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DE——  introduction

“

This report is the most recent publication by the Bureau of
Criminal Statistics (BCS) on the subject of homicide in
California, The three primary purposes of this publication
are: 1) to provide an annual overview of findings pertaining
to the crime of homicide and its victims, as well as
information about persons arrested for murder; 2) to
monitor homicide data on an annual basis in order to detect
significant year-to-year changes; and 3) to provide homicide
information on topics of special interest, such as justifiable
homicide.

Primary emphasis has been placed on the crime of willful
homicide. Variables such as location of the homicide,
victim-offender relationship, type of wéapon used, and
circumstance contributing to the homicide are analyzed in
terms of the personal characteristics of the victim (sex,

race/ethnic group, and age). In addition to the analysis of

~willful homicide crimes reported in 1982, other areas of

analytical emphasis include: characteristics of persoris
arrested for murder; defendants sentenced to death; peace
officers killed in the line of duty; and justifiable homicides,
both by peace officers and private cifcizehs. ‘
Omitted from this year’s report is the Adult Felony Arres.
Dispositions section.'Because of a change in procedures in
developing the supporting data base, data were not available
in time for inclusion in this publication.

This publication relies principally on charts to convey
essential facts about homicide in California. These charts
refer to and are based on tables presented in the Data
Section at the back of the report.

Note: Your. comments concerning this pubiication are requested.
‘Please use the survey page at the back of this book ‘

4 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982
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Most data presented in this report were obtained from two

independently compiled BCS data bases: the Automated
Homicide File for data pertaining to both willful and
justifiable homicides, and the Monthly Arrest and Citation
Register for data relevant to the characteristics of persons
arrested for murder.! The reader is cautioned against
comparing data from the two independent data bases.

Trend data are shown from 1974 when the Automated -
Homicide File was established. Prior to this time, data on
homicide variables were not available for analy5|s or
comparison.

The analysis of race/ethnic data must be considered in light
of the subjectivity of the labeling process and recent
classification changes, such as those of the U.S. Bureau of
the Census {1980).

The Data Section contains raw and "‘analyzed’ data tables.
For any given variable, the raw data table shows the
frequency count of each category, including that of
“‘unknown.” When, for purposesof analysis, unknown data
are removed and categories ‘are combined, the table

‘becomes an analyzed data table. Analyzed data tables are

the source tables for all charts in the report.

In its continuing effort to reduce the incidence of unknown

homicide crime data, BCS has implemented procedures to
deal with incomplete records, The result of this effort, as

1'Tables 3—6, 8—44, and 50—59 were complled from Automiated
Homicide File data. The data source for Tables 45—49 was the
Monthly Arrest and Citation Reglster
,’/ a
3y } '{\\

measured from 1980, has been that the amount of
unknown data in the 1981 and 1982 Automated Homicide
Files has decreased substantially, especially with respect to
key variables (victim-offender relationship, location of
incident, and day of incident). Also, a sumber of changes in
the frequensy distributions of these variables occurred. The
most prono‘u‘nced of these changes and the variables with
which each is associated are listed below:

1. Relationship between victim and offender — An increase
in frequency in the ''stranger’’ category.

2. Location of incident — An increase in frequency in the
“victim's residence’’ category.

3. Day of incident — A decrease in frequency in the
““weekend’’ category.

Despite. these changes in the frequency distributions,
essential relationships between the categories of these
variables, for the most part, did not change. -

This logo-will alert the reader to those tables

and charts based on tables that still contain a

considerable -amount of unknown data. The

effects of these unknown data, were such data
known, cannot be predicted with any assurance. 1t seems
likely, however, that changes noted above would be
accentuated.
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WILLFUL HOMICIDE The Crime and Its Vietims -

The crime of willful homicide is defined by the Uniform
Crime Reporting {UCR) Program of the Federal Bureay of
Investigation as the "“willful (nonnegligent) killing of one
human being by another.” Attempted murder, justifiable
homicide, manslaughter by negligence, and suicide. are
excluded. The data presented in this section of-the report
coincide with that definition, and were obtained almost
exclusively from the Automated Homicide File. Other data
sources are indicated in the footnotes of the appropriate
tables.

£

The number of wiliful homicides reported to the UCR
system in 1973 was 1,862. In-1982, the number had grown
to 2,778 — an increase of 49.2 percent. These figures are
more meaningful when viewed in the context of rates per
100,000 poptilation and ‘in relation to other violent crimes.
in this context, the number of willful homicide victims for

each 100,000 population grew from 8.9 in 1973 t0 11.2in -

1982 — an increase of 25.8 percent.

Other general findings related to the crime of willful

homicide are that more persons were killed on Saturday
and Sunday than on other days of the week; more victims
were killed at their places of residence than in other

JREPUIRSI SPIEEEEY SRV
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locations; and more were kilied by firearms than by all v
other types of weapons combined. Also, relatively more

persons in the state's 20 most populated counties were

willful homicide victims than were persons in the 38

remaining counties.

The following charts and chart-related statements describe
homicide crimes in terms of: , !

The number of victims in the context of rate per
100,000 population,

B The relation of homicide crimes to ather violent crimes.

® The personal characteristics {sex, race/ethnir; group, and
age} of the victim and the interrelationship of these
characteristics; for éxample, age of victim as a function
of race.

e T e T

B The relationship between sex, race/ethnic group, and age
of the victim and homicide rate, - victim-offender 1L
relationship, time of incident {month and day), location 3
of incident, type of weapon, and circumstance
contributing to the homicide incident.

Finn

st e o e e s s

- T

TABLE 1
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1973—1982
Number, Rate per 100,000 Population, and Annual Percent Change
Percent Percent
Year Number change® Rate change®
bl

1982 ......... 2,778 —-11.5 11.2 —-13.8
1981 ......... N 3,140 —-7.8 13.0 -9.1
1980 .. ....... 3,405 15.8 14.3 135
1979 . ........ 2,941 13.1 12.6 10.5
1978 ... .. ... 2,601 48 11.4 2.7
1977 1L ‘ 2,481 12,1 1. f 9.9
1976 . . .. ..o 2,214 8 10.1 —1.0
1875 . ... .o ... 2,196 118 10.2 9.7
1974 . ... ..., N 1970 5.8 9.3 4.5
1973 .. L 1,862 - 8.9 -

2 Annual percent change in'both number and rate s calculated from the number and rate of the previous year.
Source: Criminal Justice Profile — 1982, Statewide, to be published by the Bureau of Criminal Statistics, Caiifornia Department of Justice,

jater this year.

From 1981 to 1982:

® The number of willful homicides decreased from 3,140
10 2,778. ‘ ‘ .

B The willful homicide rate per 100,000 population
decreased from 13.0 to 11.2. '

From 1973 to 1982:

® The number of wiilful homicides increased from 1,862
to 2,778,

® The willful homicide rate per 100,000 population
increased from 8.9 to 11.2, or 25.8 percent.

For purposes of comparison, similar increases in the rates
of other violent crimes during this period were as follows:
W Forcible rape — 26.8 percent.

® Robbery — 56.8 percent.

B Aggravated assault — 40.0 percent.

Percent increase

CHART 1
VIOLENT CRIMES

Percent Increase in Rate per 100,000 Population

Willful
homicide

Source: Table 7.

from 1973 to 1982

56.8%

- Forcible Robbery Aggravated
rape assault

CRIMES 7
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CHART 3
WILLFUL. HOMICIDE CRIME TRENDS, 1974—1982
| Sex, Known Race/Ethnic Group, and
CHART 2 . . Known Age of Homicide Victim
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982 ) '_ o
Distribution of Victims by Sex, Known . A. Proportions of homicide victims by sex
Race/Ethnic Group, and Known Age . o , ' , 90 [~
; 80 - ;
SEX - Mo L ———l
When willful homicide victims werg analyzed by sex, it was 70 '
found that: .
‘ ® [n 1082, 76.8 percent were male and 23.2 percent were 60 :
female.
® For each year, 1974—1982, the larger proportion of 8
Sl o
homicide victims were matle. ’ & - 40
y : 30
\_/ c"“ 20 — -.N'"—-—’ F—e’.mie- ——
gt .
RACE/ETHNIC GROUP 10
; 1] . ‘ .
When willful homicide victims were analyzed by race/ethnic 4 1974 - 1875 1976 - 1977 . 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982
group, it was found that: =] - .
: ) co . ‘ . - B.Praportions of homicide victims by known race/ethnic group
 White Hgop;’;é‘-‘ ‘ ® |n 1982, 36.1 percent were white‘(qot Hispanic}, 30.8 56
{not Hispanic) ‘ percent were Hispanic, 28.5 percent were black, and 4.6 o .
36.1% percent were of “allother” race/éthnic groups combined, B o sa White (not Hispanic)
# For each year, 1974—1982, the largest proportion of :.“'_-(g \\
. homicide victims were classified white (not Hispanic). ~ 40 ——— y
During this period, this proportion has tended to £ S Glack Vi
A Lo . ips 8 30 LLLL Y T4 - » o b G W S
L ' decrease while the proportion of those classified as 5 """T"""'""""**‘?“"' T r..‘..... PP
All other Hispanic has tended to mcrease.’ » | Hispanic 4"
4.6% —— ™
AGE ’ . “10 —
v > -_"'T---—-—---Iré-”ﬂg;—--—}:—-J—-—.-l—--Jr._‘
1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 ieg0 1881 1982
When willful homicide victims were analyzed by age, it was ) 'C. Proportions of homicide victims By known age
found that: 5 50 2 .
® {n 1982, 33.7 percent were 0—24 years, 38.9 percent . \ o 25.39
were 2539 years, and 28.0 peréent were 40 years of o 40 7 R T CRLEEIIL (LD
age or older. ‘ o gy —n . e 0-24 —
40 and over : - g 30 T et = o1
28.0% B For each year, 1974—1982, the smaliest proportion of P ] [T ';'ala:; ;;""" =
(M)
g homicide victims were 40 years of age and older. . a 20
Source: Tables 9, 10,and 11. - e 10
7 , = 0 -
: v , g 1974 1975 1976 1677 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982
8 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982 - » ) ‘ ; s ~ , CRIMES 8
. . ‘ { Source: Tables9,10,and 11. . ;
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CHART 4
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Sex of Victim by Known Race/Ethnic Group
White
fnot Hispanic)
Hispanic
Black

Source: Table 8.

White
{not Hispanic)

Hispanic

Black

Source: Table 12.

When sex of victim was analyzed by race/ethnic group,
it was found that:

M Proportionately more Hispanic homicide victims were
male than were either white (not Hispanic) or black
haomicide victims {87.8 versus 650 and 79.8 percent,
respectively).

W Conversely, proportionately fewer Hispanic homicide
victims were female than were either white {not
Hispanic) or black homicide victims {12.2 versus 35.0
and 20.2 percent, respectively).

Male .

Female

CHARTS
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Age of Victim by Known Race/Ethnic Group

26.5%

40 and over D

oz [l

25-39 &

When known age of victim was analyzed by race/ethnic
group, it was found that:

‘m Proportionately more Hispanic homicide victims were
24 years of age or younger than were either white (not
Hispanic).at black hamicide victicas (415 versus 27.9
and 31.5 percent, respectively.)

® Proportionately more white (not Hispanic) homicide
victims were 40 years of age or older than“were either
Hispanic or black homicide victims {38,6 versus 16.4
and 26.5 percent, respectively).

10 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982
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CHART 6

crimes

WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Rate per 100,000 Population by Sex, Race/Ethnic Group, and Age

TOTAL 1112

SEX
Male

Female

RACE/ETHNIC GROUP

White 6.1
{not Hispanic) )

Hispanic

1785

18.0

Black

427

Other 7.7

AGE
0-24

25-39

40 and aver

Source: Table 22,

The willful homicide rate in 1982 was 11.2 per 100,000 L
population. Chart 6 shows willful homicide rates per
100,000 population for subgroups of victims classified by

sex, race/ethnic group, and age.

]
In 1982:

® Males were more than three times as likely as females to
be homicide victims {17.5 versus 5.1},

174

Blacks were more than twice as likely as Hispanics and
seven times as likely as whites (not Hispanic) to be
homicide victims (42.7 versus 18.0 and 6.1, respectively).

Persons 25—39 years of age were almast twice as likely
to be homicide victims as were either younger or older
persons (17.4 versus 9.3 and 9.0, respectively).

CRIMES 11
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CHART 7
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Relationship of Victim to Offender

When 1982 willful homtmde crimes were analyzed by

found that: ﬁ'//

® 458 percent of the/wctlms were frlends or
e acquaintances of offe/nders :

Friend,
acquaintance
45.8%

\‘

. ®m 257 percen*ﬂof the Vict:ms were $trangers to off»ﬁnders
:\\\\\ /

®5:3-Percent of the. victims were spouses of-G fenders.

L & 7.4 percent of the victims were gang members
L -All other - 5.3%

Parent, child — 6.5% ® 6.5 percent of the victims were parent-. or children of

Gang member — 7.8% offenders.
'—— Spouse — 9.3%
® 5.3 percent of the relationships of victim to offender
i 7\5ource~. Table 23. ‘were classified as *‘all other.”
CHART 8

WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Relationship of Victim to Offender
by Sex of Victim

MALE

Stranger

piini When known relationship of the victim to the offender was

analyzed by sex, it was found that:

Friend,
acquaintance )

( 48.8% B The female victim was much more likely than the male
r’ victim to be the spouse of the offender {26.4 versus 3.8

percent).

B The female victim was much more likely than the male
victim t6 be the parent or child of the offender {11 5

All other ~58% versus 4.9 percent).

Parent, child — 4.9%
Gang member — 9.6%
— Spouse — 3.8%

B The male victim was much more likely than the femaje

victim to be a gang member {9.6 versus .7 percent).
FEMALE ’

Stranger
21.1%

Friend,
acquaintance-

36.6%

Spouse
26.4%

L‘ . All'orﬁer 38% ‘Note: Percents may not add to 100.0
Farent, child — 11.5% because of rounding.
Gang member — J1% )

?&)urce: Tabje 23.

12 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982.

known relationship of the vrrunﬁa <Lhe™ onenﬂer “TwasT T e

White

{not Hispanic) 44.9%
Hispanic 41.6%
Black ' 52.7%

Friend,
acquaintance

Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

.-': Tsource: Table 24,

¢

When known refationship of the victim to the offender was
anaiyzed by race/e‘ghnic group, it was found that:

B For each race/ethnic group, the homicide v;ctlm was
most likely to be a friend or acquaintance of the
offender. This relationship was most pronounr‘ed in the
case of blacks (52.7 percent)

CHART9

, WiILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Relationship of Victim to Offender by Race/Ethnic Group of Victim

7%
20.5% 28.7% 5.2%
9.0% 26.7% 18.0% 4.6%
17.8% 17.6% 2% 5.6%

Stranger %
All other D

Spouse, parent, -
chitd .
Gang member @

B The Hispanic victim was much more likely to be a
gang member than the white (not Hispanic) or black
victim (18.0 versus .7 and 6.2 percent, respectively),
and less likely to be the spouse, parent, or child of the
offender than either the white {not Hispanic) or black
“victim (9.0 versus 20.5 and 17.8 percent, respectively).

. The black victim was less likely to be a stranger to the

offender than the white (not Hispanic) or Hispanic

vidiim (17.6 versus 28.7 and 26.7 percent, respectively).

B s et

s
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CHART 10
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 19801982

Average Homicide Rate per 100,000 Population to Size of County s

b d

e ¥

)

1st—20th

o y
Réizainder
of state

Source: Table 26,

When California's. 58 counties were ranked by-size of
‘population aqd the average nu‘mberz of homicides was
- calculated for each c0unty"fouj the 1980—1982 period,
it was found that: ST

B The average homicide rate per 100,000 population of
the 20 most-populated counties was much higher than
that’of the remaining 38 counties {13.5 versus 7.1).

. 14 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982
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CHART 11

WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Percent by Known Month of Incident

When 1982 willful homicide crimes were analyzed by
known month of incident, it was found that:

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979

- Adjlisted Average Number of Homicides, Jhly—December o

“Source: Table 29,

First haif .
Il

® More homicides occurred in the last six months than January 5.5%
in the first six monthis {51.3 versus 48.7 percent).
\ February 6.8%
B This relationship was found to exist each year since ‘
1974 (Chart 12) March 8.2%
. ' . 48.7%
. April 8.5%
Based on an average annual increase of 6.66 percent?, the ‘
average monthly number of homicides‘in"the second half of - May ‘9.1%
any given year should be 3.28 percent greater than those in June -
the. first half of that year. When this semiannual growth 7.6%
increment is subtracted frqm the average monthly number ( o
of homicides in the second half of each year, it is found : July, 8.6%
that ‘the average number of homicides remaining is Au o
s e i . . gust 8.6%
significantly greater than the average number in the first : .
half of the year. This sug‘gests a definite seasonal pattern in ‘ 4 September 9.9%
willful homicide crimes in which more persons are kitled in ~ 51-3% 1y« o :
. s . N ctober 8.7%
the last six months than in the first six months of the year.
November 7.3%
1
Caiculated by averaging the annual percent changes in humber
of homicides for the fiftaen-year period, 1968—1982. . December 8.2%
. \ p .
5 10 .
Percent
.Source: Table 28.
‘ . CHART 12,
400= WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1974—1982
) Seasonality :
- : (First Half vs Second Half}
R -
8 300— 7
§
T
Yo 7
[+]
3 =
S
2
g
®
2
<
2
£
S
-
1980 1981

1982

Second half l l )
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CHART 13
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Day of Incident by Race/Ethnic Group of Victim <
30 — g
R
wn
®
xR o ® x
3 15.6% 9 N o : R =
3 = g g = 2 7 & a1 T3¢
H 13.3% ® = Y o 13.2% ] =
i 11.6% o
O I

Sa tufda Y.

Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday

White
Total H]Iﬂﬂ (not Hispanic)

Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

TSource: Table 30.
CHART 14

WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Day of Incident by Sex of Victim

Hispanic D Black @

When 1982 willful homicide crimes were analyzed by
known day of incident and race/ethnic group of victim, it
was found that: 4

® Most willful homicides occurred on Saturday and -
Sunday {20.3 and 15.6 percent, respectively). '

B Proportionately more Hispanic victims than white (not
Hispanic) or black victims were killed on Saturday and
Sunday combined {46.3 versus 30.4 and 32.3 percent,
respectively). '
MALE FEMALE

“When known day of incident was analyzed by sex of victim,
Weekend | - it was found that:

29.8% . ) .
Weekend ® Females were more likely than males to have been killed

37.5% Weekday
. 62.5% on weekdays {70.2 versus 62.5 percent), while males

were more likely than females to have been killed on
waekends (37.5 versus 29.8 percent).

TSource: Table 30.

16 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982
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When 1982 willful homicide crimes were analyzed by
known location of incident and sex of victim, it was found
that:

B 34,9 percent of homicide victims were Killed at their
places of residence.

B Proportionately, many more female than male homicide
victims were killed at their places of residence (57.1
versus 28.2 percent).

34.9%

And,

B 21,3 percent of homicides occurred on streets or
sidewalks. )

B Proporticnately, many more male than female homicide .
victims were killed on streets or sidewalks (24.9 versus
9.6 percent).

Source: Table 32.

CHART 16
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Location of Homicide by Sex of Victim

Victim’s residence

R R

crimes

CHART 15
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Location of Homicide

Street, sidewalk
21.3%

All other
43.8%

Male

46.8%

Female

Street, sidewalk .

Victim's residence -

Source: Table 32.

Alt other D
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- CHART 17 _ .
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982 ' CHART 18
Knowr Location of Homicide by Race/Ethnic Group of Victim WI LLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Type of Weapon 4
White . . :
{not Hispanic) 44.0% Firearm - 56.7%
Hispanic 49.5%
Knife
7
Black :5-,;’»%
. 3 )4
. Blunt ) =
object it
Victim’s resldence - Sireet, s!dewalk . Al other D Personal
weapon
Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding. . Rope
Source: Table 33, N ;
AN
other i
+ - \. ‘.i
¥
b Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 t\:ecause of rounding.
Source: Table 35.
When willful homicide crimes were analyzed by race/ethnic
group of wctm and known Iocatlon oj incident, it was When 1982 willful homicides were analyzed by known type b
",f°”“d that U TR P of weapon used, it was-found that:
o Lo '_Propomonately more white (not H|span|c) than ® 56.7 percent resulted from the use of firearms. . o
e ‘ ,Hlspamc or black \gctlms were Kkilled at their places of , G .
: ‘_‘hresudence (45.0 -versus 23.0. and 35.3 percent, m 239 percent resulted from the use of kmves » ) S
respectively). i ® 6.4 percent resulted from the use of blunt objects. ¢
® Proportionately fewer white (not Hlspamc) than ® 6.3 percent resulted from the use of personal weapons
Hispanic or black vnctlms were killed on streets or . (hands, fists, feet, etc.). .
sidewalks (10.9 versus 27.5 and 29 6 percent, . L L
respectwely) = 2 2 percent resuited from the use of ropes ' ,
. B 4.4 percent resuited from the use of weapons grouped in
the “all other” category. Lo
18 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982
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CHART 19
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Type of Weapon by Sex of Victim
4.5%
Male 34.5%
Female 45.1%

L - _Personal
. Firearm . . weapon %

Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

Source: Table 36.

CHART 20
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Type of Weapon by Race/Ethnic Group of Victim

. All other D

White
{not Hispanic)

Hispanic

Black

Firearm . Knife @ mrasgg:' %

Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

Source: Table 37.

"

When known type of weapon used was analyzed by sex and
race/ethnic group of the homicide victim, it was found

. that:

W Regardless of sex or race/ethnic group, the victim was

17.2%

97%

10.6%

4.5%

All other D

most likely to have been killed by a firearm.,

® The proportion of malés killed by firearms.was areater

than that of females (60.9 versus 42.4 percent).

M The proportion of females killed by personal weapons
{hands, fists, feet, etc.) was much greater than that Qf

males (12.5 versus 4.5 percent). ‘

m Proportionately more white (riot Hispanic) victims were
= ; killed by personal weapons than were Hispanics or
blacks {9.4 versus 4.6 and 4.5 percent, respectively).

crimes
CHART 21
WILLFOUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Contributing Circumstarice
Robbery
20.7%
Argument
50.8%
All other
& 23.7%
. [——- Sex-related—2.3%
Burglary—~2.5% '
7 Source: Table 39.
When 1982 willful homicide crimes were analyzed by
knawn contributing circumstance, it was found that:
50.8 percent were associated with arguments.
20.7 pércent were associated with robbery.
2.5 percent were associated with burglary.
2.3 percent were sex-related.
23.7 percent were associated with “all other”
contributing circumstances.
CRIMES 21
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CHART 22
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Contributing Circumstance by Sex of Victim
. 4 .

1.7%

Male 22.2%

= -

5.1%

Argument Burglary % All other D

Female

Sex-related . Robbery

Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

¢Source: Table 39.

CHART 23
WiLLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Contributing Circumstance by Race/Ethnic Group of Victim

7%

White ]

(not Hispanic) 34.0% 43.8% : 21.4%
Hispanic 18.9% 53.7% 13.9%
Black 20.8% 57.1% 16.7%

5.3% A

Sex-related,

robbery, . Argument @ Gang-related All other D
burglary :

Note: Percents may not.add to 100.0 because of rounding.

T Source: Table 40.

When willful homicide crimes were analyzed by known When willful homicide crimes were analyzed by known
contributing circumstance and sex of victim, it was found contributing circumstance and race/ethnic group of the
that: victim, it was found that:

B Males were more likely than females to have been
victims of homicides in which the contributing
circumstance was the crime of robbery (22.9 versus

® For each race/ethnic group shown, the circumstance
which most contributed to homicides was an. argument,

13.5 percent). B White {not Hispanic) victims were much more likely

B Females were much more likely than.males 10 have than either Hispanics or blacks to have been victims of
been victims of homicides in which the contributing homicides in which the contributing circumstance was
circumstance was the crime of burglary {5.1 versu§ ’ either a robbery, burglary, or sex-related ?”"“? (34.0
1.7 peréent). . ) versus 18.8 and 20.8 percent, respectively).

B Females were much more likely than males to have . W Hispani&s were much more likely than either whites (not
been victims of homicides in which the contributing Hispanic) or blacks to have been victims of homicides in
circumstance was' a sex-related crime (9.1 versus which the contributing circumstance was gang-related
.3 percent). ; ' ‘ - ‘ » {13.6 versus .7 and 5.3 percent, respectively).
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CHART 24
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982 o
Known Contributing Circumstance by Known Age of Victim

3.8%
o—14 9.2% 44.3%
15—-19 12.9% 49.8%
2069 25.5%
70 and over 71.0%

-
crimes
39.7%
10.0%
56.1% 14.0%
12.0% 17.0%

Rape, robbery, - Argument % Gang-related Child abuse % All other D

and burglary

Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

Tsource: Table 42.

When wiltful homicide crimes were analyzed by knovt/n
contributing circumstance and known age of victim, it
was found that:

“

m Of the 131 victims 0—14 years of age, 44.3 percent of
the homicides were the result of child abuse. This
» §inding was even more pronounced for the 0—4 year age
group in whicn 63.6 percent of the deaths resulted t‘rom

child ahuse {Table 43.)

m Of the 201 victims in the 15—19 year age group, 274
percent of the homicides resulted from gang-related
circumstances.

®m Of the 1,831 victims in the 20—69 year age group 56.1
percent of the homicides resulted from arguments.

m Of the 100 victims 70 years of age and older, 71.0
percent of the homicides were the result of rape,
robbery, or burglary (7.0, 400, and 24.0 percent,
respectively}.

CRIMES 23
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ARRESTS FOR MURDER
This section of the report is concerned with arrests for “on all arrests made in 1982, as reported to BCS by California
: murder in 1982. Murder is defined as the unlawful killing law enforcement agencies.
H
L of a human being with malice aforethought. X . .
[ , Data which follow pertain to personal characteristics {sex,
Lol ) ) race/ethnic group, and age) of those arrested for murder in
Py Data pertaining to reported arrests for murder were 1982, and to the manner in which these characteristics
5 i obtained from the Monthly Arrest and Citation Register relate to ona another; for-example, the distribution of age

{Arrest Register). The Arrest Register contains information of arrestee as a function of race.

ARRESTS 25
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CHART 25,
ARRESTS FOR MURDER, 1982
Sex, Juvenile-Adult, Race/Ethnic Group, and Age of Arrestee

SEX JUVENILE-ADULT

Juvenile
10.9%

RACE/ETHNIC GROUP S S , AGE

White -

\ )
| fiot Hispanic)
N\ .
\26.2%

Hispaﬁic
32.3%

All othér =
3.8%

Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

Source: Tables 45, 46,47, and 48.

Analysis of the characteristics of 3,662 arrestees for murder ® 37.8 percent were black.
in 1982 showed that:

m 892 percént were male.

. - And,
B 10.8 percent were female.
And, W 40.2 percent were 25—39 years of age.
® 389.1 percent were adult.
& 10.9 percent were juvenile.
And,
B 26.2 percent were white {not Hispanic).

m 323 percent were Hispanic. , ' . ‘

® 3.8 percent were of “all other" race/ethnic groups.

B 48.0 percent were 24 years of age or younger.

m 11.9 percent were 40 years of age or older.
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CHART 26
ARRESTS FOR MURDER, 1982
Sex and Age Groups by Race/Ethnic Group

SEX OF ARRESTEE BY RACE/ETHNIC GROUP
White
{not Hispariic)
Hispanic

Black

White
(not Hispanic)

Hispanic

Black

25-39 m 40 and over | I

Juvenilea

Adult

White

(not Hispanic) )

aA person under 18 years of age.
Source: Tables 45,47, and 48.

When sex of arrestees for murder in 1982 was analyzed by
race/ethnic grotip, it was found that: !

% The ratio of. male to female arrestees was much greater
for Hispanic than for either white (not Hispanic) or
black {16 to 1 versus 6 to 1 and 7 to 1, respectively).

When age of arrestees for mugder was analyzed by race/
ethnic group, it was found that:

® Proportionately fewer white {not Hispanic) arrestees’
were under 25 years of age than were Hispanic or black

arrestees (35.2 versus 59.4.and 47,1 percent, respectively).

Hispanic

Bilack @ Ail other D

® Conversely, proportionately more white (not Hispanic)
arrestees were 25 years of age or older than were
H‘ispanic or black arrestees (64.8 versus 40.6 and 52.9
percent, respectively}.

When juvenile and adult arrestees for murder were analyzed
by race/ethnic group, it was found that:

& The proportion of white {not Hispanic) juvenile arrestees
was much less than the proportion of white (not
Hispanic) adult arrestees (14.6 ‘versus 27.6 percent).

® Conversely, the proportion of Hispanic and black

. -arrestees was greater for juveniles than for aduits (79.6

versus 68.9 percent).

ARRESTS 27
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death penalty cases

DEATH PENALTY CASES

This section presents informatiori on those persons
sentenced to death in California superior courts in 1982.
Death penalty cases were. extracted from the 1982
Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) system.

The death penalty in Callforma was ruled unconstltutlonal
by the California Supreme Court in February 1972. This

" was followed by a public vote and thereinstatemerit of the
death penalty in January.1974. The death penalty was
subsequently declared unconstitutional by the California
Supreme Court in December 1976 and by virtue of a veto
override in August 1977, new legisiation was adopted that
reinstated the death penalty in California.

By public vote on Novernber 7, 1978, atditional criterja
were added to the circumstances by which a person couid
be sentenced to death. The criteria currently specified by
Penal Code Section 190.2 are as follows:

1. Intentional murder for financial gain.

2. Previously convicted of murder in‘the first or second
degree.

3. Multiple convictions for first or second degree
murder

i

4., Murder perpetrated by means of destructive device,
bomb, or explosive.

28 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982

10,

11.

12

13.

e

Murder to prevent arrest or to effect escape from

custody.

Murder of a peace officer or fireman engaged in the
performance of his/her duties.

Murder of a ‘witness to prevent testimony or in
retaliation for testimony given,

Murder of an elected or appointed official, judge, or
prosecutor in retaliation for performance of his/her

official duties.

" Murder by ambush.

a

Murder because of the victim's race, color, rehglon
natlonallty, or country of origin.

Murder invo]ving torture,

Murder by poison.

Murder during the commission of: a) robbery,

b} kidnapping, ¢) rape, d) lewd or lascivious act upon
a child under the age of 14, e} oral copulation or
sodomy in violation of Penal Code Sections 286 and
288a, f) burglary, g) arson, and h) train wrecking.

)

A
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—{death penalty cases
TABLE 2
DEFENDANTS SENTENCED TO DEATH 1982
Sex, Race/Ethmc Group, and Age Distributed by Sentencmg County
Sex Race/ethnic group » Age
) White Al
County Total | Male { Female | (not Hispanic)| Hispanic | Black oth(ler Ugger 202412529 {30-34|35—39 foand
i — over

TOTAL........ 38 38 0 ‘ 14 7 16 1 0 7 l12 14 3 2

. S

gler:n ......... ; 1 (o] 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ker Ange{es. ..... 1 3 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 2” :
..... 2 12 0 3 2 7 0 T 0 1 T T
l(\)/lf;;e: ........ 1 1 0 0 (¢] T 0 4] g g T : :
ge......,.. 2 2 0 2 (4] 0 o 0 0 1 : g 5
;!ncgr ......... 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 .
iverside. . ... .. 3 3 0 0 0 2 : - o 0 o
Sacramento . . . . . 2 2 0 1 0 1 ; o o . > 0 o
San Bernardino . .. | 5 [ 5 0 2 2 0 o T > 2 2 0
San Joaquin . .. . . 2. 2 0 =0 1 : g 8 : : 0 ; :
::nta Clara, . . ... 3 3 0 o 1: 2 0 0 1 , ) X .

asta .., .. .

e as:: ..... ; : 0 1 0 0 c 4] 0 g f g o
Ve .... : ; 0 1 0 0 0 o 0 0 1 0 0
N 0 "1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 8

Source: California Department of Correc n n e 82 Dispo - re o
tions and the 19 sition of Adult Fe ony Arres OBT fite, Bure f Crimina
( ‘ i I v ts ( S) file, au Criminal Statistics

During 1982, 38 persons convicted of first degree murder

¥ The median age was 29.5 years.

were sentenced to death. The sex, race/ethnic group, age,
and sentencing county of those sentenced to deathare °- And,

presented in Table 2

Of the 38 defendants sentenced to death in 1982

8 All‘were male.

(i

L Thg largest number were sentenced in Los Angeles
County (12). E o

B 14 were white (not Hlspanlc)

B 7 were Hlspamc
® 16 were black.

‘ B 1 was of another race/ethmc group

! DEATH PENALTY CASE "2

o+
N




A58 g iae I e miman TVUIT R 2o L

e o AR T T S
. '

peace officers killed.

