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Pref,ce 

This report presents information on 
criminal victimization in the United 
States during 1979. It is the latest in the 
series of annual reports prepared under 
the National Crime. Survey program. The 
study is based on findings from a con­
tinuing survey of a representative s~mple 
of households across the United States, 
containing about 135,000 individU!lls. 

As presently constituted. the National 
Crime Survey focuses on certain criminal" 
offenses. whether completed or 
attempted, that arc of major concern to 
the general public and law enforcement 
authorities. These are the personal crimes 
of rape, robbery, assault, and larceny, 
and the household crimes of burglary, 
!:trceny, and motor vehicle theft. I In this 
report. as in others in the series. the 
crimes are examined from the perspective 
of their frequency, the characteristics of 
the victims and of/enders, the cir­
cumstances 511rrounding the offenses and 
their impact, and the pattern of police 
reporting. 

Selected findings from the surv,cy are 
piesented in the tirst part of this report. 
A comprehensive set of data tables, 
which form the basis for the descriptive 
analysis. follow in Appendix I. Appendix 
II contains facsimiles of the survey ques­
tionnaire. and Appendix III contains 
standard error tables and guidelines for 
their usc. The latter appendix also in­
cludes technical information concerning 
sample design, ostimation procedures. 
and sources of nonsampling error. Ap­
pendix IV consists of a series of techni­
cal notes. 

All statistical data in t;hi~ report are esti­
mates SUbject to errors arising from the 
Usc of informati9n obtained from a sam­
ple survey rather than a complete census 
and to errors lIult occllr in the collection 
and processing of data. 

I Definitions of the measured crimes do not neces­
surily cOllrorm to uny l'edrnll or StIlle stalutes, 
which vary considerably. Th." are. however. com­
patible With conventional usage IInu with the defini­
tions lIsed by the Federal Ilurellu of Investigation in 
its unnu.11 publication Crime ill II,,' Ulliletl SIllies. 
U"iform Crill/,· R,·/lIIrls. Precise, short definitions of 
the qim~s ,lIld other;terms used in the National 
Crinie Survey reports uppear In the Glossary. at the 
end or this report. 

With respect to sampling errors, esti­
mates of variability can be determined 
and used to evaluate the 'data. In the 
Selected Findings section of this report. 
categorical statements involving compari­
sons have met statistical tests that differ­
ences are equivalent to, or greater than. 
two standard errors or, in other words; 
that differences of this size would be 
produced by sampling variability at most 
5 percent of the time; qualified state­
:ments of comparison have met:'signifi" 
:cance tests that the differences are within 
the range of 1.6 to 2 standard errors. 
'These conditional statements are charac­
;terized by uSe of the terms "some indi­
ication." and "marginally different. .. 

: Since its inception in 1972, the National 
Crime Survey has been conducted for the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics (formerly the 
Law Enforcement Assistance Adminis­
tration) by the U.S. Bureau of the 
,Census. 
I 
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Selected findings 

= 
The National Crime Survey (NCS) de­

termined that an estimated 41.2 million 
Victimizations. including both completed 
and attempted offenses, were incurred by 
individuals across the United States in 
1979, Rape. personal robbery, and 
assault-,the most serious of the measured 
offenses because they involved confronta­
tion between victim and Offender and the 
threat or act of violence-made up 15 per­
cent of the crimes (table I. Appendix I). 
Larceny. the least serious NCS-measured 
crime, accounted for most of the total (65 
percent). The remaining 20 percent in­
cluded motor vehicle thefts and household 
burglaries. The relative occurrence of these 
crimes is gauged by the victimization rate, 
which is derived from estimates of the 
number of victimizations divided by the 
number of potential victims. The rates for 
personal crimes are expressed as the 
number of victimizations per 1.000 popu­
lation nge 12 and over, and those for 
household crimes are based on victimiza­
tions per 1,000 households. For the popu­
lation at large, table 2 displays the victimi­
zation rate for each category of crime, as 
well as for detailed subcategories, 

-
The first section of these selected find­

ings highlights the characteristics of victims 
of personal and household crimes, de­
veloped from tables 3-33, In the interest of 
brevity, the data tables were not fully 
exploited in preparing these findings, and 
much of the discussion is confined to gen­
eral, or summary crime categories. Indi­
viduals wishing to perform more detailed 
analysis on the topics covered in this sec­
tion are refelTed to the Technical Notes 
(Appendix IV) fol' guidance in the in­
terpretation of survey results. 
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Selected_characteristics of victim_s 

of violent crime, 197Q, 

Age 
16-19 

I--<Overall vlctlmlu.tlon 
I . rat. (34.5) 

Sex 
Men 

Women 

~4?l\:-.~tt~ 

Race 
White 

Black 

I 
I 

f**~~~*~~M~ifuwt*, 
I 

Ethnicity : 
Hispanic : 

m 

I 
Non-Hispanic 

!WIIWli\itN 
I 

Marital status , 
Divorced/Separated 

I 
Married I 

t~<~~t~;~d ~ 
I 

I 
$25,000 or more 

k~tt@*1~N : 
I 
I 

!:mployment status" 
Employed: 

I 

Unemployed 

fIt\t@~d%%f~K~tr~~1;j:jM~l@~~lWWI 
I 

Occupational group· , 
Service workers 

I 
Farm workers and managers 

ffil i 
I 

o 20 40 80 80 
Rate per 1 ,000 

100 

Note: The differences between rates 
within categories are statistically 
significant. Rate differences between 
categories mayor may not be significant. 
'Umlted to persons age 16 and over. 

Figure 1 

2 

---------_._-.-. 

------~"---

Victim characteristics 

sa 

NCS findings have shown repeatedly that 
some population groups are more suscepti­
ble to crime than others. Figure I shows 
the more striking differences between rates 
at which selected subpopulations were vic­
timized by violent crime in 1979. 

During 1979, the incidence of personal 
crimes of violence (rape, robbery, and as­
sault) was relatively higher among males, 
younger persons, blacks, Hispanics, those 
divorced or separated, the poor, the un- . 
employed, and city residents, Males under 
age 25 in particular had high rates for per­
sonai crimes of violence, as well as for 
personal crimes of theft (larceny with or 
without contact between victim and of­
fender). Other demographic groups rela­
tively more susceptible to theft crime in­
cluded: males, persons never married, the 
affluent, and students. 

Vulnerability to household crime was 
also more strongly associated with certain 
demographic groups. The homes of 
younger persons, city dwellers, renters, and 
large families were affected relatively more 
by property crime than were the homes of 
others. Blacks had higher victimization 
rates than whites for household burglary 
and (less conclusively) motor vehicle theft, 
but exposure for the two racial groups to 
household larceny did not differ. 

Sex, age, race, and ethnlc/ty 
(Tables 3-10 alld 21-24) 

Youllg males had the highest rates for rob­
bery, assalllt, alld persollallarcellY. 

In 1979, as in the preceding 6 years for 
which NCS results are available, violent 
crime rates were much higher for males 
than for females. Men were robbed as well 
as assaulted about twice as often as 
women, and they also had a higher vic­
timization rate for personal larceny without 
contact. There was no significant difference 
betweeriThe-sexes in tlie"rates for personal 
larceny with contact. Rape, the rarest of 
the NCS-measured violent offenses, af­
fected an average of 2 women per 1,000. 

As in previous years, for crimes of vio­
lence or theft, persons age 12-24 had the 
highest victimization rates, and the elderly 
(age 65 and over), the lowest. After age 
24, both violent and theft crime rates de­
creased with each older age category. This 
pattern was also evident for each of the 
rates among males and females categorized 

, 
--

Victimization rates: 
P~rsonal crimes of violence and theft, 
by age and sex, 1979 

• Male iii Female 

Figure 2 

separately by age (figure 2). Males age 
12-24 were especially vulnerable to rob­
bery, assault, or personal larceny; they had 
higher rates than men or women in any 
older age group. 

Blacks were more vulllerable to robber), thall 
whites or members of other races. Hispallics 
were victimized relatively more of tell thall 
IIOII-Hispallics by violelll crime as a whole. 

