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EXECUTIVECSUHMARY 

Th is report examine.s the characteristi9s of·~ every murder 
known to the police in Illinois from 1973. 'through 1982. Us ing 
victinf-level data derived from the "Illinois Department -of Law 

" Enforo,ement' s Suppi~mentary Homicide'Reports, analyse's were 
conducted' comparing the; age, race and 's'ex of murd.er victims and 
known offendersC) the murder. weapons used, the rela t ionsh ip 
between~he victims and known offenders, and the circumstances" 
surrounding the mUl"'ders. Analys'eS were also conduc.ted~ for} 
Chicago and the rest of the State separately, and by four vidlim' 
age groLips: chi~ren, young adults, adults, and the eldeFly. '"\ 

~1 " 

The major findings are summ~rized as follows: 

• Between 1973 and 1982, more than 11,500 people were 
murdered in'Iilinois. 

• The city of, Chicago accounts for less II than 30% of 
Illinpi:s '.population, but about 70% of all Illinois murders 
annually., 0 

• The murder rate pe~100,000 pop~l~tion i$ higher' for both 
males" and females in Chicago than for males and females in the 
re s t 0 f "the Sta t,e. In 1982-, males in Chica(~o were murdered at a .. " ( .... ' 

rate of nearly 50 per 100,'I;>·JO male population. For Chicago 
females, the rate was about 1rJ). Outside Chicago, the male and 
female murder rates were less than 6 per 100,000 population. 

~r-...,.,~ ,. 

• Outside Chicago, the~droportion of murder victims who are 
female is higher (28%) than in Chicago (18%). 

'. The vast majority of murder victims statewide are male, 
al though <:\m)urdered, children are almost as likely to be female as 
male. 

• In c Ch i cago, '~,lacks account for the major i ty of murder 
victi~~. This is true for~oth male and female victims, and for 
every hage group of victims \~xcept for females 60 ,and over. In 
that group, almost two-thirdd~of the victims are ~hite. 

• The majori ty ot' murders in Illinois, where an offender 
has been identified, a~e intra-racial. In Chicago, 98% of black 
'v i ct ims are killed by black offende~s • Conversely, only 76%·of 
white mlJrder victims are killed by whites. In the ~est of the 
State combined, 85% of the white,victims were killed by whites, 
versus 96% of black v~ctims0 killed by black~." 

o 

" • the m 0 s t pre val en t m u r del' we a p 0 n in III in 0 is is a 
firearm,u:3ually a handgun. Where .. the sex bf the offender is 
identified, male offenders Statewide an4 female offenders outside 

a Ch icC!.gq use, guns in" abo~ .. t Q4% of the murders they commi t, and use 
kni Vf,f'S in another 20%,. Female offenders in Chicago, however, USe 
k n i ve s m 0 reo f ten t ~a n gun s ( 44% ve r sus 3 9 % 0 f m ti r d e r s , 
r~spectively). 0 \.. 0 .' 
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• Statewide, female murder victims are, about two and 
one-half times more likely to be killed by a family member than 

'are male victims. Males are twice as likely to be killed by 
strangers than are female victims" .. ) " 

• More than half (57%) of all murders in Illinois in which 
the circumstances were known were prec ipi tatedby an arglJrrfent or 
brawl. Another 39% of the murders were committed during "the 
course of a felony (robbery, burglary" etc.). Murder vict ims 
aged ,60 and over are more likely to be kill€::? during the ccourse 
of a felony than are any other' age group of victims. 

( ( 

\) 

'lNTRODUCTION 

" \urder is the willful killi'ng' of one person by another. 
APP:,ox.imately 1, 000 ,', to ,1, 300 people were murdered annually in 
IllInOIS between 1973 and 19~2, for? 10-yeac Jotal of more than 
1 ~,500 . murder·victims. 1 Thi~i' paper describes the de~ographic and 
SItuatIonal factors surrounding these murders, by addressing the 
follbwing questions: 0 - ~ 

~,::,WhO" were the ,victims? What was th~:J~r" age, rq.ce and sex? 
_~~n Illinois" were theykiJzrEfd.? 'e' 

• ~f;~were the p~/oPle that killed them, according to police 
investigation'? 

• What were the circumstances of the m~rders, what ~eapons 
\;'ere used, and what was the relationship between the 
victims and offenders? "" 

• Did murders, or specific types of murdQrs, 
decrease over the period? 

" 

incretase or 

The source Qf the murder data in this report is the Illinois 
Vic~im-.Level:' Murde~\ c (VLM) fi'ie. These data,' derived from the 
IllInoJ.s Department of" Law Enforcement' sarrnual Uniform Crime 
ReB,or.ts S\l~~le~entary '.Homicid~ Reports (UCR-SHR) data, represent 
the InvestIgatIng polIce offIcers assessment of each incident~ 
If the. 'police invest ~ga tion found an .;fnc~dent, to be a murder, 
~ve!1 l:f ~he s':lspect was 19..!{er cleared of murder"" in court, the 
Inca4ent IS stJ.ll counted a~a murder on the VLM. All offend~r 
information on. ttie file pertains-Eo the perso~(s) that the "police « 
considered to be the mo·str1:'likely suspect(s), even if no arrest 
was ,made, not the persQ'n (~) who migh to have, I' been . ~,ventually 
"convIcted of murder. Thus, the V,LM data give no ·info~mation 
about the, numb,er or type of people who are convicJ~ed mu'rderers in' 
Illinois. Ratheri it refl~cts informatiori about ,each individual 
murder inci,de-'ht, and the likely offenders and circumstances 
surrounding these murders. 2 

'. !} 

, 
There are two important linfitations inherent In using VLM 

data. First" all analyses of C offender ,oharacteristics are 
limited because the data are victim-level. The~ata "reflect the 
number~f murders attributed to an offender (or offenders) of a 
certain age, race or sex , but Dnot th!3 numberbf offenders. For 
example, if a victim was murdered by' three l ' 17-year-old offenders, 
the data would read '''victim killed by multipl'e offenders all , " 

1- ., ". ,Ceo " 

" ,Detailed 1982 murder data for the city" of Joliet are ",not 
currentlya,vailable, anq thus are not included in the 1982 'State 
totals. There G were"16 tndex murder~ (including voluntary, 
mansl~ughters)in Joli'et in 1ge2. " 

For ,a discuss io.o cof the quality of the,VLM data ,see the 
Authority publication Illinois "Murder" Data, 1973-1981: "Guide to 
QualIty; Availab:Hity and Interpretation. 
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aged 17," but would not indicate that there were three offenders. 
Thus, the' offender information presented in the analyses below 
reflects the characteristics of the known offenders of murder 
victims, but not the actual number of offenders. 

Second, offender information for jurisdictions outside of 
Ch i ca go ge nerally beg ins in 1974. For Chic~go, offender 
information generally begins in 1976.3 Also, approximately 25% 
of.all murder cases after 1976 have" missing offender information. 
Th1S is du~ to a combination of factors: 1) many murders go 
unsolved, w1th no offender identified, and 2) when offender 
information becomes known to the police at a later date often 
this new information is npt reported to DLE and the SHR/VLM 
files are pot. updated. Thus, ., the analyses below represent the 
c hal' act e ['1 s t 1 C S 0 f 0 n 1 y tho s e 0 f fen del' SOl' 0 f fen del' 
characteristics, that the police have identified: 

Becaus~ m~rders occurring in Chicago account for about 70% 
of all Ill1no1s murders, these murders were initially analyzed 
separately from the rest of th'e State. Where differences were 
found, they are highlighted. Also, because Chi6ago and the rest 
of the State do not repo~t data on racial characteristics in the 
s<:t~e format, these data are always analyzed separately. For a 
d1Scussion of these differences, see the Appendix. 

Previous analyses of some of the Illinois victim-level 
murder data found that there are important differences in the 
murder weapons used against adul ts and children and in the 

1 circumstan:ce~ surrounding t?e .murders (see the 'Compiler: May 
1982). In. 11!Sht of these f1nd1ngs, for some of the analyses 
b~lo~, Ill1no~s murders are separated into four categories of 
v1ct1m ages: ~lrth to 14, 15 to 24, 25 to 59, and 60 and oveX'. 
These categor1es "were '.::,hosen to represent children, crime-prone 
a!?~ . y?ung adults,. adul ts, and the elderly. These category 
d1v1s1ons are subJective but, as will be seen below do allow 
for informat i ve analyses. ' 

30nly 89 of 
sex information. 
murde'rs. 

the 1,127 murder cases in 1973 have offender· 
About two-thirds of the 89 cases areGChicago 
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MURDER IN ILLINOIS 

In 1982, the Illinois murder rate per 100,000 population was 
8.8, which was lower than the national Index murder rate of 9.1. 
The national figure, from the FBI report Crime in the U.S. 1982, 
includes murders and voluntary mans laugh tel's. In 1982, there 
were 1,010 Index murder's in Illinois; fewer than 10 of these were 
voluntary manslaughters. On the average, over the 10-year 
per iod, Chicago alone accounted for about 28% of the Illinois 
population, but 72% of all murders annually! 

