 79,4 23.7 17.8 37.8 } 1974 (6,909,000) 116.2 38,9 21,2 5642
1975 (6,849,000) 119.2 42,9 25,0 51.3
, 1976 (6,889,000 114.8 40,9 25.2 48,8
Metropolitan area with central 1977 (6.971.000) 107.6 8.9 26.0 43.2
cities of 1,000,000 or more ' 4 * * * *
Inslde centeal eitles 1978 (7,089,000) 113.1 39,4 26.8 4740
1974 (7,003,000) 101.6 43,0 23,0 35.5 ;
1975 (7,184,000) 97.2 43,7 22,9 30,7 ; Outside central cities
1976 (7,127,000) 95,6 4244 25,0 28.3 ] 1973 (8,011,000 83.7 28,4 20.4 39.0
1977 (7,105,000 90, 5 3642 24,2 30,2 % 1974 (8,306,000) 83.0 25.6 17.1 40.3
1978 (7,174,000) 96.5 42,1 27,8 26,6 1975 (8,629,000 82.3 241 18.8 39.4
1979 (7,193,000) 102.8 4427 24,5 33,7 i 1976 (8,076,000) 89.1 27,9 19.4 41,8
| A I i A
Outslde tral eitie ¢ . . ¢
1973 (5.672,000) 98.3 1.2 2.5 " | 1979 (8,913, 000) 7646 20.0 17.0 39,6
1974 (5,831,000) 103.0 3.4 20,5 51,2 |
1975 (5,989,000) 100.8 3.6 23,4 45,8 | Total in nommetro-
1976 (6,977,000) 87.0 27.8 21,7 37,5 | politan areas
1977 (7,057,000) 87.4 32,9 20.1 344 i 1973 (21,340,000) 68,2 1.3 12,7 28.1
1978 (7,123,000) 87.4 29.8 21,0 36,7 1 1974 (22,344,000 68.9 18.0 131 37.8
1979 (7,309,000) 80,0 25.7 21,2 3l ? R s 1o e B3
' » ) . . . .
Metropolitan areas with 1977 (24,191,000) 68.3 18.6 12,4 37,3
central oitiss fron | 1978 (24,679,003 62,9 le. 12.8 3.3
500 000-999 999 i 25' [ 0 . 170 ll 36‘5
Inside contral citics ) i
1973 (4,649,000 136.6 53,0 35,4 482
1974 54:754:0003 142.8 5401 36.9 sg.s NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown bacause of rcunding, Numbers in parventheses refer
1975 (4,796,000) 134.7 47,1 7.5 50,1 ; to households {n the group.
1976 (4,801,000) 130.1 49,3 36.6 44,3
1977 (4,828,000) 135.0 52.7 36,0 46,4
1978 (4,837,000) 123.0 42,9 31.3 48.8 ‘
1979 (4,961,000) 120,5 45,7 27,4 47,4 v
OQutslide central cities
1973 (5,972,000) 91,9 26,8 19.5 43.6
1975 (6.463.0000 2.3 R e 3.7 ‘
\463, 8.2 1. 17.4 39.7 ‘
1976 (6,613,000) 86,4 12,1 20,0 34:3
1977 (6,727,000) 83.5 29.8 16,3 3744
1978 (6,999,000) 85.3 23.4 21,5 40,3
1979 (7,167,000) 7.7 22.7 15.8 39.2
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Tablo 13 (197379 tronds)

Household burglary: Victimization rate,
by number of persons In household
and annual family Income

A i

(Rate per 1,000 housaholds
) (Rate par 1,000 houscholds)

Number of persons in For
¢ible o
?::fthId and annual Total Completed nx:{ompted 32::w£015°ntry Numbor of persons in
y income out force household and annual Foreible entry Unlawful entry
family income Total Complated Attempted without force
15, 150 :
»442,000 '8 N parson )
1974 (72,163, 000) R ggf; 58'? 419 1973 (9,678,000) 90,9 3,0 18,6 38.3
1975 (73,560,000) 91.7 30.9 0. 42,4 1974 (9,943,000) 83.6 28.8 21.3 33.4
1976 (74,956,000) 88,9 30.4 20-3 40,5 1975 (9,854,000) 85,3 Ll 21.8 32,3
1977 (76,412,000) 88,5 30,1 to, 37,7 1976 (9,576,000) 80,5 29,8 20,3 3044
1979 (79,499,000) 4ol Pt o4 3.4 1978 (8,861,000) 74,2 24,0 19.5 30,7
| ’ 17,9 9.1 1979 (8,682,000) 70,8 20,6 16,9 33.3
parson
1973 (13,898,000) . 2«3 persons
1974 (14,814,000) ool 39 19.3 38,9 1973 (13,427,000) 94,3 33,5 21,1 39,7
1975 (15,340,000) 89.2 .8 215 33.7 1974 (12,744,000) 101.4 34,2 22,8 bbb
1976 (15,797,000) . 85,6 3.9 20.8 317 1975 (12,190,000) 1077 36,0 24,8 47,0
1977 (16,389, 000) 86.6 Moo 22,5 30,2 1976 (11,479,000) 10244 3645 25,2 40,7
1978 (16,965,000) 78.8 8.2 é9-9 34,9 1977 (10,570,000) 10445 35,9 25,4 43,2
1979 (17,904, 000) 76,8 P 1.4 29,2 , , 1978 (9,687,000) 1099 33.2 26,7 50.1
' 17.0 32.7 ' 1979 (8,808,000) 107.7 32,6 23,9 51,1
2-?9;§r232"321 000)
»321,000 85,9 i 4=5 persons
1974 (35,093,000) 5.0 38 20,4 35,7 | 1973 (3,635,000) 13,4 47,8 29,6 5440
1975 (36,049,000) 50,0 29,7 1] 38,7 ! 1974 (3,302,000) 130,3 4344 21.6 65.3
1976 (37,018,000) 85.9 0.0 a7 38.6 1975 (3,050,000) 12144 40,2 29,3 51.8
1977 (37,954,000) 84,2 .0 0.7 35.2 1976 (2,809,000) 147.2 54,8 27,2 65.2
1978 (38,884,000) 83, 1 2.8 1.8 345 1977 (2,510,000) 137,2 47,1 28.3 61.8
1979 (39,533,000) 82.4 278 19'3 35,0 1978 (2,288,000) 15243 44,2 38.6 69.5
' 749 37.0 1979 (1,978,000) 1359 46,5 32,1 57,2
4-5 peraons \ 6 or more persons
1973 (16,561,000) 9.2 2%.9 | 1973 (1,669,000) 1230 33.6 22,5 67,0
1974 (16,927,000) 100.2 29 19-7 49.6 3 1974 (1,456,000) 107.8 39,7 22,7 45.4
1975 (17,111,000) 92,7 295 168 54,2 ! 1975 (1,233,000) 123.4 43,3 20,5 59,6
1976 (17,372,000) 92,0 28.0 1 .8 469 ] 1976 (1,048,000) 157.1 40.8 38.8 7745
1977 (17,520,000) 92.6 P 19‘8 45.2 ; 1977 (502,000) 156, 5 58.6 19.3 78.6
1978 (17,875,000) 95,5 26. N 47,8 | 1978 (815,000) 121,6 43,0 19.6 57,0
1979 (18,103,000) 92,3 7.2 19'2 fg-g 5‘ 1979 (674,000) 102, 28,0 22.8 W
. 40
6 or more persons [l $7,500~814,9991
1973 (5,659,000) 116.5 30,9 | 1973 (24,581,000) 78,9 24,0 18.0 36,9
1974 (5,318,000) 1045 3.2 §0-6 65,1 | 1974 (24,919,000) 8640 28.6 18,8 38,7
1975 (5,043,000) 107.6 i 20.0 53.3 I 1975 (24,357,000 83,8 30.2 18,9 3.7
1976 (4,756,000) 112,2 o 27-0 58.9 g 1976 (23,563,000) 80,7 26,7 20 33,0
1977 (4,536,000) 116.1 32.8 3.9 55.0 i 1977 (22,538,000) 86,3 31.2 20,1 35,0
1978 (4,244,000) {01, a3 19.2 54,0 . 1978 (21,095,000) 82.8 28.6 20.8 33,4
1979 (3,954,000) 96.5 203 }?'3 g;.g 1979 (19,516,000) 874 30.2 19.6 37,5
Lesa than $7,5001 1 person
1973 (28,410,000) 99,5 35.5 , 1973 (2,542,000) 100,8 43,2 19.5 38,1
1974 (27,447,000) 98,7 17 1.4 42,6 1974 (2,976,000) 91,7 38,0 18.4 35.3
1975 (26,332,000) 101,7 35.0 2.l 43,0 1075 (3,226,000) 98,3 49,1 20.0 29,1
1976 (24,913,000) 1013 T 30 42,7 : 1976 (3,437,000) 93.2 36,1 29.2 27.8
1977 (23,195,000) 101, 5 .y 4e1 4141 , 1977 (3,797,000) 96,0 40,8 18.8 3644
1978 (21,652,000) 100.2 S 22,9 44,0 . 1978 (4,048,000) 83.0 32.8 23,9 26,3
1979 (20,142,000) 9%.4 2.0 g?-; ?g.; B 1979 (4,381,000) 8146 2.6 18.5 35.4
. . 't £
| 2~3 persons
; 1973 (12,105,000) 74,9 25.3 19.3 30.3
i 1974 (12,331,000) 83.8 28.0 21,0 34.8
i 1975 €12,256,000) 80,0 28,2 21,8 30,0
| 1976 (12,128,000) 78.0 27,1 19.8 31.2
1977 (11,632,000) 78.7 28,3 19,6 30.8
1978 (10,853,000) 81.2 28,1 20.0 '33.1

i

i

| 1979 (10,091,000) 83.3 313 18.8 33.2
j

|
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Table 13—continued

Household burglary: Victimization rate,
by number of persons in household

and annual family income

{Rate par 1,000 housaholds)

Number of persons in
householdsand annual

Forelble antry

Unlawful antry

(Rate per 1,000 houncholds)

family incoma Total Completed Attompted without force
TR
3 (7,568,000) 70,1 15,1 15,4 .

1974 (71437,000) 84.6 204 15.0 o
1975 (6,957,000) 80,9 25,5 14.4 41,0
1976 (6,342,000) 7642 2.2 18.2 3648
1977 (5,655, 000) 89.1 25,9 21,0 W2.1
1978 (4,975,000 83,2 25,8 20,2 7.2
1979 (4,071,000) 99.8 3007 22.3 4648

® Saracts Sogrone

973 (2,365,000) 103,9 25,8 18.1
1974 (2,171,000) 96.1 3301 19,7 "
1975 (1,911,000) 9.6 28,7 14,1 51,8
1976 (1,650,000) 90,7 25,1 23,0 42,7
1977 (1,450,000) 11 494 204 372
1978 (1,215,000) 95,1 3014 20,5 W2
1979 (972,000) 1031 28,7 22,5 51,9
1973‘?60335533'3991

872,000 96,2 28,0 20,9

1974 (11,259,000) 97.2 3.3 20,0 HR
1975 (12,853,000) 85.2 24,8 17.7 42,7
1976 (14,258,000) 82,8 25.5 17.4 39.8
1977 (15.940,000) 78,8 25.0 15.3 38,6
1978 (17,666.000) 80.0 23.8 19.4 36.8
1979 (19, 115.000) 72,9 22,3 164 I
h973 ¢
1973 (499,000) 129,1 31,0 34,0 .
1974 (580,000) 136.6 63.0 3646 i
1975 (784,000) 114, 5101 2004 431
1976 (1,000,000) 122.8 52,2 25.8 48
1977 (1)240,000) 93,7 W34 28,2 22,1
1978 (1,593.000) 7648 25,1 25,0 26,8
1979 (2,155,000) 102 48.9 2144 32,0

o5 e 804, 000)

9 00 89,3 3044 20,3 .
1974 (5.569,000) 90,4 3.6 2146 3.5
1975 (6,376, 000) 80,2 23.1 16,9 38,2
1976 (7,079,000) 787 2.3 17,2 34,2
1977 (8,010,000) Thoh 2.6 Lo Ik
1978 (9,050, 000) 75.6 26.2 19:4 29,9
1979 (9,729,000) 671 19,7 1623 .2

[T per00n54

1973 (3,441,000) 92,7 23,3 18,4 .

1974 (4,045.000) 98.9 28.6 16.0 2
1975 (4,538, 000) 87.8 23,6 16,9 R
1976 (4,992.000) 72 17.5 16.3 403
1977 (5,477, 000) 78:4 18.4 13.5 46e5
1978 (5,828.000) 854 18,6 19,3 415
1979 (6, 113,000) 69,2 18,4 16.0 3.8

Number of parsons in
household and annual

Foreible entry

Unlawful entry

family income Total Complotad Attempted without force

6 or more parsons
1973 (1,028,000) 125,23 30,9 26,2 68.2
1974 (1,064,000) 104.8 17,5 17,5 69,9
1975 (1,151,000) 81,8 20,5 12,4 48,9
1976 (1,184,000) 96,7 2645 1642 54,0
1977 (1,208,000) 94,8 24,8 15.9 54,0
1978 (1,192,000) 91.2 28,9 12,5 49.8
1979 (1,115,000) 84,8 1503 1141 58,3

$25,000 and over!
1973 (3,055,000) 107,71 28,0 16,5 63.2
1974 (3,629,000) 109.0 29,2 16,6 63.2
1975 (4,357,000) 107,0 28,1 20,5 58,3
1976 (5,284,000) 97.3 32,9 18,7 457
1977 (6,626,000) 96,3 315 18,4 4644
1978 (8,551,000) 80.8 28,1 15.3 37,5
1979 (11,336,000) 92,3 29,6 14,5 48,2
"

1 person
1973 (159,000) 84,2 278.6 213,7 241,9
1974 (207,000) : 70,4 218,7 211,2 240.5
1975 (252,000) 148.0 7141 232,7 54,2
1976 (297,000) 99,3 42,8 23,1 43,3
1977 (368,000) 1464 54,8 220.6 711
1978 (486,000) 130.3 50,9 27.8 51,7
1979 (690,000) 93,0 43,7 213,5 35.8

2~ parsons
1973 (1,549,000) 79.6 25,5 1643 3147
1974 (1,905,000) 95,4 33,7 19,1 42,6
1975 (2,282,000) 93,3 25,1 22,5 45,7
1976 (2,745,000) 93,3 31,0 21,2 41,1
1977 (3,490,000) 86,4 32,8 16,9 36.8
1978 (4,559,000) 6546 27.0 10,5 28,1
1979 (5,918,000) 82,5 3044 1444 3747

4=5 parsons
1973 (1,022,000) 137,2 26,3 17,3 93,6
1974 (1,186,000) 129.5 24,8 16,1 88.6
1975 (1,439,000) 102,5 21,4 12,5 68.6
1976 (1,786,000) 96,5 314 16.6 48,5
1977 (2,254,000) 96,1 22,2 21,1 52.8
1978 (2,932,000) 92,8 29,1 21.2 42,5
1979 (3,963,000) 102,0 28,9 15,9 57.2

6 or mora parsons
1973 (324,000) 160.4 4,5 216,0 99,9
1974 (330,000) 138.9 225.9 27,6 105.4
1975 (385,000) 178.2 43,5 37.3 97,4
1976 (454,000) 12441 43,8 215,9 6hoh
1977 (512,000) 1283 41,5 214.8 66,0
1978 (572,000) 99,3 211,9 212,0 75.3
1979 (765,000) 118.0 21,2 23,8 95,0

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

to households in the group.

lincludes data on households whare the number of parsons was not ascertained.

