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Abstract 

The project on trends and patterns of America\\l homicide analyzed national 
FBI data for 1968-1978 as well as data from eight 61elected cities for 1978. 
Overall, homicides increased to the early 1970s, then decreased, and finally 
increased again, with the homicide rate for 1978 the second highest in the 
eleven-year period. Regionally, the Western states differed from the national 
trend by showing a linear i.ncrease in homicide during the period, while the 
Southern states differed by having significantly higher rates throughout the 
period. 

Changes were also noted in homicide patterns. For example, over the 
period, the proportion of black homicides dropped by more than ten percent, 
from a high of ~;4 percent in 1970 to less than 44 perclent in 1978, with a 
corresponding increase in the proportion of white homiGddes. 

The data were further analyzed by type of homicide~ with cases cate­
gorized as family homicides, acquaintance homicides, and stranger homicides. 
Men were dominant as victims and offenders in all three categories, but women 
were relatively more prevalent in cases of family homicides. Generally, the 
more remote the relationship between victim and offender, the greater the dis­
parity in their ages. White offenders were somewhat more likely to be found 
in cases of family homicide; black offenders, in cases of stranger homicide. 
Stranger homicides were frequently found to be linked with other felonies. 

Implications for c,riminal justice policy and practice were drawn from the 
findings, as was an ageinda for future research. Finally, the project produced 
an annotated bibliography on homicide consisting of over 350 entries. 

The project's detailed technical research report is available on loan 
from the National Criminal Justice Reference Service. The £,ollowing documents 
are available in printed form: NATURE AND PATTERNS OF AMERICAN HOMICIDE (the 
present volume); NATURE AND PATTERNS OF AMERICAN HOMICIDE: ANNOTATED 
BIBLIOGRAPliY. 
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CHAPTER 1 - INTRODUCTION 

OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY 

The objectives of this project were fourfold: 

1) To examine trends and patterns of American homicide during an eleven­
year period, 1968-1978 (the national and regional data). 

2) To examine homicide patterns in eight selected U.S. cities in one 
particular year, 1978 (the city data). 

3) To compare the two data sets where possible. 

4) To develop a selected bibliography of homicide research over a 
twenty-year period, 1960-1979. 

The bibliography constitutes a separate document, available from the 
National Institute of Justice. The other three objectives are met by this 
Executive Summary an~ by archival data. at the Criminal Justice Archive and 
Information Network at the University of Michigan. 

PRESENT PROJECT AND PREVIOUS RESEARcH 

After reviewing previous research and examLnLng the possibilities for 
analyzing the data collected for this project, we elected to focus on certain 
critical socio.-demographic variables (age~ sex, and race) and on the relation­
ship between the victim and the off~nder. Th~ importance of victim-offender 
relationship had been suggested in earlier studies, but there had been little 
systematic exploration of factors associated with such relations. 

In the present study, victim-offender relations are treated as a classi­
ficatory type~ with homicides divided into three categories: E:~!!1i1y (homi­
cides within the family unit, as when spouse kills spouse or parent kills 
child); Acquaintance (homicides outside the family but involving individuals 
known to each other, as in a tavern brawl or dispute between neighbors); 
Stranger (homicides in which victim and offender have no known previous con­
nection with one another). Throughout the report, "type of homicide" refers 
to these categories of victim-offender relationship. In some cases, we also 
present results on homicides in which the victim-offender relationship is 
unknown. 

NATIONAL AND REGIONAL HOMICIDE DATA 

There are two major sources of data on homicide in the United States. 

t 
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The first of these is the National Center for Health Statistics of the U.s. 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, which publishes an annual report 
of "Mortality Statistics" for the nation, compiled from local medical examiner 
records on causes of death (including homicide). The second data source is 
the Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, com­
piled from information submitted by local police departments on serious 
offenses, including homicide. The FBI publishes these stati~tics annually, in 
a report of "Crime in the United States." 

The curcnt project relied exclusively on two types of homicide data from 
the FBI's Uniform Crime Reports: a) the "Supplementary Homicide Reports" 
(SHR) , monthly reports containing detailed data on victim, offender, and cir­
cumstances of the offense, and b) the "Age, Sex, and Race of Arrested Offender 
Reports" (ASR) , monthly reports on three D~ecific characteristics of arrested 
offenders. The SHR and ASR were selected because they represent the major 
sources of detailed information, both nationally and regionally, on the 
demographic characteristics of victim and offender and the circumstances of 
the offense. In addition, after 1976, the SHR data permitted a detailed 
classification of victim-offender relationship--or "type of homicide"--a 
central feature of the project analysis. 

According to the Uniform Crime Reports, homicide is defined as the 
"willful (r:;onnegligent) killing of one human being by another." This is the 
definition of homicide adopted for this report, as well. 

Prior to 1976, the UCR used a victim-based system in which detailed cr~~e 
data were reported on the SHR for each homicide victim. The only information 
collected on arrested offenders was their age, sex, and race, reported on the 
ASR as a monthly aggregate by type of crime. Thus, before 1976, there ~as .no 
way of associating specific offenders with specific crimes and victims for 
purposes of ~nalysis. In 1976, however, the DCR changed to an incident-based 
system, in which detailed SHR data on the victim, offender, and crime situation 
was reported for each homicide incident, permitting the victim-offender rela­
tionship to be determined. For this reason, project analyses which classify 
homicides by type of victim-offender relationship have been confined to the 
period 1976-1978. 

In addition, because some homicide incidents involve mUltiple victims: 
pre-1976 UCR data (on number of homicide victims) were not comparable to the 
information (on number of homicide incidents) reported in subsequent years. 
Therefore, in order to achieve comparability over all eleven years, the 1976-
78 incident-based homicides were converted to victim-based occurrences by 
including SHR data on multiple-victim incidents once for each victim. l This 
conversion also made the national/regional data comparable to the data 
collected in the cities, which used a victim-based reporting system as well. 

From the national and regional data, the following variables were used: 

I The one exception to the use of victim-based frequencies was in the 
analyses of offender age, sex, and race by victim-offender relationship (Le., 
by "type of homicide"). 
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1) Age, sex, and race of the victim. 

2) Age, sex, and race of the offender. 

3) Weapon used. 

4) Associated felony (homicide linked to another crime, such as robbery 
or rape). 

5) Victim-offender relationship (1976-·78 only). 

HOMICIDE IN EIGHT ~mRICAN CITIES 

The city component of this study was designed to provide an in-depth ana­
lysis of various types of homicide. To provide a systematic basis for city 
selection, we used the following procedure: 

,The United States was divided into four regions, following the FBI con­
vent~on (see Table 1-1). Within each region, a city-specific homicide rate 
for 1968-78 was computed for all cities with a population of 250 000 or more 
and these city trend lines were compared with those of the regio~. In ' 
general, the city that most closely followed the regional trend line and the 
city that diverged the most from it were selected for the study, provided that 
the~ ~ad at lea~t 100 homicides for the test year before eliminating police 
hom~c~des and d~screpant cases (those reported by the police department or 
medical examiner but not by both). The test year was 1978 chosen because it 
was sufficiently recent to represent the current pattern of homicide yet 
d

' , 
~stant enough to allow for court processing of most cases. A further proviso 

was that the selected cities should have a single medical examiner's office 
and a single police department dealing with city homicide cases. Based on 
these considerations, the final sample of cities included Philadelphia and 
Newark in the Northeastern region, Chicago and St. Louis in the North Central 
region, Memphis and Dallas in the southern region, and Oakland and one other 
city in the W~stern region. 

As it happened, in the Northeastern region, no city diverged from the 
trend line; both Philadelphia and Newark, therefore~ typify the regional homi­
cide pattern. In the other regions! the first-named dty is typical of the 
regional trend line and the second-named city diverges from it. 

Once the cities were selected, we secured permission from the medical 
examiner and poli~e department in each city to code from their records. One 
police department, while eventually agreeing to the data collection effort 
did insist upon anonymity. That city has accordingly been listed under a fic­
titious name, "Ashton," throughout the report. 

The cities varied in size from 329,000 to over three million. Their rank 
order by population is shown in Table 1-2. Also included are selected demo­
graphic characteristics. 

Where possible, the ~am~ c~ders ~ere used in all cities. In all cases, 
the coders were carefully instructed on how to use the code book so that 
variables were interpreted and entered in the same manner at each site. 
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Information was also obtained during informal interviews with medical 
examiner and police personnel, ~rimarily to help account for differen~es in 
records of different jurisdictions. The interviews provided informat10n about 
how each agency investigated homicide cases; to what extent 1978 was a typical 
year in te~ms of homicide; and how and what kinds of staff in the various 
agencies collected the data that were available in their records. 

Of the data collected from police and medical examiner departments in the 
eight cities, the following variables were selected for discussion in this 
report: 

1) Age, sex, and race of the victim. 

2) Age, sex, and race of the offender. 

.3) Weapon used. 

4) Associated felony (homicide linked to another crime, such as robbery 
or rape). 

5) Alcohol and drug use by victim. 

6) Location of homicide. 

Reports from the police department were used for most of the variables. 
(Police department data tend to have more information on victim-offender rela­
tionships, which are the focus of this report.) Data from medical examine~ 
offices, however, were used for alcohol and drug use of the victim. 

4 

'(----

NORTHEASTERN 

Connecticut 
Maine 
Massachusetts 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New York 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
Vermont 

Table 1-1. STATES CLASSIFIED INTO FOUR U.S. REGIONS 
(FBI Convention) 

NORTH CENTRAL SOUTHERN WESTERN 

Illinois Alabama Alaska 
Indiana Arkansas Arizona 
Iowa Delaware California 
Kansas Florida Colorado 
Michigan Georgia Hawaii 
Minnesota Kentucky Idaho 
Missouri Louisiana Montana 
Nebraska Maryland/D.C. Nevada 
North Dakota Mississippi New Mexico 
Ohio North Carolina Oregon 
South Dakota Oklahoma Utah 
Wisconsin South Carolina tiashington 

Tennessee Wyoming 
Texas 
Virginia 
West Virginia 

Table 1-2. SELECTED DE~lOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTll:S OF THE EIGHT U. S. 
CITIES INCLUDED IN THE STUDY 

CITY REGION POPULATION MEDIAN AGE PERCENT BLACK 

Chicago NO 3,005,072 31.1 yr. 39.8% 
Philadelphia NE ' L.OO ..... " 32.5 yr. 37.8% ~,UOO,"lV 

Dallas 8 904,078 29.3 yr. 29.4% "Ashton" W 30.2 yr. 4.9% Memphis S 646,356 28.8 yr. 48.0% st. Louis NC 453,085 32.8 yr. 53.5% Oakland W 339,288 33.4 yr. 46.9% Newark NE 329,248 28.8 yr. 54.5% 

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1980 Preliminar:l Census Data. 

5 

t 

~ 
\ 

. , 



CHAPTER 2 - HOMICIDE INCIDENCE AND TRENDS 

HOMICIDE RATES FOR THE NATION AND THE REGIONS 

Figure 1 and Table 2-1 present trends in homicide victimizatiQU rates for 
the nation and the four regions from 1968-1978. As these trend data show, the 
homicide rate for the U.S. as a whole increased from 6.0 (per 100,000 popula'­
tion) in 1968 to a high of 8.8 in 1974 and 1975. The rate declined to 7.7 in 
1976 and then began to rise again, increasing to ~.8 by 1978. 

The trend fo~ the North Central region approximated the national pat­
tern, as did the Northeastern region, with the exception of a precipitous drop 
in 1976, attribu~able to the failure of New York City to submit complete SHR 
data to the UCR that year.2 

The Southern region followed the national pattern of annual homicide 
variation, but differed in its overall level, with homicide rates that were 
consistently higher than the nation as a whole, ranging from 8.0 in 1968 to 
11.0 in 1978. 

In the Western region, the pattern differed sharply from those in the 
other regions and in the nation as a whole. There was an almost linear 
increase in the homicide rate from 5.1 to 9.3 over the eleven-year period. 

TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN THE NATION AND REGIONS 

The project identified three major categories or "types of homicide" 
based on victim-offender relationship: Family Homicide (in which the victim 
and offender were members of the same family); Acqualntanc~ Homicide (in which 
they were kno~p to each other but were not family); and Stranger Homicide (in 
which victim and offender were total strangers). Homicides in which the 
victim-offender relationship was unknown made up a fourth category. 

Table 2-2 presents the incidence of each type of homicide in the nation 
and four regions for 1976-1978. 3 As the table shows, acquaintance homicide 
was the most frequent type of homicide for all three years (accounting for 

2 The lack of complete returns from New York City in 1976 affects all 
Northeastern regional data and--to a smaller extent--all national data for 
1976. 

,,3 As noted earlier, victim-offender relationship cannot be determined 
from SHR data prior to 1976. Therefore, Table 2-2 is restricted to a three­
year time period, 1~76-1978. 
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FIGURE 1. INCIDENCE OF HOMICIDE VICTIMIZATION IN THE NATION 
ANp FOUR REGIONS,1968-197S 

Source: 

Note: 

(rate::.". per 100,000 'population) 

Ca) Victimization frequencies are from: FBI, 
Uniform Crime Reports, Supplementary 
Homicide Reports, 1968-1978. 

(b) Population estimates used in calculating rates 
are from: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current 
Population Reports, Series P-25, 1968-1978. 

~ Rate of victimization for the Northeast in 
1976 does not include all New York City 
homicides; New York City did not send 
complete returns to the FBI that year. 
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from 38-41 percent of all homicides), followed by family homicide (19-21 per­
cent) and stranger homicide (13-14 percent), in that order. Also of note was 
the large percentage of cases in which the victim-offender relationship was 
classified as unknown--not only large, but increasing over the three-year 
period. This trend may reflect an increase in stranger homicides, which are 
less likely to be cleared by arrest at the time they are reported to the UCR 
and are thus more likely to report the offender (and his relationship to the 
victim) as unknown. 

TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN THE CITIES 

In classifying homicide data in the cities, we attempted to make the 
classifications comparable to those used in the SHR. Except for six cate­
gories, the types matched completely. (For example: hostage killed by felon; 
citizen killed by security guard; police officer killed by felon.) After 
reviewing the circumstances surrounding these cases--a total of 148 in the 
eight cities--we decide~ that all of them should be classified as stranger 
homicides. . 

Figure 2 shows the rates of homicide victimization in the selected cities 
in 1978. The rates ranged from a low of 12.6 per 100,000 population in 
"Ashton ll to highs of 40.8 and 1 ... 0.7 in Newark and St. Louis respectively. As 
to type of homicides Table 2-3 indicates that family homicides accounted for 
between 10 percent and 20 percent of the homicides in the eight cities. The 
lowest proportion of family homicides occurred in Oakland; the highest 
occurred in IIAshtor.I," also ill the Western region of the country. The two 
Southern cities als,o varied l"idely in their frequencies of family homicides, 
whereas the Northeastern and North Central cities showed rather similar fre­
quencies. Overall, family homicide was the least frequent case. 

As in the national data, acquaintance homicide accounted for the largest 
proportion of homicides in the eight cities, ranging from nearly one-third in 
Newark to more than one-half in Memphis. 

In each of the eight cities--in contrast to the national data--stranger 
homicide fell between the other two categories in frequency. As with the 
other categories, however, there was considerable inter-city variance in the 
figures for stranger homicide. 

Inter-city variations may be attributable to social, economic, and poli­
tical differences among the cities, differences which were beyond the scope of 
this study. 

CONCLUSIONS 

• For the nation, the homicide rate increae!~d from 6.0 per 100,000 in 
1968 to 8.8 in 1975, then declined, and increased again to 8.6 in 
1978 • 

• Although the Southern region followed the national pattern of annual 
homicide rate variations, it differed from the nation and the other 
three regions in its overall homicide level, having significantlY 
higher rates throughout the eleven-year period. 
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• The Western region differed from the national trend, showing an almost 
linear annual increase in homicide rate from 1968 through 1978; the 
other three regions generally tracked the national homicide rate 
pattern of an increase, followed by a decline, followed by another 
increase. 

• When national data for 1976-1978 were classified into types of 
homicide, by victim-offender relationship, the most prevalent type 
was acquaintance homic'ide, followed in order by family homicide and 
stranger homicide, respectively. 

• Among the eight cities in the study, there was substantial inter-city 
variation as to the prevalence of the three types of homicide. In all 
the cities, however, acquaintance homicide was the most frequent case, 
followed by stl"anger homicide, with family homicide the least frequent. 