Unlike most serious crimes iIT Illinois, murder does not vary 
according to the season of the year. 4 A 1982 study entitled 
Illinois Crime Trends, 1972-1981 found that the Index crimes of 
aggravated assault, burglary, larceny-theft and motor vehicle 
theft all show a good deal of seasonal fluctuation in Illinois. 
Generally, these crimes tend to occur more often in the summer 
months, and least often in the winter months. While Index 
forcible rape and robbery were also found to have some seasonal 
variation, Index murder was found to have none; there are no 
mon,ths of the year that consistently have more or less murders 
than other months. 

Figure 1 shows the number of males and females murdered in 
Illinois each month between 1973 and 1982. Superimposed on each 
series is the line that best describes the series over time. 
Overall, the number of people k i"lled each month since 1973 has 
remained quite stable. Between 1973 and 1982, the number of 
males killed in a typical month increased very slowly from about 
74 to 79, then dropped in 1982 to just under 60. This drop is the 
result of a large decrease in the total number of murders in 
Chicago from 876 in 1981 to 668 in 1982. The number of females 
killed ,decreased minimally during the 10-year period, from about 
22 to 20 per month. There was no noticeable 1982 decrease in the 
number of females .murdered~ as was seen for male victims. 

. . ~ 

The,re is much more variation in the number of males than in 
the number of females killed per month. The number of ma.les 
killed in a single month ranged from a low of 50 to a high 0 f 
135. 5 For female vi6tims the range was 11 td 39. Two months in 
particular, November 1974 and December 1978, are extremes for 
mal evict ims. The latter month ,includes 33 teenage ma.les, all 
murdered over a long period of time by one offender. 'These 

4The male and female victim and the total Illinois 10-year 
monthly series were tested, for the presence of seasonality using 
the, Bell-Canada seasonality program. I~ testing hundreds of time 
series data sets using this~ and the Census X-l1 program, The 

, Authority has only found one murder ser.ies (male victims in 
Chicago murdered either outside or in a vehicle bet~een 1965 and 
1981) 5wi th sign if iean t seasonal i ty. . ~;', 

In: February 1982 there were only 47 males murde~ed, but " 
because 1982 data for' Joliet are not included (see footnote 1) 
this figure is p,robably too low." ' 
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victims wer~ d~scov~red and reported in that one month. The high 
number of kllllngs ln November 1974, cannot be attributed to any 
one or a few particular people or events. 6 

The two highest months for female iurder victims are January 
and February, 1976. Included here are 23 elderly women (and one 
man) who were asphyxiated in an arson fire in a nursing~ome, and 
died over a period of days. 

Figure 1, 
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See Block and. Block -'-P~a~t~t~e=~r~n~s:-:'·~O~f~C~h~a~~nl2.g~e-=-=i!:n~c!!h!..:i~c::.!a~g~o~ Homicide: The Twentles , The· Sixtl' es _ d', - and The Sev.enties for a lSCusS~on of this extreme mOD{th. 
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VICTIM CHARACTERISTICS 

Age of Victims 

.In the 10 years from· 1973 through 1982, murder v ict ims 
range~ in age from birth to at least 98.7 The distribution 
across ~ifferent ages, however, was not even. Fi~ure 2 shows the 
number of people murdered in Illinois between 1973 and 1982~ by 
age of the v ict im. More infants, ages one and under (139) l-lere 
killed in this time period than were any other 2-yr ear 
combinations of age groups un4er15. Beginning at age two, the 
number of child murders decreases stea"dily, reaching its Imvest 
point at age 11. After age 11, the number of teens and young 
adul ts murdered increases rapidly, peaking at age 23. After 
that, the number of adults murdered declines rapidly to about age 
40, then continues to decline at a gradual rate . 

Fi,gure 2 

)LLJN~)S MURDER VICTIMS BY AGE. !973-1962 

SIlUflCE. ILLINOIS VICTl~-LEVEL KURDEfl FlLE. 
N.11~B2. B1 JUVENILES OF UNKND~N AGE A~E 
NOl INCLUDED. 

........ :: ....... : .... :::::.:: ..... : ......... . '. : ~, 

.j -- --,- .. -f.---1---'----j---, ------"1--t---l 
· ...... 1 
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. . ! _~:\ i ~ 
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! ···,··· .... · .... ··; .... · ........ · .... ··!· ...... · .... _ ...... t .. · .. · ...... · .. · .. ! .............. , ...... j 
t t 

•• 00'·' ~ -Ths.1CI 

7The highest"SHR/VLM victim age pode,is "Ag~198 or a4ove". 
There is no way to tell f~om the data if there we~e ~~tually any 
victims older ~han 98. 
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Using 1980 murder data aq.d 1,980 census figures for the 
distribution of ages in the population, murder rates per 100,000 
population were calculated for four age groups: birth to 14,:15 
to 24, 25, to 59, and 60 and over. Table 1\\c,shows that murder 
rates in Chicagq 'are higher Joreach . age group than are the rates 
of corresponding populations outside the city. 

Victim 

"Table 1 \, 

1980 Murder Rates per 100,000 Population 
by Victim age and Area of the State 

Age Chicago Not 
Birth-1ll 4 

15-24 45 

25-59 () 42 

60 and over 10 
(/ 

Chicago 

1 

6 
;-) 

5 

2 

Although each of the murder rates is higher in Chicago than in 
the corresponding age group for the re~t'of the State, in both 
areas the 15-24 year olds have the highest murder rate of any of 

.the four age groups. The youngest group has the lowest rate of 
all four groups, both in and out of the city. 

Sex of Victims 

The overwhelming majority 'of Illinois murder victims' are 
male. According to the 1980 census figures, of the almost 11: 5 
million IllinOis residE%nts, just less than half (48%), were male. 
Howe,yer, more than three-quarters (78%) of the IllinOis murqer 
victims between 1'973" and 1982 were male. This figure varied 
little from year to year, ranging from a low of 73% in 19'Z6 to a 
high of 81% in 1981. However, outside of Chfcago

i 
the proportion 

of murder victims who a~e male0is lower than in the city. During 
the 10 -year per iod, an average'of. 71 % of the victims outs ide 
Chicago were male, versus an average of 81% of the city victims., 

Because there are more males murdered than females,' and 
fewer males in the population, the rate of males murdered per 
100,000 population is higher than the. female rate. The total 
Illin'q,is murder, rate in 1980 was iO.5 per 100,000 popul'ation. 
For mal,e!:l.,_ however, it was 17;1; for females, only 4.1. These 
'rates !9 i ft'er even more when Chicago and the rest of the State are 
examined separately (Table 2). In 11lin0'is as a /fvhble in 1980, 
men had a higher murder rate per 100,000 POpUl.AJt,ion than did 
women. Howeve~, women in Chicag6.had a higher murder ~ate than 
did men outside the city. The leas~_ victimized group of all was 

.~ ',~ , 

'~~, P 
6 1",1 

o 

(oj 

(:) 

't . 'd1 Ch' 8 women ou 81 e lcago. 

In Ch icago ,;,/-fthe difference between the male and female 
murder rates is //muCh grea.ter than outside of the city. In 
Chicago, the mai{e rate is about five times that o.f the femal; 
rate while in the rest ~f the State, the male rate lS only abou~ 
two ~nd one-half times a's great as th.e, ~emale r~te. Th~s ils 
because a higher proportion of murder vlctlms outslde of Chlcago 
are temale (29% versus 19% in the city). \ 

·;l 
-.r~ble 2 " ,,\ 

CI \--' 
1980 Murder Rates per 100,000 pop1:;\l..ation 

\j 

% of Outside of '% o·f Sex of Vic"tim Chicago Victims Chicago Victims --,-
~ 

Males 1-
49.7 82% 5 .• 8 72% 

Females 9.6 18 2.2 28' 

Total 28.7 100~ 4.0 100% 

Over the 10-year period, 'the Jelative proportion of male to 
female murder victims varied Ii ttle • Roughly three quarters of 
murder victims, annually are male. HOVlever,. thIs rule does not 
hold for'all age groups of victims. Table 3 compares the overall 
proportion of male' and female murder victims in four age 
categories in and out of 'Ch?i.cago. 