Numbers in parentheses refer

The total

omeé category also includes data on households whose incoma lavel was not ascertuinad,

in
gRuce. based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 14 (1973-79 tronds) b
Household burglary: Victimization rate,
by household composition
(Rate per 1,000 households)
Forelbl (Rate per 1,000 households)
Household orcible entry Unlawful entr
composition Total Completed Attempted without forcey : " hold - Total o cF:rcible enxr{ - Ugtgwfulfentry
ouseho compos on ota omplete ttempte w out forece
Total !
} Female head with all
1973 (70,442,0 emale head with a
1974 272:163:0383 o301 2.7 20.0 41,9 children under 12
1975 (73,560,000) o7 38-; 20.1 42,4 ! 1973 (1,503,000) 203.5 89,4 48,2 65.9
1976 (74,956,000) 88.9 3004 20.3 40,5 ] 1974 (1,576,000) 226.1 94,2 62,1 69.8
1977 (76,412,000) 88, 5 30-1 20.8 37.7 ! 1975 (1,732,000) 206.9 B5.6 58.6 62.7
1978 (77,980, 000) 860 o 19,7 38.8 g 1976 (1,826,000) 181.4 72,4 49.3 59,7
1979 (79,499,000) 8h 1 28.2 20,4 17.4 ] 197; (1,828,000) i37'§ gg.s g}.ﬁ 57.:
. 17,9 39,1 ; 1978 (1,950,000) 2, .5 .0 57,
Husband-wife only ; 1979 (2,000,000) 188.0 65,3 54,7 6841
1973 (1 s
o0 513’833»8883 64,2 22.4 16.8 24.9 | Female head with all
1975 (1 ! ! 68.8 23.6 16,4 28.9 : children under 18
1976 (1;:523:8883 gg'g 22,0 15.9 28:4 | and at least one
1977 (17,811,000) 62.1 2.8 15,2 23.2 | 12-17
1978 (17,983,000) 59.7 2.8 15.2 24.0 | 1973 (738,000) 163,8 65,7 31,3 6649
1979 (18,191,000) Sig 2 444 24.0 | 1974 (771,000) 169.1 62.0 37.8 69.3
— : 125 P | 1976 (7370003 202.9 0.0 it 8.1
usband-wife wi ’ . . . .
children u:d:rcTznll | 1977 (793,000) 156,2 31.8 50,2 74,2
1973 (11,787, 000) 86.3 ] 1978 (827,000) 159,4 57.6 34,6 67.2
1974 (11,776.000) . 23.8 . 22,2 40,3 ] 1979 (836,000) 154,5 5643 28,9 69.3
1975 (11,846,000) a2 29.4 2L.1 39.0
1976 (11:323:000) gg'g gé'g 20.8 35:0 Female head with
1977 (11,972,000 : . 21.5 35,6 other relatives
1978 (,1:986:0003 gg:f §;~f 2144 36,7 1973 (4,573,000) 1010 33,7 23.3 44,0
57 (L5850t e * 7 (e v i e
: . 8.6 j 1984, . . . )
Husband=wife wi | 1976 (5,075,000) 118.9 3647 26.1 56,2
children uﬁd:rtTanlind | 1977 (5,192,000) 94,2 3l.1 19, 43.8
at least one 12-17 ‘ 1978 (5,495,000) 107.0 35,8 24,3 46,9
1973 (4,836,000) 100,7 ] 1979 (5,489,000) 98,7 27,9 25.2 45.6
1975 4’ aiar000) 97.2 TN 178 AN | Male head 1iving al
5 . . 55. . ale nea ng alone
1976 54'253-8383 89.2 22,6 14,3 53.2 ; 1973 (5,014,000) 136.8 53,5 21,9 61.5
1977 (42200 0003 32»8 29,1 17.1 48.7 ’ 1974 (5,436,000) 120,1 48,5 22.6 48.9
1978 (41159000 85-8 29,8 18,4 48.6 1975 (5,631,000) 119.9 57,7 20,7 41,5
1979 ¢4°179' 0003 86.2 ;g.g 18,2 47.7 1976 Es.aes,ooo> 112.8 28.1 25.3 39.4
. . 13,1 4ho7 1977 (6,229,000) 117.9 7.6 21,7 48,7
Husband~wife with other ‘ 1978 (6,654,000) 106.0 40,7 23,7 41.6
r°iutfv°n and non- ; 1979 (7,065,000) 96,3 37.4 16,1 42,8
relatives :
1973 (12,775,000 Male head with non-
1974 §12:844’000; g;'g 22,3 1644 45.0 relatives only
1975 (13,008, 000) 836 25.6 13.4 48.8 1973 (1,184,000) 2616 92,9 38,9 129.9
1976 (13,374,000 75.0 2.2 14.8 44,6 1974 (1,298,000) 266.0 82,4 51.2 132.5
1977 (13,482.000) . 23.2 15.9 35.9 1975 (1,414,000) 220.5 76.2 38.8 105.5
1978 (13.642.000) e 20,6 14.9 41,5 1976 (1,559,000) 240.1 81.8 40.5 117.8
1979 (13,569,0 ' * 16.5 40,1 : 1977 (1,662,000) 210,0 7.7 33.6 98.7
(13,569,000) 78,0 20.8 13.3 44,0 : 1978 (1,858,000) 223.3 79.4 38.0 105.8
Male head with other ; 1979 (1,983,000) 186, 1 66,0 21,2 98,9
relatives, but {
1973 (?.391?008; wite 109.5 { Female head living alone
1974 (125700009 103 40,7 15.0 53.8 1973 (8,885,000) 68,4 24,5 17.8 26,1
1975 (1,628,000) 14006 /93 17.3 62.1 1974 (9,382,000) 67,9 22,3 20,9 24.8
1976 (1,741,000) 117.0 4.5 30.0 64.8 1975 (9,713,000) 71.6 24,6 20,9 26,2
1977 (1,887,000) 12006 % 23.0 48,6 1976 (9,935,000) 69.5 24,0 20.8 24,8
1978 (1,985,000) 125.6 ne 21.3 57.3 1977 (10,162,000) 67,4 22,3 18.7 2644
1979 (2,014,000) 122.5 5.3 2503 22 1979 10,839,009 At 2004 1.8 6.2
. . 47,7 ) ) . . . .
f Female head with non-
! relatives only
; 1973 (961,000) 165.4 48,4 27,0 90.0
; 1974 (964,000) 139.7 36,4 22,3 80,9
; 1975 (977,000) 182,1 44,1 35,5 102.5
i 1976 (1,032,000) 158,6 39.8 34.2 84.6
; 1977 (1,144,000) 171.8 55,3 35,9 80.6
| 1978 (1,128,000) 155.9 50,5 28,4 77.0
1979 (1,346,000) 166.6 39.5 32.8 94,2

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

households in the group.

Numbers in parentheses refer to
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Appendix |l

Survey data tables,
1978-79 comparisons

The statistical data tables in this appendix
contain sclected data for the United States from
the National Crime Survey comparing 1978 and
1979. These tables are comparable with those
appearing in previous reports on year-to-year
change,

® Tables 15-21 present data on changes in
victimization rates for crimes agnirst persons,

¢ Tables 22-26 provide information on

.changes in houschold viclimization rates,

¢ Tables 27 and 28 present information on
changes in the proportion of all weapons and of
firearms used in violent crimes,

* Table 29 portrays changes in the reporting
of crimes to the police for the two scctors—
persons and houscholds,

All statistical data gathered by the survey are
cstimates, which vary in their degree of reliabil-
ity and arc subject to errors associated with the
fact that they were developed from a sample
survey rather than a complete enumeration, The
constraints on interpretation and other uses of
these data, as well as guidelines for determining
their relinbility, are set forth in Appendix 111,
As a general rule, estimates based on about 10
or fewer sample cases have been considered
unreliable, Such estimates, qualified by foots
notes to the tables, were not used for analytical
purposes and no percent change is shown in
these cases, The minimum relinble estimates are
12,000 for all tables,

Changes were calculated from unrounded fig-
ures, and the resulting percent was rounded to
one decimal point, as were the rates or percents
on which the change was based, Tables 15 and
22, the basic tables for the personal and house-
hold rectors, respectively, contain one standard-
error confidence intervals for cach percent
change. One standard-error confidence intervals
are also indicated on Table 29 for changes in
reporting to the police for the two sectors, The
standard error for other estimates for 1978-79
change may be determined from the formula
given in Appendix 11 for comparing consccu-
tive years,

Significant changes on all data tables are
indicated by cither one asterisk, denoting a
change of at least 2 standard errors, or two as-
terisks, for a change of between 1,6 and 2 stand-
ard crrors,

Each table also contains estimates of the size
of every relevant group upon which the rates are
based, These estimates reflect adjustments to
independent estimates of the population,

Preceding page blank

List of tables:
1978 and 1979

Change in victimization rates
for persons uge 12 and over-~

Personal crimes
15, By type of crime, 41

Personal crimes of violence
16, By type of crime, victim-
offender relationship,
and race, 42

Personal crimes

17. By sex, ruce or Hispanic
origin, and type of crime, 43

18, By sex, age, and type
of crime, 44

19, By sex, marital status,
and type of crime, 46

20. By annual family income
and type of crime, 47

21, By place of residence
and type of crime, 48

Change in victimization rates-

Household crimes

22, By type of crime, 49

23, By age of head of houschold
and type of crime, 49

24, By race of head of houschold,
tenure, and type of crime, 50

25, By race or Hispanic origin
of head of household, annunl
family income, and type
of crime, 5/

26, By place of residence
and type of crime, 52

Change in percent of incidents
in which offenders used weapons -
Personal crimes of violence
27, By type of crime, 53
Change in percent of incidents
(and of armed incidents) in which
offenders used firearms--

Personal crimes of violence
28. By type of crime, 53

Change in reporting to the police~-

Personal and household erimes
29, By type of crime and race, 54
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Table 15 (1978-79 change)

Personal crimes: Victimization rate for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime

]
]’ (Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 and over)

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of rounding,
Statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level,
'For an {llusteation of the use of standard errors, see Appendix 11,

i Rate Percent change, Standard
i3 Type of personal erime 1978 1979 1978-1979 error!
| Crimes of violence M7 3.5 +2.4 2.7
v Rape 1.0 1 +11.3 17.6
N Robbery 5.9 6.3 4643 6.9
Robbery and attempted robbery with fnjury 1.9 21 +13.8 12,8
; From serlous agsault 1,0 1 +11.8 17.2
§ From minor asssult 0.9 1.0 +16.3 19,3
1 Robbery and attempted robbery without Injury 4.0 4,1 +2.5 8.1
Asasault 269 27.2 +1.3 3.1
Agrravated agsault 9.7 9.9 4244 5.2
With {njury 3.3 3.4 4244 9.0
Attempted assault with weapon 6.4 6.6 +242 6.4
Simple assault 17.2 17.3 +0.8 3.8
With injury 443 4.5 +4.,0 7.9
Attempted assault without weapon 12,9 12.8 =03 44
- Crimes of thelt 96,8 91,9 #w5.0 1.5
i Personal larceny with contact 3 2.9 =8,0 8.5
| Purse snatching 1.0 0.9 o) 15,2
! Pocket picking 2.1 1.9 -85 10,3
| Fersonal larceny without contact 93.6 89,0 Wi, 9 1.5
5' Total population age 12 and over 176,215,000 178,284,000