• When national and city findings were compared, national data showed 
fewer stranger homicides and more unknowns than did the city records. 
This may reflect the failure of local city police to update thei.r SHR 
reports in cases where offenders were arrested after the initial 
reports had been filed--more likely to occur in stranger homici&es, 
where it often takes longer to identify and arrest the offendersi. 
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Year -
1968 

1969 

1970 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 I 
1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

/I 

TABLE 2-1. INCIDENCE OF HOMICIDE VICTIMIZATION IN Tae NATION AND FOUR REGIONS, 1968-1978 
(rates per 100,000 population) 

Geographic Region 

Nation Northeast North Central South West 

Frequency Rate Frequencl Rate Frequency Rate Frequency Rate Frequency Rate -- -- -- --
11,955 6.0 2,294 4 .. 7 2,938 5.3 5,008 8.0 1,715 5.1 

12.918 6.4 2.,436 5.0 3,279 5.8 5,224 1:).:$ 1,979 5.8 

13,039 6.4 2,663 5.1!J. 3,356 5.9 5,185 8.3 1,835 5.3 

15,322 7.4 3,203 6 ~. .;)1 3,701 6.5 6~014 9.4 2,404 6.8 

15,832 7.6 3,473 7.0 3,527 6.1 6,190 9.5 2,642 7.3 

17,123 8.2 3,623 7.3 3,917 6.8 6,990 10.6 2,593 7.1 

18,632 8.8 3,582 7.'2 4,557 7.9 7,537 11.2 2,956 7.9 

18,642 8.8 3,616 7.3 4,313 7.5 7,619 11.2 3,094 8.2 

16,608 7.7 2,467 , . 5.0 3,908 6.8 7,046 10.2 3,187 8.3 

18,034 8.3 3,365 6.8 3,847 6.6 7,376 10.6 3,446 8.8 

18,715 8.6 3,377 6.9 3,816 6.6 7,798 11.0 3,724 9.3 

Sources: (a) Victimization frequencies are from: FBI, Uniform Crime Reports, Supplementary Homicide 
Reports, 1968-1978. 

(b) Population estimates used for calculating rates are from: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 
Current Population Reports, Series P-25, 1968-1978. 
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TABLE 2-2. INCIDENCE OF tHREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN THE NATION AND FOUR REGIONS, 1976-1918 

Year by Type of Homicide 
Geographic 

Region Family Acquaintance Stranger Type Total 
Homicide Homicide Homicide Unknown Homicides 

Total Nation Fr~. % Freq. % Freg. % Freq. % Freq. % 1976 3,440 20-:7 6,877 41-:4 2 t 329 14-:0 3,962 23-:9 16,608 100.0 1977 3,467 19.2 7,288 40.4 2,419 13.4 4,860 27.0 18,034 100.0 1978 3,494 18.7 7,049 37.7 2,534 13.5 5,638 30.1 18,715 100.0 

Northeast 
1976 ,.,... 376 15.2 969 39.3 346 14.0 776 31.5 - 2,467 100.0 1977 446 13.3 1,169 34.7 594 17.7 1,156 34.4 3,365 100.1 1978 501 14.8 1,029 30.5 437 12.9 1,410 41.8 3,377 100.0 

North Central 
1976 707 18.1 1,560 39.9 675 17.3 966 24.7 3,908 100.0 1977 742 19.3 1,574 40.9 519 13.5 1,012 26.3 3,847 100.0 1978 745 19.5 1,474 38.6 664 17 .l~ 933 24.5 3,816 100.0 

South 
1976 1,780 25.3 3,230 45.8 920 13.1 1,116 15.8 7,046 100.0 1977 1,709 23.2 3,395 46.0 1,006 13.6 1,266 17.2 7,376 100.0 1978 1,689 21.7 3,636 46.6 1,089 14.0 1,384 17.8 7,798 100.1 

West 
1976 577 18.1 1,118 35.1 388 12.2 1,104 34.6 3,187 100.0 1977 570 16.5 1,150 33.4 300 8.7 1)426 41.4 3,446 100.0 1978 559 15.0 910 24.4 34l• 9.2 1,911 51.3 3,724 99.9 

Source: FBI, Uniform prime Reports, Supplementary Homicide Reports, 1976-1978. 
Note: Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 
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TABLE 2-3. INCIDENCE OF THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITIES, 1978 

--
Homicide Type of Homicide 

Rate 
(per 

100,000 Family Acquaintance Stranger Type Total 
population) Homicide Homicide Homicide Unknown Homicides 

City Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % - - - -

Philadelphia 18.9 46 12.7 138 38.1 106 29.3 72 19.9 362 100.0 

Newark 40.8 13 12.7 32 31.4 28 27.5 29 28.4 102 100.0 

Chicago 25.9 61 14.4 206 48.5 92 21.6 66 15.5 425 100.0 

St. Louis 40.7 27 13.0 92 t~4.4 37 17.9 51 24.6 207 99.9 

Memphis 16.9 16 13.8 68 58.6 23 19.8 9 7.8 116 100.0 

Dallas 26.6 44 18.9 95 40.8 63 27.0 31 13.3 233 100.0 

Oakland 29.6 11 11.2 51 52.0 14, 14.3 22 22.4 98 99.9 

"Ashton" 12.6 19 21.1 38 42.2 21 23.3 12 13.3 90 99.9 .. 

Notes: Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 

Population estimates used fer calculating rates are from: 
Preliminary Census Data. 

u.s. Bureau Qf the Census, 1980 
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CHAPTER 3 - CHARACTERISTICS OF THE HOMICIDE VICTIM 

VICTIM CHARACTERISTICS IN THE NATION AND REGIONS 

Age of the Victim 

Table 3-1 presents homicide victim age trends for the nation from 1968-
1978. Tbe 20-29 age group had the highest victimization rate, rising from 
11.5 (per 100,000 age-specific population) in 1968 to 16.4 in 1974, then 
decreasing slightly, and increasing again to 16.0 in 1978. 

These trends were similar to those for the total population, for the 30-
49 aBe group (the second most frequently victimized group), and for the 15-19 
and 50-64 age groups (which shared third place in frequency of victimization). 
The oldest (65+) age group (with the second lowest rate of victimization) did 
not experience the increased victimization in the late 1970's which was found 
among the more highly vic t imizp.d groups, while the younges t--and leas t vic-' 
timized--age group (0-14) showed a more consistent annual increase in victimi­
zation rate over the eleven-year period. 

Findings for the four regions paralleled the national data with respect 
to the relative victimization rates of the various age groups. Three of the 
four regions paralleled the national pattern of within-group trends over time 
as well, with the most frequently victimized groups showing an increase in . 
victimization rat~~ from 1968 to the mid-1970's, followed by a brief decline~ 
and then a levelling-off or modest upturn again by 1978. Only the Western 
region diverged from these trends, showing an almost steady increase in vic­
timization over the eleven-year period for its most highly victimized age 
groups. Finally, while the Southern region followed the national pattern for 
relative age group victimization and trends over time, victim-prone age groups 
in the South had consistently higher victimization rates than did their 
counterparts in the three other regions and in the nation overall. 

Sex of the Victim 

Table 3-2 presents the sex distribution of homicide victims for the 
nation from 1968-1978. As the table indicates, between 75.3 percent and 77.8 
percent of all homicide victims during the eleven-year period were males, with 
no apparent trend in such minor variations as were registered from year to 
year. 

All four regions ~eflected this predominance of male victimization an~ 
lack of c~nsistent change over time, with the Northeastern and North Central 
regions most similar to the nation as a whole. In the Southern region, the 
proportion of female victims tended to be slightly lower than in the rest of 
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the nation, while in the Western region, the proportion of female victims 
tended to be somewhat higher. However, in no case did females represent less 
than 20 percent or more 'than 29 percent of the total homicide victims. 

Race of the Victim 

Table 3-3 presents national data on the race of homicide victims over the 
eleven-year period. The findings show a consistent trend in the racial dis­
tribution of homicide victimization. In 1968, black homicide victims accounted 
for 53.1 percent of the total, while white victims accounted for 45.6 percent. 
By 1978, a significant reversal had taken place with white homicide victims 
constituting the majority (54.0 percent) and black victims, the minority (43.8 
percent). The table indicates that this reversal reflected a consistent 
annual trend of proportionately decreasing black victimization, with white 
victims becoming predominant in 1975. Despite this trend, however, blacks 
continued to be overrepresented as homicide victims, given the relative pro­
portions of whites and blacks in the overall population. 

Among the regions, racial differences in homicide victimization partly 
reflected their different population racial proportions. The North Central 
and Southern regions had the highest percentages of black victimization, 
followed closely by the Northeastern region. The Western region had a far 
lower percentage of black homicide victims, reflecting its smaller black popu­
lation overall. On the other hand, the Western region had the highest percen­
tage of homicide victims belonging to "other races," reflecting its greater 
concentration of Orientals, Hispanics, and American Indians. 

All four regions reflected the national trend of proportionately 
dec~easing black victimization. However, the Southern and Northeastern 
regions showed the greatest decreases (10 and 9 percent, respectively) over 
the eleven-year period, followed by the Western region (with a 7 percent 
decrease), and the North Central region (with a decrease of 3 percent, which 
began to occur somewhat later than in the other regions). 

V'ltim Characteristics and Type of Homicide 

Tables 3-4, 3-5, and 3-6 examine homicide victim characteristics (age, 
sex, and race) for each "type of homicide" (victim-offertder relationship) for 
the nation in 1978. 

As Table 3-4 indicates, victims of the three types of homicide did not 
differ greatly in age. However, family homicide victims were slightly older, 
with a median age of 33 years, as compared with median &ges of 30 and 31 for 
victims of acquaintance and stranger homicide, respectively. 

With regard to sex (Table 3-5), a majority of the victims of all three 
types of homicide were male. However, male victims were much more predominant 
in acquaintance and stranger homicides, accounting for more than 80 perc~nt of 
the victimizations in each of these types, while constituting only 57 percent 
of the family homicide victimizations. Thus, only in homicides between family 
members did female victimization occur with any frequency and, even in this 
type, female victims were found in onlY,a minority of the cases (43 percent). 
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Table ::1-6 shows that racially, white victims predominated in both 
stranger and family homicides, accounting for 64 and 55 percent of the cases, 
respectively. By contrast, a majority (53 percent) of the acquaintance homi­
cide victims were black. 

Regional patterns for the three types of homicide were generally similar 
to the national data with respect to victim age and sex. However, for victim 
race, the Western region differed from the general pattern. In the West, a 
clear majority (70 percent) of acquaintance homicide victims were white, and 
the predominance of white victimization in stranger and family homicides was 
much greater than in the nation and other regions, reflecting the lower pro­
portion of blacks in the overall Western population. 

VICTIM CHARACTERISTICS IN THE CITIES 

Age of the Victim 

Table 3-7 gives the median ages, by type of homicide, for victims in the 
'~ight cities selected for detailed analysis. The data showed that Newark had 
the oldest median age for homicide victims as a group: 32.9 years. Philadel­
phia, Oakland, "Ashton," and Memphis had median ages between 30 and 31 years. 
Dallas, Chicago, and St. Louis had much younger median ages, between 28 and 29 
years. 

The age patterns were much different, however, when analyzed by type of 
homicid6. Among family homicides, for example, NetoTark exhibited the youngest 
median age. The oldest g~oup of the three tended to be victims of stranger 
homicide. A possible explanation for this distribution is that many stranger 
homicides involved stoce owners and clerks, who tended to be older than the 
general population of victims. In any event~ the city data did not appear to 
support the conclusions drawn from the national data·--i.e., that, except in 
the Northeastern region, the victims of family homicide tended to make up the 
oldest group of victims. 

Sex of the Victim 

Table 3-8 shows the sex distribution of homicide victims in the cities in 
1978. As the table shoNs, males greatly outnumbered females as victims of 
homicide. Generally, 80 percent of the victims were male and 20 percent were 
female--an even more striking pattern than exhibited by the national data. The 
proportion of female victims was somewhat higher in Oakland and "Ashton" and 
somewhat lower in the other six cities. 

When the city data were analyzed by type of homicide, the patterns again 
paralleled those of the national data. That is, whlle women made up a minority 
of all homicide victims--including family homicide--nevertheless they were 
more likely to be killed in a family relationship than otherwise. 

Race of the Victim 

Since population-oase figures were available for cities in terms of race, 
it proved possible to analyze racial differences by actual race-specific homi­
cide rates, as shown in Table 3-9. Racp. for purposes of this analysis was 
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classified into White, Black, and Other categories, with the third category 
including Hispanic, Native American, and Oriental persons. The cities varied 
fairly widely in their population distributions, with "Ashton" having the 
largest proportion of whites and Newark the lowest. The black population 
generally comprised between 30 percent and 50 percent of the population, with 
"Ashton" the lowest (4.9 percent black) and Nel·mrk the highest (58.2 percent 
black). The proportion of "other races" also varied, with Memphis and St. 
Louis having less than one percent of their populations in this category and 
Oakland, Newark, "Ashton," and Chicago each having over 10 percent. 

Table 3-8 shows that, consistent with other literature, blacks and mem­
bers of "other races" had substantially higher 'fates of victimization in the 
eight cities than did whites. In the two Eastern cities, the homicide rate 
for "othet" races" exceeded that of blacks by a decided margin • 

Despite the high homicide rate exhibited by "other races" in some of the 
cities, a percentage analysis showed that blacks generally comprised a 
majority of the homicide victims in the eight cities. The exception was 
"Ashton," with a black population of less than 5 percent. Indeed, in six of 
the cities blacks accounted for more than 60 p~rcent of all homicide victims; 
in three cities, more than 70 percent; and in one citY--St. Louis--more than 
80 percent. 

The data in some cities showed a relationship between type of homicide 
and race of the victim. 

• In Philadelpl~ia, when a white was killed he was most likely to be 
killed by a stranger; a black was most likely to be killed by an acquaintance 
or in an encounter where his relationship to the assailant was unknown. 

• In Newark, ~lsoJ whites seemed more likely to be killed by strangers 
(or in situations where the victim-offender relationship was unknown) and 
blacks by acquaintances. However, the number of white victims in Newark was 
extremely small. 

8 In Oakland, white homicide victims were most likely to be found in 
situations where their relationship with the assailant was unknown; blacks 
were more likely to be killed by acquaintances. 

e "Ashton" showed a rather different pattern, with white victims about 
equally distributed between family and stranger homicides, While the largest 
percentage of black victims was found in family homicides. 

• In Memphis, white victims were most frequent in family homicides and 
black victims were most frequent in acquaintance homicides. 

• In Dallas, whites were most often the victims of stranger homicide, 
while blacks were relatively more frequently the victims of family homicide. 

• Chicago followed the same pattern as Dallas, with whites most commonly 
the victims of stranger homicide and blacks most dominant in cases of family homicide. 
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• In St. Louis, white victims were relatively more common in cases of 
stranger homicide and blacks in cases where the victim-offender relationship 
was unknown. 

Drug and Alcohol Status of the Victim 

Medical examinet" offices in all cities perfot"m some toxicology lests on 
homicide victims. This information on dt"ug and alcohol status of victims is, 
as a rule, fat" mot"e reliable and accurate than that to be found at police 
departments. Accot"dingly, the infot"mation for this section was drawn ft"om 
medical examiner records rathet" than police t"ecords. 

In all cities the victim was tested for alcohol; in Newark the test was 
fer brain alcohol rathet" than blood alcohol level, as was the case in the 
other seven cities. The extensiveness of testing for other drugs varied from 
city to city. Generally speaking few victims had drugs othet" than alcohol or 
narcotics in their systems at the time of death. 

The percentage of victims testing positive for alcohol varied signifi­
cantly from city to city, with a low of 38.4 percent in Philadelphia and a 
high of 62 percent in Memphis. When alcohol use was analyzed by victim­
offender relationship, however, there appeared to be no systematic connection 
between alcohol use by the victim and his or her relationship to the offender. 

Drug use by victims also showed substantial variations by city. While 
only 6.2 percent of victims in seven of the cities died with narcotics in 
their systems the percentage was substantially higher in Oakland (18.5 per­
cent) and New~rk (11.8 percent). ("Ashton" was dropped from thiR analysis 
because only eight victims in that city were tested for nar:o~ics ~se:) The 
two southern cities showed extremely low percentages of hom~c~de v~ct~ms 
testing positive for narcotics: 1.7 percent in Dallas and 1.9 percent in 
Memphis. 

Generally speaking, few homicide victims died with drugs in their systems; 
those who did, tended to be narcotics users rather than users of amphetamines 
and barbituates. 

Table 3-10 shows narcotics use by homicide victims in the eight cities, 
controlled for type of homicide. In all cases, the figure shows the percen­
tage of victims testing positive for narcotics. 

In Philadelphia, Newark, and Chicago, narcotics users were relatively 
more frequent among the victims of acquaintance homicide ~nd in cas'7s where 
the victim-offender relationship was unknown. In St. Lou~s, narcot~cs users 
were about equally prevalent in family homicides, acquaintance homicides, and 
cases where the relationship was unknown. In Oakland, narcotics users were 
most frequently found as victims of acquaintance homicide, with family homi­
cide second. In none of the five cities which had sufficient numbers of cases 
for analysis did stranger homicide show large victim frequencies of narcotic 
use. 

19 



CONCLUSIONS 

The analysis of homicide victimization data suggests the following 
conclusions: 

o For the nation and its four regions over the eleven-year period, the 
highest rate of victimization occurred for the 20-29 age group. In 
the Western region, there was a linear increase in homicide victimiza­
tion for this age group from 1968 through 1978. Nationally and in the 
other three regions, the victimization trend for this group showed an 
increase until the middle 1970s, a brief decline, and then an increase 
to 1978. Both in the nation and in the regions, the oldest (65+) and 
youngest (0-14) age groups had the lowest homicide victimization 
rates. 

o For the nation and the regions, the victims of family homicide tended 
to be older than the victims of acquaintance or stranger homicide; in 
the cities, however, the reverse was true. 