Murder victims aged 14 and ugger are almost as l~kely to be 
.female as male, Outside of Chica~~ they are equally llkel~ •. 9ne 
reason for this is that the circUmstances surrounding ~any Ch1ld 
m u r del" s ( chi 1 d,/i b use / b eat i n g S ) are d iff ere n t'f rom the 
circumstances §urround ing many' adu], t murdelrs (arguments or 
brawls--see "Circumstances Surround ing , the Murders," below). 
Whereas v i'o len,t arguments among adul tsusually i~volv.e males, 
child abuse typically does not vary by the sex of th~ Ch1ld.9 • 

.. ' While Chicago has a slightly ,higher proportion' of fema~es in 
its populat ion than does ~he rest ~f I~li~ois" .the pr.oport~on of 
female murder victims was slightly' lower 'ln OOlcago 1n each age 
group. The lapgest difference was ,in the ~ 5' to 24 ,'age group, 

0." '\ 

BOfcourse,' J~h is' CQuld ~ary further~' bylnd, i vidual . 
jurisdictJon. Rates were not calculated for each' of the several 
hundrgd 10caJ jurisdictions in, the Stat.e. ,'" . ' 

" ,According to the Illinois Department of Ch~ldr~n ~nd 
' Family Services, of,the 148,218 reported cases of chJld abuse or 

neglect in Il,linois between July 1979 and June 1982 ~ ~9% of the 
'v ict im:;; were 'female and 49$ were mal,~" ') In theremaln1ng 2% of 
cases, the sex of tq,e vic'tim was not reported. 
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Table 3 
'.> 

Age Sex pf Murder Victims, by 
1913-1982* (I 

Age of Victim 
.,/ 

Birth-'14 15-24 25-59 60 and Over 

:.') 

Chicago n=33~ n=2 2 53 4 n=4 2 778 n=626 

Male 59% ' 82'% 84%. 71% 

Female 41 18 16 29 

Not Chicago n=164 . n=866 n=1 2 862 n=~13 
, 
" 50% 68% 74% 64% Hale 

Female 50 32 26 36 

*Missing observat ion§~i= 92 « 1 %) • 

where females comprise 32% of m~rder victim~ outside of Chicago, 
but only 18% in the city. Statewide, female victims aged 60 and 
above constituted the group wi th the second highest procportion of 
female victims. Again, this is probably influenced by the 
cir'cumstances surround.ing the murders' of this age group of 
vi ct ims. Also, there are more females than' males in th·e 
popula t ion of this age group. Based on 1980 census figures, 
58.6% of· the 1,llinois population aged 60 and above was fe~nale. 
In Chicago, the figJ).re was 59.3%. Thus, it it is possible that 
this imbalance between the numben .of males and females in the 
populat ion has some effect on" the imbalance in, victimization 
between 'the sexes in this age group~ 

Race of Victims 

As mentioned above, Chicago reports race ,data to the SHR 
using different categori·es·' than' do the other reporting agencies 
in the State: For this reason, Chicago race data cannot be 
aggregated ~lth the dat~ for the Test of the State l and must be 
analyzed separately. The following chart ~hows tqe race 
categories that afford "the closest possible com,P41(ison of Chicago 
and non-Chicago data: S 0 _,6 

8, 

" , 

Chicago \ 0 'Not Chicago 

White: includes Hispa'nics'" .t:.:,·~,. ""BWhlaict'ek" . (not" H'ispanic) 

Black: includes Hispani~s ~ (not Hispanic) ~ 
Other: includes A·s ian/Faa ific 
Islanders, American Indian/ 
Alaskans. 

" 

Other: includes Hispanics, 
Asian/Pacific Islanders, 
American Indian/Alaskans. 

In Chicagp, all Hispanic offenders are coded as either white or 
black; Outside of Chicago, howev~r, they are coded as "6ther." 
All of the following analyses follow this coding sch~me.10 

" Blac,ks make up a dispro-portionate number of all murder 
victims o bpth ·in and out of Chicago. According to the 1980 
census, blacks made up 40% of ChLcago's population. However, c 
b,etween 1973 a~d 1982, 68% of all rriurd~r victims in C~icago were 
black. Simile; rly, in 1980, blacks made up 6% of the rest of 
Illinois' poplllation, but accounted for 37% of murder victims 
outside of Chicago dun,ing the 10-year period. " . 

In Chicago, victim race does not vary by victim sex. Just 
less than 70%' of all male and female victims there are black. 
Outside of Chicago, however, the sex of the victim seems more 
closely associated with victim race. Table 4 compares the sex 
and race of victims in and outside of Chicago. d 

OutSide of Chicago, almost three-quarters of female murder 
victims are white, versus just over half of male victims~ Thus, 
there seems to be a relatibnship between victim sex and victim 
r,ce (i.e. if a murder victim outside of Chicago is female, it is 
hi~hly likely that she will be white). One explanation for this 
sex/race relationship is that females outside of Chicago are more 
likely to be murdered by a family member than are males outside 
of the City, or males and females in Ch~cago~ (See "Relationship 
Between Victims and Oft,enders"). Because whites const! tute 94% 
of the population outside Chicago and because famIlies are 
usually intra-racial,. and since half of all female murde~ ~ictims 
outs ide of Chicago are killed by family members, it is logi:cal 
that the majority of victims would be white. 

Further differenoes between victim sex and race around the 
State emerge when the victim age variable is included in the 
analysis. Table 5 COmpares the age, race and sex of murder 

"victims" in and out of Chica,go.:·.) 

~\ 

(/ o· 

10See the Appendix for a oomplete explalfation of the 9Qdi'Ilg of 
Illinois race ~ata. ~ 
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*Hissing observations = 2 «1%), •. In Chicago, qlWhite" 
and "Black" include, Hispanics. Outside, of Chicago, 
"Other" includes Hispanics. " " 

. ~here are seve;ra1 inter::-est'l.ng find ings in T.able 5., First, 
1n Ch1cago, blacks make .up tha largest proportion of victims in 
every age group and sex ca~egory except for one: female victims 
60 and older,. Almost two-th irds of these victims \-lere wh i te. 
Fo: each of the, other age groups of female victims in Chioago, 
whltes constituted a maximum of only 28%. In fact, the over-60 
age group had the highest proportion of white victims of all the 
a'ge groups with in each sex and place. ,,' 

"Outside of Chicago, the YO\lngest ,age group "'-has the next 
highest p~oportion ot:, white victims after the oldest. age,) group_ . 

,10 

Table 5 
0 

Age and Race of Victims 
191'3--1962 * 

" 
Victim Age 

Birtp--14 15-24 25-59 60 and Over 

Chicago Males n=199 n~=2 , 086 n'::3 ,392 n=446 

White 23% 33% 30% 42% 

Black 76 67 69 57 

Other '-' J <1 1 <1 

,Chicago Females h,='139 n=448 c n=786 n=180 
" White 17% 24% 28% \,:: 62% 

Black 81 75 70 38 

Other 2 r 1 <1 
G " Not Chicago ,Males n:82 n=586 n=1,386 n=200 

White (not Hispanic) 72% 46% 54% 76% 

Black (not Hispanic) 26 50 41 0 24 

Othev 
~/~ 

2 4 5 
'!I 

f 

Not Chicago Females 
, 
n=8.2 n:;:280 n:;:476 n=113 

White (not Hispanic) " 73% '69% 69% ,85% 

Black (not Hispanic) 24 28 29 14 

Other 2 3 2 1 

·Missing observ~.tions = 692 (6%). In Chicago, "Whi tel' 
and "Black" inc1ude;,Hispanics. Outside of Chicago, "Other" 
includes Hispanics:~ " 

Th is, is true for both male and female victims. However ," in 
qhicago the youngest victims are the least Q1ike1y of any age 
group to be wh'ite. In other words, murder victims aged 14 and 
under tn Chicago are more likely to be black than are 'any other 
age group of victims there. 
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In sum, there':) are se~,eral important differences between 
murder victims of different ages, races and se'xes. In Chicago, 
females make up a 'lower 'per'centage of·· murder victims than do 
females outside of the city. However, the murder' rate, per 
100 000 population is higher for Chicago females than for eifher 
mal~s or females outside of the city. 

In general,· black males in Chicago aged 15-24, and both 
black and white males outside of Chicago aged 15-59 are the most 
common murder victims. Child, victims, ages birth to 14, are 
overwhel~ingly black in Chic~go, and white outside of the ?ity. 
An equal proportion of male and" female victims in Chicago are 
black but outside of the city, female victims are much more 
likely to be white than are male victims. Also, older victims, ". 
aged 60 and above, are more l.ikely to be white "if they are 
female, or liv~ outside of Chicago. 