Preceding page blank “




&
"l;nblo 16 (1' 9781-79 changoe) Table 17 (1978-79 change)
asg‘;’;g n‘:" g“’g: (::yv:s:neeng?'c :'Illrggm\:mmno: ?ek:\ ('10: persons : Personal crimes: Victimization rate for persons age 12 and over,
) ) - e by sex, race or Hispanic origin, and type of crime
relationship, and race y se%, P g yp
(Rate por 14000 persons age 12 and over) (Rate por 1,000 persons age 12 and over)
Number of Robbory Personal larceny
. Victimizationn by strangoers Sex and race or persons in  Crimes of With Without Assgault Crimes  With Without
For all vietimg® R For white vlcuma} For black victims Hispanie origin the group violence Rape Total injury Injury Total Aggravaled Simple  of theft contact contact
: : ‘ercent Percent
; e late . change . Rae change Rate Both sexes
Type of personal ¢rime 1978 1979 19781979 1978 1974 197551979 e TG ‘,’t;‘;gﬁ;’.m 1978 rate 176,215,000 33.7 1.0 5.9 1.9 4.0 26,9 9.7 17.2 96.8 3.1 93.6
Crimes of violene 1979 rate 178,284,000 34.5 1.1 6.3 2.1 4.1 27.2 9.9 17.3 91.9 2.9 89,0
Rapo ence ?.1.% 28.; +71'lf 33,9 20 +4.9 24,1 24,2 42,9 : Percent change +2.4 1.3 +6.3 +13.8 42,5 +h.3 +2.4 10,8 %5.0 -8.0  *=4.9
0 . NE +0 0.6 (2) R . -
Robbery 4.5 5.1 +L.2 3.9 4rd R }) g ”l) ‘ll zg'g White
Robbery and attempted 4 ' +9s ; 1978 rate 154,021,000 33.0 0.8 5.2 1.7 3.5 26,9 9.3 17.7 97.7 2.7 95.0
robbery with injury 1.4 1,7 "7.0 1.3 1.5 16,8 06 73 2 1979 rate 155,572,000 33.6 1.0 5.5 1.9 3,6 27,1 9.5 17,6 92,5 2.5 90,0
From sorious assault 0.8 0.9 M4l 09 0.8 +4ll o . +27,3 Percent change +2.0 +21.4 +5.4 +11.6 +243 +0.7 +2.2 ~0.1 %-5,3 -7.0 *-5.3
From minor assault 0.6 0.8 +20.6 05 0.7 3406 1.6 &) a3 Black
Robbory and attampted ' i 1978 rate 19,650,000  40.6 20 1.4 3.1 8.4 27 133 13,8 90.3 62 8L
y hout {njury 3 3.4 +8.3 2.7 2.9 +10.8 6,9 7.2 +3.6 : 1979 rate 19,697,000 41.6 1.6 12.5 4.0 8.6 27.5 12.9 14,6 87.1 5.6 81.5
Mln\g:lr(nvuled snsault lg.g lg.;} +3,? 16.4 17,0 +3.2 13,1 12,6 _3:4 ! Percent change +2.3 -25.6 +9.6 +29.4 +2.1 +1.4 =3.4 +0,1 =3.6 -9.7 -3
With injury L2 L. i 25 TR b HH JPriv i Persans of Hispanic
Attempted assault with ' ' ’ &3 +20.6 i origin . :
g eapon 43 05 RN 4.3 1.6 8 8 1.5 2.5 | 1978 rate 8,936,000  37.4 0.5 103 3.5 g.a 2646 }2.7 13,9 96,6 5.3 91.2
mple assault 0.8 10 R 10°3 e R 4.8 . 1979 rate 9,535,000 41.5 0.7 10.2 4.1 o 30,6 4,1 16,5 83,0 3.4 79.6
With injury 2.0 201 .5 2 3 s 0 6.8 +0.0 : Percent change +10.8 - -1,3 +16.3 -11,0 +15.0 +10,9 +18.8  #-14.1 wha36.2 *-12.8
Attempted angrault without e e 8 he ~35.9 . Total males!?
weapon 7.7 8.1 14,9 8.1 8.4 +2.8 4.6 5.6 +23.1 J 1978 rate 84,377,000 45,7 0.2 8.3 2.6 5.7 37.2 14,7 22,5 105.6 2.7 102.9
Total nunber of persons in the 1979 rate 85,353,000 45.5 0.2 8.8 2.9 5.9 36.5 14,9 21.6 99,3 2.6 96,7
group 176,215,000 178,181,100 154,021,000 155,572,000 19,650,000 19,697,000 Percent change ~0.4 +9.1 +5.8 +12.1 +2.8 ~1.8 o4 ~3.9  %-5.9 -0.8 *6.,0
’ White males
. : N : 1978 rate 74,202,000 44.8 0.2 7.1 2.3 4.8 37.5 14.2 23.2 106.0 2.3 1037
T TR Vutlmlzgi‘l;»nw:l)'l:t:{;‘lg:‘;}ﬁgg( rs TR 1979 rate 74,960,000 44.4 0.2 7.3 2.2 4.8 36.3 14.2 22.6 99.7 2.2 97.5
- - - black victims Percent change -0.8 +9.1 +2.7 +8. -0.2 -1 -0.1 2,5 %<5.9 =39 ¥-6.0
Percent Percent Perce "
et change Rate change Ray "cu." Black males
Type of personal crime 1978 B loTeslerg TR T lomeelors TR TEE ?gggﬁi(r/q 1978 rate 8,956,000  53.6 0,2 17.5 4.4 1341 36,0 19,5 16,5 102.4 5.5 96,9
Grimes of violence 12.5 1979 rate 8,925,000 53.1 0.3 20.9 6.4 14.5 31.9 19,5 12.4 95.6 6.1 89.5
“Rape ¢ o l“ ‘;}th 1'2); 1.7 <3, 16,5 17,4 5.1 Percent ¢hange -1.0 - 419,85 +46.7  +10,5 <114 (Z) *%-24,9 <67 HL3 17
Robbery 1 e -11.0 1.3 i o 2n I : Males of Hispanie
Robbery and attempted ' v v 2 +8.2 ; origin
robbery with injury 0.5 2.5 +4,3 0.5 0.5 (2) 1y, 5 0.7 ‘ 1978 rate 4,199,000 53.7 0.0 16.0 5.8 10.2 37.8 19.6 18,1 101.2 :2.8 98,4
From setious assault 0.2 0.3 +4.2 0.2 02 -9, 1 1, N - 1979 rate 4,530,000 55.4 0.3 15.0 6.6 8.4 40,1 20,1 20,0 83.6 0.3 833
From minor assault 0.2 0.2 +dod 0.3 0.3 40 ")"l‘ b - Percent change +3.1 - 5.9 +14,9  =17.7 +6.2 +2.4 +10.3  #=17.4 - h)5,3
Robbery and attempted ' e ' 2l - ! Potal fumales®
A“m{mry without infury 138 13; -ula.o 0.8 0,6 w5, 1.5 L -4.] i 1978 rate 91,838,000  22.8 1.7 3.7 1.2 2.5 17.4 5.1 12,3 88.7 3.5 85,1
Aauravated I ' ' =1.0 1.5 19.2 =32 14,9 14.8 16,0 1979 rate 92,931,000 24.5 1.8 4.0 1.5 2.5 18,7 5.3 13,4 85.1 3.1 82.0
R mfur;“““ f-;' ?g ;;(3» ?.1 3.2 1.9 6.6 7.0 6.2 | Percent change #1.7 +10.8  +7.0 +16,9 +l.6 +7.5 +4.,9 +8.6  Wrodi] ~13.0 #%.3,7
Attempted aszault with ) e 2 13 +5:0 &5 3.2 +21.3 i White females
Slm\;le:z(namt g.] 2.1 1.0 1.9 1.9 (2) 41 1,9 6.6 ! 1978 rate 79,819,000 2~2.0 1.4 3.4 }.Z 2.3 17 4.7 12,5 90.0 3.1 87.0
mple ol 741 4.5 7.4 70 5.5 24 | ! 1979 rate 80,612,000  23.6 1.8 3.8 4 2.4 18.1 5.1 13,0 85.8 2.8  83.
#lth injury 2.3 2.4 .4 2.3 2.3 o e "l 7.8 +5.8 i Percent change +1.2 +24.8  +10.3 +18,1 +6.2 2 +841 +h1 L -9.5 ¥%-4.,5
Attempted assault without ) ' o 2.7 6.2 { Black females
weapon 5.l 4.7 8.2 5.1 4.7 =8,6 5.3 5.2 2,5 1978 rate 10,694,000 29.7 3.8 6.4 2.0 4.4 19.6 8.1 115 80.2 6.8 734
Total number of persons in the 1979 rate 10,772,000 32.0 2.6 5.6 1.9 3.7 23.8 7.3 16,5 80.0 5.2 74.8
group 176,215,000 178,284,999 154,021,000 155,572,000 19,650,090 19,697,000 Percent change ST =304 2] L5 -165 szl 95 mhadd =03 238 L
é*sl:eflccfu ﬁmngc “;ileu than 0,05, F:::::ﬁs of Hispanic
atistically significant at the 90 percent confidence level, 4 !
e Sl e et e S e e meo Geowmo N33 ool 3w
Rate, based on about 10 or fewer samole cases, is statistically unrellables PFercent change not shown. Percent change P +25.5 - +9.5 - 4+5.8 +31.6 +31.5 +31.4 -10,9 -17.7  =-10.3
Z Percent change is less than 0.05,
*Statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level.
»*Statistically significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
'Includes data on Mother! races, not shown separately.
Rate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. Percent change not shown.
i
142, L 43
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Table 18 (1978-79 change)
Personal crimes: Victimization rate for persons age 12 and over,
by sex, age, and type of crime
{Rate per 1,000 persons in cach age group) (Rate per 1,000 perauns tn cach age group) — Personal larceny
N . . — i o T i DT i e IR BT Numbot‘ 0{ oahbo }\Dﬂhun Crlmes it L Without
Numbey of RML!]N‘Y Peraonal lareon . ¢ With Without o > ontact contact
persons In  Crimes of Vith Without Annult, _vemen Wit v "f"."r""u"’ e ees Rape  Towal  injury ingury  Tolal Aggravated Simpie of thelt  con
Sex and age the group  violence Rape  ‘Potal injury Injury Total  Aggravated Simplé o thelt  contact  contact Sex and age the group
Both sexes Females 9835, 000 22.8 Lt 1.9 L 2.8 174 511 is‘ g“ g? leé
1978 rate 176,215,000 33,7 1.0 5.9 149 40 60 9.7 17 40,4 WL 1u78 rate o a1 oo 245 1,8 40 1.6 KNI ) KR A13.0 a3t
1979 rate 178,284,000  34.5 1 63 2 dad T we 19,1 91,y KN N 1079 rate s PUIC IR TR NI U shio 4T s B '
Percent chahge 24 41143 +6,3  +13.8 2.9 +143 +hd 8 LELTL AW R0 : Percent change . i oo 0 125.9
12-15 te=19 Yo A ST ¢ ST Y S IY SRS S 1 RO < B Tt 18 1328
1978 rate 15,454,000 570 1.3 109 2.0 R T S T R T B P LW Lo 1430 1978 rate ‘38,000 3B.b 25 &8N0 bt 30 Th SR e SN
1979 rate 14,918,000 53,4 1.3 9.4 24 10 ALY 13 dwd Hdle L 1M 1474 rate 71328 IS SO SRR T . SV - anh L8 s )
Percent chango o Y N L N et e X N N NN Porcent change ) 1. an6  139.0 20 136.9
. 16-19 446 8.2 1.7 6.5 38w . 2t ' 13602
o8 eate 16,466,000 68,9 2.5 9.8 2.4 R S L R I B T PR 1078 rate 00 e e a7 FIFE T 103 308 B b a0l
1979 rate 16,411,000  70.2 3.2 10,4 3,8 6.6 86,1 KO I I UWY 14,1 57 1AL 1974 rate et M5 a2l =155 #0310 w353 438 8.2 '
Porcent change T T 1 S 1 1 S B K SR S G Hercent ciange ‘ L3l 1% 5.2 12948
- 20424 . m 2.8 At 33 3 i ' 1259
205578 rate 19,767,000 66,9 2.4 B2 5.5 55 a4 M jud UYL 1978 rate W LLLO0 e R 2 48 390 L3 o SN S
1979 rate 19,984,000 7242 2.6 12,1 44 Y 57,8 22,2 36,4 L4 diY 1440 1979 rate 10,23, Wil 42340 «3,9 «23,7 +8.5 +5l =t s )
Porcent change ST A0 M08 B3 w09 w30 WL el s DL el Percent change A 54 LS LN 1.5 107,
- §a%4 2, 1.8 1.7 21 198 G, 8 X '3 Toos
251938 rate 33,708,000  39.9 1.1 5.9 1.9 20 10 Lo Mg R S 14 “ 1078 rate };'1,33‘888 %81 'i.? 4.5 1.7 2.8 243 ,?‘; }32 mé?’é -2.0 PR
1979 rate 34,803,000 43,8 L3 6,0 2,2 3,4 Mt EIUEIN Wi RN 1979 rate P S edd 4180 “0ib #338 +1T N .
Percent change 9,7 78 422+l w28 Y N ) N T L Petil Percent change - 63 B 3.2 85,0
15.4 . 19x49 0.4 ) 0.7 3.l Lt LY . :3 2.2 19,1
1978 rate 35,607,000 19,9 04 a6 1.8 28 150 TN M4 Sb B 1078 rate 18 303,000 e Lo 12 I - A6 slh ale ar0
1979 rate 36,178,000  21.3 0.6 5.1 1.5 L ot "y W KRN 1974 rate P 2230 435.6  +27,8 B0 s1L8 2D .
Percent change +6.7 #4109 «17.9 L I R I ST Ao R 1N eda Porcent change 5 ) 4 627 5.0 anT
50-64 50264 . 10,5 15 0.9 10,7 5,8 a X 0, 15 dbi6
1978 rate 32,264,000 114 0.3 3.3 13 &l 7.8 an o R, 7 anna 1078 rate ‘2'334'888 B 2.8 bl b aa 221 a7 Bh s
1979 rate 32,458,000 10,3 50,1 3.5 1.3 da 0.7 2 444 62,4 K TN 1970 rato 11,803, g . L62.9 sal.B - =48 22, '
Percent change =97 = M2 456 L IT B & N UM U el vaAnd sl i Percent change s - 18,9 3.5 15,5
f 1.6 ' e . . *
65 and ? § 0% and over , o 19,2 2,6 0.9 1.7 : 4.0 14,9
1978 rate 22,948,000 79 0.4 3.0 L2 1.8 4.7 1A 1.0 13 AR ! 1478 rate }i';‘ﬁ'g‘&S (5)3 0.1 1.8 1.0 10.8 31 oy .ﬁ; R S5 =dd
1979 rate 23,533,000 5.9 {12) 2.5 1.0 14 1t N 2ot b BTN ! 1970 rate v 21,0 o =3 4124 “ -l23 =% : '
Percent change %-25,0 - W85 sl 22005 BRLEB RSalB Y A5, Tl WL el E Percent change
Males §
P less than 0,05,
1978 rate 84,377,000 45,7 0.2 8.3 2.0 5.7 I M7 AL D SobImee ; 2 Rate or percent change 18 logs thak B00 o yover,
1979 rate 85,353,090 45,5 0.2 8.8 2.9 5.9 16,5 JENT NN N S ! ; #Statistically significant at the 39 BEEECTE FI0 b o Tovel s ) Wi
Percent change B B S N BN E 28 18 N N hat R0 j :;';g:g'*‘;,‘;g‘;},‘t,,’,"E&‘}ff%‘i-"i,.?‘aifsﬁf’ e e oample casen, i statisticatly unreliable, Petcent change ot sho
12-15 . '
1978 rate 7,866,000  75.6 'O 188 3.5 15,3 56,4 Weh B0 1 TN ;
1979 rate 7,590,000 67,7 0,2 158 3.8 12,0 517 e 1.5 14K ERTIR Y NY
Percent change ~10,4 - ~15.8 +9.1 =217 =83 EURY S L NS DN
16-19
1978 rate 8,195,000  86.4 0.5 11.3 3.2 82 M VTS SRS NTRE PO TCIERTAN
1979 rate 8,184,000 87,6 '0,7 138 5,0 8.9 1 T3S T VIS S TA R TR
Percent change +1.4 - 422, +56.6 +8.8 =& +dad ~4h T Wi 73
20-24
1978 rate 9,656,000 90,5  'l.o  10.2 3.6 67 79,3 L 10 N TR PN TV
1979 rate 9,760,000  99.0  '0,5 17,6 6.7 199 BL0 3.0 46,0 1eB. 49 163,89
Percent chunge %4 =~ AT 489.3  e%a63.0 +2.1 +5.6 =0, =10 1,3 =143
25-34
1978 rate 16,556,990 54,7 0.} 8.9 2.2 5.9 40,0 M e 1 22 12,y
1979 rate 17,101,800 57,9 0.4 7.6 2.6 4,9 50,0 D N S T R ENE BENTU I
Percent change +5.9 - 5,7 +21.7 }5,7 +7.4 30 SUN L e DA
35-49
1978 rate 17,302,000  25.5 19,0 6.4 30 34 191 0 L ) IC TR
1979 rate 17,575,000 24.6  '0,) 6.6 1.7 8 180 7. 1L M KT ,
Percent change 3.3 - 42,7 #e4l.4 +41.5 =57 +4 BUNT th} aideh 0,6
50-64
1978 rate 15,350,000 15,3 10,0 5.3 1.7 36 100 1,4 B G, 0 2 bt
1979 rate 15,455,000  12.4 ‘0,1 4.2 1.6 2.6 8.1 2.8 5,1 Ghath Tl G
Percent change *-(9,0 -~ e20.9 -4 S28.3 =102 <160 S N T TN K
65 and over
1978 rate 9,453, JO 10.0 .0 3.6 « 1.7 1.9 6.4 2.1 4,1 M ol 6R
1979 rate 9,689,000 7.) 19,9 3.4 1,1 2.3 3.8 1.3 2.5 26,6 L aa
Percent change *6.28,6 - =67 - BT BadB) 2307 BeAla ST I BT !
£
44
4 g
*