• The percentage distribution of male and female victims remained fairly 
constant over the eleven-year period, at approximately 75 percent male 
and 25 percent female, for the nation and two regions, with female 
victimization slightly lower in the South and slighter higher in the 
West. 

• In the national, regional, and city data, female victimization was 
much more prevalent in family homicide than in acquaintance or 
stranger homicide. Hmv-ever, even in family homicide, male vic­
timization was generally predominant. 

• With respect to racial distribution, the percentage of black homicide 
victims declined over the eleven-year period, while the percentage of 
white homicide victims increased. However, blacks were still much 
more likely than whites to become homicide victims, given their 
smaller population size. 

• In the national and most regional data, white victims predominated in 
family and stranger homicides, while in acquaintance homicides, a 
majority of the victims were black. In the Western region, however, 
white victims were predominant in all three types of homicide. 

• The city data agreed with the national and regional data with regard 
to the race of the victim in cases of stranger homicide and acquain­
tance homicide, but the race of the victim was more evenly divided in 
cases of family homicide. 

• Cities varied significantly with respect to al~ohol usage by victims, 
with the Southern cities having higher percentages of victims dying 
with alcohol in their systems, and the Northeastern cities and Oakland 
having lower percentages. 
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• Cities also varied significantly with respect to narcotics usage by 
victims, with Oakland and Newark having the highest numbers in this 
sample and Memphis the 10l~est. In the cities, few drug users were 
found among the victims of family homicide or stranger homicide; when 
a drug user was a victim) he or she was most likely to be the victim 
of acquaintance homicide. 
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TABLE 3-1. AGE OF HOMICIDE VICTIMS IN THE NATION, 1968-1978 
(rates per 100,000 age-specific population) 

Age of Victim 

Age Total 0-14 15-19 20-29 30-49 50-64 65+ Unknown Victims Year Freq. Rate Freq. ~ Freq. ~ Freq. ~ Freq. ~ Freq. Rate Freq. Rate Freq. ~ - -1968 511 0.9 954 5.3 3,174 1l.5 4,770 10.2 1,629 5.7 645 3.4 272 --- 1l,955 6.0 1969 .HI 1.0 1,123 6.1 3,537 12.2 5,i?n9 10.8 1,701 5.8 656 3.4 321 --- 12,918 6.4 1970 542 0.9 1,096 5.8 3,740 12.5 4,839 10.4 1,800 6.6 715 3.6 307 --- Ll,039 6.4 1971 669 1.1 1,275 6.6 4,547 14.4 5,700 12.2 1,983 6.6 821 4.1 327 --- 15,322 7.4 1972 621 1.1 1,340 6.7 4,814 14.7 5,871 12.5 2,059 6.7 816 3.9 311 --- i5~832 7.6 1973 869 1.6 1,476 7.2 5,140 15.3 6,177 13.0 2,219 7.1 996 4.7 246 --- 17,123 8.2 1974 816 1.5 1,716 8.3 5,681 16.4 6,597 13.1 2,478 7.9 1,051 4.8 293 --- 18,632 8.8 1975 840 1.6 1,604 7.7 5,662 15.8 6,550 13.5 2,480 7.8 1,187 5.3 319 --- 18,642 8.8 1976 838 1.6 1,414 6.7 5,148 13.9 5,685 11.6 2,221 6.9 1,085 4.7 217 --- 16,608 7.7 1977 920 1.8 1,639 7.8 5,625 15.0 6,158 12.2 2,351 7.3 1~1l3 4.7 228 --- 18,034 8.3 1978 952 1.9 1,618 7.7 6, n'l 16.0 6,364 12.3 .2,316 7.1 1,095 4.6 253 --- 18) 715 8.6 . 
Sources: (a) FBI, pnifor~ Crime Reports, Supplementary Homicide Reports, 1968-1978. 

(b) Age-specific population estimates used for calculating rates are from: U.S. Bureau of the 
Census, Current Population ~eports, Series P-25, 1968-1978. 
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TABLE 3-1. AGE OF HOMICIDE VICTIMS IN THE NATIO~, 1968-1978 
(rates per 100,000 age-specific population) 

Age of Victim 

Age Total 15-19 20-29 30-49 50-64 65+ Unknown Vicdms Year Freq. Rate Freq. Rate Freq. Rate Freq. Rate Freq. Rate Freq. Ra~e Freq. Rate Freq. 

1968 511 0.9 954 5.3 3,174 11.5 4,770 10.2 1,629 5.7 645 3.4 272 --- 11,955 
1969 571 1.0 1,123 6.1 3,537 12,,2 5$009 10.8 1,701 5.8 656 3.4 321 --- 12,918 
1970 542 0.9 1,096 5.8 3,740 12.5 4,839 10.4 1,800 6.6 715 3.6 307 --- 13,039 
1971 669 1.1 1,275 6.6 4,547 14.4 5,700 12.2 1,983 6.6 821 4.1 327 ...--- 15,322 
1972 621 1.1 1,340 6.7 4,814 14.7 5,871 12.5 2,059 6.7 816 3.9 311 --- , 15,832 
1973 869 1.6 1,476 7.2 5,140 15.3 6,177 13.0 2,219 7.1 . 996 4.7 246 --- 17,123 
1974 816 1.5 1,716 8.3 5,681 16.4 6,597 13.7 2,478 7.9 1,051 4.8 293 --- 18,632 

\, 

1975 840 1.6 1,604 7.71 5 '662 15.8 6,550 13.5 2,480 7.8 1,187 5.3 319 --- 18,642 
1976 838 1.6 1,414 6.7 5,148 13.9 5,685 11.6 2,221 6.9 1,085 4.7 217 --- 16,608 
1977 920 1.8 1,639 7.8 5,625 15.0 6,158 12.2 2,351 7.3 1,113 4.7 228 --- 18,034 
1978 952 1.9 1,618 7.7 6,117 16.0 6,364 12.3 2,316 7.1 1,095 4.6 253 --- 18,715 

Sources: (a) FBI, Uniform Crime Reports, Supplementary Hc:)micide Reports, 1968-1978. 
(b) Age-specific population estimates used fOlr (:~alcuillting rates are from: U.S. Bureau of the 

Census, Current Population Repo:r:: ts , Series 1:'-25, 19168-1978. 
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TABLE 3-3. RACE OF HOMICIDE VICTIMS IN THE NATION, 1968-1978 

f 
-.. -

Race of Victim 

I I 
White u1 .. ~t, Other Race Race Unknown Total Victims .&..1I ..... u."""-

Year Frequency % Frequency OJ( Frequency % Freg,uencl % !'requency % -- - !!. - - -
1968 5,449 45.6 6,351 53.1 120 1.0 35 0.3 11,955 100.0 

1969 5,740 44.4 6,984 54.1 158 1.2 36 0.3 12,918 100.0 

1970 5,812 44.6 7,065 54.2 130 1.0 32 0.3 13,039 100.1 

1971 6,840 44.6 8,238 53.8 207 1.4 37 0.2 15,322 100.0 

1972 7,158 45.2 8,422 53.2 .238 1.5 14 0.1 15,832 100.0 

1973 8,031 46.9 8,863 51.8 212 1.2 17 0.1 17,123 100.0 

1974 9,034 48.5 9,266 49.7 306 1.6 26 0.1 18,632 99.9 

1975 9,463 50.8 8,831 47.4 298 1.6 50 0.3 18,642 100.1 

1976 8,475 51.0 7,732 46.6 345 2.1 56 0.3 16,608 100.0 

1977 9,470 52.5 8,176 45.3 - 358 2.0 30 0.2 18,034 100.0 

1978 10, III 54.0 8,201 43.8 352 1.9 51 0.3 18,71.5 100.0 

Source: FBI, Uniform £rime ~eports, Supplementary Homicide Reports, 1968-1978. 

Notes: Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 
"Other Race" includes American Indians or Alaskan Natives; Asians or Pacific Islanders; and 
persons of Hispanic origin. 
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l ote~: Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 
"Other Race" includes American Indians or Alaskan Natives' Asians or Pa(~ific Islanders; and 
persons of Hispanic origin. ' 

TABLE 3-4. MEDIAN AGE OF VICTIMS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN THE NATION, 1978 

Type of Homicide 
Family Acquaintance Stranger 
Homicide Homicide Homicide Type Unknown Total Homicides 

Median Number of Median Number of Median Number of Median Number of Median Number. of Median 
Age Victims Age Victims Age Victims Age Victims Age Victims -

3,485 33 6,998 30 2,503 31 5,476 30 18,462 

-
TABLE 3-5. SEX OF VICTIMS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN THE NATION, 1978 

T~ee of Homicide 
Family Acquaintance Stranger 
Homicide Homicide Homicide Type Unknown Total 

Sex Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. - - - - -
Male 1,982 56.7 5,677 80.5 2,141 84.5 4,452 79.0 14,252 
Female 1,510 43.2 1,366 19.4 388 15.3 1,177 2.0.9 4,441 
Sex UnknoWI! 2 0.1 6 0.1 5 0.2 9 0.2 22 
Total 3,494 100.0 7,049 100.0 2,534 100.0 5,638 100.1 18,715 

TABLE 3.6. RACE OF VICTIMS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN THE NATION, 1978 

i Type of Homicide 
Family Acquaintance Stranger 
Homicide Homicide Homicide Type Unknown Total 

Race Freq. % Freg. % Freq. % Freg. % Freg. -- - - -
White 1,906 54.6 3,183 45.2 1,631 64.4 3,391 60.2 10,111 
Black 1,525 l~3. 7 3,7l.8 53.2 830 32.8 2,098 37~2 8,201 
Other Race 60 1.7 106 1.5 67 2.6 119 2.1 352 
Race Unknown 3 0.1 12 0.2 6 0.2 30 0.5 51 
Total I~ 3,494 100.1 7,049 100.1 2,534 100.0 5,638 100.0 18,715 

Source: 
Note: 

FBI, Uniform Crime Reeorts, Supplementary Homicide Reports, 1978. 
Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 
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TABLE 3-7. MEDIAN AGE OF VICTIMS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITIES, 1978 

Type of Homicide 

."-

Family Acquaintance Stranger 
Homicide Homicide Homicide Type Unknown Total Homicides 

City Median Age Median Age Median Age Median Age # Median Age 

Phila. 37.0 28.8 :H.8 30.9 362 30.3 

Newat'k 23.0 32.5 37.2 27.5 102 32.9 

Chicago 25.4 28.6 30.2 31.0 98 28.6 

St. Louis 35.2 26.2 36.8 30.5 90 28.6 

Memphis 31.5 28.5 32.0 30.0 116 30.6 

Dallas 25.5 29.0 25.9 33.5 223 28.3 

Oakland 25.0 31.8 30.5 29.0 423 30.0 

"Ashton" 32.0 29.5 36.2 28.5 207 30.2 
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TABLE 3-8. SEX OF VICTIMS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITIES, 1978 

Type of Homicide 
Victim 
Sex Family Acquaintance Stranger Type 
by City Homicide Humicide Homicide Unknown 

1F % 1F % 1F % iF % 
Phila. - .- - - -

Male 26 56.5 114 82.6 90 84.9 62 86.1 
Female 20 43.5 24 17.4 16 15.1 10 13.9 
Total 46 100.0 138 100.0 106 100.0 72 100.0 

Newark 
Male 10 76.9 24 75.0 25 89.3 26 89.7 
Female 3 23.1 8 25.0 3 10.7 :3 10.3 
Total 13 100.0 32 100.0 28 100.0 29 100.0 

Chicago 
Male 43 70.5 179 86.9 82 89.1 52 81.3 
Female 18 29.5 27 13.1 10 10.9 i2. 18.8 
Total 61 100.0 206 100.0 92 100.0 64 100.1 

St. Louis 
Male 20 74.1 83 90.2 32 86.5 45 88.2 
Female 7 25.9 9 9.8 5 13.5 6 11.8 
Total 27 100.0 92 100.0 37 100.0 51 100.0 

Memphis 
Male 12 75.0 57 83.8 19 82.6 6 67.7 
Female 4 25.0 11 16.2 4 17.4 3 33.3 
Total J.6 100.0 68 100.0 23 100.0 9 100.0 

Dallas 
Male 32 72.7 78 82.1 58 92.1 30 96.8 
Female 12 27.3 17 17.9 5 7.9 1 3.2 
Total 44 100.0 95 100.0 63 100.0 31 100.0 

Oakland 
Male 6 54.5 44 86.3 13 92.~ 13 59.1 
Female 5 45.5 7 13.7 1 7.1 9 40.9 
Total 11 100.0 51 100.0 14 100.0 22 100.0 

"Ashton" 
Male 12 63.2 28 73.7 20 95.2 11 91.7 
Female 7 36.8 10 26.3 1 4.8 1 8.3 
Total 19 100.0 38 100.0 21 100.0 12 100.0 

I 
Total Cities 

Male 161 67.9 601 84.3 339 88.3 245 84.5 
Female 76 32.1 113 15.7 45 11. 7 45 15.5 
Total 237 1~0.0 720 100.0 384 100.0 290 100.0 

" 

Note: Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to roun'ding. 
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Total 
Homicides 

1F % -
292 80.7 

70 19.3 
362 100.0 

85 83.3 
17 16.7 

102 100.0 

356 84.2 
67 ... n 

l.:>.o 

423 100.0 

180 87.0 
27 13.0 

207 100.0 

94 81.0 
22 1~.0 

116 100.0 

198 85.0 
35 15.0 

233 100.0 

76 77 .6 
22 22.4 
98 100.0 

71 78.9 
19 21.1 
90 100.0 

1,352 82.9 
279 17.1 

1,631 100.0 
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TABLE 3-9. RACE OF HOMICIDE VICTIMS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITIES, 1978 

- -
• Victimization 

Rate (per Type of Homicide 
100,000 race-

Victim Race spe.cific 
by City population) Family Acql,aintance Stranger Type Total 

Homicide Homicide Homicide Unknolm Homicides 
~ :fJ: % :fJ: % :fJ: % :fI: % ! % 

Philadelphia - - -
White 7.8 12 26.1 22 15.9 29 27.4 14 .19.4 77 21.3 
Black 38.9 30 65.2 103 74.6 64 60.1. 52 72.2 249 68.8 
Other 54.3 4 8.7 13 9.4 13 12.3 6 8.3 36 9.9 Total -- 46 12.7 138 :i8.1 106 29.3 72 19.9 362 100.0 

Newark 
White 9.9 1 7.7 0 0 4 14.3 5 17.2 10 9.8 

" Black 39.,6 10 76.9 26 81.3 20 71.4 20 69.0 76 74.5 
N Other 44.3 2 15.4 6 18.8 4 14.3 4 13.8 16 15.7 i co Total -- 13 12.7 32 31.4, 28 27.5 29 28.4 102 100.0 I 

o .. 