(; 

11 \t 

;/ 
OFFENDER CHARACTERISTICS 

The offender information in the VLIvl file refers to the 
primary suspect(s) (when known) in each' murder, according to t.he 
police investigation. These data 11.8'present descriptive 
characteristics of ,the murder suspects, but <,do not necessarily 
refer to .people l'ater··:tr.ilect and'lor convicted of m~rder in 
Illinois. IT no specific person is identj,fied as the offender 
but wi tnesses provide ",some description (for ex~mple, that the 
offende~was a white male) then this information should appear on 
the data file. If information about mqre than one offender in an 
incident is known, it is included on ~the VLM file beginning in 
1976. 

, 

\ The VLM file contains very little offender informati.on for 
1 )973 (see' footnote 3). In 1974 and 1975, there is 0 ffender 
ihformation f'6-'r every Illinois jurisdiction except Chicago. 
Beginning in 1976, there is offender information for the entire 
State. Between 1976 and 1982, information about the primary' 
suspect(s) is present in almost three-quarters of. the cases. 
Dur.ing c tha t time, an average 0 f 17 % of murders ,annually in 
Chicago where some offender information was knowdi, involved 
multiple offenders. Outside of Chicago the figure was 10%, for a 
statewide total of 15t.11 

Age of Offehders 

The distribution of known offender ages in murders 
attributed to a single offender (Figure 3) resembles the pattern 
of vic~im ages seen earlier in Figure 2 (page 5).12 The number 
is lo~ until the teen years, then increases very sharply until 
the mid-20s then declines steadily to about age .90. This pattern 
"is true for both male (,and fem.ale offenders, although the female 
ser ies is much lower in overall numbers. " 

Young, people (15-24) account for more murders of the 
elderly, children, and other young people "than any other age 
group of offenders. This was true botJ1 in and outside. ChicftgO. 
Every age group of vid~imsr except for the 25-59 year olds, ace 
more often killed by offenders aged 15-24 tha~ b~ any other age 
offenders. The 25-59 year old victims are most often killed by 
other i5-59 year aIds. 

, 11Because offende~ information is unknown in more than 25% 
of tbe murders since 1976, it is lik~ly that multiple offenders 
were f~volved in a,number cif these case~ as well. 

Because ·of the recoding of multiple offender information 
necessary to create a victim-l~vel file, individu~lages of 
offende~rs in mul'tiple offender killings are unavailable, and thus 
excluded from Figu~e 3. There were 781 murders between 1974 and 
1982 where police identified that the crime was committed by 
multiple offenders of'different ages. Murders by multiple 
offenders of the same ag~ are included, as One ifictim each~ in 
Figure, 3. 
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Figure 3 
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AGE Of' OffENDEft 