TABLE3 I RN
: TABLE4 o RS R S T TABLES
HOMICIDES INV%‘;\;”\:(;BPZEACE OFFICERS . PEACE OFFICERS KILLED . . oo } PEACE OFFlCERS KILLED
" IN'THE LINE OF DUTY 1982 ‘ T lN THE LINE OF DUTY, 1982 \
Peiice officers ’-= Killed by peéce » ‘Sex‘ and R'ace/Ethn‘lc Group of Victim Type of Weapon
: killed in the officers in - -
Year line of duty the line of duty . © Sex of victim & Type of weapon
. Race/ethnic: . g i -
TOTAL........ 102 846 group of victim - Total | Male | Female -~ .o TOTAL...cuwsvennennn. ‘ 6
T;gf """"" 42 43(1) ‘ ToTAL. i o6 6 0 Handgun..'.‘..k,ﬂ .......... 5
A o : N PR . Offender’s. .+ st u s s v oo 4
1981 ......... 8 68 ' : White (not Hispanic) . . . ,. |, B 6 0 T 1
1980 . .. ...... 7 92 : Hispanic . . . .. .o n . ' ] 0 0 ’
1979 . ... ..... 12 C102 ‘ Black . v oo e 0 0 o Rifle o oo ie el
1978 L .. ... ... 12 87 . Allother, . v ovi v von.. 0 0 0 Offender’s. . . .. ..........
. ‘ : : Officer's. . v v v v v oo .. PR 0
) Total . ........ 57 426 : :
1977 . ... ... .. 13 ) 97 " - s
1976 ... ... ... 6 94 ¢
1975 . ... ... .. 12 87 -
. R £ 7 S 10 84 Ce i
N - 1973 . ... ... ' 16 64 v !
AN }"
. o)
A % % (’f,/
-
- .
‘ I .
5 i -
[x; ~‘i~i i
PEACE OFFICERS KILLED {N THE LINE OF DUTY o , Uy . , g
A toplc of special interest is that of peace officers killed in From 1973--1982, 102 peace officers werey killed in the line 9 z 0 fth ' ‘ ff Kill d the line of
the line of duty. Data pertammg to peace officers were of duty. During the same period, 846 felons were justifiably Ln 1982, 2 s':( of the peace o fcers ki ed in :
obtained from the Automated Homicide FllP : _killed by peace officers. Analysns of the data in Table 3 uty were maie.

showed that:
With respect to type of weapon used to k|l| peace offlcer# ,

in.1982:

u All six peace ofﬁcers were k|I|e_d by flrearms — fwe by
handguns and one by a n‘fle

B The average annual number of peace officers killed was .
10.2. In 1982, the number was 6. ‘

B The average annual number of felons kmed by peace .
officers was 84.6. [n 1982, the number was 71. X

® The number of peace officers killed in the past five years
(1978—1982) was less than that of the previous five
years {45 versus 57}, and the number of felons killed by

N " peace officers in the line of duty in the past five years J
\W was Iess than that of the previous five years (420 versus » ¥

30 HomicIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982
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justifiable_homicides

CHART 27
JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY PEACE OFFICERS
AND PRIVATE CITIZENS, 1982
Sex, Known Race/Ethnic Group, and Known Age of Deceased

SEX
By peace officer

By private citizen

RACE/ETHNIC GROUP

1.4%

Femaie

By peace officer

By private citizen

White
(not Hispanic) B

AGE

Hispanic All other D

By peace officer

By private citizen

Source: Tables 52 and 56.

JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES

A justifiable homicide is defined by the Uniform Crime
Reporting (UCR) Program as the killing of a felon by a
private citizen or a peace officer during the commission of
a felony. Justifiable homicides are sometimes referred to as
excusable or noncriminal homicides. The California Penal
Code defines killing in self-defense as justifiable homicide,
whereas the national UCR Program does not. Therefore, for
the most part, self-defense cases are treated as willful rather
than justifiable homicides.

pE

30—39 ﬁ

40 and over I:]

In 1982, when justifiable homicides committed by peace
officers and by private citizens were analyzed by sex,
known race/ethnic group, and known age, it was found
that:

® Most felons killed by peace cfficers and private citizens
were male (98.6 and 100.0 percent, respectively).

B Proportionately more feions killed by peace officers
were white (not Hispanic) than were felons killed by
private citizens (32.8 versus 26.5 percent).

B Proportionately fewer felons killed by beace officers
were black than were felons killed by private citizens
{34.3 versus 43.1 percent),

® Most felons killed by peace officers and private citizens
were 20—29 years of age (57.1 and 54.9 percent,
respectively).

32 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982
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CHART 28

JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY PEACE OFFICERS AND_ . i -
PRIVATE CITIZENS, 1982
Known Location of Homicide

BY PEACE OFFICER

Victim's residence

Street, sidewalk

48.5%

Other residence

Ligquor or
other business

All other

BY PRIVATE CITIZEN

Citizen s residence

Street, sidewalk

Liquor or
other business

All other

T

32.3%

Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

Source: Tables 53 and 57.

In 1982, when justifiable homicides were analyzed by
known location, it was found that:

® The location where felons were most frequently killed
by peace officers was a street or sidewalk (48.5 percent).

B The Iocaiion where felons were most frequently killed
by private citizens was the citizen's residence
(32.3 percent).

In 1982, analysis of type of weapon used in justifiable
homicides by peace officers and private citizens showed
that:

8 Felons were most frequently killed by handguns, both
by peace officers and private citizens (83.1 and .71.2
percent, respectively).

B Proportionately, shotguns were used more frequently

in the killing of felons by peace officers than by private
citizens (14,1 versus 8.7 percent). -

TABLE 6
JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY PEACE OFFICERS
AND PRIVATE CITIZENS, 1982
Percent Distribution of Type of Weapon

Type of weapon

Hand- Shot- | Firearm-
Total | gun |Rifle | gun {unknown [Knife|Other
Peace officers |100.0| 83.1 14 14.1 1.4 Q01 .0
Private citizens | 100.0| 71.2 | 6.7 o 6.7 6.7] .0

Source: Tables 54 and 58.

T
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) CHART 29
JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY PEACE OFFICERS
AND PRIVATE CITIZENS, 1982 . 4
'Khnown Contributing Circumstance '
BY PEACE OFFICER
Felon attacked
peace officer
Felon killed in
' commission of crime 51.5%
Felon resisted
arrest
All other
| | data section @
Felon attacked b | ) y |
citizen = o
Felan killed in 93.3%
commission of crime
Source: Tables 55 and 59. ;
i1
1
y
i _
- PR ‘ o B For justifiable homicides by peace officers and private‘
s i : citizens in 1982, the. most frequ_,eknt contributing
circumstance was that of the commission of a crime ‘
by a felon (51,5 and 93.3 percent, respectively).
T \\\\_:\ o ‘
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27 " {0 o
&
O i . K 8 ' :
! A e o TP R . P
34 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982 ‘ G
B (:( El B




data section contents

DATA SECTION TABLES |

Number ' Page
VIOLENT CRIMES

7 1973-1982, Number and Rate per 160,000 Population. . . .. .. ........ ... ... .. PPN 38

* WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES
8 1982, Sex of Victim Distributed by Race/EthnicGroup. . ... ......... .... et e e " 39
8 1974—1982, Distribution of Victims bySex .....,.... e e e ey e e e e e e e e e 40
10 19741982, Distribution of Victims by Known Race/Ethnic Group. .. ... ...... e e e 40
11 1974—1982, Distribution of Victims BYAGE . oo . 41
12 1982, Known Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethni¢ Group........... e e e e e e 41
13 1974, Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/EthnicGroup. . .. ... ........... ... . 42
14 1975, Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Etnnic Group. . .. ... . v eva . 43
15 1976, Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group. . . . ................... . 44
16 1977, Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group. . .. ..o ie... 45
17 1978, Sex and Age of Victimi Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group. . .. ... 46
18 1979, Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group. . ... . L 47
19 1980, Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group. . . ... . 48
20 1981, Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group. . . . . . e e r e e e e e .. 49
21 1982, Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group. . . ... .. .. R 50
22 1982, Rate per 100,000 Population Distributed by Sex, Race/Ethnic Group, and Age of Victim . .. . . 51
23 1982, Known Relationship of Victim t6 Offénder ba’stributed by SexofVictim. . ... ........ .. 51
24 1982, Known Relationship of Victim to Offender Distributed by Race/thnjc Group of Vietim. . . ... 51
25 1982, Relationship of Victim to Offender Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group and Sex of Victim .., ., 52
26 1980-1982, Average Homicide Rate,per 100,000 Population Distributed by Size of County ....... 52
27 © 1980-1982, Average Homicide Rate per 100,000 Population Distributed by County.........,... 53
28 19741982, Percent Distribution by Known Month of Incident RN et ae e ey ‘... 54
29 1974-1982, Average Monthiy Number of Homicides in First and Second Half of Year. .. ........ 54
- 30 1982, Known Day of Incident Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group and Sex of Victim . . . . . [ 55
31 1982, Day of Incident Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group and Sex of Vietim. . ..o .., 56
32 1982, Known Lacation of Homicide Distributed by Sex of Victim. . . . ... ......... e e e 57
33 1982, Known Lacation of Homicide Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group of Victim . . . e i v i e e e 57
! 34 1982, Location of Homicide Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group and Sex of Victim . . . . . . e e 58
: 35 1982,KnownType\ofWeapon...........,....,............; ....... e ‘59
36 1982, Known Type of Weapon Distributed by Sexof Victim. . .. ...... .. e e s e e e e . 59
R 37 1982, Known Type of Weapon Distributed b\() Race/Ethnic Group of Vietim. . . ..., ... e i 59
: 38 1982, Type of Weapon Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group and Sex of Vietim .. ....... e e e 60
39 1982, Known Contributing Circumstance Distributed by Sex of Victim. . . . . e e i e e e 61
: 40 1982, Known Contributing Circumstance Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group of Victim . . . . weven . B1
41 1982, Contributing Circumstance Distributed by Rase/Ethnic Group and Sex of Victim”, . ... ... .. 62
42 1982, Known Contributing Circumstance Distributed by Known Age of Victim. . .. ...... ceea.. 62
: 43 1982, Contributing Circumstance Distributed by Age of Vietim , ., .., ........ o 6§ s e e 63
44 . 1982, Number of Victims and Offenders for Egch Homicide Iacident. . . .., .......... .. .. 64

36 HomICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 1982

.

¥

e

N

S

data section contents
DATA SECTION TABLES

Number Page

ARRESTS FOR MURDER
45 1982, Sex'of Arrestee Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group. ....,........ e e e e e 64
46 1982, Juvenile and Adult . S T 64
47 1982, Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestet‘Distributed by Sex. . .. .. .... ... e 64
48 1982, Age of Arrestee Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group. . . . . . .. . . B, 65
49 - 1982, Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestee Distributed by Sexand Age. . ... ................ .. 65

PEACE OFFICERS KILLED IN THE LINE OF DUTY, 1982
50 Contributing Cireumstance . .. .. ... 66
51 Wound Area Distributed by Type af Weagon . . . .. ... ... e e e e 66

JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY PEACE OFFICERS, 1982 ‘
52 Sex, Race/Ethnic Group, and Age of Deceased . . .., .. .. .. N e e 66
53  Location of Homicide . . .. .., .......... e e e G 66
54 Type of Weapon. . . ... e e e N [ T 67
55 Contributing Cireumstance . ... ... L L 67

JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY PRIVATE CITIZENS, 1982

* B6 Sex, RacelEthnic Group,and Age of Deceased . . %, ..., .......... [S 67
57 Locationof Homicide . . ... .............. e e e e e e e e e e e e 67
58 ‘Type of Weapon. . . ... ... e e . e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 68
59 Contributing Circumstance . . . . . . . . L T L 68
&
. @ ,‘"
.
DATA SECTION 37



—

TABLE 7
VIOLENT CRIMES, 1973-1982
Number and Rate per 100,000 Population

{ Violent crimes
Total Willful homicide Forcible rape Robbery Aggravated assault
Year Populatior’f" Number Rate Number | Rate Number | Rate Number [ Rate Number Rate
1982 ., ... 24,‘734‘,060 201,432 814.7 2,778 11.2 12,529 50.7 91,988 | 3721 94,138 380.8
1881 . ..... 24,196,000 '| 208,165 860.3 3,140 13.0 13545 | 56.0 93,638 3870 97,842 404 .4
1980 . ..... 23,769,000 209,903 883.1 3,405 14.3 13,661 57.5 |,90,282 | 379.8 | 102,555 4315
1879 , ... .. 23,255,000 | 183,704 790.0 2941 12.6 12,199 | 525 75,649 | 3253 92,915 399.5
1978 . . . ... 22,839,000 164,751 721.4 2,601 114 11,249 | 493 67,920 | 2974 82,981 363.3
1977 . .. ... ‘ 22,350,000 \ 162,827 683.8 2,481 1.1 10,715 | 479 | 62,207 | 2783 77424 346.4
1976 . ... .. 21,935,000 | 143,507 654.2 2,214 10.1 9,662 | 435 69,132 | 269.6 72,608 331.0
1975 . .. ... 21,537,000 138,400 6428 2,196 10.2 8,787 408 59,747 (12774 67,670 314.2
1974 . ... .. 21,173,000 127,469 602.0 1970 | 93 8,480 | 40.1 52,742 {2491 64,277 303.6
1973 . 20,868,000 116,506 558.3 1,862 8.9 8,349 | 400 49,524 | 237.3 56,771 272.0
Percent change
in rate from:

1973 to 1982 4589 258 268 - 56.8 40.0
1978 to 1982 129 -1.8 238 ’ 25.1 4.8
1981 to 1982 —-5.3 -13.8 -9.5 -3.8 —5.8
Percent change
in number from:
1973 to 1982 729 49.2 50.1 85.7 65.8
1978 to 1982 223 6.8 11.4 . 35.4 13.4
1981 to 1982 —-3.2 —115 -7.5 —1.8 -38

Note: California populdtion estimates are compiled by the Population Research Unit of the California Department of Finance. In order to

provide the most current data, the Oepartment of Finance periodically revises the population estimates.

Source: Criminal Justice Profile — 1982, Statewide, to be published by the Bureau of Criminal Statistics, California Department of Justice,

later this year.
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TABLE 8 -
WiLLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982 )
Sex of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group
Sex of victim

Race/ethnic grouﬁ of victim Total Male Female
TOTAL '

Number .. .., ..... 2,778 2,133 645

Percent. ... ., .. ... 100.0 76.8 23.2
White (not Hispanic)

Number .. .. .. ... 999 649 350

Percent. . ... ..., 100.0 65.0 35.0
Hispanic

Number . ... .. ... 851 747 104

Percent. ., e e 100.0° 87.8 12.2
Black

Number . . ., ..... 789 630 159

Percent. .. , ... ... 100.0 79.8 20.2

rd

All other

Number .. ....... 127 98 29

Percent. .. .. RESPIFEN 1000 77.2 ‘ 22.8
Unknown I.

Number . ......... 12 9 ‘ 3

Percent. . . ... et 100.0 - e - _

Note: Percent distributions are not caiculated when the base number is less than 50,
Source: Table 21.
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WILLFUL HOMICiDE CRIMES, 1974—-1982

TABLE 9

Distribution of Victims by Sex

1974 1975 1976 1977
Sex of victim Sex of victim Sex of victim Sex of victim
Total Male Female | Total Male Female | Total Male Female { Total Male Female
TOTAL :
Number . . - 1,970 1,457 513 | 2,196 1616 580 2,214 1,648 566 2,481 1,835 646
Percent. . . 100.0 74.0 26.0 100.0 73.6 264 100.0 744 256 100.0 74.0 26.0
1978 . 1979 1980 1981 1982
Sex of victim Sex of v(ctim Sex of victim Sex of victim Sex of victim
Total { Male { Female { Total | Male | Female | Total' | Male |Female Total'§ Male. |Female { Total | Male [Female
TOTAL
Number . .| 2,601 | 2,027 574 {2,941 | 2,341 600 | 3405 | 2,709 696 |3,140 | 2,472 668 2,778 | 2,133 645
Percent. . . { 100.0 77.8 22.1 | 100.0 79.6} 20.4 (1000 79.61{ 204 {1000 78.7 21.3 '1100.0 76.8¢] 23.2
B st e T .
‘Source: Tables 13 through 21,
©
TABLE 10 .
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1974—1982
Distribution of Victims by Known Race/Ethnic Group
1974 . 1975 1976 1977
Race/ethnic
group of victim Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number | Percent
TQTAL ........... 1,967 1000 2,185 1000 2,185 100.0 2,469 100.0
White (not Hispanic) . . . 936 476 1,053 48.2 1,085 483 1,184 48.0
Hispanic . .. ....... 325 16.5 405 18.5 446 204 482 195
Black . ........... 633 322 660 30.2 628 287 723 293 .
Allother. . ... ..... 73 3.7 67 3.1 56 2.6 80 ° 3.2
1978 1979 1980 1981 1982
Race/ethnic U (i A
group of victim Number | Percent Number | Percent Number { Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent
TOTAL. . . .. ... ... 2,584 100.0 2,920 100.0 3,388 100.0 3,127 100.0 2,766 100.0
! %
White {not Hispanic) . . , 1,154 44.7 1,139 39.0 1,283 378 L1143 36.6 999 36.1
Hispanic . . ... ..... 649 25.1 871 29.8 9380 292 951 304 851 30.8
Black . ........... 695 26.9 797 27.3 972 28.7 899 28.7 . 789 285
Allother. . ... ..... 86 3.3 113 3.9 143 . 4.2 134 43 127 4.6

T

Note: This table excludes 3 victims in 1974, 11 victims In 1975, 29 victims in 1976, 12 victims in 1977, 17 victims in 1978, 21 victims in
1979,17 victims in 1980, 13 victims in 1981, and 12 victims in 1982 whose race/ethnic_group was unkriown.
Source: Tables 13 through 21, «
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TABLE 11
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1974—1982
Distribution of Victims by Age

e ey PSRRI S L T R T

1974, 1975 1976 1977

Age of victim Number Percent | Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
TOTAL. . .. .. . 1,859 106.0 2175 100.0 2,160 100.0 2,445 100.0
024, .. .. ... CLl 668 | 341 731 33.6 743 34.4 872 35.7
2539 . ... ... e 675 34.5 738 339 732 339 863 35.3
40andover . .. .« .. : 616 314 706 325 685 31.7 710 29.0

1978 1979 1980 1981 1982

Age of victim Number [ Percent Nyrﬁbei- Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent | Number | Percent
TOTAL....... R 2,530 100.0 2874 100.0 3,328 100.0 3,079 100.0 2,738 100.0
0—=24. ... i 885 35.0 1,026 35.7 1,185 356 1,065 34.6 906 33.1
2539 .0 h i e 909 359 1,082 1. 376 1,290 388 1,189 38.6 1,064 389
40andover ., ... ... . 736 29.1 766 26.7 853 2586 825 26.8 768 28.0

Note: This table exciudes 11 victims in 1974, 21 victims in 1875, 54 victims in 1976, 36 victims in 71977, 71 victims in 1978, 67 victims in
1979, 77 victims in 1980, 61 victims in 1981, and-40 victims In 1982 whose age was unknown.
Source: Tables 13 through 21.