Tablo 19 (1978-79 chango) Table 20 (1878~79 change)

Personal crimes: Victimization rate for persons age 12 and over, ‘ Personal crimes: Victimization rate for persons age 12 and over,

by sex, marital status, and type of crime : by annual family income and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 pernons age 12 and over} (Rate por 1,000 peraons age 12 and ovet)

” ? : ) al lareeny
Number of R-“)),h"ry ooy pg!maﬁ)m!‘ul l‘_‘,‘l“m ' Number of Rohhery Annault t.rimos of W’T{If“un ”Wﬁhoul

Sex and persons in  Urimes of with Without Aneault Cetmer  With Without pernons in - Ueimes of With Without™ T z:v‘;lod Sinle  thelt contact  contact

marital status the group vivlenve Rape Total injury {hjury Total  Aggravated Simple of theft  contact  contact Annual Tamily income the group violenve Rape Total  tnjury 7 njjury Tota By -

Both sexes? TLotal ! o : ' 9.8 3.1 N
1978 rate 196,215,000 31 Lo 8w o T T R A | SR T Ll 9% 107 Tate MOIS,000  WE L0 R Lo ko 26 ne i e Rt
1919 rate 178,244,000 34,8 141 6.1 AN 41 a7 N 17 ul.e 29 89,0 1979 rate 178, S8, 000 14,6 11 643 il hl eh oty oea oot B0 Gt
Percent change 4 114y 1043 1. 18,8 14} i [T o) =By %ad0 Porcont change it ISERE) 6.1 +138 e sl ay

Never married . 1,000 " 20" [N () 86,3
1978 rate BL768,000 Wh T2 10w 2 r B TN U U W e PN ST »~ Lenn than 83,0 mutno0n 563 &8 LT PR 0 R e B I T
1979 rate 52,556,000 62.1 20 1 36 I N R LN W L s I kN 14990 Fate 8,251,000 6143 o 103 Wi G dnd e “ors el BEI
Percent change +3.5 +16.0 U Wi AW ) <00 TS T TS B )} *kal g Percent thange 18,8 TY-2% S I SYVEREY O Y T +Hh '

Married . 287,499 o . . 0.4 [ AR
1978 rate 4,831,000 18:6 (1S N ] el SN L 5,5 10,0 EAT LI I P9 ‘ $’{.‘,’~?3 ,ﬁ,(tt 29,706,000 18.8 ] O M ‘;3; 113?) }gﬁ 22 441 66,8
1979 rate 100,444,000 LN [ BN Dy I TN ByG 93 00,0 Ly ot ; LU pate 26,048, 000 4146 Ba o . o RTR] i Bl 6,5
Pervent change w3l B e 283 a8 sda? ot At <6.7 N <l ‘ Forcent change i T A A R th

Separated ot divorted S GU0=$9, 990 “ \ o o 0L Hod BH,8
1978 rale 12,210,000 6B REERTH X BT X R U S PR T YWY Bl 18,0 ‘ S WL227,000 B B0 S8 LT e e i Ak auo E
1979 rate 2,816,000 Tt e o LY 0.3 8.5 50,4 235 234 B 48 1 1979 rate 11,521,000 4,8 Lo AL I 2 T R Sht oot 1,5
Percent change 184 =3 5 =10,% NN SN gy 6,1 MLl Radl =04 i) Porcent change sl S S U IR L E P T v '

fidowed 2514, 094 " 2. TRU] ot i, 6
1978 rate 14,004, 00 1, MUY 44 Ly 1 5.3 2l Ln 383 4.l 34,8 s‘{";ﬁmaﬁf b 12,787,000 3.7 0.7 Sl Grd 30 %:"l' 13'3 }(',,; w0,y Sl R
1979 rate 12,008,000 H ] 44 Lt &l 4 1,3 L N 48 83 ‘ 1970 vate 28,640,000 1.8 Y B0 b ql}«‘; i s Wiy wlid N =10
Percent change NEN) LIS IR CIE T T O L £ 1L B P S | IYTR R 18 SR S R LN f Pord eht hange N L et "

i o » ) 5.0

Hates! $15,000-824,949 ) 1.4 2 24,6 8.8 19,7 105, Sl 103,
1978 rate BLTRO00 AR 0 A &6 TR VX N IS AN Y PR T T 1978 Fate p AR e S o SR S 0O S KO 9,0 L e
1974 rate B, 51000 A% 0 Y I T S N T O TN FR et 1979 rate L TR T TR ¢ SEC W G IR WY L
Porcent change <Ayl IUN +5.8 sl N a8 sl 1w 0.4, MR LET(N ] Percent change g '

i , ' 27 1282

Noever marrivd : $£6,000 and vver r 0.8 4.3 24,8 e 18,0 134 S
1978 rate 27,618,000 T M Lo 4 LT S NN L T 4 15T 1978 tate 24,062,000 o i LI S A T 0B 18,0 18 sbo 6l
1979 rate 27,971,000 8.0 LU T B LYY 51 IEN (N 25,00 6 16,7 4.1 140,06 : 1999 rate 11,841,000 1 IR N R SR | 001 V102 10 Gat)y B <16.8 vatld
Porcent change (2 - sl [Ny vl -hate 1 LI bl s Bt Pervent change Shee ' . :

Harried ; PR, + 15 loun than 0,05,

1978 rate 50,018,000 3.4 0zl e 1.y SO nt 19 Ml L T ‘ fq‘;l‘,:;;c';'u;";‘,"é},‘m“m a1 the 95 pereent confidence level,
1979 rate 50,467, 000 il ", Lo 1. A 204 Mt 18,3 My Lot 67,8 shStatistically significant at the 90 percent confidence level,
Percent change LR S Xt 1R aded st ~ha S TR shill D066 1 i ncludes data on persons whose (ncome level was not ascertained. lable. Porcent change ot shown,

Separated vr divorced Rate, based on about L0 o fower sample cases, 1 statistically »nreliables !

1978 rate 4,567,000 TN RIS MR "3 147 i M MY 1481 b 140
1979 rate 4,815,000 Bo.G LU 2.0 Tl Lde? hd b a0 L] 13ds? daid 1305
Percent change +U.6 - (LTS chl s 11,6 Y TAR I Yl ooaddyu a7l

Widowed
1978 rate 1,921,000 16,7 By, 0 bnl N [O%) LA LY el 41k "8 36,7 ¢
1979 rato 1,875,000 14,2 0 27 L T a6 5 LA L Sk M. 45,0 |
Percent change UM S N - B ~ : [ U] 1340 H

Fomales b
1978 rate 91,838,000 Qdy 1.7 3.7 1o MY 1o k! AR} oy 1,5 B5.1
1974 rate 92,931,000 2445 1R N 1.5 245 18,7 Gt 1 i 11 AR
Percent change ' BN sTall shind st 6 sl sHate A0 L] NS T L )

HWever married
1978 rate 24,150,000 387 o 5.8 1 14 3.3 Hd AR 13,5 IS R
1979 rate 24,586,000 411 3.8 0 1R 4. 11,8 T it 1,2 W LT
Percent change FYE Y SRS & Y TS (TP 13 Y0 1k +1004 1) A UV 4 10,06 b s

Marrled
1978 rate 49,746,000 1.7 e MY 5 1.6 U0 0 b M1 2.6 e
1979 rate 49,976,000 1.7 0.6 M 0 I LN &Y h LY ) 664
Percent chanpe 03 S L 40,0 sdd 4 <08 IR i1 At g TS T LN

Separated or divorced
1978 rale 7,644,000 625 G.2 10,0 5.7 TS B 2% T LB s, 8.5 165
1979 rate 8,001,000 14l 5.8 I3 G40 A7 51,5 THed L | RLTY figd 1110,5
Percent change 48,3 el +33 <07 +8.8 sth, ) (I ol BN “5d

Widowed
1978 rate 10,083,000 4,5 0.9 30 1 MY 5.3 M) 3,0 1O 4. 3.7
1979 rate 10,133,000 Te9 )4 33 1.3 et (18] "1 L 1Y 3 4ol 25,1
Percent change a13.2 «  =lf,3 213,06 105 21840 " +5.0 o