Blacks experienced violent crime at an 
overall rate higher than that for whites, 
but, contrary to appearance, not sig­
nificantly higher than members of other 
races (Asians, Pacific Islanders, Native 
Americans, etc.); neither was there a 
significant difference between the rates for 
whites or members of other races. The 
difference in vulnerability for whites and 
blacks chiefly was the result of a high 
robbery rate among blacks, a figure some 
2.3 times higher than that for whites. 
Contrary to NCS findings in previous 
years, in which whites were found to have 
lhe highest relative count of personal theft 
crime, in 1979 there were no significant 
differences among lhe overall theft rates for 
the three racial groups. However, blacks 
were more vulnerable than w"hites to 
personal larceny with contact, whereas 
whites were relatively more prone to 
persona! larceny without contact. Joint 
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Victimization rates: 
Household crimes, 
by race of head of househOld, 
1979 . 
• White • Black 
1111 Other 

I I I I I I I I TIl 
Burgla. 

~.g .~ ~ ... , ~ ... 

Housetlold larceny 

1®.&'4'1W1~~m:'%\-m~'YB\'i~11 

Motor vehicle theft --h'Whl§'%J1 .!:: "·X ~ ~~ 

1 I I I I I I I I I I 
100 200 

Rate per 1,000 households 

Motor vehicle theft • -~Wt~t~ 
Lu I I I I I I I I a 100 200 
Rate per 1,000 motor 
vehicles owned 

Figure 3 

consideration of race and sex indicated 
black males sustained the highest violent 
victimization rate, followed in descending 
order by white males, black females, and 
white females. Persons of Hispanic 
ancestry were more vulnerable to violent 
crime than non-Hispanics; conversely, the 
latter in,curred relatively more personal 
crimes of theft. . 

H ollseholds hec:ded by YOllng persolls were 
more probable "ictims of bllrglary, hOl/sel/old 
larceny, alld motor vehicle theft. 

Turning to the residential crimes, house­
holds headed by young persons (age 
12-19) clearly had the highest rates for 
burglary, household larceny, and motor 
vehicle theft (although the difference be­
tween the vehicle theft rates for the two 
youngest age groups was mlU'ginal), In 
fact, when compared with households 
headed by senior citizens, those headed by 

Household victimization rates, 
by ethnlclty, 1979 

Type of crime Hispanic Non-Hispanic 

Burglary 99 83 
Household larceny 161 132 
Motor vehiCle theft 31 17 

Figure 4 

young persons were about 4,9 times as 
likely to be burglariled, 4.5 times as apt to 
be household larceny victims, and 8.6 
times as likely to have motor vehicles sto­
len. The rates for burglary and household 
larceny decreased significantly as age of 
household head increased. Although the 
sample showed the same pattern for motor 
vehicle theft rates calcubted on the basis of 
number of households, cert~in apparent rate 
differences may have stemmed from sam­
pling error. However, motor vehicle theft 
rates based on the number of vehicles 
owned did de:-rease significantly for each 
older age group. 

Black hOIl"e/wlc/s had higher bllrglary rates 
th(1I/ white hmlseholds. Hispanic hOllseholds 
had higher rates than their lIolI-Hispanic 
cO/lIlterpa/'ts for each of the three residelllfal 
crimes. 

There were no significant differences 
among the rates at which households 
headed by blacks, whites, or other minority 
taces were victimized by household lar­
cenies, but households headed by blacks 
were relatively more likely than those 
headed by whites to have sustained 
burglaries, mainly because of higher rates 
of completed and attempted forcible erltries 
(figure 3). However, the overall burglary 
rate for members of other races did not 
differ significantly from those for blacks or 
whites. 

For motor vehicle thcfts calculated on 
the basis of number of households, there 
was some indication that households 
headed by blacks had a higher rate than 
those headed by whites, but not higher than 
that for member:; of other races. However, 
rates based on the number of vehicles 
owned clearly showed blacks to be more 
vulnerable than whites to motor vehicle 
theft. Compared with their non-Hispanic 
counterparts, Hispanic households sustained 
relatively more burglaries, household lar­
cenies. and motor vehicle thefts (figure 4). 

Victimization rates: 
Personal crimes 
of violence and theft, 
by marital status, 1979 

• Crimes 01 vlolenc~ 
iii] Crimes of t~eft 

I I I I I I I I 

Widowed • '~.l 
ni"nr ... .,ti and separated 

Ik'%t%'0ti%ThTh.'4%l1®l 

Married • IO]'Ww,tWml 

Never married • 
I~W%\,*l~=t.~%m~t~lt$*~1t~f 

I I I I I 1~ I 
0 
Rate per 1,000 popu:",tlon 
age 12 and over 

Figure 5 

Marital status 
(Tables 11-12) 

I 

I I I 

I I I 
200 

Persolls divorced or separated were the 
most vulnerable to violem crimes. 

Victimization rates for personal crimes 
of violence or theft differed on the basis of 
four marital status groups (figure 5). For 
violent crimes as a whole, divorced or 
separated persons had the highest rate, 
followed in order by rates for the never 
married, the married, and the widowed-a 
pattern repeated by the' ~CS since 1973. 
For personal crimes of theft, persons never 
married had the highest rate, divorced or 
separated individuals ilie second highes~, 
and married and widowed persons had :mc­
cessively lower rates. For women, th:.. 
rankings of the marital groups for violent 
or theft crime were unchanged from those 
for the population as a whole. Among 
men, however, the violent crime rate for 
divorced or separated persons was not sig­
nificantly different from that for males 
never married; in the case of theft crimes, 
the rankings were the same as for the 
population as a whole, although some dif­
ferences were marginal. 
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Victim characteristics 

Household composition 
(Table i3) 

NOl/relatives il/ II/ultipersol/ households had 
high rates of I'ictimizatiol/. 

Examination of the relationship between 
crime rates and living arrangements dis­
closed that in households headed by men, 
persons unrelated to the household head 
had the highest overall rate for the violent 
crimes (figure 6) and for personal lar­
cenies. Men living alone had the second­
highest violent crime rate; wives of male 
heads of households had the lowest. In 
households headed by women, nonrelatives 
also incurred both violent crime (figure 7) 
and personal larceny at the highest overall 
rates. Among households headed by 
women, those who lived alone had com­
paratively low rates for violent and per­
sonal theft offenses. 

Victimization rates: 
Personal crimes of violence, 
by living arrangements, 
in households headed by males, 
1979 

, , 
Living alone • 
With others -Wife • Own child 12-17 .. 
Own child 18+ 

1 
Other relative -Nonrelative 

o 100 ~o 
Rale per 1,000 population age 1.2 and over 

Figure 6 
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Educational attainment 
(Table i6) 

PerSOl/s with higher educatiol/ were //lore 
will/erable to crimes of theft. 

Persons age 25 and over with I -3 years 
of college were the most likely to be vic­
tims of violent crimes; college graduates 
had the second highest rate. The rankings, 
however, were chiefly a consequence of 
variations in simple assault rates, as degree 
holders and persons with some college 
training reported relatively more of these 
crimes than persons without such educa­
tion. For personal crimes of theft, those 
persons with a college degree had the high­
est rate. 

Blacks generally had higher violent 
crime rates than whites at comparable edu­
cation levels, but theft rates were signifi­
cantly different for only One education 
category. As compared with whites, blacks 
with education ranging from grades 8-12 
were more vulnerable to violent crimes. 
Also, there was some indication that blacks 
with some college training had R higher 
violent crime rate than their white counter­
parts. Concerning crimes of theft, the rutes 
for the two races at each education level 
differed significantly ollly for college 
graduates, and blacks had the higher rate, 

Victimization rates: 
Personal crImes of vIolence, 
by llvlng arrangements, 
In households headed by females, 
1979 

I I I I 
Living alone • With others 
lIIII 
Own child 12-17 
a; 
Q!'ill..child 18+ 4'1· 
Other relative -Nonrelatlve 
g 

I I 'l 

III,IIW 
o 100" "" 200 
Rale per 1,000 population age 12 and over 

Figure 7 

Annual family income 
(Tables i4-15 al/d 25-28) 

il/dividuals frol/l the poorest families had 
the highest rate of persol/al violel/ce: the 
I/Iost afflu(!1It had the highest personal lar­
ceny rllfe. 

In 1979, as in prior years, members nf 
families in the lowest income bracket (less 
than $3,000 per year) had the highest over­
all rate for crimes of violence, whereas 
members of the wealthiest families were 
relatively more vulnerable to crimes of 
theft (figure 8). Moreover, these findings 
aptly described the relationships between 
income and violent or theft crime vulnera­
bility for both racial groups. In addition, it 
was clear that persons in the two highest 
income groups were less vulnerable to 
crimes of violence than those in any other 
income bracket, although their rates did not 
differ from one another. Members of 
familieR with annual incomes of $3,000-
$7,499 had the lowest personal theft rate 
among the six income brackets. 