" Chicago 
'. , White 5.0 4 6.6 19 9~2 33 35.9 19 29.7 75 17.7 " 

Black 22.5 52 85.2 154 ~. n 46 50.0 29 45.3 281 66.4 /4,,0 
Other 21.1 5 8.2 33 16.0 13 14.1 16 25.0 67 15.8 
Total -- 61 14.4 206 48.7 92 21. 7 64 15.1 423 99.9 \ . St. Louis 
White 14.4 4 14.8 14 15.2 13 35.1 4 7.8 35 16.9 

" ~J Black 83.3 23 85.2 78 84.8 24 64.9 47 92.2 172 83.1 Other 00.0 I 0 00.0 0 00.0 0 00.0 0 00.0 a 00.0 -" Total -- 27 13.0 92 44.4 37 17.9 51 24.6 207 100.0 

'. Memphis 
~'hite 7.8 '8 50.0 7 10.3 8 34.8 3 33.3 26 22.4 . Black 

I 
29.2 ;8 50.0 61 89.7 15 65.2 6 66.7 90 77.6 Other 00.0 I a 00.0 0 00.0 a 00.0 a 00.0 a 00.0 Total -- I, 16 )3.,A ~R C;A t:. ?~ III st • 0 ., ., , Hi '<:~ - 9 -

.. 
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Other 00.0 0 00.0 . ;) 0 00.0 0 00.0 0 00.0 0 00.0 Total 16 13.8 68 58.6 23 19.8 9 7.8 116 100.0 

TABLE 3-9. RACE OF HOMICIDE VICTIMS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITIES, 1978 (cont'd) 

--
Vic timization 
Rate (per Type of Homicide 
100,000 race-

Victim Racta specific 
by City population) Family Acquaintance Stranger Type Total 

Homicide Homicide Homicide Unknown Homicides - :fI: :iF :fI: 1F Rate % % % ! % % Dallas - - -
White 12.4 8 18.2. 25 26.3 28 44.4 8 25.8 69 29.6 Black 46.7 30 68.2 57 60.0 24 38.1 13 41.9 124 53.2 Otner 48.1 6 13.6 13 13.7 11 17.5 10 32.3 40 17.2 Total -- 44 18.9 95 40.8 63 27.0 31 13.3 233 100.0 

Oakland 
l'lbite 19.3 2 18.2 6 11.8 4 28.6 13 59.1 25 25.5 Black 38.9 8 72.7 40 78.4 9 64.3 5 22.7 62 63.3 Other 21.8 , 9.1 5 9.6 1 7.1 4 18.2 11 11.2 .L 

Total -- 11 11. 2 • 51 52.0 14 14.3 22 22.4 98 100.0 

"Ashton" 
White 6.7 11 57.9 19 50.0 12 57.1 1 8.3 43 47.8 Black 45.1 6 31.6 8 21.1 2 9.5 1 8.3 17 18.9 Other 35.2 2 10.5 11 28.9 7 33.3 10 83.3 30 33.3 Total -- 19 21.1. 38 42.2 21 23.3 12 13.3 90 100.0 

Total Cities 
White -- 50 21.1 112 15.6 131 34.1 67 23.1 360 22.0 Black _ .. 167 70.5 527 73.2 204 53.1 173 59.7 1,071 65.7 Other -- 20 8.4 81 11.2 49 12.8 50 17.2 200 12.3 Total -- 237 100.0 720 100.0 384 100.0 290 100.0 1,631 100.0 

Source: 

Note: 

Population estimates used in calculating rates are from U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1980 
Preliminary Census ~. 
Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 
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TABLE 3-10. VICTIMS WITH NARCOTICS IN SYSTEM AT TIME OF D.EATH IN THREE TYPES 
OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITIES, 1978 

I Type of Homicide 

Family Acquaintance Stranger Type Total % of all City Homicide Homicide Homicide Unknown Narcotics Homicides 
Homicides 

# % #: % 41 % # % # % - - - - - - -

9~61 
- -

Phila. 
1 

0 0.0 I 16 13 .3 1 1.1 6 23 7.2 . 
Newark 0 0.0 3 9.7 0 0.0 6 21.4 9 9.3 

Chicago 1 1.6 14 6.9 3 3.4 5 7.9 24 5.5 

St. Louis 1 3.8 4 4.4 0 0.0 2. 3.9 7 3.4 
Memphis 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.3 1 11.1 2 1.7 
Dallas 0 0.0 1 1.1 1 1.6 1 3.2 3 1.3 
Oakland 1 11.1 12 24.0 1 7.1 1 4.5 15 15.9 
IIAshton" Too few cases tested for i~alYsis* J I 
Source: Medical examiners' data, 1978~ 

Notes: 

zz 

Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 

In 7 of the 8 cities a large percentage of homicide victims were 
tested for narcotics. ,In "Ashton" hQwever, only 8 victims were 
t.ested. B~cause of thl.S small number, "Ashton" was eliminated 
from this analysis. 
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CHAPTER 4 - CHARACTERISTICS OF THE HOMICIDE OFFENDER 

OFFENDER CHARACTERISTICS IN THE NATION AND REGIONS 

Age of the Offender 

Table 4-1 presents the age distribution of homicide offenders for the 
nation from 1968-1978. The table sh·QWS that, just as for homicide victimiza­
tion, the highest rates of homicide offending occurred in the 20-29 age group, 
which ranged from 14.2 (per 100,000 age-specific population) in 1968 to 19.6 
in 1978. The lowest rates occurred in the oldest (65+) and youngest (0-14) age 
groups. Homicide offenders, however, were slightly younger than their vic­
tims. While the peak victimization period spanned the 20-29 and 30-49 age 
groups, the highest rates of offending were found in the 15-19 and 20-29 age 
groups. 

Regarding trends over time, little change occurred in the rates clf 
offending for the 0-14, 50-64, and 65+ age groups between 1968 and 1978. 
However, the three groups with the highest offending rates (15-19, 20-29, and 
30-49) showed substantial increases from 1968 to 1972, followed by annual up­
and-down fluctuations through 1978. Over the eleven-year period, offending 
rate increase ranged from 35 to more than 45 percent for these three high­
offending groups. 

All four regions followed the national pattern with respect to the rela­
tive distribution of offenders among the various age categories, with the 20-
29 age group having the highest rates and with the peak offending ages b~ing 
the 15-19, 20-29. and 30-49 groups. The regions differed, however, in their 
absolute levels of homicide offenses. The Southern region had the highest 
levels in ail three high-offending age groups, followed by the North Central, 
Northeastern, and Western regions, in that order. Regional differences also 
existed in trends over time. For example, while the Northeastern, Notc.h 
Central, and Western regions generally followed the national pattern for the 
higbest offending (20-29) age group~-an initial increase, followed by up and 
down fluctuations--the Southern region ~howed a more consistently increasing 
annual trend over the eleven-year period. Overall, however, all four regions 
showed an increase in rate of offending for the 20-29 age group from 1968 to 
1978. 

Sex of the Offender 

With respect to offenders' sex (Table 4-2), males predominated throughout 
the period studied. Both nationally and for the regions, males accounted for 
between 80 percent and 90 percent of the annual homicide arrests. While both 
male and female arrests increased over the eleven-year period, the incr.ease 
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was greater for males, so that the proportion of female arrests decreased 
between 1968 and 1978. 

Race of the Offender 

Table 4-3 presents the racial distribution of offenders for the nation 
from 1968 to 1978. As the table shows, throughout the eleven-year period, 
blacks accounted for a greater percentage of offender arrests than did whites-­
especially significant, given their smaller overall population size. While 
the proportion of "other race" offenders was twice as large as their victimi­
zation percentages, it was negligible compared with black and white offending. 

Paralleling the trend in black victimi~ation, the proportion of black 
offenders decreased over time. However. the decrease in relative black to 
white offending began later than the relative decrease in black victimization 
and started with a higher initial level. Thus, although black offending 
declined by 12 percent (from a high of 62 percent in 1971 to 50 percent in 
1~7~), ~hites never became predominant in offending, as they did in vic­
t~m~zat~on. 

Regional differences w~re found in the racial distribution of offenders 
as well as victims, again partly reflecting the racial distribution in the ' 
overall popUlation of each region. As was found for victims black offenders 
were most predominant in the North Central, Southern and No;theastern . . , 
reg~ons, w~th the Western region having a far smaller proportion of black 
offenders. In fact, while the other three regions followed the national pat­
tern of predominant black offending, the majority of offenders in the West 
were white. The Western region also differed from the other three in its 
greater proportion of "other race" offenders, again (as in victimization) 
ref~ecting its greater concentration of Orientals, Hispanics, and American 
Ind~ans. 

While all four regions showed decreases in relative black to white 
offending over the eleven-year period, they differed in the size of these 
declines. The Northeastern and Southern regions showed the greatest declines 
(0£ ~4 and 12 percent, respectively), followed by the West (with a 7 percent 
dec11ne) and the North Central region (with a decline of only 3 percent). 

Offender Characteristics and Type of Homicide 

Tables 4-4, 4-5, and 4-6 present homicide offender characteristics (age, 
sex, and race) for each type of homicide (victim-offender relationship) for 
the nation in 1978. 

As Table 4-4 shows, offenders in all three type of homicide were slightly 
younger than their victims. Family homicide offenders (like their victims) 
were oldest, with a median age of 32, followed by acquaintance and stranger 
homicide offenders, with median ages of 29 and 25, respectively. 

With respect to sex (Table 4-5), homicide offenders followed the same 
pattern as their victims. Males predominated as offenders in all three types 
of hom~cid~, but were ~uch more dominant in stranger and acquaintance homicide 
(const1tut~ng, respect1vely, 87.5 and 85.5 percent of offender arrests.) They 
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constituted only 65.4 percent of arrests in family homicide. Thus, the only 
type of homicide in which females were involved to any substantial degree-­
either as victims or as offenders--was family homicide, and even here their 
involvement was far less prevalent than that of males. 

National compa.riflons of offenders' race (Table 4-6) showed that white 
offenders were predominant in family homicide (accounting for 53 percent of 
the offender arrests), while blacks wet'e mot'e prevalent in ,Qcquailltance and 
stranger homicide (constituting 54 and 48 percent of the arrests, respec­
tively.) The racial distribution of offenders follo~ed that ot victims in 
family and acquaintance homicide, with both victims and offenders predomi­
nantly white in family homicide and black in acquaintance homicide. There was 
a reversal in stranger homicide, however, with blacks constituting a majority 
of the offenders, but only a minor.ity of the victims. 

The four regions generally followed the national pattern with respect to 
homicide offenders' age and sex J although offenders in the South were slightly 
older in all thre',a types of homicide than offenders in the othel:" regions. 
With respect to race, however, the West showed far less black offending than 
the Northeastern, North Central, and Southern regions or the nation as a 
whole. Like black victimization, black offending in the West was less than 
half as great as that of whites in all three types of homicide, due to the 
smaller proportion of blacks in the Western population. 

OFFENDER CHARACTERISTICS IN THE CITIES 

Age of the Offender 

In the cities in 1978, the 20-29 age group accoutlted for more than 40 
percent of all homicide arrests. Further, a significant portion of the 
offenders--approximately 20 percent overall--involved young offenders under 
the age of 20~ The cities with the youngest offenders ~ere Newark, Chicago, 
St. Louis, and "Ashton." Table 4-7 compares the median ages of offenders in 
each of the eight citi~s, with the median age in Jifferent types of homicide. 
The results were fairly con8i~tent across cities, showing a clear tendency for 
the median age of family homicide offenders to be oldest and that of stranger 
homicide offenders to be youngest. The major exception to this pattern was in 
Oakland where the oldeat offender median age was found in acquaintance homi-

~ d' eide, while family homicide offenders had the youngest me ~au age. 

When the mean ages of victim~ ~nd offenders were compared, the same pat­
tern became apparent as that found in the national data. In all types of 
homicide, while victims and offenders were fairly ~lose in age, the offenders 
tended to be slightly younger than their victims. This was especially true in 
cases of stranger homicide, in which the age disparity between victim and 
offender was greater and more consistent across cities. 

Sex of the Offender 

As Table 4-8 shows, in all eight cities, males greatly outnumbered 
females as homicide offenders, typically amounting to more than 80 percent of 
the total. Consistent with the national data, when a woman was a homicide 
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offender she was most likely to kill a fami·ly member, usually a spouse. In 
several cities, indeed, women necrly made up a majority of family homicide 
arrests. These cities were Oakland (50 percent female offenders in cases of 
family homicide), Newark (46.2 percent), and Chicago (49.2 percent). Outside 
of the family, males made up the overwhelming majority of homicide offenders, 
almost exclusively so in the case of stranger homicide. 

Race of the Offender 

Table 4-9 presents rates of homicide offenders, by race, in the eight 
cities, as well as the percentage figures by race for the three categories of 
homicide. Both a percentage analysis and an analysis based on rates were 
done. In terms ~f P€Yc€nt~ge, blacks constitu~ed a majority of homicide 
offenders in all cities except IIAshton,iI where 84 percent of the population is 
white. When the figur~s were convs?ted to rates using race-specific popula­
~ion bases, in ~ll eight cities the arrest rate was highest among blacks, 
lowest among wh1tes, and intermediate among "other races." When victim data 
were compared to offender data, members of "other rac~'! exhibited much higher 
rates of victimization than of offending. 

In six of the cities. offender racial differences among the three types 
of homicide were small. In these cities--Philadelphia, Newark, Chicago, St. 
Louis, Dallas, and Oakland--blacks accounted for the largest share of homicide 
offenders in all three categories. The two exceptions to this pattern were 
Memphis and "Ashton." In both cities, whites accounted for a large or domi­
nant share of arrests for family homicide; in "Ashton," offenders of other 
races accounted for a significant share of arrests for acquaintance and 
stranger homicide. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Analysis of the characteristics of the homicide offender for the nation, 
the regions, and eight cities suggests the following conclusions: 

• The 20-29 age group had the highest homicide offending rates over the 
eleven-year period in the nation, regions, and cities. Approximately 
40 percent of all arrested offenllers were in this 20-29 age group and 
up to 20 percent were even younger. While the 20-29 group contained 
the highest rates for both victims and offenders, offenders were 
slightly younger than their victims overall. 

o For the nation, th~ regions, and the eight cities, the oldest offen­
ders were found in canes o~ family homicide, while the youngest offen­
ders were f0und in cases of stranger homicide. 

• In the nation, region, and cities, males generally accounted for over 
80 percent of all offender arrests. Both male and femal~ arrests 
increased in the nation and regions over the eleven-yea~ period, with 
the rate for males showing a relatively larger incr€as~. 

• Women were relatively more likely to be offenders in cases of family 
homicide, although nationally and in most of the cities they consti­
tuted a mino,ity of the arre9ts even in this category. These findings 
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paralleled the findings for female victimization, which was also 
greater in family than in acquaintance or stranger homicide. 

• Both nationally and in the cities, homicide offenders were dispro­
portionately black. However, national trends over time showed that, 
although arrests had increased from 1968-1978 nationally for both 
blacks and whites, the proportion of black to white offenders had 
decreased by 12 percent during Lhis period. 

• In the national and regional data, white offenders were generally 
predominant in cases of family homicide, while black offenders pre­
dominated in acquaintance and strang~r homicides. In the cities, 
howev€y, blacks generally w~re the predominanL offenders in all three 
types of homicide. 
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TABLE 4;1. AGE OF HOMICIDE OFFENDERS IN THE NATION, 1968-1978 
(rate per 100,000 age-specific population) 

Age of Offenders 

15-19 

-

Age Total 20-29 30-49 50-64 65+ Unknown Offenderfl Year Freq. Rate Freq. Rate Freq. Rate Freq. Rate Freq. Rate Freq. Rate Freq. Rate Freq. -- -- -- -
1968 164 0.3 1,866 10.3 3,918 14.2 3,606 7.7 825 2,,9 202 1.1 2 --- 10,583 
1969 161 0.3 2,148 11.7 4,675 16.1 3,817 8.2 905 3.1 216 1.1 5 --- 11,927 
1970 187 0.3 2,477 13.0 5,017 16.8 4)094 8.8 999 3.4 233 1.2 6 --- 13,013 
1971 190 0.3 2,731 14.0 5,922 18.7 4,552 9.8 1,079 3.6 219 1.1 ° --- 14,693 
1972 482 0.9 3,tHS lS.0 6,289 19,.2 4,789 10.2 .1,010 3.3 284 1.4 13 --- lS,882 
1973 234 0.4 3,074 lS.0 6,452 19.2 4,706 9.9 1,028 3.3 275 1.3 0 --- lS,769 
1974 224 0.4 2,960 14.3 6,603 19.1 4,S12 9.4 1,027 3.3 261 1.2 15 --- IS ,602 
1975 163 0.3 2,708 12.9 ' 6,362 17.7 4,241 8.8 913 2.9 240 1.1 8 --- 14,635 
1976 209 0.4 3,045 14.4 6,714 18.1 4,407 900 1,011 3.2 245 1.1 4 --- IS,635 
1977 196 0.4 2,790 13.2 6,414 17.1 4,457 8.9 955 3.0 228 1.0 4 --- 15,044 
1978 229 0.5 3,165 lS.1 7,489 19.6 5,364 10.4 1,118 3.4 267 1.1 6 --- 17,638 

.= 

Sources: (a) FBI, Uniform Crime Reports, Age, Sex, and Race of Arrested Persons Reports; 1968-1978. 
(b) Age-specific population estimates used for calculating rates are from: U.S. Bureau of the 

Census, Curren~-poPulation Reports, Series P-25; 1968':'1978. 
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TABLE 4-2. SEX OF HOMICIDE OFFENDERS IN THE NATION, 1968-1978 

Sex of Offender 

-
Male Female Total Offenders 

Year Freguenc~ Percent Freguenc~ Percent Freguenc~ Percent 
i 

I ~. 
'I 1968 8,888 84.0 1,695 16.0 10,583 100.0 ~ 

I t ~ 1969 10,117 84.8 1,810 15.2 11,927 100.0 
~-

1970 11,009 84.6 2,Oi,k} 15.4 13,013 100.0 

1971 12,305 83.7 2,388 16.3 14,6!:>3 100.0 

1972 13,293 83.7 2,589 16.3 15,882 100.0 

1973 13,408 85.0 2,361 15.0 15,769 100.0 

1974 13,327 85.4 2,275 14.6 15,602 100.0 

1975 12,384 84.6 2,251 15.4 14,635 100.0 

1976 13,422 85.8 2,213 14.2 15,635 100.0 

1977 12,867 85.5 2,177 14.5 15,044 
,,-, 

100.0 

1978 15,114 85.7 2,524 14.3 17,638 100.0 

Source: FBI, Uniform Crime Reports, Age, Sex, and Race of Arrested Persons 
Reports; 1968-1978. 
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TABLE 4-3. RACE OF HOMICIDE OFFENDERS IN THE NATION, 1968-1978 

Race of Offender 

Whit:~ Black Other Race Total Offenders 

~. ~~~-' % . 1f!:li· % Ireq • :t 

I 
Fi.'e:q. % - - I - -1968 3,643 37.8 5,774 53.9 229 ? ;. n L!../.L!. 100.1 I 

6o'''T 7,U'+0 

1969 I 3~897 36.0 6.693 61.8 'l,)J:. " '" 10,826 100.0 .. ~v ~.~ 

1970 I 4,427 38.9 6,715 59.0 244 2.1 11 ,386 100.0 
1971 4,792 35.7 3,323 62.0 316 2 .. 4 13,431 100.1 
1972 5,532 37.8 8,740 59.7 367 2.5 14,639 100.0 
1973 5,551 39.0 8,362 58.8 311 2.2 14,224 100.0 
1974 5,782 40.6 ~r ,982 56.0 489 3.4· 14,253 100.0 
1975 6,142 46.0 6,,915 51.8 281 2.1 13,338 99.9 
1976 6,400 44.4 7,621 52.9 393 2.7 14,414 100.0 
1977 6,820 45. lit 7,736 51.5 468 3.1 1.5,024 100.0 
1978 8,122 46.2 8,751 50.0 '711 4.0 17,590 100.2 

Source: FBI, Uniform Crim~ Reports, Age, Sex, and Race of Arrested Persons 
Reports; 1968-1978. 