, TABLE 12
SWILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982

Knowr Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group

e
’( Age of victim
1 . : . e
\Bace)éthnic group of victim Total 0-24 25-39 40 and over
2 TOTAL ,
Numberi, . .., . ... .0 2,738 906 1,064 768
Percent i« oo vy i s 100.0 33.1 389 280
White v(noé Hispanic)
Number. .. ..oouv... 989 276 331 382
Percent ., o« oo oo o 100.0 279 335 386
Hispanic
Number. ........s. 841 349 354 138
Percent .. ..... e 1000 415 421 16.4
“‘Black ‘

Number .. .. ... 781 246 328 207
Percent . ... . v v v oh s 100.0 315 420 26.5
All other . ! a
Number........... 126 34 51 41
Percent . ., . v ..vv o 100.0 27.0 40,5 325

Unknown
Number . ..., .. ... 1 1 0 ¢}
Percent . . . v v v v v 100.0 - - -

Notes: This table excludes 40 victims whose age was unknown.
percent distributions are not calculated when the base number Is less than 50.
Source: Table 21.
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TABLE 14 N
" TABLE 13 WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1975
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1974 Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group
Sex-and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group
. o . “ " Race/ethnic group of victim
Race/ethnic group ot vmtmﬁ“" Total White {not Hispanic) “Hispanic Black All other Unknown
Sex and age Tor! - White {not Hispanic] Hispanic Black All other - Unknoan Sg); \Z/iir::(tjis'?e Nur;\ber Percent | - Number | Percent . | Number | Percent | Number} Percent :| Number| Percent | Number |Percent :
of victim Number | Percent| Number | Percent | Number Percent | Number] Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent . ; . - )
- TOTAL. ... .. 2,196 1000 1,653 100.0 405 100.0 660 100.0 67 100.0 | 11. 100.0 ;-
TOTAL. . .... 1,970 | 100.0 a36 | 100.0 325 | 1000 633 | 1000 73 | 100.0 3 1000 . 0—14 .. .. .. 135 6.1 58 55 25 6.2 47 74 4 6.0 1 - v
0-14 ... ... . 104 5.3 62 6.6 14 |43 25 39 3 4.1 0 - B1g 241 110 o5 | 90 75 185 67 102 4 6.0 0 _
15-19 ... ... 231 1.7 89 95 62 | 19. 4 | 1.7 5 | “68 1 ~ 2024 455 162 143 136 99 | 244 106 | 158 8 | 119 1 -
20-24 . ... .. 333 16.9 143 15.3 69 21.2 112 17.7 9 123 0 - 25-29 . . .. . . 3924 148 141 13.4 67 165 103 15.6 13 194 0 -
25-29 .. .. .. 299 | 182 137 | 1486 54 | 16.6 95 | 150 13 | 178 0 - 230-34 . .. ... 223 | 102 96 9. 41 10.1 80 | 121 6 9.0 0 -
30-34...... | 208 | 104 77 8.2 39 | 120 79 | 125 9 | 123 1 - 35-39 191 8.7 a7 83 28 6.9 65 9.8 10 | 149 1 -
3B=39.,.... | 1N 87| 65 6.9 26 8.0 71 11.2 9 | 123 0 - 40-44 . ... .. 154 7.0 69 6.6 22 5.4 60 9.1 3 45 0. -
40-44. . . .. .. 123 62| '83.{ &7 22" 68 43 6.8 5 6.8 0 -~ 45-49 . . . ... ‘ 130 59 65 6.2 19 47 43 6.5 3 45 o |. -
45-49 .. .. .. 115 58| . 59 6.3 8 25 43 6.8 5 6.8 0 - 5054 . . N 63 73 69 8 20 24 52 |. 2 30 0 _
, 5054 ... ... 129 6.5 71 76 10 3.1 45 7.1 3 4.1 0 - 55-99 . . . .. . 1. 305 13.9 215 20.4 20 49 56 85 13 19.4 1 _
F 55-99 . .. ... 249 | 126 172 | 184 19 58" 46 7.3 12 | 164 0 - Unknown- 21 10 1 1.0 g 2 1 2 1 15 7 -
Unknown . . .. 11 6 8 9 2 6 0 .0 0. 0 1 - . -
: - ‘ Male ,...... 1,616 | 1000 714 | 100.0 355 | 100.0 491 | 100.0 43 | 1000 , 7 {1000
Male . ... ... 1,457 | 100.0 616 | 1000 277 | 100.0 505 | 100.0 59 {1000 0 |100.0 0—14 . ... .. 80 5.0 4.2 18 51 |- 28 5.7 3 =, 1 -
0-14 ... .. 57 39 31 5.0 - 9 3.2 16 32 1 1.7 0 - 165-19 . . .. .. 191 11.8 9.4 69 | 194 53 | 108 2 - 0 -
1519 . . ., ., 168 11.5 54 8.8 54 195 55 109 5 8.5 0 - 20-24 . .. .. 260 16.1 134 86 | 242 70 143 |7 - 1 -
20-24 ... ... 258 17.7 100 16.2 63 | 227 88 174 7 119 0 - 25-29 . . .. 250 155 | . 140 59 16.6 82 | 167 9 - 0 -
2529, NI 224 15.4 91 148 50 18.0 73 145 10 16.9 0 - 30-34 . . .. 164 10.1 8.5 . 38 10.7 61 124 4 - 0 -
30-34 . ... .. 157 | 108 °s53 8.6 3 | 123 63 | 125 7 | 119 0 - i 35-39 .. ... 148 | 92 8.8 24 68 52 | 106 8 - 1 -
35-39 , ..... 123 | 84 40 6,5 17 6.1 58 | 115 8 136 0 - d0—a4 . . .. 113 | = 70 7.0 18 51 | 42 8.6 3 - 0 -
40-44 . ... .. 101 6.9 43 70 17 | 84 37 7.3 4 6.8 0 - 4549 . . .. .. 100 6.2 6.4 17 48 /| 35 7.1 2 - 0 -
45-49 ... .., 91 6.2 43 70 7 | 25 37 7.3 4 6.8 0 - 5054 . .. ... 89 55 7.3 7 20 28 5.7 2 - 0 -
50~54 .. . ... 100 6.9 54 8.8 8 2.9 35 6.9 3 5.1 0 - 55-89 . . . .. 206 12.7 141 19.7 18 5.1 3g 79 8 - 0 - j
55-99 .. ..., 171 1.7 102 16.6 16 5.8 43 8.5 10 16.9 0 - Unknown . . . . 15 9 8 1.1 1 3 1 2 1 - 4 -
: Unknown . . ., 7 5 5 8 2 7 0 0 0" 0 0 -
5 i Female. .. . . . 580 | 100.0 333 | 100.0 50 | 100.0 169 | 100.0 18 | 1000 4 |100.0
. Female, ., . .. 513 100.0 - 320 100.0 48 100.0 128 100.0 14 1000 3 100.0 0_1'4 . 55 95 28 83 7 14.0 19 11.2 1 — 0 —
: g ) 014 .. .. .. 47 9.2 31 9.7 5, 104 9 7.0 2 - 0 - ; 15—19 .. . ... 50 8.6 28 8.3 6 12.0 . 14 8.3 2 - 0 - .
BE ) 15-19 . . .. .. 63 12.3 35 109 8 16.7 . 19 14.8 0 — 1= - : I , 20-24 ... ... 95 16.4 a7 i3.9 13 26.0 34 20.1 1 - 0 - g
20-24 . ... .. 75 14.6 43 134 6 125 24 18.8 2 — 0 - 4 25929 . 74 12.8 41 121 8 16.0 21 124 4 — 0 . -
25-29 . ..... 75 14.6 46 14.4 4 8.3 22 | 172 3 - 0 - b © ag-34 ... 59 102 35 10.3 3 6.0 19 11.2 2 - 0 -
30-34 .. .... 48 9.4 24 7.5 5 104 16 125 2 - 1 - L 35-39 . .. .. 43 74 24 7.1 4 8.0 13 17 2 - 0 -
- 35-39 ... ... 48 94 25 7.8 9 | 188 13 | 102 1 - o | - : 40-44 . . . ... 41 7.1 19 5.6 4 8o | . 18 | 106 0 - o | - ;
: 40-44 . ... .. 2 | 43 10| 31 |" 5 | 104 | 6 .47 1 - 0 - as—a9 .. .... | 30 5.2 19 5.6 2 | 40 8 | a7 1 - 0 -
& 35749 24 47 16 | s0 L S ! - Q - I 5054 . .. ... 1 | 48 21 | 62 1| 20 6 | 36 0 - 0 -
§: 50-54 . ... .. 29 57 | 17 53 2 4.2 10 78 0 - 0" - ! 55--99 . ag 171 74 218 2 4.0 17 |- 101 5 - 1 -
i . 55—-99 . .. ... 78 15.2 70 219 3 6.2 3 2.3 2 —_ 0 —_ Unknovs;n """ & 1.0 3 P 0 0 0 0 0 - 3 _ §
Unknown .. .. 4 8 3 8 0 (4] 0 0] 0 - 1 - . e ) ;
. & Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding. ) a B
Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding. : Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number I less than 50. §
Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number is less than 50. B o 4
a
= . * N
2
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TABLE 16
» TABLE 18 S 1976 WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1977
WILLFUL HOMICIDE fiZIMIE ' [Ethnic Group Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group
icti istribute y Race/k "
.Sex and Age of Victim Distribut
. Race/ethnic group of victim
Race/ethnic group of victim i )
. All other Unknown . “Total White {nnt Hispanic) Hispanic Black, All other “ Unknown
White not Hispanic) | Hispanic Black Sex and age ' N ’ ' »
Total ’ i . - Pefcent Number | Percent Number |Percent of victim Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number| Percent | Number | Percent | Number| Percent
Sex and age ; T , Number | Percent | Number - . -
i /0 of victim Number | Percent | Number | Percent 1 628 | 1000 56 | 1000 20 | 100.0 . TOTAL. ... .. 2481 |-1000 | 1,184 | 1000 [ 482 | 1000 723 | 100.0 80 | 100.0 12 | 1000
- 2214 | 1000 | 1,085 | 1000 446 | 1000 628 o X 18 0 - 014 .. ... 138 5.6 61 5.2 23 48 49 6.8 3 3.8 2 -
TOTP“‘L';' Ul e | 82 48 45 22 49 ‘ZZ 76 1 18 2 - 15-19 ... ... 307 12.4 136 115 106 | 218 56 | 7.7 10 | 125 0 -
SIS ORRRE 222 10.0 95 8.0 76 17.0 ‘o 14 25.0 3 - 20-24 . e 427 17.2 187 15.8 107 222 122 16.9 11 13.8 0 -
VAR y 405 183 159 15.1 107 240 122 s 7 | 128 2 - 25-29 , ... .. 3N 15.8 154 13.0 92 1 194 133 18.4 1 13.8 1 -
2024 340 |- 15.4 148 1 140 71 159 | 112 s 12 014 3 - 3034 .. ..., 267 10.8 116 9.8 45 9.3 97 13.4 9 11.2 0 -
BB 236 | 107 85 8.1 60 13.5 7% e 5 8.9 1 - 35-39 . ... .. 205 8.3 85 7.2 39 8.1 71 9.8 9 11.2 1 -
oo 156 70 % | .72 | 27 6.1 ar 78 ] 18 0 - 40-44 .. ..., 163 6.6 75 6.3 26 54 |- .58 8.0 4 5.0 0 -
iﬁjﬁ """ 145 65 70 6.6 26 5.8 gﬂ; e o 2 36 0 - 245-49 . ... .. 103 42 a7 40 16 33 37 5.1 3 38 0 -
...... ‘ 16 36 . 0 - 50-54...... 1185 46 67 5.7 12 25 31 43 5 6.2 0 -
, 4 6.1 79 75 5 89 ' ’ ‘
45-49 . . ... . 13 . 45 56 5.3 10 22 28 g-f s | 143 2 -~ B5-99 ... ... 329 | 133 |- 244 | 206 9 19 61 8.4 15 | 188 0 -
: 50-54 . . ... ! 1.9 219 208 21 47 57 : 0 16 - Unknown . . .. 36 1.5 12 1.0 8 1.7 8 1.1 0 0 8 -
TN 55—99 .. ... - 307 i o 19 10 22 8 13 0 : ‘
: ‘ Unknown .. . - 54 ) ‘ o 34 | 1000 27 | 1000 Male . ... ... 1,835 | 100.0- 818 | 1000 408 | 1000 | 533 | 4000 62 | 100.0 8 | 1000
| | 1648 | 1000 717 | 1000 388 | 1000 482 103-6‘ o e o — 0-14 .. .. .. 69 38 32 | . 39 10 25 24 45 3 48 0 -
Male ... .. - e 39 - 30 4.2 13 34 2: 73 1 - 2 - 15-19 . .. ... 203 1.1 73 8.9 88 | 218 34 6.3 © 8 129 0 -
018 .o 158 96 51 74 69 1738 3 150 13 B 3 - 20-24 . ... .. 315 | 17,2 130 16.0 91 22.3 85 158 3 145 0 -
16—18 + . . . .+ e 186 | 107 | ~149 96 247 87 o O 2 - 26-20 .. .. .. 301 | ‘164 108 13.0 88 216 100 18.6 7 11.3 0 -
o 272 | 165 107 149 65 | 1638 9% 133 4 _ 3 - 30-34 . ..., 219 | 119 92 | N2 39 9.6 80 | 14.8 8 | 129 0 -
gi—ii ------ 193 17|, 68 95 51 13.1 2’; e 2 B 1 - 35-39 . ... .. 164 89 65 7.9 35 8.6 58 10.8 6 9.7 0 -
a6-39 . . . ... 123 75 59 8.2 25 g;f‘ 20 8.4 o _ 0 - L 4A0—44 .. .. .. 132 7.2 60 7.3 20 4.9 48 8.9 4 6.5 0 -
4044 . . ... " 113 69 52 73 21 (a.g ot " o _ 0 - 4549 . ... .. 79 43 39 48 8 2.0 29 5.4 3 4.8 0 -
—44 . ... . : 14 3. - - 50-54 . . .. .. 92 | 50 50 6.1 12 29 |- 26 48 4 6.5 0 -
100 6.1 56 78 4 - 0 ’ : ’ : .
48 7 43 39 5.4 9 (Lx 23 19 3'2 o ~ ] - \ ¢ . 5589 .,..:.. 231 1256 164 | 200 9 | 22 48 8.9 10 | 1641 0 -~
‘gg—zg """ 204 124 137 1941 16 | &40 42 o N _ 15. - . : Unknown . . . . 30 16 7 9 8 20 7 13 0 0 8 -
hant~ 1~ B h‘ g 23 . . i., N
43 26 1 1.5 | .
| Unknown . . - - : 1000 22 |1000 2 | 1000 2 ; Female.. .. .. 646 | 100.0 366 | 100.0 74 | 1000 184. | 100.0 18- | 100.0 4 | 1000
: : " 566 | 1000 338 | 100.0 68 | 1000 |. 146 158 ) ~ 0 - | 014, L 69 10.7 29 79 13 17.6 25 136 0 - 2 -
: F;’":‘: """ 51 9.0 18 53 9 12? ?g g 0 _ ‘0 - ‘i} : s; 15-19 . ... .. 104 16.1 63 17.2 17 23.0 22 | 120 2 ~ 0 -
: =14 ... ' . 7 : ’ b < i 20-24 .., .., 112 17.3 57 15.6 16 21.6 37 201 2 - 0 -
64 1.3 a4 13.0 940 1 - 0 g oo '
12?)_123 """ . 99 175 52 154 1 19.0 1;:3 f‘: . . B 0 1)’ I 25-29 ... ... 90 139 48 | 131 | 4 5.4 3 | 179 4 - 1 -
oo 68 | 120 4 12.1 6 103 4 g2 5 _ 0 - £ 0 | 30-34-. 0, 0L 48 7.4 24 | 66 6 8.1 17 9.2 1 - 0 -
25—}’;4 """ 43 76 17 | s0 9 185 :1 s 3 _ 0 - 35-39,..... a1 6.3 20 5.5 4 54 13 7.1 3 - - 1 -
32,_39 """ 33 58 L 17 5.0 2 34 s | s e _ 50 - £ : 40-44 . . .. .. 31 4.8 15 44 6 8.1 10 54 0 - 0 -
re RN IR AR I A A I I I R i A AT O I I O U e
..... 23 ) . - B 0 - : 54 . ... .. : . o 0 5 2.7 1 - 0 -
45-49 .. .. .. 34 6.0 B 17 9 6.2 1 B : _ t ~
AR 28 49 17 5.0 ! " a3l 7 4 _ 1 55 kggb. R 98 15.2 80 219 0 0 13 7.1 5 - 0 -
55-99 .. 103 18.2 82 243 ; lp 0 p 0 - 1 - Unknown . . . . 6 9 5 14 0 0 1 5 0 - 0 -
T 19 9 27 . (l
Unknown . . -J)- n g v Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of roundin ! o
? : 5 g9.
¥ = ] ding. ) . 7 L~ Percent distributions are not calcylated when the base number is less than 50,
Notes: Percent\L m:n_/bnczf a:sda:(e) igf;:.iﬁf:::: \?vfh:a?wutr:'\; bgase nurnber is less than 50. ‘ ° St h
percent distributio i .
. ) )
3 . ¢
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TABLETT \ TABLE 18
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1978 . WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1979
Sex and Agof Vietim Distﬂfsu.ted by Race/Ethnic Group Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by.Race/Ethnic Group
- : Race/éthr’ﬁc sroue °$ vietim Y Race/ethnic group of victim
s 4 Total - | White (not Hispanic) Hispanic Black : : All other Unknown .. . Total White {not Hispanie] “Hispanic  ack All other Unknown
ex and age - : " - itk : s