Turning to household crimes, the pat­
terns for larceny and burglary rates clas­
sified by annual family income differed. 
Households in the two lowest income 
groups had the lowest residential larceny 
rates (figure 9). On the other hand, the 
poorest households experienced burglary at 
a rate higher than those earning $10,000-
$24,999, and there was some indication of 
a difference between rates for the lowest 
and next two higher income groups as 
well. Households with incomes under 
$7,500 were relatively less likely than 
those in most higher brackets to incur 
motor vehicle theft. 
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Vlctlmrlzation rates: 
Personal crimes of violence and theft, 
by annual family income, 
1979 

Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over 
150r-------------~--------------------------~ 

125 

100 Crimes of theft 

Crimes of violence 

25 

o~--------~---------~·--------~--------~--------~ 
Under 
$3,000 

Figure 8 

$3,000-
$7,499 

Victimization rates: 
Household crimes, 
by annual family income, 
1979 

Rate er 1,000 households 
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$7,500-
$9,999 

$10,000-
$14,999 

$15,000-
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or more 
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- __________ _ 
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$3,000 $7,499 $9.999 $14,999 $24,999 or more 

Figure 9 

Occupational status and group 
(Tables 17-i8) 

The III/elllployed were more vIIll/erable to 
)liolellt or theft victimizatiol/ thall employed 
persol/s or lIIost grollps oil/side the labol' 
force. 

Among persons age 16 and over in the 
civilian labor force, the unemployed had an 
overall violent crime rate that was about 
twice as high as that for employed persons 
(figure 10). Furthermore, they were more 
probabb victims of rape, robbery. or as­
sault considered separately. Each group of 
nonparticipants in the labor force had a 
lower violent crime rate than the un-

employed. Among labor force nonpartici­
pants, homemakers, the retired, and those 
unable to work also had rates lower than 
the employed. The unemployed were rela­
tively more vulnerable to crimes of theft 
than the employed, but students had a 
higher rate than all other labor force par­
ticipant or nonparticipant groups. 

Among 13 occupational groups, IHJnfarm 
laborers were more likely to be.victims of 
violent crime than those in any other occu­
pational group (the difference between rates 

. for laborers and Armed Forces personnel 
was marginal). Clearly least likely to be 
violent crime victims were farm owners 

VictimizatIon rates: 
Personal crimes 
of violence and theft, 
by occupational status, 
'1979 

• Crimes of theft 

IB Crimes of violence 

I I I , I I I 
Labor force !,artlclpants 
Employ~ct 

I~i&~':tl 
Unemployed 

l(it!~~~~.1~1 -
Labor force nonparticipants 
Keeping house 

• In school 

1~~'''\%1lJ 
Unable 10 work -am 
Retired -I 
other 

It~ .::;. , 

I ~ ~ I I 1~5 I 
0 76 100 150 I Rate per 1,000 population 
age 16 and over 

Figure 10 

and managers, who also were relatively 
less vulnerable to crimes of theft than all 
but farm laborers or private household 
workers. Members of the Armed Forces 
were victimized by theft at a rate in excess 
of any (lther occupational group. Because 
relatively few 12- to 15-year-olds are in the 
labor force, they were considered out of 
scope in calculating victimization rates on 
the basis of occupational vlJ.!iables 
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Victim characteristic s 

Household size and tenure 
(Tables 29-31) 

The larger the family, the higher the hOl/se­
hold crime rate. 

As in prior years, rates for household 
larceny increased directly in relation to 
household size (figure 11). This pattern 
also appeared to hold for burglary or motor 
vehicle theft, but not all increases were 
statistically significant. Still, one-member 
households had a lower burglary rate than 
households with four or more occupants 
and also had a lower motor vehicle theft 
rate than households of any other size. The 
overall rate pattern for motor vehicle theft 
may well be ascribed to the greater likeli­
hood of vehicle ownership in multiperson 
households. 

Vulnerability to household crime also 
was related to tenure. For each of the three 
household offenses, persons living in 
rented dwellings had higher victimization 
rates than those in owner-occupied homes. 
As for the past 6 years, this relationship 
held for each of the three crimes only for 
white households; among black households, 
renters had a significantly higher rate only 
for burglary. 

Single-unit homes experienced burglary, 
household larceny, and motor vehicle theft 
at the lowest rates, compared with most of 
the multi-unit residences, as well as with 
"other" housing units, such as boarding 
houses. (The rates for single-unit resi­
d~nces were not significantly different from 
the burglary rate for tri-unit dwellings, the 
larceny rate for residences with 10 or more 
units, and the motor vehicle theft rate for 
four-unit buildings.) No single size of unit 
was most susceptible to any of the three 
household crimes. 
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I Victimization rates: 
Household crimes, 
by number of persons 
in hOllsehold, 1979 
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Figure 11 
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Locality of residence 
(Tables 19-20 and 32-33) 

As a group, urban residents were the most 
apt to suffer crimes of violence, personal 
theft, or house/wid crimes; residelllS of 
small towns qnd rural areas were the least 
likely to be victimized . 

For personal crimes of violence, the rate 
of victimization was greatest for central 
city residents, compared with persons liv­
ing in suburban areas or in nonmetropolitan 
environs, i.e., rural and semirural areas 
(figure 12). In tum, suburbanites had a 
higher violent victimization rate than their 
rural counterparts. Furthermore, the resi­
dents of central cities in three out of four 
size classes examined had higher violent 
crime rates than those persons living in the 
respective suburban areas, and there was 
some indication that central-city residents 
living in the fourth size class, ~ to 1 
million persons, also sustained violent 
crimes at a higher rate than individuals in 
the corresponding suburbs. 

The pattern for personal theft allocated 
by locality of residence differed from that 
for crimes of violence. Whereas both 
central city and suburban residents had 
higher theft rates than rural inhabitants, the 
overall rate difference between inhabitants 
of central cities compared with those in 
suburban areas was not significant. Exami­
nation of the four city-size classes revealed 
that only among localities with populations 
of 50,000 to \4 million was there a sig­
nificant theft rate differential between cities 
and suburbs, with residents of central cities 
having the higher figure. 

Examination of race and sex variables 
with locality of residence revealed certain 
interesting rate differences. Compared with 
white females, white males had higher 
violent or theft victimization rates whether 
they lived in central cities, the suburbs, or 
rural areas, but that was not the case for 
blacks. While the violent crime rates for 
black males living in central cities or the 
suburbs exceeded those for black females, 
such rates were not significantly different 
for residents of rural areas. Also, black 
males living in central cities were more 
likely victims of personal theft than black 
females, and there was some indication that 
such also was the case for members of 
these groups living in nonmetropolitan 
areas; but, a significant theft rate difference 
was not revealed for black male or female 
suburban inhabitants. 

The robbery rate for black men living in 
rural areas did not differ sig!!~cantly from 
that for white males, but there\vas some 
indication that black males in suburban 
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Victimization rates: 
Personal and household crimes, 
by locality of residence, 
1979 

• Central cities 
I!IIiII Suburbs 

• Nonmetropolitan areas 

Personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 

I I I 
o 50 100 150 
Rate per 1,000 population 
age 12 and over 

Household t;rimes 
Burglary 

Motor vehicle theft --
I I I 
o 50 100 150 
Rate per 1,000 households 

Figure 12 

areas had higher robbery rates than white 
men. The robbery rate for black males liv­
ing in central cities was clearly higher than 
that for their white counterparts. On the 
other hand, white male central-city resi­
dents sustained assault at a higher rate than 
did black men, and there was some indica­
tion this was true as well for males in rural 
areas. Noncontact larceny rates for white 
men living in central city or rural areas 
also surpassed those for black men. 

Comparison of overall violent crime 
rates among black or white females resid­
ing in central cities, the suburbs, or rural 
areas revealed no significant differences. 
However, white females living in central 
city or rural areas experienced noncon~act 
personal larcenies at higher rates than black 
females; conversely, there was some indi­
cation this larceny rate was higher for 
black females residing in the suburbs. 

The overall rate patterns for each of the 
three household crimes by locality of resi­
dence were not different from those for 
crimes of violence. For burglary, as for the 
violent crimes, the highest overall rate was 
for city residents, and the lowest for the 
nonmetropolitan population, with suburban 
households recording an intermediate rate. 
Furthermore, households in central cities in 
each of the four sizes of metropolitan areas 
had higher burglary rates than those located 
in their respective suburbs. 