Notes: Per.centages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 

"Other Race" includes American Indians or Alaskan Nativ'es, Asians or 
Pacific Islanders, and persons of Hispanic origin. 

.. 
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TABLE 4-4. MEDIAN AGE OF OFFENDERS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE, IN THE NATION, 1978 

Type of Homicide 
Family Acquaintance Stranger 
Homicide Homicide Homicide Type Unknown Total Homicides 

Median Number of Median Number of Median Number of Median Number of Median Number of Median 
Age Offenders Age Offenders Age Offenders Age Offenders !g~ Offenders Age 

3,431 32 6,815 29 2,196 25 1,452 25 13,894 28 
I - I 

TABLE 4-5. SEX OF OFFENDERS IN THREE TYPES OF IN T~ NATION, i978 I 
t 
I 

Type of Homicide 
_. _. 

"~-'--=I 

Family Acquaintance Stranger 
Homicide Homicide Homicide Type Unknown Total Homicides 

Sex Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % ~'req • % - - -
Male 2,243 65.4 6,435 85.5 2,825 87.5 1,916 32.5 13,419 66.8 
Female 1,167 34.0 946 12.6 155 4.8 145 2.5 2,413 12.0 
Sex Unknowr 21 0.6 145 1.9 247 7.7 3,831 65.0 4~244 21.1 'I) 

Total 3,431 100.0 7,526 100.0 3,227 100.0 5,892 100.0 20,076 99.9 

TABLE 4-6. RACE OF OFFENDERS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE, IN THE NATION, 1978 

- - Type of Homicide 
Family Acquaintance Stranger 
HODlicide Homicide Hotnicide Tyee Unknown Total Homicides 

Race Freq. % - Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. ! 

White 1,828 53.3 3,195 42.5 1,375 42.6 1,142 19.4 7,540 37.6 
Black 1,515 44.2 4,054 53.9 1,539 47.7 855 14.5 7,963 39.7 
Other Race 63 1.8 126 1.7 56 1.7 22 0.4 267 1.3 
Race Unknown 25 0.7 151 2.0 257 8.0 3,873 65.7 4,306 21.5 
Total I 3,431 100.0 7,526 100.1 3,227 100.0 5,892 100.0 20,076 100.1 

, 

Source: FBI, Uniform Crim~ Reports, Supplemehtary Homicide Reports, 1978. 
Note: Percentages may noil: sum to 100~O due to rounding. 
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TABLE 4-7. MEDIAN AGE OF OFFENDERS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT 
CITIES, 1978 

Type of Homicide 
" Family Acquaintance Stranger Total Homicide 

Homicide Homicide Homicide Offenders 

City Median Age Median Age Median Ag~ ...L Median Ag 

:t'hila. 34.8 29.1 26.5 244 28.6 

Newark 27.0 25.8 23.5 68 25.7 

Chicago 25.8 25.9 23.8 354 25.6 

St. Louis 33.0 25.2 23.0 145 25.9 

Memphis 31.5 28.2 23.8 103 28.3 

Dallas 36.7 27.2 24.0 202 26.8 

Oakland 24.0 31.8 27.0 66 28.9 

"Ashton" 30.0 25.2 21.5 j 72 25.5 
, 
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TABLE 4-8. SEX OF HOMICIDE OFFENDERS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT 
CITIES, 1978 

Of 
Se 

fender Type of Homicide 
lit Family Acquaintance Stranger 
~ 

Ph 

City Homicide Homicide Homicide -- ! % 1F % :# % 
Ua. - - - -
Male 31 72.1 119 88.1 62 100.0 
Female 12 27.9 16 11.9 0 0 
Total 43 17 .5 135 54.9 62 25.2 

Ne w,ark 
Mi!lle 7 53.8 24 77 .4 20 83.3 
F~~male 6 46.2 7 22.6 4 16.7 
T()tal 13 18.1 31 43.1 24 33.3 

Ch i<::ago 
Melile 31 50.8 176 86.7 85 95.5 
Female 30 49.2 27 13.3 4 4.5 
Total 61 16.6 203 55.2 89 24.2 

St • l'~ouis 
Male 18 66.7 77 93.9 33 97.1 
Female 9 33.3 5 6.1 1 2.9 
Tot,al 27 17.2 82 52.2 34 21.7 

Me mphis 
Male 10 62.5 61 89.7 20 90.9 
Female 6 37.5 7 10.3 2 9.1 
Total 16 14.7 68 62.4 22 20.2 

Da Uas 
Male 26 60.5 82 87.2 55 91.7 
Female 17 39.5 12 12.8 5 8.3 
Total 43 20.9 94 45.6 60 29.1 

Os kIana 
Male 5 50.0 38 86.4 9 ~O.O 

Female 5 50.0 6 13.6 1 10.0 
Total 10 14.1 4/.} 62.0 10 14.1 

shtonU 

Male 12 63.2 31 83.8 15 93.8

1 
Female 1 36.8 6 16.2 1 6.3 
Total 19 24.7 37 48.1 16 20.8 

I I I I 
Total Cities I -I I - . - -- 87.6 

I ___ 

Male 
1

140 60.31 608 299 94.::1 I 
Female "''' 11')1'\ ""! o..c. t 'l I. 18 ':/L ;:J? I QU ... £..,.-r S~7 

Total 232 1do.0 694 100.0 317 100.0 
i 

Type Total Homicide 
Unknown Offenders 

# % 1F % - - -
6 100.0 218 88.6 
0 0 28 11.4 
6 2.4 246 100.0 

4 100.0 55 76.4 
0 0 17 23.6 
4 5.6 72 100.0 

15 100.0 307 83.4 
0 0 61 16.6 

15 4.1 368 100.0 

14 100.0 llf2 90.4 
0 0 15 9.6 

14 8.9 157 100.0 

3 100.0 94 86.2 
0 0 15 13.8 
3 2.8 109 100.0 

8 88.9 171 83.0 
1 11.1 35 17.0 
9 4.4 206 100.0 

7 100.0 59 83.1 
0 0 12 16.9 
7 9.9 71 100.0 

5 100.0 63 81.8 
0 0 14 18.2 
5 6.5 77 100.0 

I 
. I 

62 84.9 98.4\ i,i09 
1 1.6 197 1 c: t 

~J'.L 

63 100.0 1,306 100.0 

Note: Pel~centages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 
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TABLE 4-9. RACE OF HOMICIDE OFFENDERS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITIES, 1978 

Offender 
Race by 
City 

Philadelphia 
White 
Black 
Other 
Total 

Newark 
White 
Black 
Other 
Total 

Chicago 
White 
Black 
Other 
Total 

St. Louis 
.t .... _ lY'h.LLe 

Black 
Other 
Total 

Memphis 
White 
Black 
Other 
Total 

I 

Offending Rate 
(per 100,000 
race-specific 
population) 

~ 

4.5 
28.6 
28.7 
--

1.9 
30.2 
30.5 
--

2.2 
22.6 
1Q r: 
4;T • ., 

.--

- -lJ.7 
,5.$.4 

0.0 

4.2 
30.2 
0.0 

I 

J.'amily 
Homicide 
11 -

11 
21 
5 

43 

1 
11 
1 

13 

4 
53 
4 

61 

4 
23 

h 
U 

27 

8 
8 
0 

16 

g 

" 

% 
... ~ 

25.6 
62.8 
11.6 
17.5 

7.7 
84.6 

7.7 
18.3 

6.6 
86.9 
6.6 

16.7 

14.8 
85.2 

() 
1., ., 
... r ."T;Jr 

50.0 
50.0 
0 

15.0 

Type of Homicide 

Acquaintance 
Homicide 
# 

22 
104 

9 
135 

0 
24 

6 ..... 
.:JU 

17 
150 
34 

201 

3 
64 
o 

67 

% -
16.3 
77.0 
6.7 

54.9 

0 
80.0 
20.0 
42.3 

8.5 
74.6 
16.9 
55.1 

13.4 
86.6 
o 

52.6 

4.5 
95.5 
o 

62.6 

I 

# 

11 
46 
5 

62 

1 
20 
3 

24 

9 
62 
18 
89 

3 
18 
o 

21 

Stranger 
Homicide 

! 
17.7 
74.2 
8.1 

25.2 

4~2 
8.3.3 
12.5 
33.8 

1O~1 
69.7 
20.2 
24.4 

~;:~ I 
o 

21.8 

14.3 
85.7 
o 

19.6 

Type Unknown Total Homicide 
Homicide 

! % 

0 0 
6 100.0 
0 0 
6 2.4 

0 0 
3 75.0 
1 .25eO 
4 5.6 

3 21.4 
5 35.7 
6 42.9 

14 .... 
,J.O 

1 7.7 
1? i\n ~ .... ;il4 • .:J 

0 0 
13 8.3 

() 0 
3 100.0 
0 0 
3 2.8 

t 

# 

44 
183 
19 

246 

2 
58 
!l 
71 

33 
270 
62 

J 365 

I. ~~ 
I ~.:J~ 156 
I 

I ~4 
J 

93 

10~ 

Offenders 

.; 

! 
17.9 
74.4 
7.7 

100.0 

.. 

2.8 
81.7 
15.5 

100.0 

9.0 
74.0 
17.0 

100.0 

13.5 
86.5 
o 

100.0 

13.1 
86.9 
o 

100.0 
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I 

\ 
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TABLE 4-9. RACE OF HOMICIDE OFFENDERS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN. EIGHT CITIES, 1978 (cont'd) 

Offending Rate Type of Homicide 
Offender (per 100,000 
Race by race-specific 
City population) Family Acquaintance Stranger Type Unknown Total Homicide 

Homicide Homicide Homicide Homicide Offenders Rate fI: % f!.. % :# % # % 11 - - -Dallas 
White 7.6 7 16.3 20 21.3 15 25.0 0 0 42 Black 48.9 30 69.8 60 63.8 33 55.0 7 77 .8 130 Other 40.8 6 14.0 14 14.9 12 20.0 2 22.2 34 Total -- 43 20.9 94 45.6 60 29.1 9 4.4 206 

Oakland 
White 8.5 2 20.0 '3 7.1 2 20.0 4 66.7 11 Black 30.8 7 70.0 32 76.2 8 80.0 2 33.3 49 Other 15.9 1 10.0 7 16.7 0 0 0 0 8 Total -- 10 14.7 42 61.8 10 14.7 6 8.8 68 

"Ashton" 
White 4.2 11 61.1 12 32.4 3 20.0 1 25.0 27 Black 61.0 6 33.3 12 32.4 5 33.3 0 0 23 Other 28.2 1 5.6 13 35.1 7 46.7 3 75.0 24 Total -- 18 24.3 37 50.0 15 20.3 4 5.4 74 

Total Cities 
White -- 48 20.8 88 12.8 49 15.6 9 15.3 194 Black -- 165 71.4 517 75.2 221 70.1 38 64.4 941 Other -- 18 7.8 83 12.0 45 14.3 12 20.3 158 Total -- 231 100.0 688 100.0 315 100.0 59 100.0 1,293 

Source: Population estimates used in calculating rates are from U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1980 
Preliminary Census Data. 

Note: Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 
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CHAPTER 5 - HOMICIDE WEAPONS 

HOMICIDE WEAPONS IN THE NATION AND REGIONS 

This chapter focuses on the weapons used in homicide, with weapons 
classified as handguns, long guns (generally rifles and shotguns), knives, 
other weapons (such as clubs or blunt objects), and--for the national data-­
strongarm forr.e (such as fists). 

Table 5-1 presents the national trends in homicide weapon use from 1968 
through 1978. By far, the most significant findffng was the consistent pr~­
dominance of firearms--and especially handguns--as the type of weapon used in 
homicide throught'lut the eleven-year period • Nationally, the proportion of 
homicides committed with handguns increased from 44 to 50 percent between 1968 
and 1974, followed by annual declines to 45 percent in 1978. 

The r~gi('ln"l fon owed the I)sme pattern, with firearms--and especially 
h<lndg1J~rs--again predominating ~s the weapon of choice in all four regions and 
overall eleven years. However, the proportionate contribution of handguns 
diff\~red from region to region, with the North Central and Southern regions 
havit~g P.. higher percentage of handgun use over the per.iod than the North­
eastern and ~~stern regions. While knives were used most often in the North­
east, where mo',re than a quarter of all homicides were committed with this 
weapon, ha~~guns increased in use over the eleven-yeal: period in this region 
and, as they did so, the use of knives decreased. The Northeast and West had 
the greatest percentage of homicides attributed to weapons other than guns and 
knives, althO.ugh in these--as in the other-~regionsJ both firearms and knives 
were more frequently us~d. 

Table 5-2 compares the types of weapons used in hmily) acquaintance I and 
stranger homicide for the Mtion in 1918. Again, fir~larms--and especially 
handguns--predominated as the weapon used in all threEl typeu of homicide. 
Moreover, handguns increased in predominance as the vJLctim-offender relation­
ship became more remote, with the greatest percentage of handgqn use (53 
percent) found in stranger homicide, follow~d by acquaintance hOl'nicide (with 
49 percent) ~nd, lastly, family homici4e (with only 4() percent). The use of 
long guns followed an opposite pattern, however; so that overall firearms use 
was approximately equal in all three homicioe types, as ~las the use of knives 
and other weapQns~ Firearms far outdistanced all other weapons, being used 
more than three times as often in each of the three types of homicide. 

Regional trends followed those 6f the nation with respect to incrE)asing 
handgun use from family to acquaintance to stranger homicide. However, the 
regiuns differed in the relative predominance of handgun use in each homicide 
type.. In family homicide, the Northeast was substantially lower than the 
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other regions in its use of handguns followed by the Western, :lorth Central, 
and Southern regions, in that order. These inter-regional differences pro­
gressively decreased in acquaintance and stranger homicide, however so that, 
in stranger homicide, handgun use was equal in the Northeastern and Western 
region~, with North Central and Southern handgun use only slightly higher. 

HOMICIDE WEAPONS IN THE CITIES 

Consistent with the national data, the largest percentage of homicides in 
most of the cities was committed with handguns. The exception was Newark, 
where knives were the favored homicide weapon by a narrow margin (35.2 percent 
knives, 34.1 percent handguns). Handguns alsoaceounted for less than a 
majority of all homicides in Philadelphia (48.8 percent) and "Ashton" (47.8 
perc,ent) " although even in these two cities they were the most common weapon. 
The two southern cities, Memphis and Dallas, registered the highest percentages 
of handgun use, 65.5 percent and 62.7 percent respectively. 

Table 5-3 compares city findings on weapon use by type of homicide. (In 
this table, rifles and shotguns are aggregated with handguns into a single 
variable, since long guns were too infrequently used to be separately classi­
fied. This may reflect an urban-rural difference, with city dwellers tending 
to buy handguns when purchasing weapons.) In five of the cities, there were 
significant differences among c8tegories as to what kind of weapon was used, 
with a general tendency for guns to be used more frequently outside the 
family, less frequently within the family. In Philadelphia and Oakland, for 
example, weapons in cases of family homicide were divided fairly evenly into 
firearms, knives and and others. Stranger homicide, by contrast, involved a 
d~amatically higher percentage of firearms use, 62.9 percent in Philadelphia 
and 71.4 percent in Oakland. In the other three cities, there was a decide~ 
tendency ft')r firearms to be used, whatever the type of homicide. This was 
especially true in the two southern cities, Memphis and Da11as, where over 
two-thirds of the homicides in each category were committed by firearms. 