2 Rate or percent change s less than 0,05,

“Slatistically significant at the 95 porcont confidonce lovel,

*+5tatishically mgmificant af the 90 percent confidence Jovel,

Inciudes data oa prrsony whose marital slatus was hot ascorlained,

tRate, based on 2ero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,  Percont thanpe not shown,
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Table 21 {1978-79 change) i Table 22 (197879 changoe)
Personal crimes: Victimization rate for persons age 12 and over, Household crimes: Victimization rate, by type of crime
by place of residence and type of crime '
{Rate per 1,000 households) L e e N o T R 5 L ST B
{(Rate per 1,000 persony age 12 and over) T ate Poreent chanpes :
I, . = AN LT GRS R stantard errar
Number of Rubbory Pornonal larceny Type of hounchold crime e e To7d s B it i s i et
persons in - Urimes of With  Without Annault Crimes of - With Wil : ) \ 84,1 wlid )
Place of residence the group  violence  Rape  Total  injury injury  “Uolal  Aggravated  Simple  theft contact con:g:": du;glrﬂcl;zk‘ ontry gg-g il e ‘:':;
lé(\)},lﬁplm on of pesidence x:‘tmw‘rxd(‘?l:yxhl ey 3})": }:;.31 ‘-’ Id:*’ 4.
rate 176,215,000 337 O S8 L 4 36 0,7 e o cmpted forcibic ¢ K W R L e
1979 rate 178,284,000 1,5 ST S0 S N N N S S 3 e 1o e Hounchold lareeny R s EREN A
Percent change w24 +11.3 +0,7 #1388 2,0 s edod 0,8 wab,0 8.0 wed,9 ‘ t)olrun‘plsll(;g'l‘a&gnv P 72,0 Ll Y
‘Total th meteopolitan areas g $(‘;t:) and vver 40,1 461 st ti"l‘-
Inside coentral viics ; Attempted larceny 8.3 f“" ';‘,'? l"x‘
1970 rate 50,445,000 45,9 N R T LT . 18 6.4 12,6 i Motor vehicle thoft 17.5 1 iy i
197U rate 50,381,000 47,8 ST IE TS S N R N S P A R A IR EN T ! Completed theft . teo Bos Ml
Porcent chango TS 7 TN N ST S 08 (Y 120 S I S Y Wit mllS el00 #ell6 j Attempted theft 6.5 " nHee
Jutside ventreal cittes - #2,980,000 79,449,000 A
Lu rate Q02000 T 000 LB e 19 1068 L1 1046 Fotal houscholds st e S S S
9 rate 076,000 4.8 bl 5,0 1y 37 8.1 [ 18,1 101,% 2,1 99,6 e . . q oy
' ‘ : : * ! Lically significant at the 95 porvent confidence level,
Percent change +Df +23:6 BT +5 0 elld NIRRT NI R wodb {2} m.,.::-; . |i,’«:f':l:n':ﬂu:‘,fnﬁ(,n ol the use of q{)nminrd eryors, sve Appendix 111,
Metropolitan arcas with ncludes amount not reported,
central etties of 1,000,000
or Rore
lnuu;o ventral citien
1978 rate 15,052,000 49,6 1.9 172 LIS IS Y 30,4 11,8 6,4
1 rate MO0 80 10 B e L 8 1 o 930 IR
reent change N Mad6.0  433,0 29,9 #2101 o8, .18 w2 Bald, - 14,0
Dutaido contral  1hes ' TR T el 83 15 ' 17 18 w140
1078 rate 16,730,000 361 (U} e il 3.9 29,8 8.4 10,0 w3
1970 rate 17,182,000 3641 Id Gh 20 4 SR BB 104 1086 a4 100
Percent change 207 +50,0 LA TPV S S I L 1% ) =N A LN L6 M Wl 18,9 8,8
Metropolitan arean with
contral vitien from
500,000 to 949,904
lm)ld(;}t entrat vition
1978 rate 10,035,000 48.3 o7 [Ty Yod 2.0 16,7 14,0 1y 0 AT 3
1670 rate HIBL000 470 & HLe b hu A T e he 1o é
Percent change =da? +4440 ] L3 PLRY P =bel sl 10,0 @a 10,7 =10:9 \?»10‘? §
t)ul'r;ug‘ venfral vitien * ' i Table 23 (1978-78 change)
978 rate 16,467,000 40,2 1 8.4 1.6 Tt 1 Y 20,7 ;
1974 rate LB 38 10 T oW me S0 1o e T Ho ! Household crimes: Victimization rate, by age of head
Percont change ST RS N SR B Y 5 100" S P B (') wdid <L J11L8 il | of household and type ol crime
Metropnlitan areas with ;
central citien I
onteal witico lron | {Rate por 1,000 households) L L
lnm)%: entral vitien ' Burplary
1978 rate 14, 607,000 43.8 1. f) Yed 4 17,06 164 PR, ] : mbor of : Attempted
1979 rate 10,190,000 4o 6 7i B b ALD LR R 3: }53:8 :(‘,'un;h.,&u Forvible  Unlawful forcible Houschold larceny . ... Motoe vebig e thelt
" ;:m-; ont "hml,m.' +10.8 PR 1 8] sy +OB, B 0} Y NEN! R TR ~Ted =83 i Age of houschold head in the group Total  ontry vntry ontey Total  Cumpleted — Attempted Total “tompleted Attempied
utside contral Gition : > . R, e o A B T L B
1978 rate 15,783,000 AL i 447 1.4 8 370 o 181 TR Voo : S )
Lo rate TdBOU Wl L2 S L A9 doa dnl o A T 197 rae 77,080,000 B0, 2B Wb 0 e LY OB A H o
Percent change "y R RN AN N RN a8 Y Aol 64 1979 rate 79,444, 000 4.1 2741 3 179 ulﬂ.i ml-’.”:u‘. l‘).“u l(r').; l(l.(l'» l;. !
Metropolitan areas wath Porcent change wded =h9 s Rall)3 e11.5 s1dal 18 ke H e
;on&-}nhnum from 12=19 2 w,t 20
0,000 to 241, “7 e 240,06 73,2 139.0 15,8 2.4 26,9 13,4 50 v, e
Inmide central vitien }3?,3 ‘;‘,}{3 {!832!333 33.3:4 R‘é.‘é 1334 1143 26849 249, 1,0 42,8 MR [ R
w’,vg rate 19,801, 0 42,1 1.4 Yae 1.4 1.1 36,7 14,7 2.0 117 $.7 a4 Percent thange RUN S =33,8 ady 0 =0,0 81 +10.3 - ~18s0 34 -4l
979 rate R R T S 1 S L R (A I Sl 1020 ad oy 2034
‘ercent change 50 W38,0 4B 43ued wib elad «B,7 16.3  Ballid 992184 YN eh= 3 64,4 . AL 15,1 Ml
Outulde central eaties ' ' ' He 1 O 1478 rale %"-238'333 “:\;.g 22‘2 .g:r; iz:g i‘és':ﬁ :'Q{:‘l ‘l\l).?n id.3 U‘;.“a e
1978 rate 20,483,000 10,2 0,8 4.5 1.6 2.9 24.9 647 18.¢ 9.0 el 93,9 l)‘)?? rnlt" 4,180, n-? e:,:.'. A0nd Sealdd 24,0 S48 RN Ol T T
Lot re. ABILON 2B BB Wl LS 66 M o 154 0. 1A st : Percent change '
ereont thange sdeb o17 S0LIT S804l 0.0 coedl R 6,1 WOToA ) 1540 1 0
) ) : N ; . . . 0, 19,9 1 40
T“ml lr;anunmolmpuhmn arean ) ' 187;3 rate m';}?‘ggg 3:’% é.’;'g :2:2 ‘;'?.‘: }éé':‘ i:‘\%:é l0."3 MU H.‘r' [
978 rate 56, 308, 000 0.5 2o ) 1.6 ™ 704 N | i rate s ) . o bl et aore Bl “”," 8.0 4,6 244
:’979 o) 56,837,001 S T R T S R T n :.l!.(: P {.f) 322 Percent change W1 S s 165 10,6 el .
ercent change 2488 242 el odul 4o S8 e ; * 50204 : K E ?
3 ARSI A A o A T L 1978 rate 18,643,000 663 208 a8 7 8.8 80.3 S S e S 514
2 Percent vhange is toss than 0,05, 1919 rate 18,550,000 6446 Al WY l:.‘) *10‘].15 a ll;") “.5 50., a'i.l e
*Statistic ally significant at the 95 percent confident e level. Percent change sli¥ PRel4.0 s14.0 st +8.C o o " "
#¥Gtatistically significant at the 99 percont conlidence tevel, & and oy
'Ra‘w. based on about 10 ur fower sample Canes, 16 statistically unrehiable,  Percent thange not shawn, b "‘;f‘n",ﬁ,‘}ﬁ 1%,406,000 458 118 40,4 (318} 536 50,7 2 el 1l L‘"l
1979 rate 15,978,000 450 22, 10.6 59,5 G4 2.4 9.0 3l Lo
Porcent change 20,5 =74 27,4 =0:5 [y 1740 RO -0 V-‘l.u bi
sHtatistically signilicant at the 9% porwm:unh{dgm v(‘lsw:”l
oy : ranificant at the 90 percent conlidence ievel ~
.,:f,’“;‘f‘f,;‘;:&'zn"a’,‘jou{m or lower ngpm cases, i statistically unrelfables Percent change not nhown,
AR
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Table 24 (1978-79 change) |
Household : !
of hove ehol‘é"'t‘;'e‘tr‘e’“ggg'fa":"'ra‘?, by race of head B Table 25 (1978-79 change)
’ 0 e
) ype of crime ; Household crimes: Victimizalion rate, by race or Hispanic orlgin
(Rate per 1,000 houscholds) L of head of household, annual family income, and type of crime
Burglary {Rate per 1,000 housecholds)
Race of houschold s:lﬂiix;l?ii [ Attempted I Burglary
head and tenure In the group  Total e:tl;‘cylble gr:‘tlﬂwm forclble louschold larceny Metor vehicle theft ‘ Annual family ncome, Number of ‘ Attempled
~ — ry entry Total  Completed  Altempied  Total Comploted Athempted ; race of houschold head, households Foreible  Unlawful  forcible Household larceny Motor vehiclo thoeft
o ::lc:;s — or Hispanic origin In the group  Tolal  entry entry entry Total Completed  Altempicd ~ Total Completed  Attempted
1979 rate 790499 000  aap 28 WA 204 199 UL 83 175 Q.0 ) All races’!
Percent change ool oL }Zg RE S AELN 85 i " gg ; 1978 rate 77,980,000 86,0  2B.2 37,4 20,4 19,9 117 8.3 175 11,0 6.5
Ouned or being bought . -12, H1S  wyl2,] +2.8 +0,) +5.1 -8.2 ! gilzcr:tt(‘chango 79,499,000 8;; a;.(n) ":‘}, o {Z;’ .-.”?'7 189.2 8.5 17,5 116 3.9
-2, - vy )2y el wald, -
llg;g Rate 50,909,000 71,0 22,9 2.3 15.9 \ ' ' BTN NN +2.8 NN N 8.2
b ) rate 51,819, 000 68.6 22.8 14 3 07.8  100.5 7.4 13.8 8.8 5.0 ; Less than $7,500
ercent change #eas Bl o 7.0 109.4 75 1301 5.8 50 - 1078 rate 21,652,000 1002 31,0 44,4 24,7 1073 100.6 6.8 12,4 8.3 4.0
Rented . -20,1 8,5 %48,9 2.6 47 _2:2 _9"! : 1979 rate 20,142,000 94.4 29,0 43.7 a1 1168,1 1092 5,9 1.6 8.1 1,5
1978 rate 27071000 141 18,2 : Percent change ~5.8 =65 -1.7 <12.4 a3 48,5 «1a,1 -0.0 246 =129
1] ] . s . :
1979 rate 27,679,000  113.2 352 IR 2.7 s 10,0 24,5 15.2 0.3 $7,500-$14,999
crcent change ~0.8  -8.0 a2 7.5 165.1  154.8 10,3 25.8 17.2 8.6 ; 1970 ot e es 5ol e TR T . ot i [
White . “4a3 B5.T %il6.6 vl o R 3y D :m rate 19,516,000 87.4 0.2 ?7,;, 19.6 12,8 1339 8.9 18,6 12,8 5.8
. b ent change +6,° . 2. -5, well, ]l el w4, - R -21,
llg;g rate 68,538,000  82.6 26,1 37,7 18.8 1 b & ’ . 3 NINEEENEN 4.0 5.6 3.7 L
b rate 69,750, 000 80.1 24.6 3626 e 19.5 1118 8.0 16.9 10.2 6.6 Loy $15,000 and over
ercent change -3.0 5.8 2'3 " 9 133.5 125.3 8.2 17.0 11.1 5. ; 1978 rate 26,217,000 80.3 8.4 7.0 1841 132,5 123.0 9.4 2042 1dd 7.8
Owned or belng bought ~ 2.3 21000 %1107 %alaid 2,0 405 486 19 ‘ Pereant ¢h e 4 S+ U T U o P 190 oo 38 b7
* =t i ercent change ~0.2 -0.6 6.3 sl 8 LT3 U RS O 5.9 =6, -3, -
}3;3 :g:g 46,601,000 69,7 217 32.9 15,2 107.0 9 § ’ ' § e " a ! e
Percent change 47,357,000 66,7  2).4 32.8 12.5 1156 103'3 3 132 8,2 5,0 ‘ White!
8 ~.3 a6 -0, #al7.4 %48.0  %48.6 7.2 12,4 8,0 4.4 : 1978 rate 68,538,000  Bl.6 26,1 17,7 18.8 19,5 1115 8.0 16,9 10,2 6.6
Re;.;gg l . +d, +0.1 ~5.9 «2.6 «ll.6 1979 rate 64,750,000 80,1 a6 8.6 16,9 113,58 125,13 8.d 17.0 1 5.9
rate 21,937,000 109,9 35,4 Percent change =30 «5,8 +2.03 0 e ]0.0 el T walded +2,0 +0.5 +8,6 11,9
. . 48,0 26 . .
},‘i’r‘g::l‘zha" . 22,392,000  108.4  31.4 50.8 2o 1753 }2?8 2.8 24,6 14,5 101 Less than $7,500
8 ~lid hl]] 4 +5.8 S0 %0703 fa1gi 10,3 26,6 17.7 8.9 1978 rate 17,341,000 21,4 27,2 44.1 22,6 107.2 1007 6.5 116 7.7 1.8
l;j-’l;ckt » +18. +4.9 +7.8 +21.7 ~12,3 : }979 rate 16,061,000 gu.4 e 4.1 alad 1171 111.6 §d 11.5 8.) 3.4
rate 8,458, 000 114.7 6 Percent change ~ded =90 (2) =6.0 BL0.2 £e]0,9 ~16.d =044 +4il =10.2
h 1458, . 46,0 35,4 LEN
st o051,
8 -0.7 +4,2 7.6 *a26.7 0.5 4108 10.5 21,9 15.0 6.9 1978 rate 18,761,000 800 a7.l 34,1 18.8 128.0 119,60 8.4 18,6 11,1 7.6
Owned or being bought * . +7.5 +2.0 -9,9 +43.1 1979 rate 17,096,000 83,1 8.8 36.8 17.5 141.0 1131 8.5 17.8 12, 5.8
{;;3 rate 3,845,000 85,0 35,4 25.6 24.0 18,3 1 ' Pureent <100k B o A 0 e ne
Perecnt hanga 3,912,000 91,1 40.6 5.6 149 133 133'? 9.5 19.6 15.2 4.3 $15,000 and over
8 1 14,5 +38.9  *.37,9 12.5 : 10.6 22,2 16.1 6.1 1978 rate 24,447,000 79,8 23,0 1.2 1.4 1.2 122.8 9.4 19,9 11.8 8.0
Rcln(;;g : . +12. +12,6 +1.0 +13.5 +5.6 +40,7 ; ;‘JW rate 28,244,000 7.4 23,2 8.8 16,4 73 1367 10.6 17,8 11.3 6.5
rate 4,613,000 139.5 54,9 s Percent change 27 =38 +1.4 ~11.5 Sallid ®ella3 +13.0 =10,7 ~4.6 ~19.7
. ’ 43.5 :
RN B B T T BRI U RS
- -4 ~1.4 +7,0 ¥%a2) 4 8.9 49,3 1.6 fe;l ..é]“l) T 1978 rate 8,458,000  114,7  46.0 19,4 33,3 12006 1109 9,7 21,5 16,6 4.8
*Statistically significant at the 95 percent coniidence lovel ! M 1979 rate 8,642,000 114.0 8.0 .6 . 133 122, 1. él.9 15.0 6.9
**Statistically significant at the 90 percent ¢ ¢ } Percont change 0.7 14,2 H706 0 #2047 +10.5 +10.8 +7.8 +2,0 -9.9 +43,1
1 P nt contidence level !
Includes data on Mother" races, not shown separately. ' ! Less than $7,500
H 1978 rate 4,042,000 1a9.2 48,13 45,8 35,2 103.6 95.8 7.8 1.3 10,1 12
: 1979 rate 3,841,000 11240 47.7 414 AR 107.4 a49.7 7.7 12.9 8.9 4.l
: Percent change ]33 wlid 8.6 Hudd 8 +3.7 +441 «0,8 =96 -1, wlid
$7,500-$14,999
1’978 rate 2,082,000 106.1 414 27,6 17,2 136.5 122, 14,1 27,9 a2 3,7
1979 Rate 2y 122,000 113.0 4.9 FY v 1.4 143.4 131.9 1.5 M 17.6 7.0
T'ercent change +6.5 +1.1 +37.1 =10.1 46,1 +7.8 ~18.0 ~12.3 =21.1 -
$15,000 and over
1978 rate 1,404,000 102, 5042 2049 3l.6 133.9 123.1 10.8 25,9 22.5 3.4
1979 rate 1,731,000 124.9 55.2 48.8 a0 164.5 148.7 15.8 36.4 23.3 13.1
Pareent change +21.7 +9.9  *al3dg ~33.5 +22.8 +20.8 +46.,2 +40.6 +3.7 -
Persons of Hispanic
origin'
1978 rate 3,486,000 107.9 41.6 38,5 27.8 151.8 141.8 10,0 28.0 13.4 14.6
. 1979 rate 3,720,000 99.0 32,2 42.7 241 160.6 152.2 8.4 3.4 20.5 10,9
: Percent change 8.3 WN.22.7 +10,9 ~13.5 +5.9 +7¢3 «15.4 +12.0 +52.8 -25.6
i3
f Less than $7,500
i 1978 rate 1,357,000 102.2 41.8 37.8 22.6 150.9 143.0 7.9 19.1 9.8 9.3
1979 rate 1,261,000 117.5 33,2 481 36.1 138.4 129.8 8.7 18.2 1.4 6.8
Percent change +15.0 «20,6 +2743 +60,3 ~8.3 ~9.2 - 4.6 +16.5 -
4
$7,500-$14,999
1978 rnt(" 1,142,000 98,7 40.5 38.7 19.6 166.1 154.7 11.4 29.3 1.9 17.3
1979 rate 1,164,000 86,6 29.9 434 13.4 142.2 13,1 5,1 33.2 23.7 9.5
Percent change -12.2 6.4 +lda2 =31.5 -14.4 =1t - +13.45 +98.8 -
$15,000 and over
1978 rate 648,000 9.1 6.8 18,1 37.0 1503 139.3 .0 33,1 T t5.4
1979 rate 952,000 94,2 27.8 42,5 23.9 207.9 192.6 16.3 42,9 27.9 15.0
Percent change +2.3 - +11,1 «35,4 9438, 3 +38.3 - +29.7 | - -

7 Porcent change is less than 0,05,

S1atistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level,

wrStatistically significant at the 90 percent conflidenee ovel,

Includes data un houscholds whose income lovel was not ascertained, he "all races" category also includes data on

geparately,
"Rate, based on about 10 ar fewer sample cases, 15 statistically unreliable, Porcent change not shown,

Yotaer! races, not shown
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Table 26 (1978-79 change)

Household crime: Victimization rate, by place of residence

and type of crime

{Rate per 1,000 households)