Overall, the central-city household lar­
ceny rate exce~ded that for the suburbs, as 
well as that for rural households, and the 
rate for rural households was lower than 
that for suburban households. For each size 
class but the largest, the household larceny 
rate was higher in the central city than in 
the associated suburbs. However, in met­
ropolitan areas of a million or more per­
sons, the larceny rate was actually higher 
in the corresponding suburbs; in addition, 
this central-city rate was lower than that for 
each of the smaller central city or suburban 
areas, but larger than that for nonmetro­
politan areas. 

As was true for the other two household 
crimes, the overall motor vehicle theft rate 
was higher for central-city households than 
for those in the suburbs, a relationship that 
held as well for each of the size classes. 
The lowest rate for this. crime also was as­
sociated with nonmetropolitan households. 

With respect to the race of heads of 
households, blacks living in metropolitan 
areas (whether in central cities or the sur­
rounding fringes) had higher burglary rates 
than whites living in those areas; con­
versely, there was some indication that 
whites in central cities had a higher rate of 
household larceny. (The apparent differ­
ence between the two larceny rates for 
households in rural areas was not signifi­
cant.) For motor vehicle theft, the seeming 
difference between the rates for each race 
was not significant. 
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Offender characteristics 

Most of the measured violent crimes in 
1979, as in the previous 6 years, were 
committed by persons not related or known 
to thc? victims (strangers) rather than per­
sons acquainted with or related to victims 
(nonstrangers). Furthermore, the probability 

·that a crime was committed by strangers 
varied with such characteristics as the vic­
tim's sex, race, age, marital status, and 
family income. 

Besides being strangers, most offenders 
were male. For both single- r.lId multiple­
offender violent crimes, the largest propor­
tions were committed by whites, but blacks 
were perceived to have been responsible . 
for the largest share of multiple-offender 
robberies. Whereas most violent crime was I 

intraracial, substantial proportions (about 
one-third) of single- and multiple-offender 
robberies were interracial. Youths were 
more likely to have been attacked by 
youths, and adults by adults. A notable 
difference in the age of offenders was ap­
parent in crimes committed by lone indi­
viduals vs. multiple offenders. 

Strangers or nonstrangers 
(Tables 34-38) , 

Most Victims didll't klloll' tlleir offenders. 

Strangers committed substantially more 
than half of all personal crimes of violence, 
ranging from 6 out of 10 rapes to 8 in 10 
robberies (figure 13). For violent crimes as 
a whole, this translated into a rate of 22.2 
victimizations by strangers, per 1,000 per­
sons age 12 and over, conipared with 12.3 
per 1,000 by acquaintances, friends, or 
relatives of the vietims. Higher rates of 
Stranger-to-stranger crime )'Iere recorded as 
well for robbery or assault considered 
separately. 

Men were more likely than women to be 
victims of strangers. Moreover, this re­
lationship held for n1atchin'g age categories 
of men and women, excepting the t~·!'J el· 
dest.2 It was also true among whites and 
blacks and for each of the marital status 
groups except for widowed persons. 
Among males of varying ages, no one 
group was most likely to have been vic­
timized by strangers, but stranger-to­
stranger victimization was relatively more 
common among elderly women than any 
other female age group. (The difference 
between proportions of stranger crime for 
women age 50-64 compared with those 
age 65 and over was marginal.) 

Although the majority of violent victimi­
zations of whites or blacks were'Perpe­
trated by strangers, white victims were the 
more likely of the two racial groups to en­
counter such offenders. Considering the 
potential violent outcome of marital dis­
cord, it is not surprising that, of the four 
marital status groups, separated or divorced 
persons experienced the lowest proportion 
of stranger-to-stranger crime, and, con­
versely, the highest of nonstranger crime. 
Finally, the proportion of stranger-to­
stranger violent crime was higher for mem­
bers of families with annual incomes of 
$25,000 or more (73 percent) than for per­
sons in any of the five lower income 
brackets. 

2There also wns some indication tbal men age 50-64 
compared with women of this age range were more 
likely victims of strangers. For persons 65 and over, 
the data Indicated the reverse. thllt women were tbe 
more likely victims of strnngcrs, but the difference may 
be attribulable to sampling error. 

Percent of violent crimes 
committed by strangers, 
1979 

All violent crimes 

o 20 40 60 80 
Percent 

Figure 13 
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Sex, age, and race 
(Tables 39-48) 

Most crimes were intraradal. Most offend· 
ers were male and attacked persons of 
similar age. 

.The vast majority of violent personal 
cnmes, whether single- or multiple­
offender cases, were perceived by victims 
to have been committed by males (figure 
14). In only 12 percent of the single­
offender crimes and 8 percent of the 
multiple-offender cases were females iden­
tified as offenders. Men and women shared 
culp~bi1ity in an additional 11 percent of 
multiple-offender victimizations. 

With respect to single-offender violent 
crimes, lawbreakers were perceived to have 
been over age 20 in two-thirds of the vic­
timizations, with most of the remainder as­
cribed to persons age 12-20. Youngsters 
under age 15 were identified as offenders 
in only about 5 percent of single-offender 
violent crimes. Adults (persons age 21 or 
over) also composed the larger proportion 
of lone offenders for each of the three 
major forms of violent crime. 

In regard to multiple-offender crimes, 
however, all-youth gangs constituted the 
highest share of offenders (43 percent). 
The bulk of the remainder were ascribed to 
groups of adults or groups of persons of 
mixed ages in proportions not significantly 
different from one another. 
. Young vieti.ms-whether attacked by 

smgle or mUltiple offenders-were vic­
timized relatively most often by youths. 
Correspondingly, lone-offender as well as 
multiple-offender crimes against victims 
age 20 and over were more likely to have 
been committed by adults. However for 
elderly victims, there was no signifi~ant 
difference in the likelihood of attack by 
adults or youths. 

About 7 out of 10 single-offender violent 
crimes were perceived to have been com­
mitted by whites, about lout of 4 by 
blacks, and the bulk of the remainder, 3 
percent, by members of other races. 
Among the three major violent crimes, 
rapes or assaults were committed relatively 
more by w~it~s, who, of course, make up 
a large majority of the population. How­
ever, there was no significant difference 
between the relative number of personal 
robberies attributed to whites or to blacks. 
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Percent distribution of violent crimes 
by perceived characteristics of 
single and multiple offenders, 1979 
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Figure 14 
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For multiple-offender crimes, the per­
petrators were thought to have been exclu­
sively white in 56 percent of the victimiza­
tions and exclusively black in 30 percent. 
Less common were groups composed of 
members of more than one race or of 
groups consisting entirely of persons from 
other races. The largest proportion of 
multiple-offender assaults was attributed to 
whites, but the highest share of multiple­
offender robberies, about half, was as­
cribed to black offenders. 
. Most violent crime was intraracial. Thus, 
m about 79 percent of violent single­
offender victimizations of whites, and in 
~pproximately 83 percent of those against 
blacks, the offender was identified by the 
victim as having been of the same race. 
(!he difference between the two propor­
lions was marginally significant.) The 
proportions of intraracial cases for 
multiple-offender crimes of violence (which 
also were only marginally different) were 
64 percent for white victims and 72 percent 
for black victims. However, the patterns 
for interracial, multiple-offender robbery 
a~d assault .differed. Whites reported a sig­
mficantly hIgher proportion of robberies by 
black offenders than blacks reported by 
white offenders. Conversely, there was 
some indication that blacks reported rela­
tively more assaultive behavior on the part 
of white multiple-offenders. 

9 

, 



Crime characteristics 

The crime characteristics covered in the 
following sections may be grouped into 
two overall categories: the circumstances 
under which the violations occurred (such 
as time and place of occurrence, number of 
offenders, victim self-protective measures, 
and weapon use) and the impact of the 
crime on the victim, including physical in­
jury, economic loss, and worktime loss. 
The circumstances under which crimes oc­
curred and their impact varied appreciably 
with the type of offense and the population 
group examined. 

For reasons discussed fully in the Tech­
nical Notes (Appendix IV), some charac­
teristics of the personal crimes examined 
are based on incident data and others on 
victimization data. Because some violent 
personal crimes were committed against 
two or more victims, victimizations out­
numbered incidents by about 18 percent. 
Most multiple-victim crimes involved a 
pair of victims rather than three or more 
(tables 49 and 50). 
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Time of occurrence 
(Tables 52-54) 

More thcm half of all violelll crimes occllrred 
at night. Two-thirds of all armed robberies 
took place ajier 6 p.m. 