"Ashton" appears to be somewhat atypical with respect to weapons use. 
Family homicides, acquaintance homicides, and those with unknown victim­
offender relationships all involved firearms in more than two-thirds of the 
cases. Stranger murders, by contrast, involved fire~rms in less than a 
majority of cases--42.9 percent~ the lowest frequency in the eight cities. 
Possibly this represents a unique fluctuation. The number of stranger homi­
cides in "Ashton" was small, and in some instances resulted from offenders 
setting fire to sleeping drunks, an unusual pattern which may have been unique 
to that year. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Analysis of the weapons used in homicide leads to the following 
conclusions: 

o Handguns were the most prevalent weapon used in homicides for the 
nation and the regions over the elevel'1=ysdr per10a. However, handgun 
use was more prevalent in the North Central and Southern regions than 
in the Northeastern and Western regions. 
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• In the nation and the regions in 1978, handguns 'Were (wi~h,~ne 'th 
exception) the favored weapon for all three types 0: h~m~c~fe, dW~ 
handguns increasing ;,n use with remoteness of the V~C.~11tr'-0 ene;r 

1 t ' h' That is handguns were most pr:eva.lent ~n strang re a ~ons J.p. ... , "d d 1 ast preva-
homicides, less prevalent in acquaintance hom~c~ e, an ,e the 
lent in family homicide (where they were surpassed by kn~ves as 
predominant homicide weapon in the Northeast). 

• In all of the cities except Newark, ~he largest 
cides involved handguns. Overall, f~rearms use 
southern eides, Memphis and ~allas, ~nd lowest 
easter.n cities, Newark and Phl.ladelphl.a. 

percent.age of homi­
was highest in the two 
in the two north-

. h t'on and regions there was • In five of the eight citie~, as l.~ ~d:sn~o~involve a vari~ty of 
a greater t~\Odency.f?~ faml.~Yi~~m~~~ family (and especially stranger 
weapons, wh11e hom1c1 es ou s , In the two southern 
homicides) were m~~e likely tdo i~vo~v: !~r~~:m~~micide weapon for all 
cities however, fJ.rearms pre oml.na e 
three ~ypes of homicide. 
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TABLE 5-1. lo7EAPONS USED IN HmlICIDE IN THE NATION, 1968-1978 

- -

HandJ;tun LonJ;t Gun 
Year Freq. % Freq. % 

1968 5,245 43.9 2,279 19.1 

1969 5~958 46.1 2,263 17 .5 

1970 6,025 46.2 2,378 18.3 

1971 7 j 150 46.7 2,703 1.7.7 

1972 7,890 49.8 2,489 15.7 

1973 8,405 49.1 2,844 16.6 

1974 9,336 50.1 3,138 16.9 

1975 8)767 47.0 3,294 17.6 

1976 7,649 46.1 2,945 17.7 

19n 8,074 44.8 3,199 17 .8 

" 

Type of Weapon 

Other Strongarm 
Knife Weapon Force 

Fr(~q • % Freq. ! Fre9.' I,V 

"" - -
2,340 19.6 1,343 11.2 628 5.3 

2,530 19.6 1,202 9.3 790 6.1 

2,429 18.6 1,213 9.3 811 6.2 

2,996 18.6 1,327 8.7 972 6.3 

2,974 18.8 1,407 8.9 916 S.8 -
2,985 17.4 1,486 8.7 1,064 6.2 

3,228 17.3 1,678 9~0 993 5.3 

3,245 17.41 1•904 10.21 1,117 6.0 

2,956 17.81,552 9.3/1,025 6.2 
J 

3,44,1 19.1 1,800 10.0 1,001 5.6 

-

Weapon 
Unknown Total 

Freq. % - Freq. % -
120 1.0 11,955 100.1 

175 1.4 12,918 100.0 

183 1.4 IJ,039 100.0 

174 1.1 15 3 322 100.1 

156 1.0 15~832 100:0 

339 2.0 17,123 100.0 

259 1.~ 18,632 100.0 

31.5 1.7 18,642 99.9 

481 2.9 16 J 608 100. o 

519 2.9 lS,034 100. 2 

2,SI 18 ,715 100.0 

Source: FBI, .l.!.niform Crime Reports, Supplementary Homicide Rept:.lrts .. 196~)-1978. 

Note; Percenta$~8 may not ~um to 100.0 du~ to rounding. 

,'-\ 

1 

'1 

'. 

1 

· 1 
• I 



= !!II 

TABLE 5-2. WEAPONS USED IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN THE NATION, 1978 I 
-, _. 

Type of Homicide 

Family Acquaintance Stranger 
Type of Homicide Homicide Homicide Type Unknown Total Homicides 

Weapon Freq. ! Ft'eq. % !J:eq. % Freq. % Freg.. % 

Handgun 1,394 39.9 3,428 48.6 1,342 53.(\ 2,332 41.4 8,496 45.4 

Long Gun 845 24.2 1,292 18.,3 352 13.9 925 16.5 3,414 18.3 

i 

Knife 579 16.6 1,381 19.6 432 17.1 1,134 20.1 3,526 18.8 

Other 
Weapon 274 7.8 509 7.2 212 8.4 697 12.4 1,692 9.0 

Strongartu 
Force 310 8.9 370 5.3 141 5.6 249 4.4 1,070 5.7 

'( 

Weapon .. 
Unknown 92 2.6 69 1.0 55 2.2 301 5.3 517 2.8 

Total 3,494 100.0 7,049 l\}ij.O 2,534 100.2 5,638 100.1 18,715 100.0 
.. 

\ 
Source: FBI, Uniform Q~ Reports, Supplementary Homicide Reports, 1978. 

Note~ Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 
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TABLE 5-3. WEAPONS USED IN THRElt TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITItsii.l; 1978 

-
Type of Homicide 

Type of 
Weapon Family Acquaintance Stranger Type Total 
bl CitX Homicide Homicide Homicide Unknown Homicides 

:fI: % :fI: % :fJ: % !!. % # % - - - -
Phila. 
Firearm 17 37.0 79 57.2 66 62.9 41 56.9 203 36.2 
Knife 14 30.4 47 34.1 19 18.1 15 20.8 95 26.3 
Other 15 32.6 12 8.7 20 19.0 16 22.2 63 17 .5 
Total 46 12.7 138 38.2 105 29.1 72 19.9 361 100.0 

Newark 
Firearm 4 30.8 10 31.3 ' 18 64.3 9 50.0 41 45.1 
Knife 2 15.4 16 50.0 8 28.6

1 

6 33.3 7? 'lr:: ') ..... ... Ij .. " 

uther 7 53.8 6 18.8 2 1~1 3 16.7 1,3 19.8 
Total 13 14.3 32 35.2 28 30.8

1 

18 19.8 91 100.1 

Chicago 
Firearm 25 41.7 139 67.5 62 67.4 36 58.1 262 62.4 
Knife 20 33.3 48 23.3 18 19~6 17 27.4 103 24.5 
Other 15 25.0 19 9.2 12 13.0 9 14.5 55 13.1 
Total 60 14.3 206 49.0 92 21.9 62 14.8 420 100.0 

St. Louis 
Firearm 17 65.4 71 77 .2 29 80.6 44 86.3 161 78.5 
Knife 6 23.1 16 17.4 1 2.8 3 5.9 26 12.7 
Other 3 11.5 5 5.4 6 16.7 4 7.8 18 B.8 
Total 26 12.7 92 '+4.9 36 17.6 51 24.9 205 100.0 

Memphis 
Firearm 12 75.0 53 77 .9 19 82.6 3 100.0 87 79.1 
Knife 4 25.0 11 16.2 2 8.7 0 0 17 15.5 
Other 0 0 4 5.9 2 8.7 0 0 6 5.5 
Total 16 14.5 68 61.8 23 20.9 3 2.7 110 100.1 

Dallas 
Firearm 30 68.2 70 73.7 48 76.2 23 74.2 171 73.4 
Knife 8 18.2 17 17.9 10 15.9 4 12.9 39 16.7 
Other 6 13.6 8 8.4 5 7.9 4 12.9 23 9.9 
Total 44 18.9 9',5 40.8 63 27.0 31 13.3 233 100.0 

Oakland 
Firearm 4 36.4 42 82.4 10 71.4 8 36.4 64 65.3 
Knife 3 27.3 6 11.8 2 14.3 4 18.2 15 15.3 
Other 4 36.4 3 5.9 2 14.3 10 45.5 19 19.4, 
Tota! 11 11 • .?' I 51 52.0 14 14.3 22 22.4 98 100.0 

l t I I I 
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WEAPONS USED IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITIES, 1978 
TABt,E 5-3. 

(cont'd) 

I 
Type of Homicide 

Type of Type Total 
Family Acquaintance Stranger Homicides Weapon Homicide Unknown 

by City Homicide Homicide 
% iF % 

! % iF ~ 1f: % iF 
-

"Ashton" 9 42.9 9 75.0 56 62.2 
Firearm 13 68.4 25 65.8 

1 8.3 19 21.1 
8 21.1 5 23,,8 

Knife 5 26.3 2 16.7 15 16.7 
5 13 .2 7 33.3 \ Other 1 5.3 12 13.3 90 100.0 

38 42.2 21 23.3 
Total 19 21.1 

Total , 

Cities 68.3 173 63.8 1,045 65.0 
Firearm 122 51.9 \ 489 67.9 261 

18.5 346 21.5 17 .0 SO 
Knife 62 16.4 169 23.5 65 

17.7 217 13.5 14.7 48 
51 21. 7 62 8.6 56 1,608 100.0 Other 100.0 271 100.0 

Total 235 100.0 120 100.0 382 
~ 

Note: Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to rounding. 
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CHAPTER 6 - FELONY CIRCUMSTANCES ASSOCIATED WITH HOMICIDE 

FELONY ASSOC~ATIONS IN THE NATION AND REGIONS 

Some homicides take place in the context of another felony, such as rob­
bery or rape. For the nation and the regions, informati()n on "felony circum­
stance" was not available from the Uniform Crime Reports before 1973; 
accordingly! the data in this section ~over only the period 197~-1978. 

Table 6-1 indicates that both felony and non-felony homicides varied only 
slightly over the six-year period, with robbery-homicide accounting for about 
10 percent of total homicides; rape-homicide, about 1 percent; other felonies, 
about 7 percent; and with non-felony homicides accounting for over two-thirds 
of the total. Both felony and non-felony homicides tended to increase 
slightly between 19'73 and 1975 or 1976 and then to decline slightly to 1978. 
This trend seemed to be associated with the number of homicides in 'which 
felony assoe.iation was "unknown," since this category reversed the previous 
pattern. 

In general, the four regions followed the national pattern with respect 
to their relative frequencies of the various felony-homieide types. However, 
there were some regional variations, with the Northeastern and North Central 
regions showing hi~her proporti~ns of robbery-homicide than did the Southern 
and Western regions and with the South somewhat lower in other felony- . 
homicides. There were also regional variations in non-felony homicide

l 
which 

were proportionately highest in the South and lowest in the N~rtneast. 
Overall, the South had the highest total number of homicides--about twice the 
frequency occurring in any other ~~gion. 

Felony Associations and Type of Homicide 

Table 6-2 presents the relationchip between felony circumstances and type 
of h~micide in the nation for 1978. ~or all three types I~f homicide, noh­
felony homic.ides constituted a majority of cases. Howevelr, non-felony homi­
cides were much more predominant in family and acquaintan(~e homicides 
(accounting for 95 and 86 percent of the eases, respeetively), while in 
stranger homicide, only 51 percent of the cases were asso(~iated with nGn­
felony drcumstallces. This difference is not trurprising dnce homicides 
invGlving persons known or related to each other would be more likely to arise 
from arguments or jealousies instead of occurring in the COQrse of a felony, 
such as robbery'~r rape. 

Where a known felony was associated with the deatn, robbery was the 
dominant felony, and especially so in cases of stranger homicide, in which 
robbery-homicides constituted 32 percent of the cases. While rape was a~so 
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associated with more stranger homicides than family or acquaintance homicides, 
it accounted for only a small percentage of any type of homicide, rang:i,ng from 
0.1 percent of family homicides to 2.0 percent of stranger homicides. 

OVerall, while only 17 percent of all homicides were associated with 
felony circumstances, the likelihood of a felony-associatio'n increased with 
the remoteness of the victim-offender t'elationship, from 2 percent (for family 
homicide) to 10 percent (for acquaintance homicide) to 43 percent (for stranger homicide). 

FELONY ASSOCIATIONS IN THE CITIES 

Approximately ode-quarter of the homicides in the eight cities occurred 
in the context of'another felony. Table 6-3 shows the distribution of these 
felony homicides. Of all offenees, robbery was the felony most commonly asso­
ciated with homicide, ranging from a low of 11.1 percent in "Ashtonll to a high 
of 20 percent in Chicago. Of all other felonies, a few homicides were related 
to rape in &11 the cities~ with "Ashton" not~bly higher at 3.3 percent 
(N = 3). of the oth~r felonie~, arson was most strongly linked to homicide in 
Philadelphia (N = 9) and narcotics showed its stron~est link in Oakland 
(N = 5). In general, most homicides are not associated with other felonies; 
when they are, the most common association is with robbery. 

Felony Associations and Type of Homicide 

As Table 6-4 shows, felony circumstance and type of homicide were highly 
associated in all the cities. Very few family homicides took place in the 
context of another felony; in fact, only six cases (or 2.6 percent) were so 
linked in the eight cities. Acquaintance homicide was also infrequently 
linked to another felony. When there was such a link, acquaintance homicide 
usually involved robbery (Philadelphia, Memphis, Dallas, Chicago, and St. 
Louis) or narcotics and/or rape. In each city, however, the vast majority of 
acquaintance homicides were unrelated to anQther felony. 

The strongest connection between felony circumstance and homicide type 
was shown in stranger homicides and those in which the victim-offender rela­
tionship was unknown. In each of the eight cities, more than half of all 
stranger homicides were linked to another felony; in Newark, twa-thirds of the stranger homicides were so linked. 

The type of felony associated with stranger homicides was generally rob­
bery. In all cities except "Ashton," this was true in 60 percent to 80 per­
cent of the cases. The second crime frequently associated with felonY-linked 
stranger homicide was burglary, but the number of Cases was small. 

Where the victim-offender relationship was unknown, the felony connection 
was nat as syst~matic. In some cities--Philadelphia and St. Louis~ for 
example--only one-third of the homicides with unknown offenders had a presumed 
felony connection< In other cities--Newark, Oakland, and Dallas--

an 
associa­

tion was evident 1';. 60 percent of the cases. Robbery was the felony circum­
stance in at least a quart~r' 'J!: these 'homid-d~s. There was a slight tendency 
for rape and narcotics to be linker. to cases where the victim-offender rela­
tionship was unknown, as compared ~ith stranger homicides. This apparelit dif­
ference between stranger homicides and "unknowns" w~rrants further resea-,r~1'1. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

Th~ analysis of felony and nan-felony h~micides supports the following 
conclusions: 

• OVer the six years, there was no substantial variation in. the percerl­
tage of felony-linked homicides in the nation and the reg10ns and no 
consistent trend over time. 

• Homicides linked tc robbery tended to be higher in the Northeast~rn 
and North Central regions, lower in the Southern and Western reg1ons. 