. Abo.u ton e - f 0 u r t h ( 2 4 % ) (j 

~~~~~mat~.n is known Wel"e attr~bfut a~l t murders .where, offender 
aged 1

e
;_ Ifth ".L211%) of the murder eo, oft'E!nders aged 20-24. 

female ~if K(/fo~male offenders :en~e~e tttrlbuted' to offenders (J 

o:ffende enders .-. While 20% of th e 0 be younger than known 
f~ll 'in r~h ~e~e by 15-19 year olds oe lmur~ers committed by male 

, IS category. ' n y 9,.0 of DlUrders by females 

by 2 On 'the other h;nd, 60% of ' ' 
find~-59 year olds, versus onl murders by Eemales were committed 
(Blum n:ndal"e. consistent wi th ~h~~% of ~urders by males. These 
female off F~sher ,1978; Rafter and s~~dles of fe,!l1a1e murd~rers 
fact· en ers to be slightl . anko, 1982) tha t found 
surrou

1
n
s
d' related to the d ifle~;der thB;n male of~enders. This 

discussedl~g ~uhrde.t"s by males and ~cesl'" In the c lrcums-tances 
ur er below. ema es (see page 34), and is 
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Sex of Offenders 

ThJe vast majori ty of~ murder victims between 1973 and 1982'> 
were male. The same was true of th~ known offenders.~ Statewide, 
85% of the victims were killed b~ ~ales, and 13% were killed by 
females. In 2% of the cases, there were 'multiple offenders, at 
leas t one of whom was male, and: ~t . least one female. This was 
true both for Chicago andfor the rest of the State. ' 

) Because the majority of III~nois murder victims and 
offendeJ;'s are male , it seems logical to conclude that murder is 
usually intra-sexual. Table~ 6 shows the proport ion of all 
murders between' 1973 and 198.2 ~by "sex of the victims anrt known 
offenders. Both in and ~out (:r(.;Chicago, male offenders murdered 
male vic-tims the gi?eatest'.~Jfercentage ,of the time. The .next 
l,arges t group TriaS fema!es murdered. by. males. 

< " 

Table-6 

IllinoisMurders . ,_, ,.P 

by Sex of thez;Victims and Kno~n Offenders 

Offender Sex 

Male 

Female 

Mult. Offenders, 
Diff~rent Sexes 

Total 

1976-1982 
Victims: Chicago 

n:4,159 
Male Female.· 

70% 16% 

10 2 

2 <1 

81% 19% 

1974-1982 (i. 

"Victims:, Not ,1 Chicago 

n=2,168,. 
Male Female 

.() 

57% 28% 
'0 

1 1 2 

1 <1 

69% 30% 

·Totals do not add~to 100 due to rounding. Missing. 
observation~ = 2,365 (27%). 

,I' 

o Outs idDe Chicago, femal~smurdered by males made· up a greater 
pfoportion of all murder victims than did females killed by males 
in Chica'go. COklverselq., the proporti9n of all victims' killed by 
female offenders was the same Statewid'e •. 

Thro\i'ghout ,the ~State,. the li.·kelihoc;>d of a male or fema~~ 
being the offender JJds different for each" age group of V'ictim~. 
Table 7 shows the proport ion of male and female offenders by" 
victim age. DMurders of children ages 14 and Urider were more 
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Figure 3 

"URDERS ATTRIBUTED TO A SINGLE OFFENDER. BY OFFEND!R AGE 
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A~lout one-fourth (24%) of all murders where offender 
information is known were attributed to offenders aged 20-24. 
A'noth'er fifth (20%) of the murders, were attr'ibuted to oft'enders 
aged 15-19. Known male offenders tended to be younger than known 
female offenders. While, 20% of th~ murders' committed .by male 
offenders were by 15-19 year olds, only 9% of murders by females 
fell in this category. 

On ~he other hand, 60% of m~rders b~ females were committed 
by 25-59"year olds, versus only 51% of m~r~ers by males. The~e 
find ing are consistent wi t.h other studies of 'female murderers 
(Blum and Fisher t 1978; Rafter and Stanko, 1982) that found 
female offenders to be slightly older than male offenders. This 
(.act is rela ted to the d i fferenc e s in th e c i r cums tanc e s 
s';1rrounding murders by males and d'emaleso (see page 34), and is 
dlscussed further below~ • ~ 

(. 

Sex of Offenders 

The vast majority of murder victims between 1973 and 1982 
were male. The same was true of the known offenders. Statewide, 
85% of the victims' were killed by males, and 13% were killed by 
females. In 2% df the .. cases, there were -multiple- offenders, at 
least one o~ whom was male, and:atleast one female. This was 
true both for Chicago and for the rest of the State. ," 

13 e c au set h e mCi j 0 r i t y 0 f I 1·1 i no ism u r del" vic tim s " and 
offenders are male, it seems 16gical to rionclude that murder is 
usually intra-sexual. Table 6 shows the pro.por:tion of all 
murders betweenG 1973 and 198.2,-by·sex 'of the vlctlms and known 
offenders. Both in and"out ttf:Chicago~ male offenders murdered 
male victims the gr-e,atest 'percentage .of the .. time. The next 
largest grobp was females ~urdered by males. 

o 

Table 6 

Illinois Murders ., 
by Sex of the Victims and Known Offenders 

Offender Sex 

Male 

Female 

Mult. Offenders, 
Different Sexes 

., Total 

1976-1982 
Victims: Chicago 

0=4,159, , 
Male Female 

70% 16% 

10 2 

2 <1 

81% 19% 

1974-1982 
Victims: Not Chicago 

I, (;~' 

Male 

57% 

1 1 

69% 

n=2,168 
Female 

28% 

2 

<1 

30% 

-Totals do not adod to 100 due to round ing. 
observatibns = 2,365 (27%). 

M;lssing· 

,.) 

,J 

Outside Chicago, females 'murdered by males made· up a greater 
proportion of all murder victims than di~ females killed by males 
in Chicago. Conve'rsely, the proportion ·of all victiIlis' kil~ed b¥ 
female offenders was the same Statewide. . .' 

" , 
c, • • 0 

Throughout th~ state ,the li,kelihood of' a male or female 
being the offender was different for ~ach age group ofvictim~. 
Table ,. 7 sho. ws,. the proportion of. malt and"""female .. offenders by 
victim' age. Murders of ct,lildr~'n, ~es 14 and under were ~ore . .. :\, .1 .' 
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likely to b& attributed to female offend~r~ than were murderj of 
t~en~ or adults. Reca~l that it is irt°this Age c~tegory thai the 
vlctlms are'~qually llkely to be female, because child"abuse is 
performed regardless of the "sex of ,'. th~ ch i J,;;d. In add it ion, 

, be c au set h e de g r e e 0 f fo r c e . n e c e s s a: r yo to k ilIa chi I dis 
relatively, low, a beating, performed b~: either a male or female 
off~nder, can easily escalate into a mufder. Statewide, females 
were least likely to be -offenders', in. murders of victims agedl 

15-24. "\, \ 
-() 

Table 7 .' 
c' 

ProP9rtion of Knowp, Ma;le and Female Offe'hders 
, by Age of the Victim 

Chicago, 1976':"1..982 and" Not ·Chl.cago, 1974-1982 

Offender Sex 

Male 

Female 

c, 

n=338 
Birth-14 0- ' 

66% 

,,31 

Mult. Offenders, 
Different Sexes 3 

*Missing observations 

Race of Offenders 

Victim Age 

n:::1,920 
15-24 

93% 

.. 6 

1 

n=3,586 
G 25-59 

84% 

14 

2 5 

(> 

" Des? i te the ;:,1 imi tat ions ... on statewide comparisons' o'f race 
lnformatlon, there are legitimate differe;nces. viSible between 
murder suspects in and outsid,e . Chicago , especially by s'ex of the 
offender (Table 8). " c ~ 

{) 

Outside of 'Chicago, there is little relation between "race 
and sex of offenders. About half of all offenders ,of either 
sex, .were white. In Chicago, however, sex does seem to bec 
assoc la ted with offender race. Wh~le more ,."t"han one-quarter 0 of 
male offen?ers t~ere were white, only Qne-te~th' of () the' female 
offenders were whlte. -

Hurder in Illinois is. generally intra-racial. In ChOicago, 
intra-racial murders accounted 'for'==' 91'% of all munders between 
1976 a~d 1982 where the race of the offender was known. Outside 
of" Chlcago, 88% of .. murders b:etwe,en 1973 and 1982 were 
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intra-raclal.J3 . Table. 9 shows vic.tim and offender race 
b,!'eakdowns .• 

,,'f~ble 8 

Number of Victims 
by,Race and Sex of Known Offenders· 

co· 

dAicago 1.976-1982, 

White 

Black 

Other 
il !J 

Mult., Offenders, 
Di"fferemt Races 

Total 

Not Chicago 1974-1982 

White (not His~anic) 

"Black ('not Hispani'c) 
,,~ 

.) ~ "Other \\ 

M~~t. Otfenders, 
Different Races q , 

, 'Total 
'I::'::' 

o 

D 

Males 

n=3,554 

27% 

72 

<1 

<1 

c. 100% ' 

n=1,856 

52% 

42 

6 

100~ 

Fema1.es 

n=515 

''c. 10% 

89" 

1 

<1 

"100% 

n=284' 

48% 

50 

2 

<1 

100% 

M.ul t. Offenders," 
Different Sexes 

n=8!7 

13% 

81 

2 

, 5 

100% 

n=26 

50% 

50 l,o 
o 

o 

100% 

C-

~ *Missing ~observations.= 2"370 (27%). N's represent th~ 
o number of murder:' victims 'who were killed, bi' each' type of 

offender, not the' number of offenders. In Chicago, "White" and 
tlBlack"~ illc+ude Hispanics. Outside Chicago, "Other" inc 1 udes 

'J Hispanics. . . 

, .. ',,~ 

C1 

,-----'p .) 
l3The~e figtires "were derived by t oBa,;tllng the number of 

intra-raoial murders from each of the three race categorie~ and 
calculating percentages based on t.ne' total numper of",· murders. 
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Both in' and outsirleChicago, in cases where offender 
information is known, black victims were almost always ~illed by 
black offenders. White victims were" usually killed by white 
offenders, but not to toe degree that. blacks were k liled by 
blacks. These findings ~ere especially true for Chicago victims. 

Table' 9 
" " Victim Race by Known Offender Races* 

Victim Race: Chicago, 1976-1982 

White 

Offender Race 
n:1 z242 

White 76% 

Black 21 

Other 1) 
\\ 

Mult. Offender's, 
Different Races 2 

Victim Race: Not Chicago, 1974-1982 

White 
(not Hispanic) 

n;:1 z255 
\) 

Offender Race 
/ 

\ 

White (not Hispanic) 85% 

Bla'ck (not Hispanic) 12 

Other '3 

Mult. Offenders, 
Different Races <1 

Black 
n:2 z884 

"2% 

98 

<1 

<1 

(\ 

Black 
(not Hispanic) 

" n=810 

c 

4% 

96 

<1 

0 
-"'" \J ~ 

\"-

'. Other 
n:30 

23% 

33 

43 

o 

Other 

n=101 

15% 

10 

75 

0 

*Missing observations = 2,370 (27%). In Chicago, "'White" 
and "Black" include Hispanics. ",OutsideoChicago, "Otheri~includes 
Hispanics. 
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. WEAPONS USED Itt THE MURDERS, 

The. most com~on murder weapon used in the United States is a 
firearm'. 14 The same is true for Illinois. Between 1973 and 
1982, 64% of I) llli.nois murders were committed wi th a firearm, 