of vietim Number | Percent ] Number |} Percent | Number |Percent | Number) Percent | Number | Percent | Number {Percent Sg)f(sir;ctiig‘ge Number | Percent| Number | Percent Number | Perzent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
ToTe Foo B B S 1% ol Bl B e oo . TOTAL. ... .. 2,941 | 1000 | 1,338 | 1000 871 | 100.0 797 | 1000 113 | 1000 21 | 1000
0-14 . ..... 132 5.1 59 5.1 34 5.2 30 43 8 | 93 1 - . Piouliah e | 0 o Y I o o P . o 5 2
16—19 . ... .. . 287 110 101 8.8 122 18.8 58 8.3 5 5.8 1 - 1519 328 112 100 88 139 1" 160 5 o4 i3 s ] B
20-24 . .. ... | 466 179 179 15.5 153 | 236 121, | 174 13 15.1 0 - e ;8 12 o iy W o B e : -
26-29 . .. ... 424 16.3 159 138 111 17.1 135 | 194 17 19.8 2 - oA | o i i SRR R o Inedl g i oo : -
303 Q26 a4 1 99 661 102 108 | 148 12y 1o 8 " 30-34 ... ... 346 | 118 118 | 104 | 100 | 115 115 | 144 12 | 106 1 -
339 w3 77 i 29 82 o 32 8 8.3 0 _ 35-39...... 228 | 78 91 8.0 60 | 69 82 78 14 124 1 -
I aRE Il i 88 37 57 o ’8 0 9 A - 40-44 , .. ... 189 6.4 79 6.9 47 54 58 , 7.3 5 4.4 0 -
45-49 ... .. 146 5.6 74 6.4 31 48 .36 5.2 4 4.7 1 - P ' b o ot oo | e o p o . o 0 -
s T o 2 b o e 2 e 32 . b ° _ 50-54 . .. ... 114 3.9 59 5.2 19 22 31 39 | 5 44 0 -
56-99 .. .... 307 1.8 215 18.6 26 40 55 7.9 10 116 1 - oo s e I o e o o it o e o -
Unknown . . . . 7 2.7 32 238 14 22 10 14 5 5.8 10 - AR 5 o I e o 1 o o : 32 . B
Male .. ..... 2,027 | 1000 822 | 100.0 588 | 1000 | .s40 | 100.0 63 | 100.0 14 | 1000 Mo 2341 | 1000 s08 | 1000 765 | 1006 ez | 1000 o | 1000 s | 1000
0=14 .. ... . 79 39 M 50 19 3.2 13 24 5 79 1 - e, 2 o o e - o * s s o : 0
15-19 ... ... 223 1.0 61 74 119 20.2 39 7.2 3 48 1 - e oo 3 o | o8 129 160 o oo 5 Je o B
AR gl I s o | % b S| s ¢ _ 20-24 . ..... 470 | 20.1 115 | 142 223 | "28.1 118 | 184 12 | 150 2 -
26-29 ... ... 339 16.7 115 14.0 102 173 107 1938 14 222 1 - ool PN o b N e i T s b e ; -
smae ] Gl o | podll B ol Il : 13'7 : _ 20-34 ...... | 287 | 123 86 | 106 9% | 120 95 | 148 10 | 125 1 -
35_32 """ “ :58 o8 §§ ;'7 33 ‘ 6‘2 o o ﬁ k '3 g _ 35-39 . ..... 181 7.7 67 83 | '55 69 48 15 10 | 125 1 -
prsR 3 o8 p 3 > a8 83 : B 40-44 ... ... 150 6.4 56 69 | 39 49 51 79 4 5.0 0 -
45-49 . ., . .. 123 6.1 59 7.2 29 49 31 5.7 3 48 1 - ot o o | 6o o s o o . > 0 n
50-54 ...... | 89 a4 51 6.2 12 20 22 41 4 6.3 0 - R o e T o o o > o : o2 o -
PO 20 e [ 20 34 A 8 8 25 ! _ 55-99 ... ... 225 | "961| . 126 156 31 39 | &8 9.0 10 | 125 0 -
Unknown .. 52 2. 2 26 12 20 8 15 3 48 8 - N oooe 2 bl B o . > S P . 22 - -
Fgmif """" 5&733 N s;'g 3?2 102'3 ?:5 122'?5 1?? 123’2 23 1000 3 1000 ;g B Fermale . . .. .. 600 | 100.0 331 | 100.0 78 | 100.0 155 | 100.0 33 {1000 3 {1000
1519 . L ¢ 111 40 | 120 3 49 19 | 123 2 _ 0 _ SR S04 ... ... ‘60 | 100 32 97 8 | 103 18 | 116 2 6.1 0 -
2024 . .. ) j ’ " ] { . 1519 .. . ... 63 | 105 3t | 94 12 | 154 12 7.7 7 | 212 1 -
0_2 """ ol %% | 180 ! 1;'5 2 185, ‘3" _ 0 " g 3 20-24 . ... .. 9% | 160 53 | 180 12 | 154 26 | 168 5 | 152 0 -
'25_32 """ By a8 ol e e ol B _ ! B f o« 25-29 ..... 100 | 167 51 | 154 13 | 167 31 | 200 5 | 152 0 -
32—39 """ 2? 12}1 fi ' 3'7 2 :'g :2 133 g - g - 30-34 ...,.. 59 0.8 32 87 | 5 6.4 20 | 129 2 8.1 0 -
a0-44 ... 28 49} 17 5? 3 49 8 5.2 0 - 0 _ % ; ] : 35-39 ., .... 47 | 78 24 7.3 5 6.4 14 2.0 4 12.1 0 -
a5-4ag . . . ... 23 e 15 45 5 23 5 39 1 - o - A 40~44 . . .0, 39 65 23 6.9 8 | 103 7 45 1 30 0 -
""" p : ’ ’ e e 45-49 ... ... 38 6.3 24 7.3 6 7.7 7 45 1 30 0 -
e = Pt 8 >4 3 2. 4 4.5 g B 0 - é’% 50-54 16 2.7 8 24 1 1.3 7 45 oL 0 0 -
259 e 7] 18 B 220 8 248 b 99 2 T 9 - : 55-99 ... ... 66 11.0 44 13.3 6 | 77 10 6.5 N 18.2 0 -
Unknown . . . . 19 33| m 33 2 3.3 2 13 2 - 2 —_ . e " by . s ; - o > ; ; ; -

: § - 4 . . B
Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding. . A E - A .
Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number is less than 50. uNotes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because:of rounding.

Percent distritutions are not calculated when the base number |s less than 50.
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Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/%thnic Group

TABLE 19
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1980

Race/ethnic group of victim
Tatal White {not Hispanic) Hispanic ; Black All other * Unknown
Sex and age - - - ;
of victim Number | Percent | Number | Percent |Number [Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
TOTAL. . .. .. 3,405 100.0 1,283 100.0 990 100.0 972 1000 143 1000 17 1000
0—-14 ...... 110 3.2 57 4.4 18 18 33 3.4 2 1.4 70 -
1619 . ... .. 425 125 115 9.0 187 18.9 109 11.2 13 9.1 1 -
2024 . ... .. 650 19.1 191 149 232 23.4 206 21.2 21 147 0 -
25-29 ... ... 579 17.0 173 135 195 19.7 177 18.2 32 224 2 -
30—34 ...... 437 128 162 126 | 115 116 145 148 14 9.8 1 -
35—-39...... 274 8.0 99 7.7 77 7.8 83 85 15 105 0 -
40-44 . ... .. 201 5.9 85 6.6 41 4.1 64 6.6 " 77 0 -
4548 . ... .. 161 4.4 67 6.2 41 4.1 35 3.6 8 5.6 0 -
50-564 ...... 144 4.2 76 5.9 21 21 40 4.1 7 4.9 0 =
5599 ...... 357 105 232 18.1 36 3.6 72 74 17 119 0 =
Unknown . ... 77 23 26 2.0 27 2.7 8 8 3 2.1 13 -
Mate ... ... 4 | 2,709 100.0 898 100.0 898 100.0 796 100.0 103 | 100.0 14 100.0
S 0-14 ... .. p 59 2.2 30 33 9 1.0 19 24 1| <10 0 -
15—-19 . . .. .. 350 129 70 7.8 175 195 a3 117 11 10.7 1 -
2024 ... ... 521 18.2 128 14.3 213 23.7 168 211 12 11.7 g -
25-29 .., ... 479 17.7 127 14.1 181 20.2 144 18.1 26 25.2 1 -
30—34 . ..... 357 13.2 122 136 106 117 119 149 10 8.7 1 -
3539 ...... 223 8.2 77 8.6 67 75 7 8.9 8 7.8 0 -
40-44 ... ... 160 59 63 7.0 36 4.0 55 69 6 5.8 0 -
45—49 . ... .. 123 4.5 51 5.7 35" 3.9 31 3.9 8 5.8 0 -
50-54 ... ... 122 45 60 6.7 21 23 34 43 7 6.8 0 -
55—-99 ...... 252 9.3 152 16.9 31 35 56 7.0 13 12.6 0 -
Unknown .. . .. 63 23 18 2.0 25 2.8 ) 8 3 29 11 -
-
Female, ... .. 696 100.0 385 100.0 92 100.0 176 100.0 40 100.0 3 100.0
0-14 ...... 51 7.3 27 7.0 9 9.8 14 8.0 1 - 0 -
1519 . ... .. 75 10.8 45 1.7 12 13.0 16 9.1 2 - 0 —
2024 ...... 129 18.5 63 - 16.4 19 20.7 38 216 9 - 0 -
25—-29 . ..... 100 14.4 46 119 14 15.2 33 18.8 6 - 1 b
30—34...... 80 115 40 104 10 109 26 14.8 4 - o} " il
35-39...... 51 7.3 22 5.7 10 109 12 6.8 7 - 0 -~
40-44 .. .. .. 41 59 22 5.7 5 54 9 5.1 5 - o -
4549 . .. ... 28 4.0 16 42 6 6.5 4 23 2 - 0 -
50—-54...... 22 3.2 16 4.2 4 Ri} 6 34 0 - 0 -
55—99 .. .... 105 | 151 80 | 208 5 5.4 16 9.1 4 - 0 -
Unknown . ... 14 2.0 8 2.1 2 22 2 11 0 — 2 -

Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number js fess than 50,
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Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group

TABLE 20
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1981

Race/ethnic group of victim
Total White {not Hispanic} Hispanic Black All other Unknecwn
Sex and age
of victim Number | Percent | Number { Percent |Number {Percent | Number | Percent Number | Percent | Number | Percent
TOTAL. . ., .. 3,140 1000 | 1,143 100.0 951 100.0 899 100.0 134 100.0 13 100.0
014 ... ... 132 4.2 58 5.1 35 3.7 35 39 4 3.0 0 | -
16—~19 . .. ... 347 11.0 , 75 6.6 161 6.9 99 110 12 9.0 [¢] -
20-24 ...... 586 18.7 162 14.2 228 240 173 19.2 23 17.2 0 -
25-29°. ... .. 516 16.4 147 12.9 176 185 177 19.7 15 11.2 1 -
3034 ...... 412 13.1 161 14.1 126 13.1 106 1.8 20 149 0 -
3539 ...... 261 8.3 93 8.1 67 7.0 84 9.3 16 119 1 -
4044 .. . . .. 182 5.8 63 5.5 60 6.3 49 54 10 7.5 0 -
45-49 . ., ... 145 4.6 62 5.4 28 29 49 54 6 45 - 0 -
5054 ...... 131 4.2 57 5.0 25 26 37 4.1 12 9.0 0 -
55-99 ...... 367 11.7 240 21.0 30 3.2 82 9.1 14 104 1 -
Unknown 61 19 25 2.2 16 13 8 : 9 2 1.5 10 -
3
Male . ...... 2,472 100.0 788 100.0 848 1000 - .. 726 100.0 99 100.0 11 100.0
0-~14 ... ... 80 3.2 29 3.7 23 27 | 28 34 3 3.0 0 -
15-19 . ... .. 292 11.8 48 6.1 148 17.5 85 11.7 11 11.1 0 -
20-24 .. .... . 466 189 112 14.2 207 244 134 185 13 13.1 0 -
2529 . ... .. 424 17.2 110 14.0 156 | 184 146 20.1 11 11.1 1 -
30—-34....... 344 139 127 16.1 . 117 13.8 84 116 16 162 0 -
35-39...... 214 8.7 67 8.5 58 6.8 75 103 13 13.1 1 -
4044 ., . ... 146 59 47 6.0 51 6.0 41 5.6 7 7.1 0 -
45—-49 . ., ... 115 4.7 42 53 26 3.1 41 5.6 6 6.1 0 -
60~54 . ..... 101 4.1 39 4.9 23 2.7 32 44 7 7.1 o] -
55-99 .. ..., 244 9.9 161 19.2 24 2.8 58 8.0 10 10.1 1 -
Unknown 46 1.9 16 2.0 15 - 1.8 5 ) 2 2.0 8 -
Female. . ... .. 668 100.0 355 100.0 103 100.0 173 100.0 35 1000 2 100.0
0-14 ., ... .. 52 7.8 29 8.2 12 11.6 10 5.8 1 - 0 -
15-19 .. .... 55 8.2 27 7.6 13 12.6 14 8.1 1 — 0 -
2024 .. .. .. 120 18.0 50 14.1 21 204 39 225 10 - 0 -
2629 .. .... 92 13.8 37 104 20 194 31 179 4 - 0 -
30-34 ...... 68 10.2 34 9.6 8 7.8 22 12.7 4 - o -
35-39...... 47 7.0 26 7 7.3 9 8.7 9 .52 3 - 0 -
40-44 ., .. .. 36 54 16 45 9 8.7 8 4.6 3 - 0 -
45-49 ., ,, .. 30 4.5 20 56 2 19 8 46 0 - 0 -
50-54 ....., 30 45 18 5.1 2 19 5 29 5 - 0 -
55—-99 .. .... 123 18.4 89 251 6 58 24 139 4 - 0 -
Unknown . ... 15 22 9 25 1 1.0 3 1.7 0 - 2 -

Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because uf rounding.
Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number Is Jess than 50.
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TABLE 22
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982

TABLE 21 Rate per 100,000 Population Distributed by Sex, Race/Ethnic Group, and Age of Victim

WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982

Sex and Age of Victim Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group - Sex, race/ethnic group, and age Percent? Population Victims Rate
TOTAL. . .. i i e i v 100.0 24,724,000 2,778b 11.2
Race/ethnic group of victim Sex ’
R . . . . o il oth ‘Unknown n ‘ Male. .. ........... 493 12,188,932 2,133 17.5
Sex and age Total | White (not Hispanic)| _ Hispanic Black Al sther Female ... ......... 50.7 12,535,068 645 5.1
icti Numhb Percent| Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number| Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent Race/ethnic group
of victim . umaer | Fercen : , A White (nat Hispanic). . . . . 66.6 16,466,200 1,003 6.1
TOTAL. .. ... 2,778 100.0 999 100.0 851 100.0 789 100.0 127 100.0 12 100.0 e * Hispanic. . ... ....... 18.2 4,747,000 855 18.0
0—14 .. .... 143 5.1 56 5.6 . 43 - 8.1 37 4.7 6 4.7 1 - Black . ............ 7.5 1,854,300 792 427
15-19 ... ... " 245 8.8 64 6.4 94 | 110 79 | 100 8 6.3 0 - Other ............. 6.7 1,656,500 128 7.7
2024 ... ... 518 18.6 156 15.6 212 249 . 130 16,5 20 15.7 0] - Age
25-29 ...... 468 16.8 126 126 178 209~ 146 18.5 18 14.2 ] - 2g:§g ............. gg.g . 2.?;8,338 ] g;g 1579.2
30-34 ...... 335 12.1 105 10.5 106 125 103 13.1 21 16.5 a - 40 and ‘o;le.r: 35:0 8'6531400 '779 9‘0
35-39...... 261 94 100 10.0 70 8.2 79 10.0 12 9.4 0 - EPS parm——— P T—— ot - b't i 'd - : 5 'I l
¥ . ercen stributlons of Callfornians by sex, race/ethnlc group, and age were obtained from Department of Finance 80 _population
4044 . ... .. 189 6.8 79 7.8 50 59 51 6.5 9 7.1 o & estimates. These percents were applied to the total population estimate of 24,724,000 used by the Bu?eau of Criminal Statistics in 1982
45-49 .. .. .. 119 4.3 41 4.1 32 3.8 37 4.7 9 74 0 - i to calculate the subpopulation figures shown for sex, race/ethnic group, and age.
5054 ...... 142 5.1 64 6.4 21 25 48 6.1 9 7.1 o - [ This figure jncludes 12 victims whase race/ethnic group was unknown and 40 victims whose age was unknown; These “unknowns" are
5599 318 11.4 108 19.8 35 41 7 9.0 14 10 0 - ! Sdistrlbuffdblprzgortlonately among the several age and race/ethnic groups. )
€99 ...... K . & ’ ] ource: Tabje 21.
Unknown . . .. 40 14 10 1.0 10 1.2 8 10 1 8 11 - § b .
; CH . TABLE 23
J K § 0.0 9 100.0 : )
M:l_em. R 2.1;;2 192.2 633 wg-g 7;1 1022 ng 1022 93 1041 ; - WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
15-19 .. .. .. 197 9.2 43 66 85 14 62 98 -7 74 0 - Known Relationship of Victim to Offender Distributed by Sex of Victim
2024 . ... .. 414 194 104 16.0 193 25.8 104 165 13 133 o - ) - . Friend G p A
- . . 8. 143 0 _ ) . «Friend, ang arent, I
ig_gj """ g;g :;: ;Ig ;; g 1:; f;g 1;2 :3 ; :g 18.4 0 _ . Sex of victim Total Spouse acquaintance member child Stranger other
35-39 ...... 201 9.4 66 10.2 60 8.0 65 10.3 10 10.2 0 - TOJALb 1837 171 841 136 20
...... . 4 .3 44 5. 46 7.3 9 9.2 o - umber. ..., - 1 472 97
3(5’::‘; : g? Z 3 ;53 g 3 - 32 o > 0 - 5 - . Percent . . . . . 100.0 9.3 45.8 7.4 65 25.7 5.3
45—48 . ... .. . . E . . le .
50—-54 ...... 107 5.0 47 7.2 16 2.1 38 6.0 6 6.1 0 - Ma .
: Number. . . .. 1,386 52 676 133 &8 Y 377 80
55-99 ... ... ; 212 99 119 18.3 28 3.7 56.. 8.9 g 9.2 0 - i Percent . . ... 100.0 38 48.8 . 96 49 27.2 58
Unknown .. .. 30 1.4 7 1.1 9 1.2 5 .8 1 10 8 - ; g .
o emale g
] i o R Number. . ... 451 119 165 3 -52 95 17
Female. .. ... 645 1000} 350 1000 104 100.0 159 100.0 28 100.0 3 100.0 ? . Percent . . ... 100.0 264 36.6 i 1.5 211 3.8
0~14 ...... 7 11.0 33 9.4 19 | 183 17 1 107 2 - 0 T Db Notes: This table excludes 941 victims wh lationship to the off
N _ _ i tes: a xcludes victims whose relationship to the offender was unknown. .
;g—-;g ...... 182 1;? :; 123 12 1:; ;é :gz _1, g . m Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
—24 ... ... . 14! 16, - e Soufce: Table 25,
25-29 . ..... 94 146 51 14.6 11 10.6 2 176 4 - c o= x L
3034 ...... 63 9.8 .27 7.7 14 135 19 119 3 - 0 |¥ =° ’?" 2 4 TABLE 24
3639 ...... 60 ; 9.3 34 8.7 10 9.6 14 8.8 2 - 0 - 8 WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
2(53“:3 ------ ?g g-g 22 ;; ; g gg : ;3:,1 g - g - ' Known Relationship of Victim to Offender Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group of Victim
I 2~ Y » 0 . - - -_ . - - .
50-54 ....... 35 54 17 49 5 4.8 10 6.3 3 - o - ; . Spouse .
55-99 ...... ‘ 106 16.4 79 226 7°f 67 15 94 5 - 0 - ) ' Friend, - parent, Gang All
Unknewn . ... 10 i6 3 9 1 1.0 3 1.9 0 - 3 - Race/ethnic group of victim Total acquaintance child L member Stranger other
) TOTAL : :
Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding, B *
ray ot ! : . Number. ..., ... ... 1,837 841 . 291 136 472 97
Percent distributjons are not calcufated when the base number is less than 50. Percent . . . ... ... ... 100.0 458 15.8 74 25.7 5.3
White {not Hispanic)
Number...,..... e 697 313 143 5 200 36
. Percent ., .. ... ... .. 100.0 449 ' 20.5 2 28.7 5.2
: N o . . Hispanic . .
i Number . ,". . . ... NI 521 217 47 94 139 24
. ) Percent . ... ..,..... 100.0 41.6 : 9.0 18.0 - 26.7 4.6
- € Btack ) R
' . s Number., ., ........." 533 281 ‘ 95 33 94 30
S Percent ..., ...... . 100.0 52,7 17.8 6.2 : 176 5.6
: = All other .
: . P Number..,......... 85 : 29 6 4 39 7
' . Percent . . ... e e 100.0 341 7.1 4.7 459 8.2
Unknown ‘ "
Number. ... .+v... .. 1 1 . 0 0 0 0
Percent . ... ........ 100.0 —_ s = - -~ -
Notes: ”Thls table excludes 941 victims whose relationship to the offender was unknown.
J Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Percent distributions are not calculated when the basénumber s fess than 50.,
Sources Table 25. : N
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TABLE 25 ’
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982 *
Relationship of Victim to Offender Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group and Sex of Victim

7861 ‘VINHOL41TVI NI 3AIIINOH 2§

Race/ethnic group of victirmn Sex of victim
Total White (not Hispanic) Hispanic Black All other Unknown Male Female
“ W Relationship Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number| Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent
TOTAL. . ...... 2,778 100.0 999 100.0 851 100.0 789 100.0 127 100.0 12 100.0 2,133 100.0 645 100.0
Friend,
acquaintance® 841 30.3 313 313 217 255 281 35.6 29 22.8 1 - 676 31.7 165 256
; Spouse® .. ... .. 171 6.2 85 85 28 33 54 6.8 4 3.1 0 = - 52 24 119 184
o Parent, child® . . . 120 43 58 58 18 2.2 41 5.2 2 1.6 ] - 68 3.2 52 8.1
_ Sibling . . .... 31 1.1 13 1.3 5 B 9 1.1 4 3.1 0 - 28 1.3 3 5
Other relative . . . 60 2.2 17 1.7 19 22 21 2.7 3 24 0 = 46 2.2 14 22
‘ Stranger . . ... 472 17.0 200 2Q.0 139 16.23 24 119 39 30.7 0 - 377 17.7 95 14.7
Gang member . . 136 4.9 5 ) 94 11.0 33 4.2 4 3.1 0 - 133 6.2 3 .5
Peace officer. . . . . 6 2 6 6 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0 - 6 3 0 .0
P Unknown ...... 941 33.9 302 30.2 330 38.8 256 324 42 33.1 11 - 747 35.0 194 30.1
3ncludes ex-husband, ex;wife, employer, employee, etc.
i Incluges common-law marriage partner.
- €includes stepmother, stepfather, stepson, and stepdaughter,
L Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number Is less than 50.
~‘ TABLE 26
: WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1980—-1982
Average Homicide Rate per 100,000 ]’opulation Distributed by Size of County
%. Average
- (3 number of
« [+ Ponulation victims Average
Size of county £ ur1,0281 <, 1980—1982 rated
- w
TOTAL. « @ voereene e, . ) ‘& 14196000 31077 12.8 N
st —20th® ... ... 0 L . " 11,577,600 29227 ° R 13.5
Remainderofstate , . .. ......... . y 22 618,400 -185.0 “\ 7.1

aThe average homicide rate for each county group was calculated on the basis of the vummatl in of the‘estimated populatlons of the countles in the group as of July 1, 1881 and the average number of

willful homicide victims during the three-year period of 1980—1982.

County groups are based on county population estimates.as of July 1, 1981. 1s5t—2f)th Is composed of the largest counties ranked in order of magnitude of population. These countles are L.os Angeles,
‘Orange, San Diego, Santa Clara, Alameda, San Bernardino, Sacramento, Rlverside,,{;an Francisco, Contra Costa, San Mateo, Ventura, Fresno, Kern, San Joaquin, Sonoma, Santa Barbara, Monterey,

Stanjslaus, and Tujare.

Source: Table 27.
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TABLE 27
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1980—1982
Average Homicide Rate per 100,000 Population Distributed by County
Populatjon Average

County July 1,1981 rated Total 1980 1981 1982
TOTAL. . .......... 24,196,000 128 9,323 3,405 3,140 2,778
Alameda . .......... 1,118,200 148 496 171 188 137
Alpine . . .......... 1,300 — 1 1 0 0
Amador. ... ........ 20,600 B 0 0 0 0
Butte. . ...... e - 149,000 4.7 21 7 4 10
Calaveras. . . .. ...... 21,900 - 4 0 2 2
Colusa . ........... 12,700 - 4 2 1 1
ContraCosta, . . ...... ~ 658,800 7.8 1556 48 57 50
DelNorte .......... 18,900 - 7 3 2 2
ElDorado . ... ...... 90,000 8.9 24 9 6 9
Fresno . . .......... 527,500 15.5 246 102 73 71
Glenn. . ........... 21,500 - 4 2 0 2
Humboldt .. ... ..... 109,300 10.7 35 9 7 19
tmperial . .......... 95,700 13.2 38 17 1" 10
Inyo . ............ 17,600 - 7 2 2 3
Kern . ............ 419,400 18.0 227 84 81 62
Kings. ............ 75,400 9.7 22 4 7 11
Lake . . .ovv i i o oL ‘ 39,700 — 7 3 4 0
Lassen . ... . PN 22,300 - 3 1 1 1
Los Angeles . . ... ..., 7,631,800 203 4,646 1,731 1,500 1,415
Madera............ 67,700 14.8 30 12 6 12
Marin, ......0..... 223,100 4.2 28 16 8 4
Mariposa. . ... ...... 11,800 - 2 1 0 1
Mendocino. . .. .. .. .. 66,800 - 18 8 8 2
Merced . . .......... 139,800 6.4 27 10 12 5
Modoc ... .......... 8,900 - 4. 2 0 2
Mono, ............ 8,700 - 2 2 0 0
Monterey. . . .. IUET 296,600 9.7 86 24 33 29
Napa........ e s 99,200 - 14 6 5 3
Nevada............ 57,100 — 13 3 6 4
Orange . . . ... vvu 'y 1,959,300 5.0 292 113 a6 83
Placer, . . .. ..... ... 121,500 - 16 S 6 1
Plumas . . ... R 17,700 - 10 2 4 4
Riverside. . . ........ 691,800 11.8 248 a3 92 63
Sacramento . .. ...... 797,000 9.8 234 72 81 81
SanBenito. . ......... 26,100 - 7 3 1 3
San Bernardino . ... ... 943,500 14.4 408 145 166 97
SanDiego .......... 1,912,600 8.0 461 180 167 124
San Francisco . . .. .... 688,700 16.8 348 11 126 111
San Joaquin . . . ... ... 361,800 18.8 204 63 70 71
San Luis Objspo., .. .. .. 163,400, 6.3 31 16 6 9
SanMateo . . .. ...... 580,700 5.8 101 33 32 36
SantaBarbara........ 303,100 5.4 49 14 20 15
SantaClara. . . ....... 1,306,900 6.5 256 98 97 61
SantaCruz. , .. ...... 195,100 55 32 10 16 6
Shasta ............ 120,400 5.5 20 5 10 5
Sierra, .. ..... e 3,200 - 1 0 0 1
Siskiyou .4 .. ... ... 41,100 - 9 1 1 7
Solano ... ........, 245,900 5.8 43 15 10 18
Sonoma“. .., ... ... 309,100 49 45 16 18 11
Stanislaus . ... ..... . 277,100 7.8 65 28 20 17
Sutter. . . .. ... ..., 53,200 125 20 6 7 7
Tehama. . ... ....... 40,400 - 1 5 3 3
Teinity ., o ... .. 12,300 - 4 -0 1 3
Tulare .. .. b a e 254,600 13.0 © 99 32 33 34
Tuolumne . ... ...... 34,600 - 4 2 0 2
Ventura . ....... Ve 539,100 6.3 102 38 32 32
Yolo oo v v v e vevn e 115,800 - 16 10 4 2
Yuba ., oovv e vns s oy 48,700 - 16 5 7 4

aThe average homicide rate per 100,000 population for each courit

v was calculated on the basis of the estlnﬁated population as of July 1,1981

and the average number of willful homicide victims during the three-year perjod of 1980—1982, Population estimates were obtained from the

California Department of Finance,

Note: The average homicide rate was not calcujated when the total number of homicides during 19801982 was less than 20.
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WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1974—1982

TABLE 28

Percent Distribution by Known Month of Incident

1974 1975 1976 1977 . 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982
Month of incident Number [Percent | Number [Percent [Number |Percent | Number |Percent | Number | Percent | Number |Percent | Number [Percent | Number [Percent | Number [Percent
TOTAL. .. ........ 1,958 | 100.0 2157 |100.0 2,183 | 100.0 2,471 1100.0 2593 | 100.0 2,932 | 100.0 3,405 | 100.0 3,140 | 100.0 2,778 | 100.0
Total . .. ......... 934 | 47.7 1,001 46.4 1,010 | 463 1,145 | 463 1,234 | 476 1,361 46.4 1,502 | 44.1 1,511 48.1 1,354 | 48.7
January. . .. ....... 169 8.6 182 8.4 180 8.7 205 8.3 199 7.7 226 7.7 275 8.1 236 75 237 8.5
February.......... 142 7.3 151 7.0 162 7.4 169 6.8 194 75 207 74 220 6.5 262 8.3 189 6.8
March. . . ... ...... 150 7.7 176 8.2 137 6.3 173 7.0 222 8.6 230 7.8 240 7.0 232 14 229 8.2
April . . ... oL g 142 7.3 164 7.6 163 75 204 8.3 205 7.9 219 7.6 232 6.8 237 7.5 235 8.5
May. ¢ « v e v e e 168 8.6 162 7.5 178 8.2 202 8.2 203 7.8 243 8.3 236 6.9 270 8.6 253 9.1
June . ...l 163 8.3 166 7.7 180 8.2 192 78 211 8.1 236 8.0 299 88 274 8.7 211 7.6
Total . . ........:. 1,024 | 523 1,156 | 53.6 1,173 53.7 1,326 | 53.7 1359 | 524 1,57 53.6 1,903 559 1629 | 51.9 1,424 51.3
July. oo e 168 8.8 175 8.1 187 8.6 206 8.3 226 8.7 239 8.2 329 9.7 306 9.7 239 8.6
August . .. ... ..... 150 7.7 205 95 198 9.1 228 9.2 233 9.0 246 8.4 360 10.6 288 9.2 238 8.6
September., . .. ..... 177 9.0 195 9.0 192 8.8 216 8.7 224 8.6 =262 8.9 318 9.3 261 8.3 275 |- 9.9
October . ......... 175 89 213 9.9 204 9.3 206 8.3 214~ 8.3 249 8.5 280 8.2 267 8.5 241 8.7
November . ........ 180 9.2 179 8.3 171 7.8 211 8.5 226 8.7 279 9.5 305 9.0 242 7.7 202 7.3
December . . ....... 174 8.9 189 8.8 221 10.1 289 105 236 .1 . 296 10.1 311 9.1 265 8.4 229 8.2

Notes: This table excludes 12 victims In 1974, 39 victims in 1975, 31 victims in 1976, 10 victims In 1977, 8 victims in 1978, and 9 victims In 1979 for whom the month of lf;cldent resulting in death

was unknown.
Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1974—1982

TABLE 29

Average Monthly Number of Homicides in First and Second Half of Year

Number Average monthly number
First Second First Second Projected second-half Adjusted
Year half half half half growth increment?® second hai®
TOTAL. . . ......... 11,052 12,565 204.7 232.7 6.7 226.0
1982 . ... .0 1,354 1,424 225.7 2373 7.4 229.9
1981 ... ... ... L 1,511 1,629 2518 2715 8.3 263.2
1980 . ............ 1,602 1,903 250.3 317.2 8.2 309.0
1979 . . ... .. L. 1,361 1571 226.8 261.8 74 2544
1978 . . . Lo e 1,234 1,359 205.7 226.5 6.7 219.8
1977 . . oo i s e 1,145 1,326 190.8 2210 6.3 214.7
1976 . . . ... Lo 1,010 1,173 168.3 195.5 5.5 190.0
1975 . .0 i e e 1,001 1,166 166.8 192.7 5.5 187.2
1874 . . . ..o b it 934 1,024 1656.7 170.7 5.1 165.6

37nis second-half growth increment is the average monthly number of homicides In the second half of the year attributed to the Iong-iér‘m Increase in homicldes. This number is opf,alned by multiplying

the average monthiy number of homicides in the first half of the year by the semiannual growth rate of homicides over the 15-year period, 1968 to 1982 (3.28 percent).
The adjusted second-half number Is the average monthly number of homicides in the second half of the year from which the projected homicide growth Increment has been subtracted.
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TABLE 30 ,
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Knewn Day of Incident Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group and Sex of Victim

Race/ethnic group ;
and sex of victim Total Sunday Monday { Tuesday | Wednesday | Thursday Friday | Saturday | Weekend | Weekday
’ TOTAL : '
Number...... 2,224 347 296 264 258 203 314 452 799 1,425
Percent ... ... 100.0 15.6 133 118 11.6 13.2 141 203 35.9 64.1
3

White (not Hispanic)

Number. .. ... 700 99 104 91 85 106 101 114 213 4387

Percent . ..... 100.0 14.1 14.9 13.0 121 16.1 144 163 30.4 69.6
Hispanic )

Number. .. ... 731 135 79 61 70 85 98 203 338 393

Percent ... ... 100.0 18.5 108 8.3 9.6 116 134 278 46.2 53.8
Black :

Number...... 683 95 95 97 86 89 96 126 221 462.