• Felo~!es were much more strongly associated with stranger ~omi~i:es 
th&n';ith ~cquaintance or family homicides in both the nat10na ata 
(where felony circumstances were pres:ent in 43 percent o~ t~a stranger 
homicide cases) and in the city data (where felony asso~1a~1~~s~ere 
nrA~Qn~ ~n f~~~ ~~c=hQlf to t~-thiLd~ of the slranger hom1Clde~)'h In 
~~~~;;;t~-·f;i~~i;~ were associated with o~ly a small.f:action 0 t e 
non-stranger homicides in the nat~.on, reg1ons, and c1t1es. 

• Robbery was the felony most;: associated with homicide in the nation, 
regiOLs s and cities. 
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TABLE 6-1. FELQNY-HOMrGID& ASSOCIATIONS IN THE NATION, 1973=197e 

-
Type of Felony-Homicide Association 

Robbery- Rape- Other Fe1ony- Non-felony Felony Associa-
Homicide nomicide Homicide Romicide tion Unknown Total HOluicides 

% % % % 
!. 

% % Year Freq. Fr~q. Freq. Freg. Freq. ~reg. - - -
1973 1,649 9.6 71 0.4 1A36 8.4 11 ,436 66.8 2,531 14.8 17» 123 100.0 

1974 2,162 11.6 134 0.1 1,301 7.0 12,633 67.8 I 2,402 12.9 18,632 100.0 

1975 2,131 11.4 126 0.7 1,679 9.0 13,164 70.6 l 1,542 8.3 18,642 100.0 

1976 1,711 10.3 182 1.1 1,048 6.3 12,263 73.8 1 ,(~04 8.5 16,608 100.0 

1977 1,778 9.9 211 1.2 1,018 5.6 12,472 69.2 2,555 14.2 18,034 100~1 

o 

1976 1,914 10.,,2 183 1.0 1,024 5",5 13,005 69.5 2,539 13.8 18,715 100.0 
, --

Source: FBI, Uniform Crime Reports, Supplementary Homicide Reports, 1973-l91'~. 

Note: Percentages may not sum to 100.0 due to roundinge 
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TABLE 6-2. FELONY ASSOCIAtIONS IN THagE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN THE NAtION, 1978 

o \\ 

.. il 

\ 

ype of T 
F 
A 

elany 
ssociaticm 

R obbery 

Rape 

Other 
Felony 

No Felony 
Assn. 

I 

Felony Assn. 
Unknown 

Total 

Family 
Homicide 

Freq. % 

15 0.4 

4 0.1 
I 

38 1.1 

3,316 94.9 

121 3.5 

3,494 100.0 

Type of Homicide 

Acquaintance Stranger 
Homicide Homi~ide Type Unknown 

Fre,9.' ! Freq. :t Freq. % -
298 4.2 802 31.7 799 14,.2 

57 0.8 50 2.0 72 1.3 

379 5.4 240 9.5 367 6.5 

6,065 86.0 1,281 50.6 2,343 41.6 

250 3.6 161 6.4 2,057 36.5 

7,049 100.0 2,534 100.2 5,638 100.1 

--
Source: FBI, Unifor~ 9r~~e Reports, Supplementary Homicide Reports, 1978. 

Note: Percentages may not sum to 100.0, due to rounding. 

, 1 

.. 

Total 
Freq. 

1,914 

183 

1,024 

13,005 

2,589 

18,715 

"\ 

-
Hom,~.,;.ides 

% 

10.2 

1.0 

5.5 

69.5 

13.8 

100.0 
....,.......,.. 
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TABLE 6~3. FELONY-HOMICIDE ASSOCIATIONS IN EIGHT CITIES, 1978 

Type of Felony-Homicide Association 

Robbery- Rape- Other Felony- Non-felony Felony ASBo·c.i.a-. Homicide Homicide Homicide Homicide t;ion Unknown Total Homicides Cit;: % - - *,-

% % % % % 
Freq. Freg. Freq. Freq. Frl.!q. Freg. - - -PhUa. 51 14.2 5 1.4 25 6.9 251 69.7 28 7.8 360 100.0 

Newark 17 16.6 1 1.0 7 6.9 52 51.0 25 24.5 102 100.0 
Chicago 84 20.0 5 1.2 22 5.2 287 68.2 23 5.5 421 100.1 
St. Loui~ 33 16.1 2 1.0 15 7.3 136 66.3 19 9.3 205 100.0 
Memphis 15 13.0 1 .9 7 6.1 85 74.a 7 6.1 115 100.1 
Dallas 36 15.6 2 .9 15 6.5 162 70.4 15 6.5 230 99.9 
Oakland 15 15.3 2 2.0 8 8.2 66 67.3 7 7.1 98 99.9 
"Ashton" 10 11.1 3 3.3 6 6.7 66 73.3 5 5.6 90 100.0 

~ 

Note: Percentages may llot sum to 100.0 due to rounding_ 

, 
() 

\ 

-------.. ------~----~----------~-------------------------.-,------~---------------/i'l • ____ ... _______________ ... , ___ ..... _ .... ' ' ________ .. ______ ,.:'a __________ .. _~§.tIIi·-.~:·:~iitor ~,. 'jp 



I 

t 

• 

u 

TABLE 6-4. FELONY ASSOCIATIONS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITIES, 
1978 

-Felony Type ?f Homicid~ 
Association Family Acquaintance Stranger Type Total 
by City Homicide Homicide Homicide Unknown Homicides 

# % ! % ~F % ~F % ~F - - -
Phila. 
Felony Assn. 2 4.3 12 8.8 53 52.5 16 32.0 83 24.9 
No Felony Assn. 44 95.7 125 91.2 48 47.5 34 68.0 251 75.1 
Total 46 138 137 41.0 101 30.2 50 15.0 334 100.0 

Newark 
Felony Assn. 0 0 3 9.7 18 66.7 4 66.7 25 32.5 
No Felony Assn. 13 100.0 28 90.3 9 33.3 2 33.3 52 67.5 
Total 

I 
13 16.9 31 40.3 27 35.1 6 7.8 77 100.0 

Chicago 
Felony Assn. 1 1.6 36 17.5 54 60.0 24 53.3 115 28.6 
No Felony Assn. 60 98.4 170 82.5 36 40.0 21 46.7 287 71. llo 

Total 61 15.2 206 51.2 90 22.4 45 11.2 402 100.0 

St. Louis 
Felony Assn. 3 11.1 15 16.3 23 62.2 11 34.4 52 27.7 
No Felony Assn. 24 88.9 77 83.7 14 37.8 21 65.6 136 72.3 
ToteJ 27 14.4 92 48.9 37 19.1 32 17.0 188 100.0 

Memphis 
Felony Assn. 0 0 9 13.2 15 65.2 0 0 24 22.0 

No Felony Assn. 16 100.0 59 86.8 8 34.8 2 100.0 85 78.0 

Total 16 14.7 68 62.4 23 21.1 2 1.8 109 100.0 

Dallas 
Felony Assn. 0 0 13 13.7 35 55.6 8 50.0 56 25.7 

No Felony Assn. 44 100.0 82 86.3 28 44.4 8 50.0 162 74.3 

Total 44 20.2 95 h,3.6 63 ~8.9 16 7.3 218 100.0 

Oakland 
Felon~· Assn. 0 0 8 16.0 7 50.0 10 62.5 25 27.5 

No Felony Assn. 11 100.0 42 84.0 7 50.0 6 37.5 66 72.5 

Total 11 100.0 50 54.9 14 15,4 16 17.6 91 100.0 

IIAshtonU 
Felony Assn • 0 0 5 13.5 10 50.0 4 44.4 19 22.4 

No Felony Assn. 19 100.0 32 86.S 10 50.0 I 5 55.6 66 77.6 

Total 19 22.4 37 43.5 20 23.5 9 10.6 85 100,0 

Total Cities I 
Felony Assn. 6 2.6 101 14.1 215 57.3 77 43.7 399 26.5 

No Felony Assn. 231 97.5 615 85.9 160 42.7 99 56.3 1,105 73.5 

Total 237 100.0 716 100.0 375 100.0 176 100.0 1,504 100.0 

Nato: Per.centages may not sum to 100.0 du~ to rounding. 
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CHAPTER 7 - HOMICIDE LOCATIONS 

The Uniform Crime Reports do not provide information about the specific 
location of homicides. Accordingly, the discussion in this chapter is limited 
to data collected from the eight cities. 

Location can be defined in several ways. For this analysis, we coded the 
various types of immediate vicinity: the street, a bar, tavern, or other type 
of commercial establishment, such as a bank, grocery store, or gas station; a 
personal residence, whether the victim's, the offender's, or someone else's; 
or "other places" such as an automobile, public transit, abandoned building, 
and the like. 

Location can also refer to the place where an episode begins or where it 
ends--i.e.~ where the fatal injury is sustained. The latter is the focus of 
this report. (In fact, the place where the homicide incident begins and where 
it ends tends to be the same. When they differ, there is a tendency for the 
victim to leave a residence or a bar or commercial establishment and then to 
die in the street.) 

Table 7-1 classifies the locations in which homicides occurred in the 
eight cities. For seven cities, the most frequent homicide location was in a 
residence. Overall, 42.7 percent of victims died there. In Memphis, Oakland, 
and Chicago the percentage was higher, in Philadelphia, St. Louis, and Newark 
it was lower. Newark, indeed, was an exception to the general rule, with 36.1 
percent of that city's victims dying in a residential setting and 37.3 percent 
dying on the street. 

The second most frequent homicide location was on the street, repre­
senting about a third of all homicides in the eight cities. Philadelphia, 
Newark, and St. Louis reported more than a third, while Memphis, Oakland, and 
"Ashtonll reported less. 

Comme1rCial establishments accounted for 14.4 percent of all homicides, 
with 7.6 percent in bars and 6.8 percent elsewhere. There was, however, major 
city variation in the mix betw~en bars and other commercial establishments. 
Philadelphia, "Ashton", Meli1phis~ and Dallas had a higher percent killed in 
bars, while Newark} Oakland, Uhicago, and St. Louis reported much lower per­
centages. In general, cities with fewer homicides in bars tended to have more 
killings in gas stations, package stores, and the like. St. Louis, for 
e~ample, h~d 2 percent in bars and 8.8 percent in other commercial establish­
ments; in Newark, the figures were 7.2 percent and 9.6 percent respectively. 
Indeed, Newark was unique in that approximately one-tenth of all homicide vic­
tims sustained their injuries in cO\nmercial establishments other than bars. 
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Philadelphia, by contrast, had the lowest percentage of homicides in a com­
mercial establishment other than a bar (5.1 percent). 

The category of "other" made up 8.2 percent of the cases on the average. 
Most of the cities conformed to that, with the exception of Oakland on the 
high side (12.4 percent) and Memphis on the low side (3.5 percent). The 
results in Oakland may be attributable to a rash of cab-driver murders there 
in 1978--a pattern that may have been unique to the study year. 

When private spaces (i.e., a residential setting) are compared to public 
spaces (i.e., the combination of commercial establishments and the street), 
the distribution is roughly half, with 42.7 percent of the homicides taking 
place in private and 49 percent in public. The cities with higher percentages 
of "private" homicides were Oakland, Memphis, and Chicago. Those with higher 
percentages of "public" homicides were Philadelphia, Newark, Dallas. B.nd St. Louis. 

HOMICIDE LOCATIONS AND TYPES OF HOMICIDE 

Table 7-2 shows homicide location by type of homicide for the eight 
cities in the study. For all cities except Memphis, there were highly signi­
ficant differences between homicide location and homicide type. Family mur­
ders in all cities were most likely to occur at home, with this location 
associated with 60 percent of all family homicides in Newark and St. Louis to 
over 90 percent in Memphis and Chicago. Seldom if ever did such a homicide 
OCcur in a bar or other commercial establishment, although such homicides 
sometime took place on the street, especially in Newark, Oakland, and St. Louis. 

Acquaintance homicides occurred in a variety of locations, roughly one­
half in residences, one-third on the street, and a smaller proportion (between 
5 percent and 17 percent) in a bar or other commercial establishment. 

The location of stranger homicides varied from one city to another. In 
all eight cities, stranger homicides were more likely than other types to 
occur in bars or commercial establishments. In six of the cities they were 
also more likely to occur on the street than in a home, although the reverse 
was true in Newark and Memphis. Stranger homicides in residences ranged from 
a low of 4.8 percent in "Ashton" to a high of 34.8 percent in Memphis; apart 
from these extremes, between 13 percent and 28 per\J.ent of stranger homicides 
took place at home. If street and commercial establishments are combined, we 
fine that !)ver half of all the stranger murders occur in "public spaces" in 
each of the eight cities. In five cities, 70 percent or more of the stranger homicides occurred in a public space. 

Homicides with unknown offenders also show city variability. When con­
trasted with stranger homicides, a smaller percentage of these offenses take 
place in bars and other commercial establishments, While a greater percentage 
take place in residences and on the street. The residential connection, how­
ever, is not as strong as is the case with family or acquaintance homicides. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

The following conclus10ns may e , b drawn from an analysis of homicide 
location in the eight cities involved in the study: 

, all of the cities except Newark, is • The single most lethal place, 1n 
d most dangerous place is the street. a private residence. The secon 

• Victims dying in commercial establishments (i~cl?ding bars) m:~: u~o 
14.4 percent of the victims, with minimal var1at10n ~r~m ~~:bi~s~ments 
another. However, the mix of bars and other commerC1a e 
did vary from city to city. 

. h' hI related with homicide loca-• Victim-offend:r.relations~~~ w~~ .1gfa~i~;rhomicides occur within 
tion in all c1tles. Spec1 1ca y. d n the street 
residences, acqu~i~tance homicides ~c~~rt:! ~~;:e~norOin a commercial 
and stranger hom1c1des ten? ~o occu h NA rk and Memphis, stranger establishment. (In some Clt1~s, suc ~s _wa 
homicides also occurred in pr1vate res1dences.) 

victim-offender relationship was unkno~n showed 
• Homicides in which the1'n five of the eight cities were most l1kely to city variebility, but 

occur on the street. 
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TABLE 7-1. HOI-HCIDE LOCATIONS IN EIGHT CITIES, 1978 

Type of Location 

Other 
Commer- Other 

City Residence cial 
Street Bar Estab- Loca-

4f: % 41 
lishment tions 

% 11 % 41 % it. - % - - -Phila. 1L~5 40.4 135 37.6 35 9.7 18 5.0 26 7.2 
Newa.rk 30 36.1 31 37.3 6 7.2 8 9.6 8 9.6 
Chicago 184 44.3 142 34.2 27 6.5 25 6.0 37 8.9 
t. Louis 81 39.5 87 42.4 4 2.0 18 8.8 15 7.3 

S 

emphis 62 54.9 26 23.0 11 9.7 10 8.8 4 3.5 
M 

alIas 94 41.2 77 33.8 22 9.6 16 7.0 19 8.3 
D 

ak1and 46 47.4 27 27.8 4 4.1 8 8.2 12 12.4 
o 

Ashton" 37 41.6 25 28.1 11 12.4 6 6.7 10 11.2 
" 
T ota1 
ities 679 42.7 f550 34.6 120 7.6 109 6.9 131 8.2 -

c 

. Note. Percentages may not sum to 100 0 d . • ue to round~ng. 
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Total 

1!.. % -
359 22.6 

83 5.2 

415 26.1 

205 12.9 

113 7.1 

228 14.4 

97 6.1 

89 5.6 

1,589 100.0 

TABLE 7-2. 

Type of 
Location 
bv City 

Philadelphia 
Residence 
Street 
Bar, 

Commercial 
Other 
Total 

Newark 
Residence 
Gtreet 
Bar, 

Commercial 
Other 
Total 

Chicago 
Residence 
Street 
Bar, 

Commel."cial 
Other 
Total 

St. Louis 
Residence 
Street 
Bar, 

Commercial 
Other 
Total 

Memphis 
Residence 
Street 
Bar, 

HOMICIDE LOCATIONS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITIES, 
1978 

-, 

Type of Homicide 

Family Acquaintance Stranger Type Total 
Homicide Homicide Homicide Unknown Homicides 
4t % 1t % !1. % 1t % 4F % - - - - - - -

36 78.3 58 42.3 28 26.4 23 32.9 145 40.4 
9 19.6 48 35.0 46 43.4 32 45.7 135 37.6 

1 2.2 20 14.6 25 23.5 7 10.0 53 14.7 
0 0 11 8.0 7 6.6 8 11.4 26 7.2 

46 12.8 137 38.2 106 29.5 70 19.5 359 100.0 
, 

8 61.5 13 41.9 8 28.6 1 9.1 30 36.1 
5 38.5 13 41.9 5 17.9 8 72.7 31 37.3 

0 0 3 9.7 10 35.7 I 1 9.1 14 16.8 
0 0 2 6.5 5 17.9 1 9.1 8 9.6 

13 15.7 31 37.3 28 33.7 11 13.3 83 100.0 

55 90.2 98 47.6 15 16.3 16 28.6 184 44.3 
2 3.3 68 33.0 46 50.0 26 46.5 142 34.2 

3 4.9 24 11.6 18 19.5 7 12.5 52 12.5 
1 1.6 16 7.8 13 14.1 7 1L.5 37 8.9 

61 14.7 206 49.6 92 22.2 56 13 .5 415 100.0 

17 65.4 l~ 7 51.1 5 13.5 12 24.0 81 39.5 
7 26.9 37 40.2 16 43.2 27 54.0 87 42.4 

2 7.7 5 5.4 11 29.7 4 8.0 22 10.8 
0 0 3 3.3 5 13.5 7 14.0 15 7.3 

26 12.7 92 44.9 37 18.0 50 24.4 205 100.0 

15 93.8 35 51.5 8 34.8 4 66.7 62 54.9 
1 6.3 18 26.5 6 26.1 1 16.7 26 23.0 

Commercial I 0 {} 12 17.7 8 34.8 1 16.7 21 18.5 
Other 0 0 3 4.4 I 1 4.3 0 0 4 3.5 
Total 16 14.21 68 60.2 

1 
23 20.4 6 5.3 113 100.1 
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TABLE 7-2. HOMICIDE LOCATIONS IN THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE IN EIGHT CITIES 
1978 (cont'd) J 

Type of Type of Homicide 

Location Family Acquaintance Stranger by City Type Total Homicide Homicide Homicide Unknown Homicides 11 % 41 % 11 % f!.. % 11 - - - % - - - - -Dallas 
Residence 30 68.2 44 46.3 11 17.5 Street 9 34.6 94 41.2 9 20.5 32 33.7 30 47.6 6 23.1 Bar, 77 33.8 
Commercial 3 6.8 12 12.7 16 25.4 7 Other 2 4.5 7 

26.9 38 16.'6 7.4 6 9.5 4 15.4 Total 44 19.3 95 41.7 19 8.3 
63 27.6 26 11.4 228 100.0 

Oakland 
Residence 8 72.7 25 49.0 3 21.4 10 47,.6 46 Street 3 27.3 16 31.4 47.4 
Bar, 4 28.6 4 19.0 27 27.8 
Commercial 0 0 6 11.0 6 42.9 Other 0 0 0 12 12.3 0 4 7.8 Total 1 7.1 7 33.3 12 12.4 11 11.3 51 52.6 14 14.4 21 21.6 97 99.9 

"Ashton" 
Residence 14 73.7 21 55.3 1 4.8 Street 1 9.1 37 41.6 3 15.8 11 28.9' 5 Bar, 23.8 6 54.5 25 28.1 
Commercial 0 0 4 10.6 10 47.6 Other 3 27.3 17 19.1 2 10.5 2 5.3 Total 19 5· 23.8 1 9.1 10 11.2 21.3 38 42.7 21 23.6 11 12.4 89 100.0 

Total Cities 
Residence 183 17.5 341 47.5 79 Street 39 16.5 20.6 76 30.3 67~ 42.7 243 33.8 Bar, 158 1~1. 2 110 43.9 550 34.6 
Commercial 9 3.8 86 12.0 104 Other 5 27.1 30 11.9 229 14.1+ 2.1 48 6.7 Total 236 43 11.2 35 13.9 131 8.2 99.9 718 100.0 384 100.1 251 100.0 1,589 99.9 

Note: Percentages may not sum to 100 0 d . • ue to round~ng. 
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CHAPTER 8 - SUMMARY AND IMPLICATIONS 

SUMMARY DESCRIPTION OF THREE TYPES OF HOMICIDE 

Of the three types of homicide, based on victim-offender relationship, 
acquaintance homicide accounted for the largest share (38-41 percent) of 
homicides in the nation from 1976-1978~ followed in order by family homicide 
(19-21 percent) and stranger homicide (13-14 pereent).4 There was little 
change in the incidence of the three typeR during this period. 

For the cities in 1978, acquaintance homicide again accounted for the 
largest proportion of homicides. However, in contrast to the nation as a 
whele, strangers were second in frequency and family homicides were least 
frequent. There was also substantial inter-city variation in the absolute 
frequencies of each type, although relative frequencies generally followed 
the above pattern. 

Family Homicide 

Victim Characteristics: 

In the nation, victims of family homicide were older than victims of'the 
other types of homicides, with a median age of 33 years. In the cities, 
median ages varied widely for family homicide victims, but tended to be 
younger than in the nation. Only two cities had median ages older than 33, 
while four cities had median ages considerably younger. The remaining two 
cities approximated the nation in median age of victims. 

Nationally, 57 percent of the family homicide victims were male; in the 
cities, male victims predominated to,an even larger extent. However, although 
they were in the minority, females w~re much more prevalent as victims of 
family homicide than as victims of the other homicide types, in both the 
nation and the cities. 

Whites constituted 55 percent of the family homicide victims nationally, 
while blacks accounted for 44 percent. The cities tended to reverse this pat­
tern, however, with only one city following the national pattern of white vic­