usually a handgun. The' proportion of firearm murdei":s to total 
murders wa's the same outside Chicago as in the city. During the 
10-year period, handguns aCQPunted for between 61% (1973) and 47% 
(1982) pQ~f all :tllinois murders. Figure 4 shows the total number 
of mtp?'Cf)ars, broken down into handgun and not-handgun murders. 
The pa.ttern over time of the number of handgun murders follows 
the pattern of total ~urders almost exactly. 

Figure ~ 
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.' ,The VLM file allows for 20 specific' categol"ies of w,~,apQn 
.. codes. For, the "purposes of this analysis. the weapon types have " 

,143e8 Crime in -the U~S., 1973-198;~" Handgun~ acpo~nt~d 
-'for an" average of ';50% of all murSiers na~i6nally "dull'ing.t.hese 
yea~s~ J 
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be7n c6~bined into fO~lrgrOup~:,,'(l) .fiI',~arm (all types); (2) 
knIfe (Includes all cutting or stabbing instruments); (3), 
personal force (includes beatings wl th blunt object or with 
hands and feet, drowhing, pushed from window, and.stran~ulation). 
(4) other (includes pOison, arson, drugs, as'phyxiation 'and 
explosives). rab~e 10 shows the types of murder weapons uS~d in 
the more than 11,500 Illinoi~ murders between 1973 and 1982. 

Table 10 

Murder Weapons, To,tal 'Illinois, 1973-1982 
n=11,573 

Firearm 
Handgun 
Long gun 
Other/Unknown 

Knife 

64% 
(54%) 
( 8) 
( 2 ) 

19 

Personal Force 13 

Other 3 

The distribution of weapon use in murders was generally the 
sam~ in and outside Chicago. Although firearms accounted for 
about the .same proportion of murders throughout the State the 
~ of fIrearm used in Chicago and in the rest of the State 
differed. Specifically, the prdP6rtion of murders committed with 

, long ~uns (ri~les, and shot~u~s) ~as, higher outside or Chiqago 
"than 1n the CIty. The OppOSIte IS true fol' the proportion of 

murders committed with handguns. ' 

. In Chicago, only 9% of all firearm murders were committed 
WI th long guns. Out.side of Chicago, however, the figure was 19%. 
?ne of .the factors Influencing this difference may be thae there 
IS a hIgher rate of ownership of long guns outside of Chicago 
tha.n in the City. In 1976 and 1977 s':!rveys of Illinois 
res~dents, Bor.dua et al. (1978) found that about 5% of Chicago 
resl.d~nts adm.ltted owning at least one long gun. In contrast, 
outsl~e of Chlcag?, .about ?2% admitted owning at least one long 
gun. Thus, outSIde of ChIcago, there are proportionately more 
long guns available to be used as murder weapons than in Chicago. 
H,?wever, t~is "availabil,ity" argument does not explain the 
dIfference 111 handgun usage in murders in and outside Chicago. 
BO:dua et. al. found tha t admitted ownership of handguns was 
slIghtly hIgher outside of Ch!cago (11% versus 8% in the City). 
Yet handguns.account for a hIgher proportion of Chicago firearm 
murders than IP the rest of the State. 

Female Offenders 

Baseq on previous research, one would expect female 
offenders to use firearms less often than male offenders. 
Willbanks (1982) notes that, 

20 

Although ther~ is a common Btereotype of a woman wielding a 
ki tchen knife, the extent., of this stereotypes accuracy is 
unknown. One study of incarcerated female murderers found 
that women were as likely to use a knife as a gun, but this 
finding fs difficultrto interpret given the biased natur~ of 
the sample. ,(1982:1QO) 

In Illinois, this st~reotype seems to fit only'known female 
murderers in Chicago. Table 11 compares the weapons used by 
males statewide, and by females in and outside Chicago. 

, 
Table 11 

Murder Weapons, by Sex of Known Offenders 

1976-1982 1974-1982 
n=5,415 n=515 n=284 

" l\ Total Chicago Not Chicago 
Males* Females Females 

Firearm 65% 39% 66% Handgun (55%) (38%) (54%) Long gun ( 9 ) ( 1 ) ( 11 ) 
Other/Unknown ( 1 ) ( 0 ) ( 1 ) 

Knife 19 44 21 

Personal 
Force 14 9 5 

Other 3, 8 8 

*Data for Chicago males begin in 1976. - Data for other males 
begin in 1974. MiSSing observations = 2,478 (29%). 

Females outside of "Chicago use guns and knives in about the 
same proportions as do male offenders statewide 0 In contrast, 
known female offenders in Chicago use knives more than twice as 
often when committing murder than do males statewide and females 
outside of Chicago. 15 " 

There are several possible explanations for the difference 
in the weapons used by female offenders in and outside Chicago. 
One is that women outside the city have more access tq firearms 
than do Chicago women. If one makes the assumption tha.t most 
murders are not planned events, but ra the.r" impuls i ve actions, 
,then weapon availability is, an important t!le-tor. In the course 

15This ~ay vary by jurisdictidn. For example, both male 
and female offenders in East st. Louis use firearms 82% and 76% 
of the time, respectively. Male~ there use 'knives in only 7% of 
the murders they committed. 
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of an impulsive assault, the weapon closest at hand becomes the 
murder weapon. If women outside Chicago have more firearms 
available to them at any giveri time, then their proportion of 
murders committed by shooting will be higher. 

Bordua et ale (1978) found that 10% of survey respondents in 
Ch icago reported owning some type of firearm. The ownership 
level outside of Chicago was estimated at about 25%.16 Thus, 
people outside the city have about two and one-hal~ times as much 
access to firearms than do city residents. However, while this 
could poss.ibly explai(l the difference in the proportion of gun 
usage in murders by females in and outside Chicago, it does not 
explain the lack of a difference for males. 

With regard to the "impulse murder" assumption, an 
examination of the circumstances leading up to murders committed 
by females found that the vast majority (90%) of these murders 
began as fights or arguments. Unfortunately, because of the 
limitations of the SHR data, it is impossible to tell how many of 
these murders can rightly be called impulsive. Regardless, the 
proportion'of murders by females that began as arguments is the 
same in and outside Chicago. Thus, the impulsiveness of the 
murders, coupled with weapon availability, does not seem to 
explain the differences in weapon usage between female offenders 
in Chicago and in the rest of the state. 

It also does not explain why handguns are used more often 
than long guns in murders in areas where long guns are the more 
prevalent firearm. Possibly the answer lies in how firearms are 
stored-- for example handguns in a drawer versus long guns in a 
locked cabinet.. In that case, while long guns are more 
prevalent, handguns may bod more accessible. Finally, there is no 
indication of why knives are used more often by females in 
Chicago murders than in murders outside the city. It is probably 
fair to assume that females Statewide have equal access to 
kni ves, especially in murders that occur in the home. Perha.ps 
when both knives and guns are available, the gun is the preferred 
weapon. This inference mer i ts furth'er study. 

Another possible explanation besides gun availability is 
that women outside the city are more accustomed to using 
firearms, especially long guns, than are Chicago women, while men 
are equally accustomed Statewide. This hypothesis may have some 
credence for female offenders, but probably does not hold for 
males. Further research into the psychology of firearm usage 
would certainly be enlightening. 

16For females, the ownership levels were 5% in the city 
and 7% in the rest of the State (altpough the household ownership 
levels were higher, and thus likely better indicators of 
av~ilability}. However, due to small sample cell sizes and 
changes between the 1976 and 1977 surveys, these figures should 
be interpreted with caution. 
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Age of Victims 

Although the use of particular murder weapons varies little 
statewide, additional diffe"rences appear when comparing victim 
ages. Table 12 shows the murder weapons used in Illinois as a 
whole, by age of the vic~tm. 

'~.' . 
, T~ble 12 

Murder Weapon, by age of Victim 
1973 - 1982* 

n=503 n=3,400 n=6,640 'n=939 
Weapon Birth-14 15-24 ,25-59 60 and Over 

Firearm 25% 72% 66% 44% 

Knife 14 19 20 20 

Personal 
Force 42 8 11 27 

Other 20 2 2 8 

*Totals do not add to 100 due to round iri"g. Miss ing 
observations = 91 «1%). 

Firearms are by far the most common weapons used to~murder 
people bet-ween the ages of 15 and 59. More than two-thlrds of 
these victims were killed by firearms between 1973 and 1982. 
However, for the oldest age group, victims aged 60 and over, the 
proportion of f.i.r~~arm murders ciropped to just less tnan half 
(44%). Children, ages 14 and under, were least often murdered 
with a firearm (only one-quarter of these murder:s). Th: ~ost 
common method of murdering children was by a beatlng or slml1ar 

'activity. These murders accounted for almost half (42%) of all 
child murders, but only about one-tenth of murders of teens and 
adul ts under 60. In the over 60 age group" per~onal fore,e al~o 
accounted for many murders (27%). Although thlS percentage ~s 
still lower than the firearm figure for this category,. lt 
nonetheless indicates that the degree of force needed to k 111 
older people is less th~m for younger a.dul ts. M.urders. ,by. arson, 
in the category "other," were relatively rare In Illlnols, but, 
accounted for 7% of child murders. 

Using the broad category 'of children aged ,birth to' 14 m~sks 
some important comparisons in ~he types of weapons used agaln~t 
children of different ages. When the youngest age group lS 

,.separated into victims aged birth to 6, and 7 to 14, these 
differences become apparent. Table 13 shows that the yo~nger the 
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child, the more prevalent is death by personal force, and that 
most of the victim§ that were killed by firearms and knives are 
the older, and presumably less helpless, children. 

II 

Chicago 

Weapon 

~~ 

Not .Chicago 

Weapon 

0 

1\ Table 13 
, ~ 