Of the offenses measured by the survey, 
rapes, robberies, and motor vehicle thefts 
occurred predominantly during the evening 
or nighttime hours of 6 p.m. to 6 a.m. In 
contrast, personal larcenies with contact 
(i.e., purse snatching and pocket picking) 
took place most often during the day _ The 
proportions of assaults occurring during the 
day or night were not significantly differ­
ent. 

In general, the more threatening forms of 
assault or robbery were more likely to take 
place after 6 p.m. For instance, a relatively 
higher count of aggravated than simple as­
saults and robberies with injury than with­
out injury happened at night. Also, rela­
tively larger numbers of robberies or as­
saults by armed assailants were concen­
trated at night. Assaults committed by un­
known offenders, generally conceded to be 
more threatening than those committed by 
relatives, friends, neighbors, or other 
known persons, also took place relatively 
more frequently after 6 p.m. (but the rela­
tive counts of nighttime stranger and 
nonstranger robberies were not statistically 
different). 

Because personal or household thefts 
often occurred when the owner was absent, 
it was difficult or impossible. to assign a 
time of occurrence to many of these inci­
dents. Thus, it could not be accurately es­
timated whether most personal larcenies 
without contact, household burglaries, or 
household larcenies happened during day­
time or nighttime. In cases where the time 
of the incident was known, however, the 
largest share of noncontact personal lar­
cenies or household burglaries were day­
time events, and more household larcenies 
were nighttime cases. 

In addition to information about whether 
the measured crimes occurred during the 
day or night, data were available on more 
specific periods of nighttime-from 6 p.m. 
to 12 a.m. and from midnight to 6 a.m. 
Large proportions of personal crimes of 
violence and theft took place between 6 
p.m. and midnight, even taking into con­
sideration cases for which the time was not 
known. However, for each of the three 
household crimes, the relative levels of un­
knowns were such that the time distribu­
tions of night offenses could not be mean­
ingfully compared. 

Place of occurrence 
(Table 55-60) 

/11 gelleral, persollal crimes of violence were 
more apt to oCcllr Oil Ihe street, ill a park, 
field, playgrollnd, school grollnd, or parking 
lot than allY other location. Motor veMele 
thefts were as likely to occllr at the victim's 
/tome as away from it. 

For violent crimes as a whole, the vic­
tim's home and its immediate environ was 
a less frequent crime site than outdoor lo­
cations away from the home. For specific 
crimes, how~ver, the proportion occurring 
in and near victims' residences varied. 
Rape took place in or near the home at a 
relative frequency (36 percent) that did not 
differ significantly from those perpetrated 
in parks, parking lots, or other outdoor lo­
cations. In fact, rape took place in or near 
the home relatively more often than either 
robbery or assault. The largest share of 
robberies occurred in streets, parks, park­
ing lots, etc. (53 percent), and robbery was 
the most likely of the three violent crimes 
to have happened in such places. Two­
fifths of all assaults happened on streets 
and associated areas, the most likely site 
for this crime, and the second most com­
mon was in or near the home. The largest 
proportion of personal larcenies with con­
tact (pocket pickings and purse snatchings) 
took place inside nonresidential buildings. 

For overall crimes of violence, non­
stranger offenses were more likely to have 
taken place in or near the home than in 
streets or related locations (37 vs. 24 per­
cent), but the latter were the more common 
sites for stranger-to-stranger violence (50 
vs. 16 percent). Also, assaults that took 
place at these outdoor locations were more 
likely to involve offenders armed with 
guns, knives, or other weapons than un­
amled offenders. 

Classification of personal larceny without 
contact and household larceny is deter­
mined by the location at which they took 
place. If the theft occurred away from the 
victim's home it is personal larceny with­
out contact; if within or near the home it is 
household larceny. The overwhelming 
majority (87 percent) of household lar­
cenies took place near the owner's home, 
rather than inside. Personal larceny without 
contact most often occurred on the street, 
in a park, or at some other outdoor site, 
rather than inside a school or other non­
residential building. Household burglaries 
were almost exclusively confined to per­
manent residences, but a small share did 
occur in places such as vacation homes, 
hotels, or motels. 
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In contrast with the other household 
crimes, motor vehicle theft is not limited 
by definition to specific localities. During 
1979, the largest prQPortions, about 42 
percent each, were attempted or completed 
either at or near the victim's own home, 
such as a driveway, carport, or garage, or 
at an outside location away from the resi­
dence. 

Number of offenders 
(Table 61) 

Except for persollal robberies. 10lle offenders 
committed most crimes of violellce. 

About 9 out of 10 NCS-measured inci­
dents of violent personal crimes were 
committed against lone victims. A substan­
tial but smaller majority Of incidents (7 in 
10) involved lone offenders (figure 15). 
Assault was more likely to have been 
committed by single than mUltiple offend­
ers, but roughly half of personal robberies 
were carried out by two or more offenders. 
About 85 percent of all rapes were com­
mitted by lone offenders. 

There was a sizable difference in the 
distribution of the number of offenders in­
volved depending on whether or not the 
victim knew the assailant. A large majority 
(82 percent) of ilie nonstranger incidents 
were committed by offenders acting alone; 
a smaller share (62 percent), but still a 
majority, of stranger-to-stranger incidents 
were perpetrated by one offender. In other 
words, multiple-offender crimes of violence 
were relatively more common in stranger­
to-stranger incidents. 

Percent distribution 
of violent crimes, 
by number of offenders, 
1979 
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"Includes data on rape 
not shown separately. 
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Use of weapons 
(Tables 62-63) 

Robbers were lIlore likely thall other offellders 
to lise a weapoll. 

About 1 in every 3 violent crimes in­
volv~d the display or use of a weapon, in­
cludmg a firearm. knife, or oilier object, 
such as a club, brick, or bottle (figure 16). 
Robbery was the most likely of the three 
violent crimes to involve weapons use by 
offenders (47 percent). On the whole, 
stranger-to-stranger crimes were more 
likely than nonstranger crimes to involve 
armed offenders. 

For crimes in which one or more 
weapons were used, the victim identified 
each type. Weapons classified as "other" 
were used by offenders in about 4 out of 
10 armed incidents, but knives or firearms 
each were present in 3 of 10 crimes. These 
"other" weapons were relatively more 
prevalent in aggravated assaults resulting in 
victim injury (64 percent) than in most 
other offenses. The most lethal and fear­
inducing weapon, the firearm, was not 
used relatively more often in anyone of 
the three major crimes. Neither did the rel­
ative use of firearms or knives vary with 
the victim's relationship to the offender; 
however, iliere was some indication other 
weapons were used relatively more often 
by nonstrangers than strangers. 

Percent of violent crImes in whIch 
offenders used wetlpons, 
1979 

All violent crimes 
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Crime characteristics 

Victim self-protection 
(Tables 64-67) 

In general. victims tried to protect themselves 
against impending violent attack. 

Regardless of the nature of their relation­
ship to offenders, victims used self­
protective means in a majority of personal 
crimes of violence. Self-protective be­
havior, ranging from reasoning with the 
offender to using a gun or knife, was used 
relatively more often in rapes (81 percent) 
or assaults (76 percent) than robberies (61 
percent), but the apparent difference be­
tween rape and assault was not significant. 
Robbery victims were more likely to use 
self-protective measures when attacked by 
a nonstranger than a stranger, but such was 
not the case for victims of rape or assault. 

For all crimes of violence, persons 65 
and over were relatively less likely than 
other age groups to defend themselves, 
with the exception of persons age 50-64 
(figure 17). Also, blacks were less prone 
than whites to use self-defense in the 
course of violent crimes. The proportions 
of offenses in which men and women at­
tempted to protect themselves against vio­
lent attack were not significantly different. 

Nonviolent resistance, including evasion, 
was the most frequently used form of self­
protection, followed by physical force. (For 
the past 2 years of the NCS, the rank-order 
of these two measures was reversed.) 
Among the protective measures taken, 
firearms10r knives were used least often. 

Choice of self-defense measure was re­
lated to sex of the victim (figure 18). 
Males were more likely than females to 
utilize physical force or a firearm or knife, 
but women were more apt to try to enlist 
the aid of another person, frighten off the 
offender, or use nonviolent resistance in­
cluding evasion. Self-protective practices 
did not vary significantly by race. 