Percent . ... .. 100.0 13.9 139 14.2 124 13.0 141 184 324 67.6
All other

Number. ... .. 104 18 18 15 17 12 16 8 26 78

Percent .. .... 100.0 17.3 17.3 14.4 16.3 115 154 7.7 . 25.0 75.0
Unknown _ . .

Number...... 6 0 0 0 1 1 3 1 1 5

Percent ... ... 100.0 - - - - — - - - —_
Male

Number...... 1,767 290 230 202 200 226 - 246 373 663 . 1,104

Percent . ..... 100.0 16.4 13.0 114 113 128 139 21.1 375 625
Female

Number. ... .. 457 57 66 62 68 67 68 79 136 321

Pizcent ... ... 100.0 125 144 13.6 12,7 - 14.7 149 173 29.8 70.2

Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Parcent distributions are not calculated when the base number is |ess than 50.

TNotes: This table exciudes 554 victlms for whom the day of incldent rasulting In death was unknown.
Source: Table 31.
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: = TABLE 31
= WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
‘ 2 Day of Incident Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group and Sex of Victim
i —-
5 v
: . g Race/ethnic group of victim Sex of victim
b Z N
; > Total White (not Hispanic) Hispanic Black All other Unknown Male Female
® K .
% é Day of incident Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent
I i A T f
‘g ™ ToTAL. . ... 2,778 100.0 999 100.0 851 100.0 789 1000 127 100.0 12 100.0 2,133 100.0 645 100.0
{ Sunday. .. ... .. 347 | 125 99 99 135 | 159 95 | 120 18 | 142 0 - 290. | 13.6 57 8.8
e‘ Monday . ...:.- 296 10.7 104 104 79 93 95 120 18 14.2 0 - 230 10.8 66 10.2
P Tuesday . ... ... 264 9.5 N 91 61 7.2 97 123 186 11.8 0 - 202 9.5 62 .96
E Wednesday. . . . . - 258 9.3 85 85 70 8.2 85 10.8 17 13.4 1 - 200 9.4 58 9.0
Thursday. . . . . -« 293 10.5 106 106 85 10.0 89 1.3 12 9.4 1 - 226 10.6 67 104
Friday ... ... .- 314 11.3 101 10.1 98 11.6 96 122 16 126 3 - 246 115 68 105
Saturday . . . . . . . 452 16.3 114 114 203 239 126 16.0 8 6.3 1 - 373 =175 79 12.2
Unknown ... ... 554 i 199 299 299 120 14.1 106 134 23 18.1 6 - 366 17.2 188 29.1
MNotes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding. .
. Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number is lass than 50.
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TABLE 32

WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982

Known Location of Homicide Distributed by Sex of Victim

Victim's Street, All
Sex of victim Total rasidence sidewalk other
TOTAL
Number.....,.. 2,623 915 560 1,148
Percent . ....... 100.0 349 21.3 43.8
Male
Number. ....... 2017 o _A.569.__......,., __Bo2 946
Percent . ....... TS e T 2822 249 489
.Female
Number........ 606 346 58 202
Percent . ....... 100.0 57.1 9.6 33.3
Note: This table excludes 155 victims for whom the |ocation of the homicide was unknown,
7 \Source: Table 34.
" TABLE 33
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Location of Homicide Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group of Victim
Race/ethnic Victim's Street, All
group of victim Total residence sidewalk other
TOTAL
Number. .. ..... 2,623 915 560 1,148
Percent . ....... 100.0 '34.9 21.3 43.8
White (nb.f Hispanic)
Number ... .. ... 924 416 101 407
Percent . ....... 100.0 45,0 10.9 440
Hispanic
Number. ... .... 821 189 226 406
Percent . ....... 100.0 23.0 275 49.5
Black
Number. ,...... 750 265 222 263
Percent . ....... 100.0 35.3 29.6 35.1
All other
Number. ....... 117 43 1" 63
Percent . ....... 100.0 36.8 9.4 53.8
Unknown .
Number ., , ... .. . 11 2 o g
Percent . . .... ' 1000 ° - — -

Notes: This table exciudes 155 victims for whom the [ocation of the homicide was unknown.
Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number is less than 50.

I Source: Table 34.
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TABLE 34

WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Location of Homicide Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group and Sex of Victim

ot e

Race/ethnic group of victim Sex of victim
Total White {not Hispanic) Hispanic Black All other Unknown Male Female
Location Number | Percent |- Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent | Number | Percent Number | Percent
TOTAL. . ...... 2,778 100.0 999 100.0 851 100.0 789 100.0 127 100.0 12 100.0 2,133 100.0 645 100.0
Hotel, motel. . . . . 57 2.1 24 24 13 1.5 17 2.2 - 3 24 0 — 38 1.8 19 29
Victim’s residence. . 915 32.9 416 41.6 189 22.2 265 33.6 43 33.9 2 - 569 ‘| 26.7 346 53.6
Other residence . . . 270 9.7 84 8.4 79 9.3 98 124 8 6.3 1 - 226 10.6 a4 6.8
Service station. . . . 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 - 0 .0 0 .0
Liquorstore. . . .. 33 1.2 11 1.1 10 1.2 3 4 9 74 o] - 29 14 4 .6
Parkinglot. . .. .. . 158 5.7 38 3.8 67 7.9 45 5.7 6 4.7 2 - 142 6.7 16 25
Other business. . . . 80 29 31 341 24 28 14 1.8 11 8.7 0 — 67 3.1 13. 2.0
Bar ........... 101 3.6 27 2.7 62 7.3 11 14 1 8 0 — 92 4.3 9 14
Vehicle. . . ... .. 179 6.4 62 6.2 65 7.6 42 - 53 10 7.8 0 - 132 6.2 47 7.3
Street, sidewalk . . . 560 20.2 101 10.1 226 26.6 222 28.1 11 8.7 0 — 502 235 58 9.0
Field, park, school . 204 ¢+ 73 98 9.8 66 7.8 25 3.2 9 7.1 6 - 165 7.7 39 6.0
Other. . ....... 66 24 32 3.2 20 24 8 1.0 6 4.7 0 - 55 26 11 1.7
Unknown .. .. .. 165 - 5.6 75 75 30 35 39 49 10 7.9 1 - 116 ‘5.4 39 6.0
Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding. A
Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number is less than 50,
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TABLE 35
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1282
Known Type of Weapon
Type of weapon Number Percent
TOTAL. . ... e e e e e e : 2,745 100.0
Firearm. . . .. .. ... ... e 1,667 56.7
Knife ... ... ... ..., NN 656 239
Bluntobject? ., ... .......... . 176 6.4
Personal weapon®, . .. ... .. ... .. 174 6.3
Roped .. ... .. ... ... 60 2.2
Allother. ., . ...t ews s 122 44

2 Aany instrument used to cut or stab.
bgludgean, club, etc.
CHands, fists, feet, etc.

Any lnstxagent used to hang or strangle.

‘Notes: This table excludes 33 victims for whom the type of weapon used in the homicide was unknown.

Percents do not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Source: Table 38.

TABLE 36
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Type of Weapon Distributed by Sex of Victim

Personal All
Sex of victim © Total Firearm weapon@ other
TOTAL
Number........ 2,745 1557 174 1,014 .
Percent . . ...... 100.0 - 56.7 6.3 36.9
Male u
Number........ 2,120 1,292 96 732
Percent . ....... 100.0 60.9 45 34.5
Female ‘
Number. ....... 625 265 78 282
Percent . ..,.... 100.0 424 125 451

aHands, fists, feet, ete.

Notes: This table excludes 33 victims for whom the type of weapon used in the homlclde was unknown.
Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

Source: Table 38.

TABLE 37
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Type of Weapon Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group of Victim

Race/ethnic Personal All : b
group of victim Total Firearm Knife? weapon® other i 4
TOTAL )
Number............ 2,745 1,567 656 174 358
Percent .., ......... 100.0 56.7 23.9 6.3 13.0
White (not Hispanic) ' , . Lo
Number., ........... 974 493 221 92 168
Percent . . .......... 100.0 50.6 22,7 94 17.2
Hispanic : : i
Number. .. ........ . 847 510 216 39 82 ¢
Percent . . ... ihecnnn 100.0 '60.2 255 4.6 9.7
Black ‘ ‘
M Number . . . . ... P 786 480 188 35 83 , \
: Percent . ...... Ve 100.0 61.1 239 45 10.8
All other . :
Number. . ... .. R 127 68 31 7 - 21
Percent . . .......... 100.0 53.5 C 244 55 165 |
Unknown ‘ o V . :
Number............ 11 6 0 1 q4 !
Percent . .. ... e e 100.0 - - -~ — R
2Any Instrument used to cut or stab, 5 .
Hands, fists, feet, etc,
Notes: This table excludes ‘33 victims for whom the type of weapon used In the homicide was unknown,
Percents may not add to 100,0 because of rounding. :
Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number |s less than 50, . : <
Source: Table 38. . :
DATA SECTiION 59
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TABLE 38

WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Type of Weapon Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group and Sex of Victim

Race/ethnic group of victim

Sex of victim

Total White {not Hispanic) Hispanic Black All other Unknown "Male ‘Female
Weapon Number ] Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number } Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent
TOTAL. . ... ... 2,778 100.0 999 100.0 851 1000 789 100.0 127 100.0 12 1000 2,133 100.0 645 100.0
Firearm - unknown . 149 5.4 56 56 45 5.3 43 54 3 2.4 2 ~ 132 6.2 17 26
Handgun . ... ... 1,047 37.7 303 303 354 416 335 425 52 40.9 -3 - 873 40.9 174 27.0
Rifle . . ....... 200 7.2 79 18 71 8.3 38 4.8 11 8.7 1 - 167 7.4 43 6.7
Shotgun . ... ... 161 5.8 55 ' 55 40 4.7 o4 8.1 2 1.6 0 — 130 6.1 31 4.8
Knife? .. ...... 656 23.6 221 22.1 216 254 188 238 31 244 0 ~ 514 241 142- 22.0
Blunt object® . . . . 176 6.3 85 8.5 33 3.9 45 5.7 10 79 3 - 133 6.2 43 6.7
Personal weapon©. . 174 6.3 92 9.2 39 4.6 35 44 7 5.5 1 - 86 45 78 12.1
Drugs. .. ...... 3 A 1 A 1 A 1 A ¢} 0 o] - 2 1 1 2
Roped . ... .... 60 2.2 35 3:5 6 7 14 1.8 [ 3.5 ¢} - 22 1.0 38 59
Other......... 119 4.3 47 4.7 42 4.9 23 2.9 6 4.7 1 - 61 29 58 9.0
Unknown .. .... 33 1.2 25 25 4 5 3 4 0 .0 1 - 13 6 20 3.1
2Aany Instrument used to cut or stab.
PBludgeon, club, etc. .
Ciands, fists, feet, etc.
dany implement used to hang or strangle,
Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number is tess than 50.
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TABLE 39
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Contributing Circumstance Distributed by Sex of Victim

Sex- All

Sex of victim Total related Robbery Argument Burglary other

TOTAL : .
Number . . . .. 2,282 53 473 - 1,189 56 541
Percent , .. .. 100.0 23 20.7 ) 50.8 2.5 23.7

Male .

. Number., .. .. - 1,755 5 402 : 930 29 339

Percent . .. .. 100.0 3 229 53.0 1.7 22.2

Female
Number . . . .. 527 s 48 n 229 27 162
Percent . .. .. 100.0 9.1 135 43.5 5.1 28.8

Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

Notes: This table excludes 496 victims for whom the circumstance contributing to the homicide was unknown.
Source: Table 41.

- TABLE 40
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982

d.

Known Contributing Circumstance Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group of Victim
i
,
. A (,/ Sex-related,
" ¢ Race/ethnic group ¢ rabbery, Gang- All
s of victim Total burglary Argument refated other
. TOTAL
i1 Number............. 2,282 582 1,159 140 401
i Percent . .. .......... 100.0 255 50.8 6.1 17.6
White {not Hispanic) i
Number .. ..... e e 803 273 352 6 172
o Percent . .......... . 100.0 34.0 43.8 g 214 :
5 Hispanic >
N b Number, .......... . 710 134 381 96 99 i
: Percent . .. ,....... ' 100.0 18.9 53.7 13.5 13.9 ;
Black . ‘
Number............. 658 137 376 35 110
Percent . . . ... .vou v 100.0 20.8 57.1 53 16.7 ;
All other :
Number. .......... . 197 38 48 3 18
Percent .. .. e 100.0 355 449 28 16.8
o . " Unknown
& Number.. ... 0.0 ... 4 0 2 0 2
. Percent ., ........... 100.0 - - - -
4 . Notes: This table exciudes 496 victims for whom the circumstance contributing to the homicide was unknown.
5 Percents may not add to 100.0 because af rounding. :
i3 Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number is less than 50.
\ k: i Source: Table 41, )