Weapons Used to Kill 

Gun 

Knife 

Personal 
Force 

Other 

Gun 

Knife 

Personal 
Force 

Other if 
;;, 

1913':'1982 
Children 

Birtn-6 
n=198 

9% 

8 

65 

18 

n=105 

13% ' 

17 

38 

31 

7-14 
. n= 140 

54% 

15 

,21 

9 

n=60 

28% 

22 

20 

30 

In Chicago y a surprisitig 54% of the older child victims were 
killed, wi th fireal"ms; and' another 15% wi th knives. Less than 
25% were beaten to death. The youngest Chicago victims however 
were k~lled by gun.s or kn'ives less than 20% of' the time: Outsid~ 
the c 1 ty, " the. d ~.rferences b.~tween. the' age groups is not as 
severe. .Older Chlldren were kliled wlth guns or knives only 50% 
~f the tlme. The young~r c~ildren were killed by these weapons 
ln 30% of the. cases. Whlle guns and knives were used most often 
on ~lder chlld~en, espec ially in Ch icago, younger children 
Qutslde of th~ Clty ~er~ more likely to be killed in this manner than young Chlcago vlctlms. 

If the assumption is made that most murders are not planned 
in advance, then Tables 12 and 13 shed some intere~ting light on 
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the degree of force necessary for a situati~n to "becom~ a murder. 
For instance it is logical that child beatlng, or related abuse, 
can easily ~scalate in~o murder, as people may overes~imate the 
amount of force sufficient to k ill a child. Also, chlldren are 
unlikely to be able to resist an attack by an adult~ Thus, ~t is 
reasonable·\that the offender will not be armed wlth a weapon 
(such as a gun ,or a knife) to perform the. child abuse. that may 
lead to murder; S~ill 22% (n=66, the comblned N of Chlcago and 
not Chicago) of murder's of young childr'en in Illinois from 1973 
to 1982 were committed with a gun or a knife. 

Murder weapons used on adults, by the same token, largely 
re flec t the ,degree 0 f force necessary to s~op an older, 
presumably larger, person. Young and middle-aged adults are most 

,often killed with the most lethal weapons: guns and, to a lesser 
extent knives. These weapons are most likely ,to overcome, or 
prevent physical or other resistance from the victim. Guns and 
knives ~re'used less often to murder elderly victims presumably 
because such victims do not have as much physical strength to 
resist as do young.er adults. Thus, beatings are' used three times 
more often to murder older than younger adults. 

As with children where the younger the child the lower the 
degree of force nedessary to cause death, with older adult 
victims, the same is true. Table 14 shows the weapons used 
statewide to murder victims aged 60 to 70, and ages 71 and older. 

Weapon 

Gun 

Knife 

Personal 

Other 

" 

Table 14 

Weapons Used to Kill Older Adults 
1913-1982 

Victim Age 

n=574 
" 60 - 70 71 

55% 

19 

Force 22 

4 

n=365 
and Over 

27% 

22 

36 

15 

Both in Chicago and in the rest of the State, firearms we~e 
used to kili more than half of the victims in ~he' 60 to 70 ~:.bC .. · 

. group. Murders by personal force made up less than, one-quarter 
of the murders in this age group. Conversely, .' guns were used 
less frequently to murder the more elderly victims, and.pe~sonal 
force was used in a greater proportion of murders of vlctlms 71 
and older than in murders of victims 60 to 70. 
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r [,'\ RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE VICTIM AND OFFENDER 

, I (,The VLM data p,rovide d"escriptions of the victim/offender 
, 1 

l
' ,"'~:,' relationship ,when known through police investigation. The 31 

possible relationship categor'ies are grouped into three separate 
-- types for purposes of analysis: murders among family members 

,~ ( includ ing "common-law" marl" iages and step-relat i ves); murders 

[
. '~\ among friends," acquaintances and other people known to eacp other 
~.,..... ~) (iricl~des boyfriends and girlfriends ~ ex-spouses); and murders 

~ among strange,rs. Table 15 shows the known victim/offender 
~ /'/ 

'['J' , '~relationships by sex of the vlctim. 
,,) / D)l 
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Relationship Between Murder Victims and Known Offenders 
by Sex of the Victim 

Chicago, 1976-1982 and Not Chicago, 1914-1982* 

, Relationship 

Family 
Spo~se/Com~on-law 

Other Known 
, Boy/Girlfriend, 
, Ex-Spouse 

n=4,735 
Male 

59 

(3%J 

Victim Sex 

H 
.,\ 

n=1,388 
Female 

42% 
(27%) 

46 

(15%) 

[:)(~ 
: I 
: 1" 

Stranger 12 25 

*Missing observations = 2,569 (30%). 
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Both sexes are most often killed by people they know. 
Ho).,ever, female murder victims in Illinois are murdered by 
relativei more than two and one-half times as, often as are male 
victims. Of the women killed, by a relative t 65% of those (376) 
were k,illed by t"heir husband or common-law husband. This 
proportion is fairly similar in and outside Chicago. Conversely, 
only 39% (292) of the 745 male victims who were killed by 
~elatives.were killed by their wives or common-lawwives.~ 

Of the 642 temale victims in the "other known" category, 3~% 
(203) were, murdered by their boyfriend or· ex-husband • However , 
of the 2,808 male victims who were killed by people known to them 
(not relatives), only 5% (129)',were ~illed by their girlfriend or 
ex-wife. Thus, female victims killed by intimates (spouses, 
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cbmmon-law spouses, boyfriends Qr ex-husbands) comprised 42% of 
all female murder victims where the victim-offender relationship 
is known; versus only 9% of male yictims. 

One-quarter of all male victims were killed by strangers. 
Females were killed by strangers only half as often. However, 
because of the high number of cases where the offender and the 
relationship were unknown, it is probably ~air to assume that the 
real proportion of all murders committed by strangers is higher. 

There are a fe~ diTferences between Chicago and the rest of 
the State in the known murder victim/offender relationships. 
One-half of murders of females outside Chicago were committed by 
re;latives of the victim, but in Chicago$~ the proportion of 
f~males kill~d by relatives was ,only 36%. Also, males killed by 
relatives made up a higher proportion, of murders outside Chicago 
(24% versus 13,"in the city). 

Sex of Offenders 

Female victims are very often murdered by family members, 
especially outside Chicago. Likewise, female, offender·s very 
often murder family members, e~pecially outside of Chicago (Table 
16) . 

In Chicago, half of all victims who were murdered just by 
females were related to their killer. Outside of Chicago, the 
figur'e was almost two-thirds. Victims of male offenders were 
less often related to their killers, but outside of Chicago, 
males murdered family members a greater proportion of the time 
than did males in Chicago. In murders where there were multiple 
offenders ofoboth sexes, victims outside of Chicago were twice as 
likely to be related to one of the offenders than were victims in 
Chicago. 17 

Age of Victims 

The relationship' between murder victims and offenders in 
Illinois also differs by age of the victim and area of the State. 
Table 17 shows these relationships. 

Statewide: children are mo~e likely to be killed by family 
members than is any other age group of victims. In Chicago, half 
of all child murder victinl's were killed by re'latives, while 
au ts ide. of the city the proportion was almost three-quarters. 
Additionally, children were least likely to be killed by 
strangers tha~ were viotims in any other age group. 

17Due to the small number of cases with multiple offenders 
of different sexes, these results should be interpreted with 
caution. t) 
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Table 16' "" 

Relationship Between Murder Victims and Known Offenders 
by Sex of the Offender.* 

Chicago 16-82 

Relationship 

Family 

Stranger 

~ Chicago 74-82 

Family 

Other Known 

Stranger 

Male 
n=3,530 

12% 

Co.', 64 

24 

n=1,570 

27% 

49 

24 

Offender Sex 

Female 
n=515 

50% 

46 

3 

n=276 

62% 

34 

~, 

Mult. Offenders 
Different Sexes' 

n=86 

17% 

56 

27 

n=23 

35% 

43 

2.2 

*Missing observations = 2,692 (31%). In Chicago, missing 
observations account for less than 4% per column. Outsi~e11% 
Chicago, 16% of male offender, ,6% of female offender, an 
of multiple offenders observatlons are missing. 

\'! 

Outside Chicago victims aged 60 and older, were killed by 
. '1 h 1f f the time In Chlcago, however, 

relatives approxlmate y a. 0 relative~ in'less than one-fifth 
this age group was victimized by the highest proportion of 
of th'e murders. This group had . d 

(one th ird) 0 f any age group, both in an 
stra~dgerCh','lurders As wili be seen in thE:! next se(J.tion" thls group 
outsl e lcago.. d ~~ttea during the 

1 had the highest proportion of mur ers comwl a so. 
course ~0f a felony. 

/:/ 
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Table 17 

Relatiolllship Between Murder Victims and Known Offenders 
by Age of the Victim* 

Victim Age 

Chicago 76-82 

Relationship 
'I 

F'amily 

Other Known 

Not Chicago 76-82 

Relationship 

Family \ 

Other Known 

Stranger 

Birth-14 
.~ n=217 

49% 

39 

12 

n=115 

71% 

23 

6 

15-24 
n=1,3-69 

9% 

68 

23 

n=496 

1'9% 

55 

25 

*Missing observations = 2,610 (30%) • 
1\ 

25-59 
0=2,368 

19% 

60 

22 

n=1,107 

32% 

48 

20 

c· 
" -

60 and Over 
_ n:::'267;, ',' 

17% 

51 

33 

n=143 

49% 

32 

19 

The victims least; likely to" be""murdered by relatives wer~<t.f 
the 15 to 24 year olds. B~th in and olltside Ch i cago, these 
v~ctims .. \t1ere kil~,ed by relatlves one-tenth and one-fifth'" of the tlme, respectively. 

_".,," .:..A,A,d' 

" .... 1 
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CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING THE MURDERS" 

The .precipi~ating event, or the circumstances lead,ing to\, a 
murder, are described in three general categories: (1) felony or 
suspected felony (where 1:;he murder was committed in the course of 
another crime, such as rape, ~obbery, or arson); (2) arguments or 