Percent of violent crimes 
in which victims took 
self-protective measures, 1979 

Crimes of 
• Characteristic violence' Robbery Assault 

Race 
White 75 66 76 
Black 65 43 75 
Age 
12-19 76 68 77 
20-34 76 67 78 
35-49 65 50 70 
50-64 57 47 63 
65+ 45 33 53 

'Includes data on rape. not shown separately. 

F{gure 17 
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Percent distribution 
of Victim self-protective measures 
in violent crimes, 
by sex, 1979 
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Physical Injury to victims 
(Tables 68-73) 

Victims of violem attack were freqllemly in­
jured. bw comparatively fell' were hurt seri­
ously enough to require hospitalization. 

Victims were physically injured in 3 of 
10 personal robberies and assaults. (All 
victims of rape, whether the crime was 
completed or not, were classified by the 
NCS as injured.) There was some indica-

. tion that blacks and females were more 
likely than whites or males to be injured as 
a result of assault (figure 19). Perhaps sur­
prisingly, the prospect for victim injury 
was greater when the offender was a rela­
tive, friend, or some other acquaintance 
than when the offender was a stranger. Age 
of victim bore more or less no relationship 
to likelihood of injury stemming from rob­
bery, but persons age 50 and over were 
less prone to injury from assault than vic­
tims age 12-34, perhaps reflecting differ­
ences in the relative severity of the assaults 
experienced by the two groups. 

In some 6 percent of personal crimes of 
violence, the victims incurred medical ell­
penses. This ratio of I in 17 generally held 
for black or white victims, and for victims 
of stranger or nonstranger offenses. Rob­
beries were more likely than assaults to in­
volve medical expenses of $250 or more, 
and, among robbery victims, blacks were 
more likely than whites to have expenses in 
that category. 

As in past years, 7 out of every 10 in­
jured crime victims had some form of 
health insurance or were eligible for public 
medical services. However, unlike previous 
years, in which the relative number of vic­
tims covered did not vary by race, in 1979 
a significantly smaller proportion of black 
than white victims had health insurance 
coverage. 

In approximately 8 percent of all violent 
offenses, victims received hospital treat­
ment as a result of the attack. The rate of 
hospitalization did not vary significantly by 
victim sex or age or victim-offender re­
lationship, but blacks were relatively mor~ 
likely than whites to be hospitalized. 

In about four-fifths of the crimes leading 
to hospital care, emergency room treatment 
was all that was needed, with the remain­
der involving stays on an inpatient basis for 
a.minimum of one night. Although there 
appeared to be variations by race and sex 
in regard to the proportion of victims re­
quiring inpatient care, these lacked statisti­
cal significance. Among all groups, there 
was an overwhelming prevalence of 
emergency cases as opposed to inpatient 
care. 
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Percent of robberies and assaults 
resulting in victim injury, 
by selected characteristics, 
1979 

• Robbery 

BJ Assault I', 
Victim-offender relationship 

Stranger 
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Race of victim 
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Sex of victim 
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Figure 19 

Percent distribution 
of selected crimes, 
by value of loss, 
1979 

• No monetary value 

• Less than $10 

111 $10-$49 
II]] $50-$249 

o $250 or more 
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Robbery 

Personal larceny with contact 

Personal larceny without contact 

Burglary 

Household larceny 

Motor vehicie theft 

I I 
o 20 
Percent 

Figure 20 

Economic losses 
(Tables 74-80) 

60 

Ecollomic loss occllrred frequemly. and for 
many crimes exceeded $50 ill value. For the 
large majority of personal and hOllsehold 
crimes, there was 110 loss recovery. 

Economic loss from theft or property 
damage resulted from the vast majority of 
all personal and household crimes commit­
ted in 1979. Perhaps predictably, financial 
loss occurred in fewer than half of rape or 
assault cases. By contrast, 96 out of every 
100 personal larcemeii and 70 in every 100 
personal robberies involved such losses. 
For h(lu~ehold crimes as a group, theft 
and/or damage occurred in about 9 in every 
10 case., 

Most cases of crime-related economic 
loss from personal robbery or larceny, as 
well as from each of the three household 
crimes, stemmed from theft rather than 
property damage. A notable exception 
among the subclasses of household crime 
was forcible-entry burglary, for which there 

80 100 

was property as well as theft damage in 58 
percent of the crimes, and damage without 
theft in an additional 15 percent. That 
property damage was recorded in a larger 
share of motor vehicle theft attempts ilian 
completions may be indicative of the de­
terrent effect of locking vehicles. 

In about 54 percent of all personal 
crimes and 42 percent of all household 
crimes for which there was economic loss, 
the theft and/or damage losses were valued 
at less than $50. Distribution by amount of 
loss varied wiili the crimes (figure 20). 
Most completed motor vehicle ilief! losses 
were valued at $250 or more, but com­
paratively few purse-snatching or pocket­
picking losses fell into this range. 

Blacks had higher economic losses than 
whites (i.e., relatively more crimes valued 
at $50 or more) for all household crimes, 
but the relative losses at or above iliis 
amount for personal crimes were not sig­
nificantly different. 

Motor vehicle theft ranked as the 
costliest crime, and also was most likely to 
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Crime characteristics 

Percent of theft loss recovered 
for selected crimes, 1979 

Recovered 
Type of crime All Some None 

Robbery 12 12 75 
Personal larceny 

with contact 7 17 76 
Personal larceny 

without contact 6 10 83 
Burglary 7 17 75 
Household larceny 7 10 84 
Motor vehicle theft 50 26 23 

Figure 21 

be followed by complete recovery of theft -
loss (50 percent). This experience stood in 
contrast to the large majority of personal 
and household crimes, for which there was 
no recovery at all (figure 21). For example, 
there was no recovery whatsoever of cash 
and/or property in three-fourths of personal 
robberies or in roughly 8 out of 10 per­
sonal or household larcenies. Black victims 
were more likely than white victims to re­
port no recovery at all as a result of rob­
beries or burglaries, and there was some 
indication this was true as well for personal 
larcenies with contact. 

Only about 1 in 4 recovered losses from 
theft were by means of insurance compen­
sation alone. For more than half of per­
~onal or household crimes, losses were re­
placed by means other than insurance. Of 
the three household crimes, losses from 
burglary were the most likely to result 
solely in insurance compensation. 
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Worktlm8 IOSS8S 
(Tables 81-86) 

Worktime losses occurred most often as a re­
sult of rape, robbery with injury, and com­
pleted motor vehicle theft. 

Relatively few personal victimizations 
only about 1 in 20, led to the loss of tim'e 
from work by the victim or another house­
hold member. As a group, crimes of vio­
lence resulted in worktime losses in about a 
tenth of all cases. For specific crimes, 
however, the proportions ranged from 28 
percent of all rapes to 8 percent of simple 
assaults. In comparison, only about 4 per­
cent of personal larcenies and an even 
smaller proportion (3 percent) of household 
larcenies led to loss of work time . Com­
pleted motor vehicle thefts, perhaps be­
cause of the reSUlting in.convenience, had a 
relatively high worktime loss rate of 22 
percent. Race of victim was not related to 
lost worktime, but violent victimizations by 
nonstrangers were more likely than those 
by strangers to result in time lost from 
work by the victim. 

Among those personal and household 
crimes that resulted in worktime losses for 
victims or other household members ap­
proximately half the cases were of l' day or 
more duration. For victims of violent 
crimes as a group, 7 out of 10 lost more 
than 1 day, and in 21 percent, 6 or more 
days were lost. The violent personal crimes 
were characterized by relatively longer 
periods of ,",:orktime losses than were per­
sonallarcemes, household larcenies or 
burglaries. As a result of personal c~imes 
black victims lost a day or more relativel; 
more often than did white victims. 
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Reporting crimes to the police 

The rate at which crime was reported to 
the police varied with the seriousness of 
the victimization and the characteristics of 
the victim. As an example of the former, 
household crime reporting rates rose with 
the value of stolen property. An important 
victim characteristic found to be related to 
police reporting was age: personal crimes 
of violence or theft were less likely to have 
been reported by persons age 12-19 than 
any other age group. Overall, the reporting 
rate for violent crimes (45 percent) was 
higher than that for personal crimes of theft 
(25 percent) or total household crimes (36 
percent). 