tim predominance, while six cities showed the opposite pattern (black victim 

4 The proportion of stranger homicides is likely to be greater than the 
14 percent shown, however, due to the large percentage of cases (24-30 per­
cent) in which the victim·-offender relationship was "unknown." As noted pre­
viously, stranger homicides are more likely to be reported as "unknown" 
because of the greater difficulty in identifying their offenders. 
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predominance} and one city showed equal victimization for blacks and whites. 

Offender Characteristics: 

With respect to offenders in family homicide, the national data showed a 
median age of 32 years, slightly lower than was the case for victims. However, 
like their victims, family homicide offenders were older than the offenders in 
other types of homicide. Although the median age of offenders in citie$ varied 
widely (ranging from 24 to 37 years), most of the cities followed the national 
pattern, showing family homicide offenders to be older than offenders in the 
other homicide types. 

In the nation, 65 percent of the family homicide offenders were male. 
White male offenders predominated, however, femal~ offenders (like female 
victims) were much more prevalent in family homicide than in the other homi­
cide types. In the cities, female family homicide offenders were even more 
prevalent than in the nation, with several cities showing equal or neady 
equal percentages of male and female offending. 

Nationally, whites made up 53 percent of the offenders in family homi­
cide, with blacks accounting for 44 percent. In the cities, however, this 
pattern was ~eversed. In six cities, blacks accounted for a large majority of 
the family homicide offenders (ranging from 63 to 87 percent), while one city 
showed equal percentages of black and white offending. Only in one city 
(where most of the overall popUlation was white) did whites predominate as 
family homicide offenders. 

Crime Characteristics: 

In the nation, the weapon of choice in family homicide was a handgun 
(used in 40 percent of all cases), followed by other guns (24 percent) and 
knives (17 percent). Thus, firearms were used in 64 percent of the family 
homicides nation-wide. Four of the eight cities followed the national pat­
tern, showing a decided preference for firearms as the family homicide weapon. 
In the other four cities, however, family homicide weapons were more evenly 
distributed among firearms, knives, and other weapons. 

Felonies were infrequently associated with family homicide. In the 
nation, less than 2 percent of the cases in 1978 were linked to a felony; in 
the cities, only 2.6 percent we're so associated. 

The city data indicated that most family homicides took place within the 
home, with cities ranging from 60 percent to over 90 percent in the proportion 
of cases occurring there. 

bcquaintance Homicide 

Victim Characteristics: 

Nationally, victims of acquaintance homicide had a median age of 30 years 
in 1978--younger than the victims of family homicide. In the city data, the 
median age varied from slightly below to slightly above 30 years. 
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Females accounted for a much smailer proportion of the victims in 
acquaintance homicide than in family homicide, with males accounting for more 
than 80 percent of the victims, both nationally and in the cities. 

Nationally, the black and white victim percentages of acquaintance homi­
cide reversed those found in family homicide, with blacks constituting 53 per­
cent of the victims and whites accounting for 45 pe:rcent. Among the cities, 
there was substantial variation in the race of victims. In general, however, 
blacks predominated as the victims of acquaintance homicide, following the 
national pattern. 

Offender Characteristics: 

With respect to acquaintance homicide offenders, the median age for the 
nation was 29 years--slightly younger than their victims and younger than the 
offenders in family homicide. In the cities, the offenders in acquaintance 
homicide ranged from 25-32 years of age but, like the nation, were generally 
younger than family homicide offenders. 

Nationally, males were the offenders in 86 percent of all cases of 
acquaintance homicide, with similar percentages in the city data. Thus, for 
both the nation and the cites, females vIere mu(~h less prevalent as offenders 
in acquaintance than in family homicide. 

Blacks were more frequently the offenders in acquaintance homicide than 
they were in cases of family homicide. In the nation, the proportions 0: 
black and white offenders in acquaintance homicide reversed those of fam11y 
homicide, as they did for victims, with blacku accounting :o~ 54 percent and 
whites constituting 43 percent of the offendelcs. In thE! c1t1es, blacks were 
even more predominant as acquaintance homicide offenders. 

Crime Characteristics: 

Nationally, the predominance of handgu~s as I~. murde: ,:"eapon was greater 
in acquaintance homicide (49 percent) than ~n famlly hom1c1de. Other gu~s, 
however, were less frequently used (18 percent), and ~ere replaced b~ kn1ves 
as the second-choice weapon (20 percent). Overall" f 7lC'earms ,WerE! sl1~htly 
mOJ;"e predominant in acquaintance than in family bOmlCl.ide, be10g \ls~d 1n,67 
percent of the cases. The cities fo~lowed, tht~ na,t;i?nal pattern, w1th fuearms 
more prevalent in acquaintance than 1n fam1ly hom1c1de. 

Although acquaintance homicide was more likely t;ha~ family h?m!cide t~ ~e 
linked to another felony, nevertheless '3uch an assoc18t7cm was e:v1d_nt onl} 1n 
a small minority of cases (approximately 10 perc~nt,nat1?nall~ and,less than 
20 percent in the cities). Where a felony assoclatlOn. dJ.d eX1st:, 1t generally 
involved robbery or--in the cities--narcotics. 

In the citie" acquaintance homicide tended to occur in a variety of 
locations, although private residences were (as in family homicide's) the most 
common site. About one-half of all acquaintance homicides occu:red in a resi­
dence, about one-third on the street, and from 5 to 17 percent 1n a bar or 
otl,er commercial establishment. 
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Stranger Homlcide 

Victim Characteristics: 

Nationally, the victims of stranger homicide had a median age of 31 
years, intermediate between the victims of family and acquaintance homicide in 
age. In the cities, the median age was generally higher, averaging about 36 
years. In fact, in contrast to the nation, stranger homicide victims in the 
cities tended to be older than the victims of other types of homicide. 

In the nation, 85 percent of all stranger homicide victims were male, a 
higher proportion than for any other type of homicide. In the cities, as 
well, males predominated as stranger homicide victims, accounting for more 
than 80 percent in all eight cities. 

Nationally, white victims constituted a considerably larger percentage of 
the victims of stranger homicide (64 percent) than of acquaintance or family 
homicide (45 and 55 percent, respectively). Blacks, by contrast, accounted 
for only 33 percent of the stranger homicide victims--their lowest proportion 
among the three types of homicide. In the cities, however, black victimiza­
tion was greater, with five cities having more black than white strange1' homi­
cide victims. Nevertheless, even in these cities, the percentrage of white 
victims was higher for stranger homicide than for the other homicide types. 

Offender Characteristics: 

The offenders in cases of stranger homicide were substantially younger 
than thei.r victims. Nationally, the median age for offenders was 25 years, 
younger than for offenders in acquaintance and family homicide. The same 
relationship was apparent in the cities, as ~vell, with stranger homicide 
offenders tending to be younger than their victims and younger than the 
offenders in other homicide types. 

As in the other homicide types, males predominated as offenders in 
stranger homicide, in both the nation and the cities. Nati.onally, males 
accounted for 95 percent of all stranger homicides--the highest percentage of 
mal~ offenders among t?e three.h?micide types. The same pattern of male pre­
dom1nance was I~~esent 1n the c1t1es, as well, where the proportion of male 
offending was also greatest in stranger homicide. 

Nationally, offenders in stranger homicide were more evenly distribut'ed 
between blacks and whites than in the other type of homicide with black 
offending onlY,slightly higher than that of whites (48 and 43 percent of the 
Icases, respect:Lvely). In seven of the eight cities, blacks predominated, as 
~~ell, but the proportion of black offenders was much higher, ranging from 55 
t? 86 ~ercent. Only ~n the on~ ci~y--with the smallest black popUlation over­
all--d1d blacks const1tute a m1nor1ty of the stranger homicide offenders and, 
even here, blaoks (33 percent) predominated over whites (20 nercent) with 
II th ",' f hi' ..., o er races a~count1ng or t e argest proport10n of offenders (47 percent). 

Crime Characteristics: 

Handguns were involved in a majority of all stranger homicides in the 
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nation (53 percent), followed by knives (17 percent) and other guns (14 
percent). Overall, firearms were involved in 67 percent of the stranger homi~ 
cides nationally, the same percentage as in acquaintance homicide. The cities 
closely approximated the national pattern, with firearms involved in an 
average of 68 percent of the stranger homicides. 

In both the nation and the cities, stranger homicide was more likely than 
the other homicide types to be associated with a felony. Nationally, 46 per­
cent of all stranger homicide were linked to other felonies with robbery being 
the most frequent felony association. The proportion of felony-homicides was 
even higher in the cities, where an average of 57 percent of the stranger 
homicides were associated with other felonies. As in the nation, the most 
common felony-homicide association was robbery-homicide. 

In contrast to the other homicide types, most stranger homicides (68 
percent) in the cities took place outside the ho~e, with streets, bars, and 
other commercial establishments being the three most frequent sites. 

In sum, the three types of homicide, family, acquaintance and stranger, 
share some commonalities. In all three t the victim is likely to be in his or 
her early 30s, is likely to be somewhat older than the offender who kills him 
or her, and is usually killed by a firearm. There are, however, also some key 
differences between the types. Family homicides involve more women both as 
victims and as offenders than the other two types, and they occur wi.thin the 
home. Acquaintance homicides involve both victims and offenders who are most 
likely to be black males. Stranger homicides involve a higher percentage of 
white victims; a higher percentage of interracial murders, and have the 
youngest offenders of all three types. Furthermore, stranger horuicides are 
more commonly associated with another felony, especially robbery, and take 
place in public as opposed to private places. 

IMPLICATIONS FOR POLICY, PRACTICE, AND RESEARCH 

~egional Trends 

Our analysis of homicide trends showed a linear increase in the Western 
region, with the homicide rate almost doubling over the eleven-year period. 
The analysis also showed that the Southern region, while following the 
national trend, had consistently higher homicide rates. These findings ~nder­
score the need for a careful review of these two regions of the country 10 
orde.r to determine whether particular regional (or state) characteristics may 
be responsible for their atypical homicide rates and, if so, how such factors 
(or their effects) may be reduced. Criminal justice officials in these 
regions should also be made aware of their special homicide problem so that 
greater resources might be allocated to its prevention ann control. 

Racial Trends 

In several places in this report, we have documented a decrease in the 
relative involvement of blacks in homicides, both as victims and offenders, 
with a corresponding increase in the relative involvement of whites. Des~ite 
the fact that black overrepresentation in homicide appeared to be decreas1ng 
during the 1970s, it must be remembered that black homicide rates were still 
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ten times those for white citizens as late as 1978 and this racial dispropor­
tion has continued into the 1980's as well. What is needed are studies which 
will identify the variables associated with this decline in the dispropor­
tionate homicide victimization and offending of blacks so that policies can be 
developed which would encourage the continuation of these trends. The National 
Institutes of Health have adopted black homicide as a special program initia­
tive and we ~ould encourage other research and action program efforts focusing 
on this issue as well. Local law enforcement ag~ncies might also increase 
their efforts to address the problem of black homicide by initiating special 
educational and crime prevention programs in black communit:i.es. 

Homicide Weapons 

Both nationally and in the cities, our findings clearly show firearms to 
be the predominant homicide weapon. In the nation, guns consistently 
accounted for about two-thirds of the homicides for the entire eleven-year 
period studied. In the cities, gun homicides predominated over any other 
weapon type and ranged as high as 79 percent in two of the study sites. While 
our data do not address the question of causality directly, they do suggest 
that the greater lethality of firearms might be contributing to their pre­
dominance as the weapons used in homicides, due to the greater likelihood that 
assaultive violence will result in the victim's death when an offender is 
armed with a gun than when another weapon or strongarm force is used. This 
has implications for legislators and criminal justice policy-makers, 
suggesting the appr.opriateness of enhanced sanctioning and sentencing policies 
for crimes committed with a gun, based on their greater risk of victim death 
or homicide. 

Victim-Offeader Relationships: Family~ Acquaintance, and Stranger Homicide 

It is frequently asserted that homicide victims and offender~ have simi­
lar demographic characteristics. Our analysis suggests that, while this 
generalization may be valid in cases of family and acquaintance homicide, it 
is :ess appropriate in cases of stranger homicide, where there was a cle~r 
tendency for the offender to be younger than the victim and where the offender 
and the victim were often of different races, as well. 

Our findings show several other important differences bE~tween straqger 
homicides and those involving acquaintances or family members. Not only were 
they more likely to be associated with another felony (usually a robberY)J but 
they were also more likely to occur in the street or other public location. 
Both of these features make stranger homicide more open to public (and law 
enforcement) observation and, consequently, more susceptible than other types 
of homicide to both formal and informal social controls such as police 
patrols! community su:veillance programs, and environme~tal security 
strateg7es. On~ part1cul~r type of stranger homicide--serial murders--began 
to t'ece~ve spec~al attent~on from federal law enforcement officials with the 
~sta~lishm7nt ?f a special FBI "Behav~or~l Science Unit" focusing s~lely on 
~ts 1nvest~g~t70n and control. Our f~ndlngs suggest that priority programs 
sh~u~d be,~n~~~ated tO,address ot~er,ty~es of stranger homicide as well, by 
cr1m1nal Just~ce agenc~es at all Jur~sd~ctional levels. 

Both nationally and in the cities, our findings show little female 
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involvement in acquaintance and stranger homicide. This was not the case in 
family homicide, however, where we found considerable female victimization and 
offending. In light of this finding, we suggest that the increased utiliza­
tion of female police officers (or of teams consisting of one male and one 
female officer) to respond to family violence calls deserves promotion as a 
law enforcement strategy. 

Family homicide has traditionally p~esented special problems for law 
enforcement due to its less public character and a social attitude respecting 
the privacy'of family interactions. However, our findings show that a sil~eable 
proportion (approximately one-fifth) of all homicides during the period studied 
(1976-1978) occurred between family members and this proport.ion has remained 
constant through the early 1980's as well. BecausF, of its frequency, thel:e­
fore it is recommended that law enforcement officials establish stricter and 
more' consistently-applied procedures for dealing with family homicide and for 
responding to family viol€nce incidents before they escalate to homicide. In 
this regard, our data support the recommendations recently issued by the 
Attorney General's Task Force on Family Violence in its Final Repo~t, .' 
(September 1984) which specifies specific law enforcement and adJud~cac~on 

, , l' 'h procedures which loc~l criminal justice agencies should adopt for dea ~ng w~t 
family violence and homicide. 

Finally, the differences foutld among family, a:quaintance, a~d,str~ngt=r 
homicide clearly show the utility of the relationsh~p-based classlf~c~t~o~ 
system adopted by this study and suggest the nee~ for f~rth~r resear~n wInch 
will examine in greater detail the factors assoc~ated w~th (and the ~mpacts 
of) homicides involving each of these three types of victim-offende: rela~i~n­
ship. Such research could have potential implications for different~al cr~m~nal 
justice policies which would maximize the effectiveness of law enforcement 
efforts against each type. 
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