brawls (including a'lcoh61 or drug influe'nced fights; lover's 
triangles); and J 3) other '( il1(J.lluding institutional, gang' related, 
and some chL1.ld abuse killings). 18 Table 18 shows the ' 
circumstances, where known, surrounding Illinois murders betwe~n 
1'976 and 1982. 19 

Table 18 

Circumstandes Surrounding IllinOiS Murders' 
, 1976-1982 
'1 n=6,010 

Felony 

., <I Argument 

Other 

39% 

?7 

'5 

*Totals dp not add to 100 due t9 rounding. MisSiIlg 
obserJlations = 1,990 (25%). 

~..: 

S't,a tew ide, IDurdeirs '. resul t ing from an argument or brawl 
accounted for more than' half, of all murders where the. 
circumstances were ,known. Murders committed during the course of 
a felony accounted for 39% annually. 0 This proportion ~ahged from 

18Because bf descriptive limitations of the cir~umsta~ce 
codes availab~e to agencies reporting to the SHR, there may be 

.some overlap between categories. Usually, the police code the 
most serious offense. For example, a person commits arson aft~r 
having an argument with the owner of the building, and some 
residents are killed. The circumstances of this murder offense 
would be doded as arson. Or ~fter a fight in"which someone. is 
killed, the offender; as an QalterthQught, takes the victim's 
wallet. In t.,his case, the circumstances would be coded as 
robbery. Howeve~, it is impossible to check the con&istencyof 
the c~~ing without a case-by-case audit.' ' 

• 0 Because of coding changes beginning 1n 19'16, it is 
difficult to cd~pare the circumstance~ of tbe earlier years with 
those of the 'later ye·ars. For example, before 1976, circumstance 

"codes such as'.!.sp-ollse'killed spouse" and "parent killed child" 
were used, al6ng wit1r~-t'he regular relat ionship codes. Such C "0,~ 
cir~umstance codes do not p~ovide the information necessary to 
categorize the murd.~rs as either felony, argu¢ent or other. 
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a low of 32% in 1978 to a -high of 42% In 1976 . However, there 
seems to be no consistent increasing or decreasing trend in the 
proportion of murders that are known to have begun as felonies. 

There is moderate va~iationbetween Chicago and the rest,~of 
the State in the circumstances surround ing murders. In Chicago, 
felonies comprise a higher percentag'e of all murders where the 
circumstances are known (41% versus 32% outside of the city). 
Fights or brawls make up a higher percentage of murd~r~ out~ide 
Chicago (66% versus 54% in the city). This helps explain the 
high proportion of murders between relatives outside of Chicago. 
It is logical that family members will be killed more often as a 
resul t of an argument rather than in the course of a felony. 
Females outside Chicago were killed during the course of a felony 
in only 32% of the cases, while females 1,n Chicago were killed 
during the commission of' a felony in ~lmost half of the murders 
(48%). 

Age of Victims 

The circumstances surrounding murders also varies by the age 
of the victim. Table 19 shows the circumstances of the murders 
by age of the victim and by area of the State. 

Table 19 includes all of the cases where the circumstances 
surrounding the mur'ders were unknown. In Chicago, the 
circumstances of the murders were known in more than 80~ of the 
murders of victims aged 15 and above. However, the circumstances 
are known only in about 40% of the murders of children. This may 
be an artifact of the coding scheme of the SHR/VLM file. There 
is no specific code for "child abuse" murders, so it is likely 
tha t many such cases are coded as either "other" or, "unknown" 
circumstances. 

Outside Chicago, the percent of murders where the 
circumstance information is missing was higher for 'every age 
group than for the corresponding; ~gegroup ,in Chicago. 
Circumstance informa t ion was known l'n less than 60% of all 
murders outside of Chicago. Again, the\ category with the highest 
number of unknowns was the youngest age group, where more than 
two-thirds of the cases were missing circumstance information. 

Statewide, victims aged 60 and over were more likely to be 
i<:illed during the commission of a felony (l"obbery, burglary, 
etc. ) than any other age group. In Chicago, almost two-thlrds 
of the older victims were killed under these circumstances. 
Outside the City, the proportion was much less (37%), but there 
was a higher percentage of cases missing <drcumstance 
information. Many of those missing cases may be, in fact, felony 
murders. 
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Chicago 

Circumstances 

,Fe'lony 

Argiiment 

Other 

Unknown 

~,ot Chicago 

Circumstances 

Felony 

Argument 

Other 

Unknown 

f/ I~ 

" . 'Table ,19 

ci-rcumstances . 's.ur-rouriaing Murders 
,by Age ofcthe Victim, 1976-1982* 

. ;):.~~".:..victim Age 

.1Urth-.1.4., "., 15.-24')., ,...25,-59 
,.~ ',.:""" ,. ";, ·M.,. ,~ ~ ." _ ", ",_' ... t •• 

• ' rl~'~4 r""~"';';,:"n'~f;:782 "'~ n='3
J 

2'34 

20% 

. 8 

13 

59 

n=123 

20% 

6 

6 

68 

, .. ,. , 

25% 

47 

10 

18 

n=628 

15% 

39 
~----.. <, .. 

1 '" " 
\ 

-;-;'1 .. 4';;' 
P ~, 

,. 
36% 

-'50 

1 

13 

n=1,305 

14% 

44 

1 

41 

* Missing observations = 72 «1%). 

60 and Over 

n=410 

63% 

19. 

6 

12 

n=205 

37% 

13 

<1 

50 

Victims of female offenders were almost always killed during 
an argument or brawl (or lover's triangle). Victims of male 
offenders were less often killed under these circumstanoes, but 
more often (25% of the t.ime) killed during the oburse of a 
felony. Interestingly, victims killed by multiple offenders of 
different sexes were most often killed during the commission of a 
felony. --. , 

The high proportion of "argument/fight" murders committed by 
f ema 1 e ;0 f fen del" S pro b a b 1 yin c 1 u des w hat a I" e a I" g U a b 1 y " s elf 
defense" murders. The SHR has circumstance codes for 
"justifiable homicides," but these are used only in cases where 
the victim was committing a felony when he/she was killed. Such 
cases include a police officer killing a bank robber, or a 
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citizen killing a home invader. Cases wher.e a woman kills her 
husband while he is beating or';:' otherw:Lse attacking her probably 
are counted on the SHR as "argument" rather than "justifiable 
homicide." 

Table 20 

Circumstances Sur'rounding Murders 
by Sex of Known Offenders " 1976-1982. 

Offender Sex 

n=3,970 n=594 
Mult. 

n=90 
Offenders 

Males Females Different Sexes 
Circumstances 

Felony 25% 6% 64% 

Argument 70 89 36 

Other 5 5 0 

• Missing observations = 3,346 (42%). 
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

This paper has described murders committed in Illinois 
between 1973 and 1982. The 10 years of yictim-level data 
provided a good overview of the characteristics of murder victims 
and murder situations. However, due to the limitations of the 
data set, the findings of this report provide only basic 
descriptions about murder in Illinois. Indeed, several important 
questions remain unanswered: 

• Why do female offenders outside Chicago use firearms as 
often as men in their murders, but female offenders in Chicago 
tend to use knives and guns equally as often? Are women outside 
the city more accustomed to using firearms? 

• Why are 22% of all murder victims ages six and under 
killed with either guns or kni ves, when much less force is 
necessary to kill the child? 

'. Why do offenders outside Chicago kill famil n members, a 
higher proportion of the time than do city offenders? Similarly, 
why do male offenders outside Chicago kill females. 
proportionate'ly more than city males? 

• Why are female victims over the age of 60 more ~ikely to 
be white, both in and outside Chicago, than are victims in any, 
other age group? 

While the above questions may be examined in future 
research, there remains much untapped information on the VLM file 
database. Further analyses could examine individual 
jurisdictions other than Chicago; urban/rural differences could 

"be studied; and trends over time in different variables could be 
compared. 
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APPENDIX 

Beginning in 1980, the FBI asked all agencies that report to 
the UCR program to begin to report "ethnici ty" in addition to 
race. The agencies were"given the choice of reporting in one of 
two possible-formats: ' 

1. Combined Format (Single Variable) 

--White, not of Hispanic origin 
--Black, not of Hispanic origin 
--Asian or Pacific Islande~ 
--American Indian or Ala~kan Native 

2. Separate Format ~Two Variables) 

Race Ethnicity 

--White 
--Black 

--Hispanic orlgln 

--Asian or Pacific Islander 
--Not df Hispanic 

origin 
--American Indian or Alaskan 

Native 

Using the combined format, all Hispanics, whether white or 
black, are combined into one category. The advantage of this 
format is that it' is consistent with the white, black, Hispanic 
classification of earlier years. This is the preferred format of 
IDLE. 

Using the separate format, there are two pieces of 
information for every victim and offender: their race, and 
whether or not they are of Hispanic origin. Chicago is th~ only 
agency 1n Illinois that reports race data in this fbrmat.20 
Format 2 is the preferred format of the FBI. 

Ch icago reports to DLE in the separate format, but DLE Ii 

tallies the data in the combined format only. Since only 'one 
field is used with this format, DLE puts the Chicago race data in 
this field, and ignores the Chicago ethnicity variable. Fo~ this 
reason, Chicagti race data since 1980 cannot be aggregated with or 
compared to race data for the rest of the state, and must be 
analyzed separately.21 

20Chioago reports directly to the FBI as well as to DLE, and 
~hooses to report to both in the FBI's preferred format (race and 
~~hni~+ty in separate fields). 

According to the Chicago Police Department, race dat~ 
for earlier years is comparable to the post-198o data. Before 
1980, apparently most Hispanics wElr'e coded as whirte, although 
there are a few coded as Puerto Rican or Mexican. 
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