Persons who were victimized during 
1979 but failed to report the offenses to the 
police most often suggested that the crimes 
were not important enough to warrant 
police attention. As with reporting rates, 
relationships between reasons for not re­
porting crimes to the police and the seri­
ousness of victimization or characteristics 
of victims were uncovered. For instance, 
among victims of personal robbery, those 
injured were less likely than those unin­
jured to indicate the crime was not impor­
tant enough to report. Also, whites were 
more likely than blacks to indicate they 
withheld police notification of personal or 
household crimes because the incident sim­
ply was not important enough to report. 
Whether or not the victim was acquainted 
with the offender did not bear on whether 
or not the crime was reported, but was re­
lated to reasons given for failure to report. 

Rates of reporting 
(Tables 87-96) 

Compared with other crimes, those involving 
injury or major economic loss were well re­
ported. 

The Itlw percentage (30 percent) of per­
sonal crimes made known to the police 
chiefly was ascribable to a low reporting 
rat~ for personal larcenies (lout of 4), 
whIch accounted for some 7 out of 10 of 
all personal victimizations (figure 22). In 
contrast, some 45 percent of all crimes of 
violence were communicated to the police. 
Rape was reported at a rate not signifi­
cantly different from robbery or assault, 
but there was some indication that robbery 
was more likely than assault to have been 
made known to the police. Robbery re­
sulting in victim injury was reported at a 
higher rate than the noninjurious forms, as 
was aggravated compared with simple as­
sault. 

About 36 percent of all household crimes 
were reported to the police, a rate that ex­
ceeded that for personal crimes of theft but 
was lower than that for crimes of violence. 
The reporting rate for household larceny 
was not different from that for personal 
larceny, and it, too, had the effect of re­
ducing the overall proportion of reported 
household crimes. The rates for the other 
two household crimes, as well as certain 
subclasses, were significantly higher than 
that for household larceny. Thus, approxi­
mately half of all household burglaries (in­
cluding 72 percent of all forcible entries) 
and nearly two-thirds of motor vehicle 
thefts (including 86 percent of completions) 
were reported. 

Police reportIng rates 
for selected crImes, 1979 
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Reporting crimes to the police 

Comparison of reporting rates for the 
sexes (figure 23) demonstrated that violent 
crimes and theft crimes committed against 
women were more likely to have been 
made known to the police than those per­
petrated against men. 

In contrast, the differences between the 
rates of reporting violent crime for white 
vs. black or for Hispanic vs. non-Hispanic 
victims were not significant. However, 
whites reported proportionally more crimes 
of theft, chiefly personallarrenies without 
contact, than did blacks, and Hispanics re­
ported relatively fewer personal crimes of 
theft than did non-Hispanics. In the house­
hold sector, whites were more likely than 
blacks to notify police about household lar­
cenies, but the rates of reporting burglary 
or motor vehicle theft for th'e two races 
were not significantly different. 

Overall, personal crimes of violence or 
theft were less likely to have been reported 
by young persons age 12-19 than any other 
age group. This pattern held consistently 
for robbery, personal larceny with or with­
out contact, and with one ex.ception, as­
sault. Although young persons seemed to 
report relatively fewer assaults (32 percent) 
than did elderly persons (39 percent), the 
apparent difference! was not statistically 
significant. With respect to robbery, only 
about 4 out of 10 of those occurring to 
young persons were reported to the police, 
compared with nearly 7 out of 10 of those 
sustained by persons age 50-64. Only 1 in 
10 personal larcenies without contact were 
reported for persons age 12-19, but 1 in 3 
of those experienced by persons age 35-49 
were known to the police. On the whole, 
crimes of violmnce or theft against the el­
derly were not reported to authorities at 
rates that differed significantly from those 
for other adult age categories. 

The overall rate for reporting stranger­
to-stranger violelJt offenses was not sig­
nificantly different from that for 
nonstranger crimes. However, there was 
some indication that whites reported pro­
portionally more stranger than nonstranger 
crimes. but the comparable rates for blacks 
were not significantly different, and that 
females were relatively more likely to call 
stranger than non stranger offenses to police 
attention. For males, these rates were 
roughly similar. The violent crime report­
ing rates for the five age categories struc­
tured by victim-offender relationship dif­
fered significantly only for the youngest 
age group, with stranger-to-stranger crimes 
the more likely to be reported. 
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Police reporting rates 
for personal and household 
crimes, by selected victim 
characteristics, 1979 

Personal crimes 
All persons 
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Police reporting rates 
for household crimes, 
by amount of loss, 
1979 
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Figure 24 
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Homeowners were markedly more likely 
than renters to report two of the three 
household crimes: household larceny and 
residential burglary (including completed or 
attempted forcible entrie~ and, marginally, 
unlawful entries without force). There was, 
however, no significant difference between 
the rates at which motor vehicle thefts were 
reported by these two tenure groups. 

High household crime-reporting rates 
generally were related to high family in­
come. Thus, the proportion of all house­
hold crimes reported to authorities by 
families at the highest income level 
($25,000 or mote) was significantly larger 
than that for the other income groups. In 
addition, the reporting rate for households 
at the lowest income level (less than 
$3,000) was lower than those for each of 
the categories with incomes of $10,000 or 
higher. 

As in the past years, the value of stolen 
property consistently reflected variations in 
rates of reporting to the police. For the 
victims of residential crime in general, the 
proportion of household crimes reported 
rose as the value of loss increased (figure 
24). Thus, while only a tenth of those 
household offenses with losses of less than 
$10 were reported, the police notification 
rate moved upward with each higher value 
category to a peak of about 8 in every 10 
for those losses valued at $250 or more. 
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Reasons for not reporting 
(Tables 97-104) 

MCiI/)' crimes were 1101 reported /0 Ihe 
police becCillse Ihe viclims belil!l'ed Ihe of­
!em'es were IIl/impOrtllll1 or 1/01/u'l/g ('ollid 
be dOl/I!. 

The single most frequent reason given by 
crime victims for not reporting personal or 
household crimes to the police was thut the 
offense was not important enough to war­
rant police attention; the second most 
common explanation was that nothing 
could be done, thut is, that there was luck 
of proof about the offender's identity (fig­
ures 25 and 26). The two least frequent re­
sponses for each sector were inconvenience 
and fear of reprisal. 

As with crime-reporting rates, the seri­
ousness of the crime determined the ex plll­
nations for not notifying the police. For in. 
stance, among victims of personal robbery, 
those who were injured were less apt than 
those not harmed physically to indicate the 
crime was no! important enough to report; 
such also was the case for aggravated com­
pared with simple assault. A comparable 
situation existed with respect to residential 
burglary and larceny distinguished on the 
basis of the value of theft loss. 

Victims of' robbery were more likely 
than assault victims to indicate they did not 
file a police report because nothing could 
be done. Assault victims were more apt 
than robbery victims to say the matter was 
a private or personal one. Not surprisingly, 
this latter position was taken more onen by 
victims of violent crimes thun of personul 
crimes of theft, and by victims of violent 
nonstmnger attacks thun by persons ol~ 
fended by strangers. On the other hand, 
persons victimized by strangers were rela­
tively more prone than those victimized by 
nonstrangers to withhold police notification 
because of a belief that nothing could be 
done or because the crime was not impor­
tant enough. 

The distributions of reusons given by 
whites lind blacks for not reporting per­
sonal or household crimes to the police 
generully did not differ. The one exception 
for both crime sectors was the category 
"not importunt enough"; Whites were 
more likely to cite this reason. Finally, 
members o~ fumilies unnuully eaming 
$10,000 or more Were less likely than 
lower-income fllmilies to report per~()nal 
crimes to the police, because they reported 
to Someone else. 

Percent distribution of reasons 
for not reporting personal crimes 
to the police, 1979 
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Figure 25 

Percent distribution of reasons 
for not reporllng hOUsehold 
crimes to the pOlice, 1979 
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Figure 26 
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Appendix I 

Survey data tables 

'-The 103 data tables in thh ap~)t,:tdix pre. 
sent results of the National Crime Sl,wvey 
for calendar 1979. They are grouped along 
topical lines, generally paralleling the 
sequence of discussion in the "Selected 
Findings .• , For the personal and household 
sectors, all topics treated in the previous 
report, Criminal Victimization ill the Ullited 
States, 1978, are covered again. 