Burglary
Number of Attempted
houscholds Forcible  Unlawful forcible Househald larceny Motor vehicle theft
Mace of residence in the group  Total entry entry entry Total Completed  Attempted Total  CGompleted  Attempted
All places of
residence
1978 rate 77,980,000 86,0 28,2 37.4 20.4 119.9 1 8.3 17.5 11,0 6.5
1979 rate 79,499,000 84.1 27.1 39,1 17.9 133.7 125.2 8.5 17.5 11,6 5.9
Percent change ~2.2 ~3,9 +4.6 1203 %ell5 0 al241 +2.8 +0.1 +5,1 -8.2
Total in metropolitan areas
Inside central clties
1978 rate 23,827,000 110.0 41,4 39.9 28.7 140.2 129.7 10,5 23.6 14.8 8.9
1979 rate 24,070,000 109.5 41.5 43,5 24,5 161.8 149.5 12.3 26.5 17.9 8.7
Percent change =0.5 +041 +9.1 #a14.6 15,4 4153 +17.1 +12.3 ®%421,0 -2.4
Qutside central cities
1978 rate 29,475,000 85,0 27, 38,0 20.0 131.2 122.4 8.8 19.7 11.7 7.9
1979 rate 30,371,000 79.4 23.7 37.8 17.8 140.8 132.2 8.6 17.0 10.7 6.2
Percent change a7 W] 2,5 -0.5 -10.6 ¥+7.3 #4+8.0 ~2.3 #4.13.9 -8.5 wh21.9
Metropolitan areas with
central cities of
1,000,000 or more
Inside central citles
1978 rate 7,174,000 96.5 42,1 26,6 27.8 100.2 92,2 8.0 30.8 19.9 10.9
1979 rate 7,193,000 102.8 14,7 33.7 24.5 116.0 107.7 8.3 37.0 25,48 11.2
Percent change +6.,6 +6.2 +26.5 =117 "9405.8 %16.9 +3.3 +20.2 +26.7 4246
Outside central cities
1978 rate 7,123,000 87.4 29.8 36.7 al.4 124.6 113.4 11.2 23.2 12,3 10.9
1979 rate 7,309,000 80.0 25,7 33.1 21.¢ 133.0 123.3 9.7 19.9 11,2 8.7
Percent change ~8.5 -13,7 9,7 +0,9 +6.8 +8.8 ~13.7 ~14.3 -8.7 =20.7
Metropolitan areas with
central eities from
500,000 to 999,999
Inside central citics
1978 rate 4,837,000 123.0 42.9 48.8 31.3 156.0 142.1 13.9 23.4 t2.7 10.7
1979 rate 4,961,000 120,5 48,7 47,4 27.4 195,3 179.4 15.9 25.6 17.3 8.3
Percent change ~2.0 +6,7 -2.8 12,6 wa25.2  ¥426,2 +14.6 +9.2 +36.0 ~22.5
Qutside central cities
1978 rate 6,949,000 85,3 23,4 40,1 21,5 130.6 122.3 8.3 23.9 15,8 8.2
1979 rate 7,167,000 77.7 22,7 39,2 15.8 1573 146.3 11,0 20.0 12,4 7.6
Percent change -8.9 ~3.3 2.9 #a26,6 ®420.4  "419,06 +32.9 ~16,2 -2l.1 =-6.7
Metropolitan arcas with
central cities from
250,000 to 499,999
Inside central cities
1978 rate 4,727,000 112.7 42.1 40,3 30.2 160.9 150.1 10.8 23,9 14,0 9.9
1979 rate 4,780,000 110.8 43,4 44, 23.4 182.0 168,2 13.8 22.8 14,9 7.9
Percent change ~1.7 +2.9 +9.3 22,6  wre]3,1 +12.0 +28.2 -4.6 +6.3 -20.3
Outside central cities
1978 rate 6,719,000 94,7 34,1 38,0 22,6 143.7 136.3 7.4 N 10.2 8.4
1979 rate 6,982,000 84,0 27.5 39,0 17.5 149.6 138.7 10.9 17.6 12,7 4.9
Percent change -11,3 #<19,3 +2.0 w22 .5 +4.1 +1,8 +47,2 ~5.4 +24.0 woql.]
Metropolitan areas with
central clties from
50,000 to 249,999
Insiae central cities
1978 rate 7,089,000 113,1 39.4 47.0 26.8 156.2 145.5 10.7 16.4 11.6 4.8
1979 rate 7,135,000 107.6 34.0 50.4 23,2 171.2 158.2 13.0 19.1 1249 6,2
Percent change -4,9 -13.5 +7.3 -13,5 +9.6 +8,7 +22.0 +16.9 +11.9 +29.1
Outside centrul cities
1978 rate 8,634,000 75.4 22.5 1.1 15,7 127.4 119.6 8.4 14.2 9.3 8.0
1979 rate 8,913,000 76.6 20.0 39.6 17,0 127.1 123,1 4,0 11.6 7.5 4.1
Percent change +1.6 <111 +6.6 +7.9 ~0.3 +2.9 *52.1 ~18.5 ~18.7 -18.2
Total in nonmetropolitan
areas
1978 rate 24,679,000 63.9 16.8 34.3 12,8 86.9 81,5 5.4 9.0 6,5 2.5
1979 rate 25,058,000 65,5 17.5 36,5 11,6 98.1 93.4 4,7 9.6 6.5 3.0
Percent change +2.5 +4.0 +6.4 -9, *312,9 %4147 -13.7 +6,4 -0.2 +23.3

#Statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level,

#xStatistically significant at the 90 percent confidence level,
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Table 27 (1978-79 change)

Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents In which
offenders used weapons, by type of crime

1978 1979 Change in percent
Number of Percent with Number of Percent with with weapons,

Type of crime [ncidents weapoh present incldents weapon present 1978<1979 -
Rape 164,000 20 184,000 26.9 +24.2
Robbery 891,000 48,2 943,000 47.1 2.2

With tnjury 289,000 45,9 334,000 43,1 =61

Without injury 602,000 49,3 609,000 49,3 +041
Aggravated assault 1,363,000 94.6 14425,000 93.7 1,0
Table 28 (1978-79 change)
Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents (and of
armed incidents) in which offenders used firearms,
by type of crime

1978 1979 1979
Percent of Percent of Number of Percent of Number of Percent of
Total tncidents Total incidents Percent incidents inctdents incidents incidents Percent
number of with firearm number of with fircarm change, with weapon  with firearm with weapon with firearm change,

Type of crime incidents  present Incidents  present 1978~1979 present present present present 1978-1979
Rape 164,000 5.9 184,000 10.0 - 35,000 Y274 449,000 37.0 -
Robbery 891,000 15.6 943,000 1641 +3.1 429,000 32,3 444,000 34,1 +5.4

With injury 289,000 10.1 334,000 8.4 «16.5 133,000 22.0 144,000 19.5 =11.1

Without injury 602,000 18.2 609,000 20.2 1141 297,000 37,0 300,000 41,0 +11,0
Aggravated assault 1,363,000 28.1 1,425,000 2646 5,4 1,290,000 29,7 1,336,000 2844 =4,

'Percent, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. Percent change not shown,

53




Table 29 (1978-79 change)

Personal and household crimes: Reporting 1o the police,
by type of crime and race

1978 1979 N ‘q?] g Numb i lq;l)‘) t ted P t ¢l
Number of Porcent roported  Numbor of Percent reported  Percent change umber of Percent fepuited Number of ercent reporte ereent change,
Type of crime and race victimlzations 1o the poll(‘po victimizations  to the pollclz- 19781979 8 Standard error? Type of crime and race victimizations  to ltho police victimizations  to the police 1978+1979 Standard crror!
All races? Black ] 0
Crimes of violence 5,941,000 442 6,159,000 45,1 s1.9 3.1 Grimes of violence 798, 000 7.1 819,000 4.6 +1.2 8.
Rape 171,000 8.8 192,000 50,5 +1.6 16,5 Rape 42,000 5345 31,000 47.0 -12.1 f‘sg
Robbery 1,038,000 50,6 1,116,000 55,5 +9.8 6.7 Robbery 225,000 52,9 247,000 59,4 +12.3 13.8
Robbery with injury 130,000 65,4 181,000 62.2 4,9 8.1 Rob‘bery with Injury 60,000 66,6 78,000 66,1 -0.8 ) .ls
From seriouy assault 179,000 68.2 203,000 66,2 3,0 10,4 From serious assault 27,000 69,0 54,000 68.3 =1.0 3,
From minot assault 151,000 6241 178,000 57,7 ~7.0 12.6 From minor assault 33,000 64,6 24,000 ol.! ~5.4 iq.s
Robbery without injury 708,000 41,6 735,000 32,0 a]9,2 9.9 Robbery without injury lbj.OOO 47,9 169,000 56,3 +l7.;9 18-;!
Assault 4,732,000 42,7 4,851,000 42,4 -0.5 3.5 Assault 532,000 dl 541,000 de.2 o Y
Aggravated assaull 1,708, 000 62,7 1,769,000 51,3 2.8 4.8 Aggravated assault 262,000 52,9 253,000 49, i 2.
With Injury 577,000 03,1 599, 000 57,1 ~9.5 6.5 With injury 87,000 70.06 108,000 62.2 -{ 9 13.5
Attempted assault with weapon 1,131,000 47,5 1,170,000 18,3 w1a7 6.7 . Attempted assault with weapon 175,000 dd. 145,000 I -1 17.9
Simple agsault 3,024,000 37.0 3,083,000 37.4 +1.1 5.l Simple assault ..7'0.00() 35.8 282,000 3 .{1 4-9.0 ;7;;
With injury 756,000 47,5 795,000 50,2 \5.8 8.3 With injury 71,000 48.8 76,000 . e 23,
Attempted assault without weapon 2,268,000 334 2,287,000 32,9 w140 6.2 Attempted assault without weapon 193,000 30.‘. 212,000 33,2 +9 ..g.%
Crimes of theft 17,050,000 2.6 16,382,000 24,0 -2.5 2.8 Grimes of theft 1,775,000 23.0 1,715,000 a8 PH 154
Personal larceny with contact 549,000 33,7 511,000 15,6 +5.6 13.4 Personal larceny with contact 122,000 Ju.8 H oo et +26.7 e
Purse snalching 177,000 1.7 166,000 48,9 +29,7 24,3 Purse snatching 41,00 24,9 31).000 65.8 s 167
Pocket picking 372, 000 3.7 345,000 20,1 -8, 15,6 Packel plcking 81,100 3 (At 9 N 89
Persanal larceny without contact 16,501,000 2443 15,871,000 116 2, 2.9 Personal larceny without contact 1,653,000 2.8 1,604,000 & i '
. 5 2.9 7.2
Burglary 6,704,000 7. 6,685,000 47,6 1.0 2.8 Burglary 970,000 18.1 982,000 49.% N
Forcible entry 2,200,000 T3 2,156,000 7.9 s243 3.0 Forclble entry 389,000 b7 a1, 000 68. e s
Unlawful entry 2,916,000 1,0 3,109,000 18,3 +1,0 5.0 Unlawful entry 299,000 10,3 R o o 201
Attempted forcible entry 1,588,000 3.8 1,420,000 30,9 =25 7.9 ‘ Attempted forcible entry 282,000 29.9 0 ol Te 3.7
Houschold larceny 9,352,000 24,5 10,630,000 25,1 +2.8 3.8 .} Houschold larceny 1,040,000 19.3 1,149,000 Ao e 1309
Completed larceny? 8,707,000 4.7 9,954,000 28,2 2,0 3.9 ] Completed larceny* 937,000 19,9 1,059,000 S b 38
Less than $50 5,186,000 12, 8,725, 000 Thq 13 8.0 ! Less than $50 467,000 .3 319,000 o g 1303
$50 and over 3,124,000 45,5 3,667,000 44,3 2.7 3.9 [ $50 and over 421,000 Jed Ao 00 3.2 mee? 221
Attempted larceny 645,000 g 76, 000 24,5 14,5 17.4 Attempted larceny 82,000 1.9 oo ba's 1001 83
Motor vehicle theft 1,365,000 oh. 1 1,393,000 68,2 3.3 4.1 Motor vehicle theft 182,000 78,1 e 815 "4 03
Completed theft 854,000 87,4 20, 000 85,7 -2 2.7 : Completed theft 140,000 2.1 60000 “o. = 3.4
Attempted theft 500,000 a4, 473,000 .1 +16,9 16.5 i Attempted theft 41,000 30.2 ' . .
White jo #Statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level,
Crimes of violence 5,080,000 43,4 5,232,000 44,8 2.1 3.4 i *uStatistically significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
Rape 129,900 471 159,000 51,7 +9,4 19.8 : 'For an {llustration of the use of standard errors, see Appendix 111,
Robbery 801,000 S0,0 852,000 G, 7 9.4 7.9 Lo :Inc:uges data 0:1 "olther" rtmc:ies. not shown separately.
obbery wi jur ML 46 99 o G, . [ Includes amount not reported.
R b‘:smywr?:)é:]:g:uull M',':um) z',!,u 140:888 23,_:1 ..2,(; 13‘2 | ‘Percent, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrellable, Percent chinge not shown.
From minor assault 119,000 AN 160,000 59,0 ~7.1 14,2 P
Robbery without injury 536,000 2409 553,000 Gl LS 11,6 {
Assault 4, 149,000 4.6 4,220,000 42,6 0.1 3.8 :
Aggravated assault 1,432,000 52, 1,476,000 51.8 ~1.8 5,2 A
With injury 487,000 62,0 470,000 56,8 «8,3 74 ‘
Attempted assault with weapon 944, (U0 48,0 1,000,000 49,4 +3,0 7.2
Simple assault 2,718,000 37,3 2,744,000 17.6 +0,9 5.3
With Injury 674,000 47,7 713,000 50,9 +6,8 8.8
Attempted assault without weapon 24044, 000 13.8 2,032,000 2.0 2.7 6.5
Crimes of theft 15,051,000 24.8 14,394,000 24,4 <15 3.0
Personal larceny with contact 416,000 34,3 390,000 35.1 2.1 14,8
Purse shalching 131,000 40,5 123,000 43,5 +746 23.8
Pocket picking 285,000 31,5 267,000 0.1 “l 18,7
Personal larceny without contact 14,634,000 24.5 14,004, 000 24,1 “l.b 3l
Burglary 5,662,000 46,9 5,587,000 47,4 +11 3.0
Forcible entry 1,788,000 71,0 1,714,000 72.8 +2.7 3.3
Unlawful entry 2,586,070 37.9 2,693,000 38,1 +0.5 5,3
Attempted forcible entrv 1,289,000 3.7 1,181,000 11,9 N 8.9
Houschold larceny 8,191,000 25,1 9,309,000 25,8 12,8 4.0
Completed larceny? 7,640,000 25.2 8,738,000 25,8 s202 4.1
Less than $50 4,636,000 12,7 5,108,000 13,6 +6.7 8.4
$50 and over 2,663,000 47.2 3,162,000 46,1 ~2.3 4,1
Attempted larceny 550,000 21,3 572,000 25.8 +10,9 17.5
Motor vehicle thelt 1,156,000 64,4 1,183,000 68.8 +6,9 4.7
Completed theft 701,000 B7.5 714,000 86,0 -1,7 3.0
Attempted theft 455,000 28.8 409,000 36,3 +25,7 18.6
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Appendix 1l

Information on the sample
and the reliability
of the estimates

Survey results contained in this report are
based on data gathered from persons living in
households throughout the Nation and from
persons living in group quarters, such as dormi-
tories, rooming houses, and religious group
dwellings, Crews of merchant vessels, Armed
Forces personnel living in military barracks, and
institutionalized persons, such as correctional
facility inmates, did not fall within the scope of
the survey. Also excluded were U.S, citizens
residing abroad and foreign visitors to this
country, With these exceptions, individuals age
12 and over living in housing units designated
for the sample were cligible to be interviewed,

Each interviewer's first contact with a unit
selected for the survey was in person, and, if it
was not possible to secure interviews with all
cligible members of the houschold during this
initinl visit, telephone interviews were permissi-
ble thereafter, The only exceptions to the
requirement that cach eligible person be inter-
viewed individually applied to 12- and 13-year-
olds (where interviewers were instructed to
obtain proxy responses from a knowledgeable
adult member of the houschold) and to incapac-
itated persons and individuals who were absent
from the houschold during the entire field inter-
viewing period (where a proxy respondent was
permitted).