7
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g WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
o Contributing Circumstance Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group and Sex of Victim
E .
sl . .
g Race/ethnic group of victim Sex of victim
= - : .
> Total White {not Hispanic) Hispanic Black All other Unknown Male Female
bl Contributing -
© circumstance Number | Percent | Number |Percent Number { Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent { Number| Percent - | Number | Percent
~
TOTAL. . ...... 2,778 100.0 999 100.0 851 "1 100.0 789 100.0 127 100.0 12 100.G 2,133 106.0 645 100.0
Argument . ., .. . 1,158 41.7 352 35.2 381 448 376 47.7 48 37.8 2 - 930 43.6 229 35.5
Sex-related. . . . . . 53 1.9 35 35 5 .6 10 1.3 3 24 ¢} - 5 2 48 7.4
Robbery . ... ... 473 17.0 200 20.0 121 14.2 118 15.0 34 26.8 0 - 402 18.8 71 11.0
Burglary ... . ... 56 2.0 38 3.8 8 9 9 1.1 1 .8 0 - 29 14 27 4.2
Drugs. ........ 77 2.8 32 3.2 14 1.6 28 3.5 3 24 -0 - 67 3.1 0 [ 1.6
Gangland. . . .. .. 11 4 4 4 2 .2 2 3 3 24 0 — 9 4 2 3
Gang-related. . . .. 140 5.0 6 6 96 113 35 44 3 24 0 — 133 6.2 7 1.1
Other. ........ 313 11.3 136 136 83 9.8 80 10.1 12 9.4 2 - 180 8.4 133 20.6
Unknown ... .. .. 496 179 196 | 196 141 166 131 16.6 20 15.7 8 - 378 17.7 118 18.3
Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number is less than 50. &
TABLE 42
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982
Known Contributing Clrcumstance Distributed by Known Age of Vlctxm
. Age of victim
¢ :
Total . ’ 0-14 156-18 . 20-69 70 and over
Contributing circumstance Number Percent t-dmber Percent Number Percent Number Percent . Number Percent
AR .
[
TOTAL. . ......... e 2,263 100.0 ! i 131 100.0 201 100.0 1,831 100.0 100 100.0
E !
Rape, robbery, and burgiary . 568 280 5 3.8 26 12.9 466 255 71 ) 71.0
ArgUmENt . o oo oe v e e 1,152 “fi .. 509 % 12 . 9.2 100 49.8 1,028 56.1 12 12.0
Gang-related. .. .. .. .. ... 140 1 6.2 T 4 3.1 55 27.4 81 4.4 0} .0
Childabuse .. .......... 58 26 : 58 443 0 0 0 0 0 .0
Allother . , . ... e e e 345 - 15.2 5‘ : 52 39.7 20 10.0 256 14.0 17 17.0
Notes: This table excludes 496 victims for whom the contributing circumstance to the homiclde was unknown.
Percents may not add 'to 100,0'because of rounding.
Spurce: Table 43.
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TABLE 43
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982 b
Contributing Circumstance Distirbuted by Age of Victim
Age of victim
Total 04 16-19 20--29
Contributing circumstance Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
TOTAL. . .......... 2,778 100.0 88 1060.0 56 100.0 245 100.0 986 100.0
Rape . .. .. ...vvu.: 44 16 0 0 3 5.4 1 4 14 14
Robbery ... ........ 473 170 (] .0 0 .0 24 9.8 113 115
Burglary . . ... ... ... 56 20 0 .0 2 36 1 A4 5 5
Argument . . ... ... .. 1,159 . 41.7 2 23 10 178 100 408 501 50.8
Childabuse . ........ 58 21 56 63.6 2 3.6 0 .0 0 0
Gang-related. . . ... ... 140 5.0 0 .0 4 741 55 224 68 6.9
Arson. . .o e 43 15 5 5.7 8 143 3 1.2 9 .8
Narcotic drug laws .. . .. 77 2.8 1 1.1 1 18 3 1.2 36 3.7
Other. .. .......... 232 84 21 239 16 28.6 14 5.7 66 6.7
Unknown .. ........ 496 178 3 34 10 179 44 18,0 174 1786
Age of victim
30-39 40—48 50-59 6069 70 and over Unknown
Contributing circumstance Number | Percent Number | Percent Number { Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Number .} Percent
TOTAL:, . .. ... ... .. 596 100.0 308 100.0 226 100.0 124 1000 109 100.0 100.0
RADE v v s v s ee et e ns 3 5 3 1.0 8 35 4 3.2 7 6.4 1 -
Robbery . .. ... ..... 100 16.8 70 22.7 74 ~32.7 48 38.7 40 36.7 4 -
Burglary . . ... ...... 6 1.0 6 1.8 5 2.2 7 - 5.8 24 220 0 -
Argument . . .. ... ... 280 470 133 43.2 79 35.0 35 28.2 12 11.0 7
Childabuse . .. ...... 0 0 0 L¥ 0 0 0 "0 0 0 0 -
Gang-related. . . ... ... 8 13 4 « 13 1 4 0 .0 0 0 0 —
Arson. . . .. e e e e 3 5 4q 1.2 3 13 . 1 8 1 9 6 -
Narcotic drugaws . . . 23 3.9 8 , € 3 1.3 1 8 0 0 1 -
Other. .. .. [ ' 49 8.2 25 % i 17 7.5 8 6.5 16 147 v] —
Unknown . ........ . 124 208 55 (1.8 36 159 0 16.1 9 8.3 21 -
Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding. . ‘—U
Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number is less tha:njso' :
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TABLE 44
. WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1982

et - , TABLE 48
Number of Victims and Offenders for ?ach Homicide Incident ARRESTS FOR MURDER, 1982
Victims Age of Arrestee Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group
Cffenders for . Single Multiple ‘ ,
each homicide incident Total victim victims , Race/ethnic group of arrestee
TOTAL w e 2778 2,522 258 ’ Total White (not Hispanic) Hispanic Black All other
. N t Number 1 Percent
aﬂ?:?pg?f?gsge}s 1'33533 1'383 1%2 .. Age of arrestee Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percen
Nurmber umknow: - -2 — 7% il » = ’ TGTAL 3552 | 1000 929 | 1000 | 1446 | 1000 | 1342 | 1000 135 | 1000
0-24 1,704 48.0 327 352 681 59.4 632 2;.; g‘; ‘;g-g
TABLE 45 230 ..., | tazr | ee2 | Me | 480 3| 3SR oy 12 89
ARRESTS FOR MURDER, 1982 40 and over . . . 421 119 156 16.8 .
Sex of Arrestee Distributed by Race/Ethnic Group Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Source: Table 49,
Race/ethnic group of arrestee
Total White {not Hispanic) Hispanic Black ' All other
Sex of arrestee Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Nu‘lmber Percent Number | Percent TABLE 49
TOTAL...... 3,552 100.0 929 100.0 1,146" 100.0 1,342 100.0 135 100.0
Male . . .. .. 3,168 go.2 | . 801 862 | 1078 941 | 1164 86.7 125 926 ARRESTS FOR MURDER, 1982
Female . ... 384 10.8 128 138 68 5.9 178 13.3 10 74 Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestee Distributed by Sex and Age
Juvenile . .. .. 387 100.0 56 100.0 144 100.0 164 100.0 23 100.0
Male. ... .. 358 925 45 804 140 97.2 152 92.7 21 - i tes
Female . . .. 29 75 11 19.6 4 28 12 73 2 - Race/ethnic group of arresto
Adult. ... ... 3,165 100,0 873 100.0 1,002 100.0 1,178 100.0 2 100. ; ispani ispani Black All other
Male. ... .. 2,810 88.8 766 86.6 938 93.6 1,012 856.9 ‘1|C1]4 92.8 Sex and age of arrestee Total White (not Hispanic) Hispanic
Female .. . . . 355 11.2 117 13.4 64 6.4 166 14.1 g8 | 71 1,146 1,342, 135
TOTAL. o vee e 3,552 929 ' ;
Note: Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number is less than 50. e
5 : Table 49, . .
ource: Table Se)Rn | 3168 801 1,078 1,164 1?2
Femaie « o1 384 128 68 17
TABLE 46 , | ” Lovenile® 387 56 144 164 »
ARRESTS FOR MURDER, 1982 2 ! e . 358 45 140 152 !
Juvenile and Adult g Fema‘ie ......... 29 1 4 !
f 112
» {] 873 1,002 1,178
Total _ Juvenile Adult , ‘ i , Ad““l """""" Zéfg 756 938 1,012 104
T S 3,552 387 . 3,165 - . 3 ‘ Male . .oeveeee 355 117 64 166 8
Percent. . ............... 100.0 10.9 89.1 ! 2 - Female .. .oovee ‘
Source: Table 49. ) : g ] Age "6 11 15 5
i A e 37
' % vare. 800 139 - 325 22 2
TABLE 47 : o 2024, ... ggg jﬁg ?gg 257 - %8
ARRESTS FOR MURDER, 1982 ’ : B 454 130 107 197 20
Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestee Distributed by Sex . : : 35-30. . e 280 98 80 9; 6
‘ : L 4044, o 169 ; 52 43 §1 2
‘ Race/ethnic group of arrestee . ; id 45-49. .. .. h s 93 32 $3 25 2
Total White (not Hispanic) Hispanic Black All other BO~54. . oot n .- is 18 8 20 1
' ' ; 5O, ..
Sex of arrestee Number Percent | Number Percent | Number Percent - | Number Percent Number | Percent o . 22-64 .......... 20 8 f 3 2)
TOTAL...... 3,552 100.0 929 26.2 | 1,146 323 1,342 378 | 135 38 . ¢ "B569. .0 e s 17 9 0 4 0
Male. .. ... 3,168 100.0 801 25.3 1,078 34.0 1,164 36.7 126 39 ; 70andover. . .. ... 9 5
Female . . . . 384 100.0 128 33.3 68 17.7 178 46.4 10 26 .
Juvenile . .. .. 387 100.0 56 145 144 - 37.2 164 424 23 59 v a f .
Male . . . . .. asg | 1000 45 12,6 140 | 3971 152 4255 21 5.9 . a : A person under 18 years o7 25¢
Female . ... 29 100.0 11 - 4 - 12 - 2 - . [}
Adult. ... ... 3,165 . 1000 873 27.6 1,002 31.7 1,178 37.2 112 3.5 ) o
Male...... 23810 100.0 756 269 938 334 1,012 36.0 104 3.7 v ‘: ¢
Female .. .. 355 190.0 ’ 117 33.0 64 18.0 166 46.8 8. 23 . o .
Notes: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding. ’ N . 5
Percent distributions are not calculated when the base number is less than 50. ’ »
Source: Table 49. . - e v Lot oty .
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TABLE 50 TABLE 51 TABLE 54 TABLE 55
PEACE OFFICERS KILLED - : “PEACE OFFICERS KILLED JUSTIFIABLE HOMIC!DES BY PEACE OFFICERS, 1982 MJUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY PEACE OFFICERS, 1982
[N THE LINE OF DUTY, 1982 IN THE LINE OF DUTY, 1982 Type of Weapon : Contributing Circumstance:
Contributing Circumstance Wound Area Distributed by Type of Weapon .
' ) : Type of weapon N’umber Percent Contributing circumstance Number | Percent
Contributing circumstance u
k . pper Other, — FE TOTAL. . e 7 100.0 TOTAL. v e i it e e e e e Al 100.0
TOTAL Type of weapon Total | Head | torso | Multiple | unknown L TOTAL 1 ‘
...................... 6 —— - 5 5 2 Handgun.............. 59 83.1 Felon attacked peace officer. . . . .. .. 16 225
Criminal@ets (T 2 2 . Rifle . ........... R 1 14 Felon attacked citizen . . .. .« .. ... 3 4.2
Drugs ... 1 Handgun . . . .. 5 0 2 1 2 . Shotgun . . ............ 10 14.1 . Felon attempted flight from crime . . . . 2 28
Other ... ................ 4 Rifle . .. .. .. 1 0 0 1 0 ' Firearm ~unknown . . .. ... 1 14 Felon kiiled in commission of crime . . . 34 479
s ' Felon resisted arrest . . .. ........ 11 15.5
Noncriminal acts Unk 5 7.0
Argument. . .. ... .......... 1 DKROWn .. .. s
Felon attacked peace officer. . . .. ... 16 '24.2
Felon killed in commission of crime . . . 34 51.5
Felonresisted arrest . . ... ....... 1 16.7
TABLE 52 TABLE 53 TABLE 56 ‘ All other . B I SRR 5 7.6
JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY PEACE OFFICERS, 1982 JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY PEACE OFFICERS, 1982 JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY PRIVATE Notes: The distribution In the lower portion of this table excludes
Sex, Race/Ethnic Group, and Age of Deceased - Location of Homicide CITIZENS, 1982  clims for whom the contributing clrcumstance of the
' - Sex, Race/Ethnic Group, and Age of Deceased Percents may not zidd to 100.0 because of rounding.
Sex, race/ethnic group, i Location of homicide Number Pe
g reent
and age . Number Percent TOTAL . ; Sex, race/ethnic group,
TOTAL. .............. T 1000 e " 100.0 . ‘and age Number | Percent
Sex Victim’s fesidence ......... 14 19.7 i1 TOTAL. . .. ittt in e n 104 100.0 TABLE 57
Male............... 70 98.6 gﬂ:e; resxde'nce .......... 4 5.6 ! . JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY
Female ............. otel, motel. . ., ......... 0 X < B Sex :
i 1 " Liquor business? 2 o | Male . . .\t 104 1000 PRIVATE CITIZENS, 1982
ace/ethnic group s Tt ’ . L Female . 0 0 i ici
White (not Hispanic). . . . . . 22 310 pinerbusiness......... . 3 4.2 5 Female «oovvn Location of Homicide
Hispanic. .. ... ....... 19 26.8 aring fot. . ..o 4 5.6 ) Race/ethnic group
Black .............. 23 324 itriet' sr:de\;vafl.kl.d """"" 33 48.5 j White (not Hispanic). . . . . . 27 26-g Location of homicide Number Percent
Allother . ... ........ ar, school, field. . . . .. ' 0 .0 ) Hispanic. « . v vvvvan ... 28 26. :
Unknowrn ) z ‘5“2 Invehicle. .. .........., 4 5.6 ~ ], : Black . ..o viienn... ) 44 T 423 TOTAL. .t iv e 104 100.0
Age ' Other. . ... 4 5.6 - B Allother . ... 3 29 Victim’s residence 14 135
Unknown .. ........... 3 4.2 ! 3 Unknown . 2 1.9 R e
Under15 .. ... ... .... o 0 ’ § """""" Citizen’s residence , ... ... . 32 30.8
1519, ... ... 6 84 Victim's residence. . . . . . . . .. 14 206 - , Age . : Other residence .. . . .. .. ... 3 29
20-24. .. .. ... ... ... 18 25.4 Other residence , . . ....... 4 5.9 o . Under15..% .. ... ... (1] .0 Hotel,motel, ; . ......... 2 1.9
25-29. . ... ... ... ... 22 31.0 Street, sidewalk , . ... ... .. 3 : g g 15—19. ..o e 10 9.6 Liquor business® . ... .. e 8 7.7
3 485 L . ;
30-34. .. ... ... .. 11 155 Liquor or other business . . . . . 5 74 . ; 2024, . ... e 26 25.0 Other business. . . ........ 15 144
35-39. ............. 2 28 Alfother. .. ... ........ 12 17.6 ¢ 2529, .. ..... R 30 28.8 Parkinglot. .. ... .. e 7 6.7
4044, ...l 4 5.6 S 30-34..... PP 23 20.2 Street, sidewalk . . ¢ v . . . . 14 135
45-49... .. ... ..., ... 2 2.8 3Liquor stores, bars, and cocktail lounges. 35-39. .. ..... .. PR 4 38 Park, schoal, field. ... . . . . . . 0 0
50-54, ............. 3 4.2 Notes: 'ghslggftrlt;utlonhln tt:: lc;wer ::ortlon of this table excludes 40-44. . . .. . e 4 3.8 Invehicle. . ... .. ... v.. ) 2 1.9
) ms for whom the Jocation of the homicld . ;
55-89. ............. 0 .0 Percents may not add to 100.0 b:causz Q?Tofxn:lx;a.s tnknown ' 45-49. Ll 3 29 Other................ ‘2 1.9
60-64. . ... e e 1 14 ] 50-54, ...... PEPS 0 0 Unknown ............. ‘B 4.8
656—69. . ............ 1 1.4 - 55-59. . ..o et 2 19 o
70andover........... 0 0 : ! 60—64. . ............ 1 1.0 Citizen s residence . ... ... 32 323
) ' Street, sidewalk . . . ....... 14 14
Unknown .. . ... ..... 1 1.4 L 65—~69. ........ e 1 1.0 : : . }
. 8 70 and over 0 0 Liquor or other business . . . . . 23 23.2
Race/ethnicgroup . . .. . . ... &7 100.0 : ‘ : Froreeee ' Allothar, . oo ovennnn.. 30 30.3
White (not Hispanic). . . . . . 22 328 3 Unknown. .. ......... ; 2 19 ‘
Hispanic. ... ..., ....... 19 » 28.4 v " Race/ethnic group ., . ... 102 100.0 31 iquor stores, bars, and cocktall lounges.
Black . ........ ceses 23 34.3 White {not Hispanic) v 26.5 Notes: The distribution in the Jower portion of this table excludes
Allother ... ......... 3 45 . L5 I fe paniel « .« .. 27, 5 victlms for whom the location of the homicide was unknown.
A ) . Hispanic. . . ..., ..\ 28 7.5 Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
98- rvn e fees 70 100.0 ’ : Black . v vveienn s, 44 . 43.
Under20 ............ 6 8.6 » o Allother ... ......... 3 2.9
20-29. . ... ... ... 40 57. : ) S T 7 B :
30-39.......... e 13. 1;; . : N : b Age o .o vnvu s e e 102 100.0
40andover........... 1 15.7 . . 1% B Under20 . .... Ce e 10 9.8
- . " 20-29. . ..., .. Cee e 56 54.9
Notes: Thel age grotlip dlstr;butlon in the lower portion of this table , : 30-39. .. ..o ’ 25 ‘ 24.5 .
exciudes unknown data. + ' i S
Percents may not add to 100.0 because of roundirig. s 40andover. .. ........ 11 : 108 B
‘ Notes: The age group distribution in'the lower portion of this table
excludes unknown data. N
Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
/':F{: h
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TABLE 58 TABLE 59

JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY JUSTIFIABLE HOMICIDES BY
PRIVATE CITIZENS, 1982 » PRIVATE CITIZENS, 1982 «
Type of Weapon ' Contributing Circumstance
Type.of weapon Number | Percent: Contributing circumstance - Number | Percent ‘¥
TOTAL. « e v e eaenn 104 1000 TOTAL......... e 104 | 1000
Handgun. .. ..... e 74 71.2 Felon attacked citizen . . . . . . R 7 6.7 VSaciamebto, CA 95813 ;
Rifle ,....... ... .. ... 7 6.7 Felon attempted flight from crime . . . . 0 0. .
Shotgun ... ........... 9 i 87 Felon killed in commission of crime . .., 97 93.3 . Phone' (916) 739 5576
Firearm — unknown . .. .. .. /G R - ¥ 4 Unknown .......... e 0 X)
Knifei............... W1 6.7
Other. ........ e e - 0 .0

Sho “:Id you: have any suggestlons ‘or comments, whether Khey be an th'
: addmonal sets of. data,uplease :d : ntafy on the spac "prowded be!o
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