Beginning in February 1980, telephone inter-
viewing was substantially increased in order to
cut data collection costs, Approximately half of
all interviews are now obtained by telephone,
compated with about a fifth under the former
procedure. Analysis of data collected through
June 1980 indicates that the victimization rates
based on information obtained by telephone do
not differ significantly [rom thosc gathered
through personal interviews, A more complete
study of these two data collection procedures
will be made with data for the entire year of
1980,

Sample design and size

Estimates from the survey are based on data
obtained from a stratificd multistage cluster
sample, The primary sampling units (PSUs)
comprising the first stuge of sampling were
counties, groups of counties, or large metropoli-
tan areas, The larger PSUs were included in the
sample with certainty and are called self-
representing (SR) PSUs. For the Nation as a
whole, there were 156 SR PSUs, The remaining
PSUs, called non-self-representing (NSR) PSUs,
were combined into 220 stratn by grouping
PSUs that shared certain characteristics in
common, such as geographic region, population
density, population growth rate, proportion of
persons belonging to races other than white, ete.
From cach stratum, one arca was sclected for
the sample, the probability of selection having
been proportionate to the area’s population,

The remaining stages of sampling were
designed to ensure a self-weighting probability
sample of dwelling units and group quarters
within cach of the selected areas,! This involved
a systematic selection of enumeration districts
(geographic areas used for the 1970 Census),
with the probability of selection being propor-

1Self-weighting means that each sample houschold

tionate to their 1970 population size, followed
by the sclection of clusters of approximately
four housing units from within each enumera-~
tion district, To account for units built after the
1970 Census, o sample was drawn of permits
issued for the construction of residential hous-
ing. Jurisdictions that do not issue permits were
included by means of a sample of area seg-
ments, The resulting sample of new construction
units, though yielding a relatively small propor-
tion of the total sample, has accounted for an
increasing share with the passage of time since
the 1970 Census,?

A total of approximately 73,000 housing units
and other living quarters were designated for the
sample. For purposes of conducting the field
interviews, the sample was divided into six
groups, or rotutions, cach of which contained
housing units whose occupants were to be inter-
viewed once every 6 months over a period of 3
years, The initial interview was for purposes of
bounding, i.e,, establishing a time frame to
avoid duplicative recording of information in
subsequent intervicws. Each rotation group was
further divided into six panels, Individuals
occupying housing units within one-sixth of
each rotation group, or one panel, were inter-
viewed each month during the 6-month period.
Because the survey is continuous, additional
housing units are selected in the manner de-
scribed and assigned to rotation groups and
panels for subsequent incorporation into the
sample. A new rotation group enters the sample
every 6 months replacing a group phased out
after being in the sample for 3 years,

Among the 73,000 housing units designated
for the sample in 1979, interviews were obtained
at 6-month intervals from the occupants of
about 60,000, The large majority of the remain-
ing 13,000 units were found to be vacant, de-
molished, converted to nonresidential use, or
were ineligible for some other reason. However,
approximately 2,600 of the 13,000 units were
occupied by persons who, although eligible to
participate in the survey, were not interviewed
because they could not be reached after repeated
visits, declined to be interviewed, were tempo-
rarily absent, or were otherwise unavailable,
Thus, interviews were obtained in about 96 per-

2A revised NCS sample, based on 1980 Census data,
is expected to be introduced in 1985,

cent of all eligible housing units, and about 98
percent of the occupants of these households
participated in the survey,

Estimation procedure

In order to enhance the reliability of the esti-
mates presented in this report, the estimation
procedure incorporated extensive auxiliary data
on those characteristics of the population that
are believed to bear on the subject matter of the
survey, These auxiliary data were used primarily
in the various stages of ratio estimation,

The estimation procedure is performed on a
quarterly basis to produce estimates of the
volume and rates of victimization, Sumple data
from 8 months of ficld interviewing are required
to produce a quarterly estimate, For example,
as shown on the accompanying chart, data col-
lected during the months of February through
September are required to produce an estimate
for the first quarter of any given calendar year,
In addition, each quarterly estimate is made up
of equal numbers of field observations in which
a specific month of occurrence was from | to 6
months prior to the time of interview, 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 arrangement is to
minimize expected biases associated with the
tendency of respondents to place criminal vic-
timizations in more recent months during the 6-
month reference period than when they actually
occurred, Similarly, annual estimates are
derived 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 first step in the estimation procedure was
the inflation of the sample data by the recipro-
cal of the probability of selection, An ndjust-
ment was then made to account for occupied
units {(and for persons in occupied units) that
were cligible for the survey but where it was not
possible to obtain an interview,

The distribution of the sample population
usually 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,, characteristics that

Month of interview by month of reference

(X's denote months in the 6-month reference period)

Period of referance (or recall)

Month of First quarter Second quarter Third quarter Fourth quarter

Interview Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr.  May June July Aug. Sept.  Oct. Nov. Dec.

January

February

March

g
iyl

August
September
Oclober

had the same initial probability of being selected
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are closely correlated with erime victimization
measurements made {from the sample, Because
of this, various stages of atio estimation were
employed to bring the distributions of the two
populations into closer agreement, hence redue-
ing the variability of the sample estimates, Two
stages of ratio estimation were used in produc-
ing data relating both to crimes against persons
and crimes against houscholds,

‘The first stage of ratio estimation was applied
only to data records obtained from sample arcas
that were non-self-representing, its purpose was
to reduce the crror arising {rom the fact that one
arca was selected to represent an entire steatum,
For various categories of race and residence,
ratios were caleulated reflecting the relationships
between the total population in the non-self-
representing parts of the region at the time of
the Census and the estimate of that populition
based on the sample PSUs,

"The second stage of ratio estimation was ap-
plicd on & person basis and brought the distri-
bution of the persons in the samp’s into closer
agreenient with independent current estimates of
the distribution of the population by various
nge-sex-race categories,

Regarding the estimation of crimes against
houseliolds, characteristics of the wife ina
husband-wife houschold and characteristics of
the head of houschold in other types of house-
holds 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 houschold, since sample coverage
generally is better for females than for males,

In producing estimates of personal incidents
(as opposed to those of victiniizations), 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 sumple. 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
to avoid double counting of incidents, A com-
parable adjustment was not made in estimating
crimes against houscholds, as each separate
criminal act was defined as involving only onc
household, When a personal crime was reported
in the survey as having occurred simultancously
with a commercial crime, it was assumed that
the incident was essentially commercial in
nature and, therefore, it was not counted as an
incident of personal crime, However, the details
of the event as they related to the victimized
individual were included in the survey results,

Victimizations In a serles

Yictimizations that occurred in a series of
three or more for which the victim was unable
to deseribe the details of cach event have been
excluded from the analysis and data tables in
this report. Because respondents had difficulty
pinpointing the dates of these acts, this informa-
tion was recorded by the season (or seasons) of
occurrence within the 6-month reference period
and tabulated by the quarter of the year in
which the data were collected, But, for the
majority of crimes, the data were tabulated on
the basis of the specific month of occurrence to
produce quartetly estimates, Although no direct
correspondence exists between the two sets of
data, near compatibility between reference peri-
ods can be achieved, for example, by comparing
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the data on victimizations in a series gathered
by interviewers from April 1979 through March
1980 with the regular victimizations for calendar
year 1979, This approach results in an 87.5 per-
cent overlup between reporting periods for the
two data sets,?

An examination of series duta shows that
these crimes tend disproportionately to be cither
ussaults, more often simple than aggravated, or
houschold larcenies for which the nmount of
loss was valued at less than $50, Although vie-
timizations in a series, if combined with the
main body of crime data, would increase the
reported levels and rates of crime, it is believed
that there would be very little impact on year-
to-year change in victimization rates,

Reliabllity of the estimates

The particular sample employed f{or this sur-
vey wis one of a large number of possible sam-
ples of equal size that could have been used ap-
plying the same design and sclection procedures.
Estimates derived from different samples would
differ from cach other, The standard error of a
survey estimate is a measure of the variation
among the estimates from all possible sumples
and is, therefore, & measure of the precision
with which the estimate from a particular sam-
ple approximates the average resuit of all possi-
ble samples, The procedure, as illustrated below,
provides n method to construet interval esti-
mates such that a known proportion of the
intervals would contain the average of all possi-
ble samples, For example, the chances are about
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would
differ from the average result for all possible
samples by less than one standard error. Sim-
ilarly, 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 it
would be less than 2.0 times the standard error;
and 99 out of 100 that it would be less than 2.5
times the standard error, The 68-percent confi-
dence 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 out of 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 crror, the estimates
presented in this report are subject to nonsam-
pling error, Major sources of such error are
related to the ability of respondents to recall vie-
timizntion expericnces that oceurred during the
6 months prior to the time of interview,
Research on the capacity of victims to recall
specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing
persons who were victims of offenses drawn
from police files, indicates that assault js the
least well recalled of the erimes measured by the
National Crime Survey, This may stem in part

IBeginning with data collected in January 1979, the
precise number of events in a series (or the vietim's best
estimate) is determined and if the dates of oceurrence of
these events span more than one quartet, the svents tire
allocated to the appropriate time periods, ‘Thus, it will
be possible to combine series crimes more readily with
the bulk of crime reports und assess the impuact of series
crimes more clearly. However, since the details of only
the most recent event in a series ure oblzined by the
interviewer, the comparison will not be exact 1o the
extent that the event reported is not typical of the entire
series. Data tabulated on this basis are not yet available.

from the observed tendency of victims not to
report crimes committed by offenders known to
them, especially i they atre relatives, In uddition,
it s suspected that, among certain groups,
crimes that contain the clements of assault are o
part of everyday life and, thus, are simply for
gotien or are not considered worth mentioning
to a survey interviewer, Taken together, these
recall problems may result in o substantial
understatement of the “true” rate of victimiza-
tion from assault,

Another source of nonsampling vrror related
to the reeall capacity of respondents is their
inability to place the criminal event in the eor
rect month, even though it is placed in the cor-
rect reference period, This source of error is pars
tinily offset by the requirement for monthly
interviewing and by the estimation procedure
described earlier, An additional problem
involves telescoping, or bringing within the
appropriate 6-month period ineidents that
occurred carlier—-or, in o 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 telescoping is minimized by the bound.
ing procedure described above, The interviewer
is provided with a summary of the incidents
reported in the preceding interview and, if o sim-
ilar incident is reported, it can then be deter-
mined from discussion with the respondent
whether the reported incident is indeed a new
one,

Methodological research undertiken in prep-
aration for the National Crime Survey indicated
that substantially fewer incidents of erime were
reported when one houschold member reported
for all persons residing in the houschold than
when cach houschold member way interviewed
individually, Therefore, the self-response proges
dure was adopted as a general rule; allowances
for proxy response under the contingencies dise
cussed earlier are the only exceptions to this
rule,

Despite these nttempts to minimtize the elfect
of vietim recall problems, memary lipses inevitae
bly occur. Some evidence of the extent of this
problem will be obtained from the findings of u
reinterview program in which a sample of
approximately § percent of the interviewed cases
in cach month are interviewed a second time by
a supervisor or a senior interviewer, Differences
between the original interview and the reinter-
view are reconciled by discussion between the
reinterviewer and the respondent. Howeser, no
relinble results are yet availuble from this
program,

Additional nonsampling errors can result
fron incomplete or erroneous responses, systeme
atic mistakes introduced by interviewers, possis
ble binses associated with the sample rotation
scheme, and improper coding and processing of
data. Many of these errors would also occur in
a complete census, Quality control measures,
such as interviewer observation and the reinter-
view program, as well as edit procedures in the
field and at the clerical and computer processing
stages, are used to minimize errors made by
respondents and interviewers, As caleulated for
this survey, the standard errors partially meass
ure only the random nonsampling errors arising
from these sources; they do not, however, take
into aecount any systematic biases in the data,

T

Compulation of standard errors

When comparing two rates in nonconsecutive
years, the standard error for changes in rates for
crimes against persons or households is given in
the following formulu;

(rs n)e \,!JM (r. '"(Jlilk fL)) +by (r, (L,;~ ,-,.))

The symbols are defined as follows:

2] the rate for the first year of the com-
parison expressed in decimals (i.e., o
rate of 52 per 1,000 becomes
.052),

M the number of persons or houscholds
in the group on which the first rate is
based,

r the rate for the second year of the
compatison in decimals,

Jo - the number of persons or houscholds
in the group on which the second rate
is based.

by, by - constants for the 2 years in the com-
parison, which were obtained when
generalizing the standard errors. The
specific value for each constant
depends upon the year to which it
corresponds, us follows: For each year
from 1973 through 1977, use the con~
stant 1821 for 1978, use 2616; and for
1979, use 2509,

To Hllustrate the computation of standard
crrors, table 3 in Appendix 1 of this report
shows that the tate for assault rose from 24.9
per 1,000 in 1973 to 27.2 per 1,000 in 1979, The
appropriate vadues for those nonconsecutive
years are by = 1821 and by = 2509, Substituting
the values in the formula yields:

‘The amount of the change is 7o 1 20272
20249 = 0023 or 2.3 per 1,000

"The standard error of the change is

T (0249 117 T haa9)
V/”"' ("lomas.

+ 259 '(P

(s iy
- \/’/‘m‘l ("lm})os.ouu

udia x@‘f?g)

+ ‘5") iy
50 178 284000

o ORI
+FSUU T Hommou0a 494)

a / Toruo02ene + 0XG03TIEE

= 0000006138

= DOOR, 0t 0 8 per 1,000

The formula for testing rates for nonconsect-
tive years could be used for consecutive years,
but it would tend to give o substantial overesti=
mate of the stands rd error. This is beeause of
the positive correlation between estimates from
consecutive years since miny of the same
households are interviewed in both years, ‘The
preferred method for consecutive years follows,

\When comparing the rates for consecutive
Jyears, compute the relative change in rates, i.c.,
12,20 by using the following formuly:

1]

Loy (L)
i yir

‘The symbols are defined as lollows:

" - the rate for the first year of the com-
parison expressed in decimals (i.e., o
rate of 52 per 1,000 becomes ,052),

- the number of persons or houscholds
in the group on which the first rate is
bused.

rs the rate for the second year expressed
in decimals,

e the number of persons or houscholds

in the group on which the second rate
is based,

b - aconstant, the value for which varies
depending on the conseeutive years
being compared, as follows: For 2 cons
secutive yenrs between 1973 and 1977,
use the constant 1603; for 1977 78, use
1986; and for 1978 79, use 2256,

To illustrate the use of the formula, table 3
shows that assuult rose from 26.9 per 1,000 in
1978 to 27.2 per 1,000 in l97r9' 0272 . 0269

The relative e e rr =P o

The relative change is 1“4 550
=.,0112, or 1,120, The standard error of the rel-
ative change is

an ST
a0 /28 ((‘T?t‘»’.“zls,m)n“?c"’é‘f&v‘)

e, eistsaaia s

R
(178‘254,0()0 X 0272

1on \,/2250 ((4.’740?[83)

+ (i)
1011 o/ 2256000002053
¥ 0000002006)
1011 v/ 2256 (0080063059)
1011 /0009157

a 101 x 03026

a

E

"

= 03059, 0r about 3 067

Application of standard errors

The standard errors may be used in two ways,
The first is to determine whether a given change
or relative change is statisticaily significant. To
do this, divide the change or relative change by
its standard error, If the result is greater than
2,0 (or less than 2,0 the change is “significant,”
If it is between 1.6 and 2,0 (ot between 2,0 und

1.6) it is considered "marginally” or *less con-
clusively” significant, In the first example, the
change is .0023 with a standard error of 0008,
so the ratio is .0023;.0008 = 2.88. Consequently,
this change is significant, In the second exam-
ple, the relative change is .0112 with a standard
error of .0305, so the ratio is .0112;,0305 = 0.37
and the change is not significant.

‘The second way to use the standard error is
to compute o Y50 confidence interval for the
change or relative chunge. The lower end of the
95C¢ confidence interval is obtained by taking
the change (or relative change) and subtracting
two times the standard error. ‘The upper end is
obtained by taking the change plus two times

the standard error, In the first example, the
interval ranges from ,0023 2 x 0008 =,0007 to
0023 + 2 x 0008 =,0039, So the interval is
(,0007, .0039) or from 0.7 per 1,000 to 1.9 per
1,000, In the second example, 0112 2= ,0305
= 0498 and 0012 + 2 x 0305 =.0772, so the
interval is ( 0498, .0722) or from 4.98¢¢ to
7,226z, A relative change of - 4.98¢¢ corresponds
to a 4,98%% decrease in the rate.

The interpretation of the 95¢¢ confidence
interval is that one is *95¢¢ confident™ that the
change (or relative chunge) from n complete
census would have been in the range of values
given, (More precisely, in 95¢¢ of the possible
samples which might have been selected, the
confidence interval which would be computed
would contain the complete census figure. Thus,
the user can be “95¢¢ conlident™ that the interval
from the actual sample contains this figure.)

When a change is “not significant,” this
means that the obseeved difference is small
andjor its standard error is large, so that it cin-
not be concluded that a complete census would
show an increase, Thus, in our second exumple,
the 95¢¢ conlidence interval significs that a
complete census could show as much as a 7,220¢
increase, or a 4,98¢¢ decrease, from 1978 to
1979, It can be concluded at this level of confis
dence that a census would not show more than
a 7.220¢ increase or n 4,98¢¢ decrease.
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Glossary

Ape -The approprinte age category is deters
mined by each respondent’s age as of the Jast
day of the month preceding the interview,

Aggravated assault - Attack with a weapon
resulting in any injury and attack without o
weapon resulting either in serious injury (.8,
broken bones, loss of teeth, internnd injurics,
loss of conseiousness) or in undetermined injury
requiring 2 or more days of hospitalization,
Also includes attempted assault with n weapon,

Annuat family Income- - Includes the income
of the houschold head und all other related per«
sons residing in the same household unit, Cove
crs the 12 months preceding the interview and
includes wages, salaries, net income fron busis
ness or farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent,
and any other form of monetary income, The
income of persons unrelated to the head of
household is excluded,

Assault- An unlawlul physical attack,
whether aggravated or simple, upon n person,
Includes attempted assault with or without &
weapon, Exeludes rape and attempted rape, ns
well as attacks involving theft or attempted
theft, which are classified us robbery,

Attempted forcible entry- A form of bur
glary in which force is used in an attempt to
gain entry.

Burglary  Unlaw{ul or forcible entry of a res-
idence, usually, but not necessarily, attended by
theft, Includes attempted forcible entry,

Central city - The largest eity (or “twin cit-
ies™) of & standard metropolitan statistical nrea
(SMSA), defined below,

Forelble entry A form of burglary in which
force is used to gain entry (e.g., by breaking &
window or slashing a screen),

Head of household  For classification purs
poses, only one individual per houschold can be
the head person, In husband-wife houscholds,
the husband urbitrarily is considered to be the
head. In other houscholds, the head person is
the individual so regarded by its membets; gen-
crally, that person is the chiel breadwinner,

Hispunle orlgin - Persons who report theme
selves ns Mexican Americans, Chicanos, Mexi-
cans, Mexicanos, Puerto Ricans, Cubans, Cens
tral or South Americans, ot other Spanish
culture or origin, regardless of rice.

Houschold - Consists of the occupants of
sepirate living quarters meeting cither of the fol-
lowing criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or
teniporarily absent, whose usun! place of resis
dence is the housing unit in question, or (2) Per-
sons staying in the housing unit who have no
usual place of residence elsewhere,

Houschiold erimes  Burglary, houschold far-
ceny, or motor vehicle theft, Includes both
completed and attempied acts,

Houschold larceny ‘Theft or attempted theft
of property or cash from & residence or its
immediate vicinity. Forcible entry, attempted
forcible entry, or unlawful entry is not involved.

Incldent - A specifie criminal aet involving
one or more victims and offenders, In situations
where o personal crime oceurred during the
course of a commercial crime, it was assumed
that the incident was primarily directed agginst
the business, and, therefore, it was not counted
ns an incident of personal enme, However,
details of the owtcome of the event as they
related to the victimized individual would be
reflected in dita on personal victimizations,

Larceny ‘Thelt or attempted thell of prop-
erty or cash without foree. A basic distinction is
made between personal larceny and household
larceny.

Murital stutus - Bach household member is
assigned to one of the following categories: (1)
Matried, which ineludes persons having
common-law unidéns and those parted temporars
ity lor reasons other than marital discord
(employment, military service, ete.); (2) Sepa-
rated and divoreed, Separated includes marricd
persons who have a legal separation or have
parted beciuse of marital discord; (3) Widowed;
and (4) Never married, which includes thiose
whose only marringe has been annulled und
those living together (excluding common-law
unions),

Metropolitan aren - Abbreviation for “stand-
ard metropolitan statistical ares (SMSA),"
defined below,

Motor vehicle Includes automabiles, trucks,
motoreyeles, and any other motorized vehicles
legally altowed on publie roads wnd highways,

Motor vehicle theft - Stealing or unauthors
ized taking of a motor vehiele, including
attempts ot such acts,

Nonmetropolitan area A locality not situ-
ated within an SMSA, The category covers &t
vitriety of localities, ranging from sparsely ins
habited rural areas to cities of fewer than 50,000
population,

Nonstranger - With respect to etimes entails
ing dircct contaet between vietim and offender,
vietimizations {or incidents) are classified ng
having involved nonstrangers if victim and
offender either are related, well known to, or
casually aequainted with one another, In crimes
involving a mix of stranger and nonstranger
offenders, the events are classified under non-
stritnger, ‘The distinetion between stranger and
nonstranger crimes is not made for personal lars
ceny without contact, an offense in which vie-
tims rarely sce the offender,

Offender. - The perpetrator of a erime; the
term generally is applicd in relation to crimes
entailing contact between vietim and offender.

Offense. - A crime; with respect to personal
crimes, the two terms can be used interchungens
bly, irrespective of whether the applicable unit
of measure is a victimization or an incident.

Outside central citles— See “suburban area,”
below,

Personnl erlmes - Rape, robbery, nssault, per-
sonal larceny with contact, or personal larceny
without contact, Includes both completed and
attempted aets,

Personal crimes of theft - Theft or attempted
theft of property or cash, cither with contact
{but without force or threat of torcee) or without
direct contact between vietim and offender,
Equivilent to personal larceny,

Personal crintes of violence Rape, robbery,
or ussault, Includes both completed and at-
tempted acts,

Personal lareeny - Equivalent to personal
crimes of theft. A distinction is made between
personal larceny with contact and personal lar
ceny without contact,

Personnl farceny with contact--Theft off
purse, wallet, or cash by stealth directly from
the person of the victim, but without foree or
the threat of force. Also includes attempted
purse snatching,

Personal lnreeny without contact  Theft or
attemptad theft, without direct contaet between
vietim and offender, of property or cash lrom
any place other than the vietim®s home or its
immediate vicinity, In tare cases, the victim sees
the offender during the commission of the net,

Ruce - Determined by interviewer observas
tion, and asked only nbout persons not related
to the head of the househiold who were not
present at the time of interview, ‘The racial cates
gories distinguished ure white and black,

Rape  Carnal knowledge through the use of
force or the threat of foree, including attempts,
Statutory rape (without force) is excluded,
Includes both heterosexuul and homosexuul
rape.

Robbery - Theft or attempted theft, directly
from a person, of property or cash by force or
threat of foree, with or without a weapon,

Robbery with injury - ‘theft or attempted
theft from a person, accompanied by an attack,
cither with or without a weapon, resulting in
injury, An injury is classificd as resulting from a
serious assault, irrespective of the extent of
injury, if n weapon was used in the commission
of the erite, or if not, when the extent of the
injury was cither serious (e.g., broken bones,
loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of conscious-
ness) or undetermined but requiring 2 or more
days of hospitalization. An injury is clossified as
resulting from a minor assault when the extent
of the injury was minor (e.g,, bruises, black
eyes, cuts, seratches, swelling) or undetermined
but requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.

Robbery without Injury-=Theft or attempted
thelt from a person, accompanicd by foree or
the threat of force, cither with or without a
weapon, but nnt resulting in injury,

Slmple nssault--Attack without a weapon
resulting either in minor injury (e.g., bruises,
black eyes, cuts, seratches, swelling) or in unde-
termined injury requiring less than 2 days of
hospitalization, Also includes attempted assault
without a weapon,

Stze of hiousehold -~The total number of per-
sons living in o particular housing unit, includ-
ing childeen under 12,

Standard metropolitan statistical arca
(SMSA)-- Except in the New England States, a
standard metropolitan statistical aren is a
county or group of contiguous counties that
contains at least one city of 50,000 inhabitants
or more, or “twin cities” with & combined popu-
fation of at least 50,000.! tn addition to the
county, or counties, containing such a city or
cities, contiguotss counties are included in an
SMSA il according to certain criterin, they ate
socially and econontically integrated with the
central city, In the New England States,
SMSA's consist of towns and cities instead of
counties. Ench SMSA must include at least one
central city, and the complete title of an SMSA
identifies the central city or cities,

This definition is the one used for the 1970 Census,
Although it has since been redefined by the Office of
Management und Budget, the 1970 definition has been
used in the National Crime Survey in order to maintain
comparability throughout the decade, The new SMSA
definition will be used ot the time a revised sample is
implemented,

Stranger - With respeet to crimes entailing
direct contact between vietim and offender, viee
timizations (or incidents) are elassified as involv
ing strangers i the vietim so stated, or did not
see or recognize the offender, or knew the
offender only by sight, In erimes involving u
mix of stranger and nonstranger offenders, the
events are classified under nonstranger, The dise
tinction between stranger and nonstranger
crimes is not made for personal larceny without
contact, an oflense in which victims rarely see
the offender,

Suburban aren  Suburban nreas are those
portions of metropolitan ureas situated owtside
central cities,

Tenure Two forms of houschold tenaney are
distinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwells
ings being bought through mortgage, and (2)
Rented, which also includes rent-{ree quarters
belonging to o party other thin the oceupant
and situations where rental puyments are in
services,

Unlawful entry - A form of burglary commits
ted by someone having no legal right to be on
the premises even though force is not used.

Vietim  The recipient of a ¢riminal net; usus
ally used in relation to personal erimes, but also
applicable to households,

Vietlimization - A specific eriminal aet as it
affects o single victim, whether a person or
household, In crimina! aets against persons, the
number of victimizations Is determined by the
number of victims of such acts; ordinarily, the
number of victimizations is somewhat higher
than the number of incidents becatse more thin
one individual is victimized during certain inci-
dents, and because personal victimizations that
oceurred in conjunction with commercial erimes
are not counted as incidents of personal erime,
Eagh criminal act ngainst o household is
nssumed to involve a single vietim, the affected
household,

Victimization rate - For crimes against
persons, the victimization rate, 1 measure of
oceurrence among population groups at risk, is
computed on the basis of the number of vie-
timizations per 1,000 resident population uge 12
and over, For crimes against houscholds, victim-
ization rates are caleulated on the basis of the
number of incidents per 1,000 households. {In
this report, there are two exceptions to this
procedure: In Table 1, Appendix 1, the victimis
zation rate {or rupe is based on females age 12
and over, and in Table 8, the motor vehicle vice
timization rate is computed per 1,000 motor
vehicles owned, in addition to the rate based on
houscholds.)

Victimize. - To perpetrate a crime against a
person or houschold,

Wenpons use. Weapons use applies both to
situations in which weapons served for purposes
of intimidation or threat and to those in which
they uctually were employed as instruments of
physical attack,
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