All data generated by the survey are es­
timates. They vary in their degree of relia­
bility and are subject to variance, or sam­
pling error, because they were derived 
from a survey rather than a complete 
enumeration. Constraints on interpretation 
and other uses of the data, as well as 
guidelines for determining their reliability, 
are set forth in Appendix III. As a general 
rule, however, estimates based on about 10 
or fewer sample cases have been consid­
ered unreliable. Such estimates, qualified 
by footnotes to the data tables, were not 
used for analytical purposes in this report. 
A minimum estimate of 12,000, as well as 
rates or percentages based on such a figure, 
was considered reliable. 

Victimization rate tables 3-33 paren­
thetically display the size of each group for 

, which a rate was computed. As with the 
rates, these control figures are estimates, 
reflecting estimation adjustments based on 
independent popUlation ~stimates. 

Subject matters covered by the data ta­
bles are described in the paragraphs below. 
The list below each main SUbheading 
shows the number Dnd title of each data 
table and the page on which it appears. 
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General (1979) 
(Tables I and 2) 

Table I disp!a:ys the number and percent 
di~tribution of victimizations, whereas 
table 2 shows rates of victimization. Each 
table, ~pvers all measured crimes, broken 
out H) the maximum extent possible insofar 
as thif' forms, or subcategories, of each 
offeri~e are concerned. 
Personal and household crimes 

Number and percent distribution 
of victimizations-

1. By seClor and Iype of crime, 22 
Victimization rates-

2. By sector and type of crime, 23 

Victim characteristics (1979) 
(Tables 3-33) 

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

Personll crimes 

Victimization rates for persons 
age 12 and over-

3. By type oJ crimI! and sex OJ'I'ielillls, 24 
4. By type of crime and age of vielillls, 25 
5. By sex mill age oll'ictims and type 

of crime, 25 
6. By type oj' crillle (llId race of viclims, 26 
7. By Iype of crillle alld sex and race 

oJ viclims, 27 
8. By Iype of crime alld 'I/midly 

of ViClillls. 27 
9. By mce a/lll a8" oj'I'klims alld Iype 

of crime, 27 
10. By race, se.~. lIl/(l age of l'ictilll,1 

(lIId I)'pe of crime, 28 
II. By 1)'1'1.' of crime alld marilal stalllS 

oJ victims. 29 
12. By sex alld marilal Slllllis OJ'ViClillls 

alld Iype of erillle, 29 
13. By sex oJ head of /lollse/wld, relllIionship 

oJ viclims to /lead, alld typ-' of crillle, 30 
14. By type 0/ crillle ,,"d mllllllli family income 

of victims, 31 
15, By race and amlltal fillllily incollle of I'ielims 

and Iype of crime, 32 

Victimization rates for persons 
age 25 and over-

16. By level of edllcatiollal allainment ('lId race 
of vir/lms tl/ld type of crime, 33 

Victimization rates for persons 
age 16 and over-

17. By participatioll in Ihe cil'ilian labor forre, 
employmelll stattts, 01/11 race of victims 
and type of crime, 34 

18, By occllplllional grollp of victims 
and type of crime, 35 

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

of residence of victims, 36 

Victimization rates for persons 
age 12 and over-
20. By type of localily of residellce,. race 

alld se,t of victims, alld type of crime, 37 

Hout.''1hold crimes 

Victimization rates, by type of crime-
21. Alld race of head ofhOluehold, 37 
22. And ethnicilY of head of household, 38 

Motor vehicle theft 

Victimization rates on the basis of thefts 
per 1,000 households and of thefts per 1,000 
vehicles owned-
23, By se/ecled hOllsehold characleristics,' 38 

20 
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Household crimes 

Victimization rates, by type of crime-
24. Alld age of head of hOllse/lOltI, 39 
25. Alld IIIIIIlItII family income, 39 

Household burglary 

Victimization rates-
26. B,\' rett'e of heatl of household. alllllwi Jamil,\' 

illcome, alld type of bllrgltlry, 40 

Household larceny 

Victimization rates-
2'1. By race of head of hOllselwld, (//llIlIal family 

incOIm', and type of larceny, 40 

Motor vehicle theft 

Victimization rates-
28. B.I· rtlce of head of hOllsehold. amlllal fil/lli1y 

illCOllle, lIlUl type of Iheft, 41 

Household crimes 

Victimizulilln rates-
29. By type of crime tlnd number oJ'persc/lIs 

;11 household, <II 
30. By type of crime, form oj'tenure, Imd retce 

of helld of hOllsellOltI, 42 
31. By Iype of crime alltl /lilli/bel' of IIl1its ill slrut·ture 

occupied by house/wid, 42 
32. By type of crime alld type of 10calilY 

of residence, 43 
33. By type of locality ofresitlellce, race of/tead of 

house/wid, lIlId type of crime, 44 

Offender characteristics 
in personal crimes 
of violence (1979) 
(Tables 34-48) 

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

Personal crimes of violence 

Number of victimizations and victimization 
rates for persons age 12 and over-
34. By Iype of crime tlnd v;c/l'm·offelUler 

relmion,lltip, ,44 

Percent ot'victimizations involving strangel's-
35. By sex and age of I'iclims alld type 

of crime, 45 
36. By sex tlnd race of l'iClims alld type 

of crime, 45 
37. 8y sex and marital Slalus lif victims 

and type of crillle, 40 
38. By race and alllUwl fil/nily illcome 

of viclims and type of crime, 46 

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

of offellder, 47 
40, By type of crime tlllel perceived tlge 

of off"nder, "7 
41. By Iype of crime and perceived race 

of offender, 48 
42. By Iype of crime, age ofviclims, 

alUl perceived age of offender, 48 
43. By Iype of crime, race of vic tillis, 

and perceived race lif offender, 49 

.-

~I 

Percent distribution of multiple·offender 
victimizations-
44. By 1),l'e of crime alld perceived sex 

of offenders. 49 
45. B,I' type oJ't·rill'. and p,.,ccil·cti age 

(if offellders, 50 
46, By type of crime allti perceived race 

of offenders. 50 
47. By Iype of crime, age of victim •• , 

anti perceil'ed tlge olojJemlel's. 51 
48. By type oj' crime, /'CIC,' of viclims, 

and 1'l'l'ce/l'ed I'Ilce of offenders, 51 

Crime characteristics (1979) 
(Tables 49-86) 

The first of these tables illustrates the dis­
tinction between victimizations and inci­
dents, as the terms relate to crimes against 
persons. Table 50 displays data on the 
number of victims per incident) whereas 
table 5 J gives incident levels .'i'or personal 
crimes of violence broken out by victim­
offender relationship. Topicyil areas covered 
by the remaining tables include: time of 
occurrence (52-54); place of occurrence 
(55-59); number of offenders (60); use of 
weapons (61-62); victim self-protection 
(63-66); physical injury to victims 
(67-72); economic losses (73-79); and 
time lost from work (80-85). As applica­
ble, the tables cover crimes against persons 
or households. When the data were com­
patible in ternlS of subject matter and vari­
able calegories. bOlh sectors were included 
on a table. 
Personal crimes 

Number of incidents a,ld victimizations 
and ratio of incidents to victimizations-
49. By Iype of crime, 52 

Personal crimes of violence 

Percent dist~,ution of incidents-
50. By I'iclim,offender relationsizip, Iype 

of erillle, tlmlnllmber of I'ietims, 5.' 

Number lind percent distribution 
of incidents-
51. B,' 1,I'l'e of crime tlm/l'[elim,offemler 

relatiollship, 54 

Personsl and household crimes 

Percent distribution of jncident~-
52. 8.1' Iype of crime IlIId time 

of occurrent'c, 55 

Personal robbery and assault by armed 
and unarmed offenders 

Percent distribution of incidents-
53. By percelll of crime ami offenticr anci tillle 

of ocellrrence, 56 

Personal crimes of vlol"'''lce 
Percent distribution of hlcidents-
54. B,I' I'ielim·offellder relarilmship, 1,I'I'e 

(if aime, and timt' 'if occ"rreIlC", S6 

Selected personal and household crimes 
Percent distribution of incidents-
55. 8y 1YP .. of crimc IImlpl(/('c 

lif OCClirrencc, 57 

Personal robbery and assault by armed 
or unarmed offenders 

Percent distribution of inciuents-
56. By type of crime tlml offender 

alld place of occurreuce, 57 

, 
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Personal crime. of violence 

Percent distribution of incidents-
57. By ,'ietim-offender relalionship, type 

lif crime, and place of occurrellce, 58 

Percent distribution between stranger 
and nonstranger incidents 
within place of occurrence-
58. By t)'P" of crime, 58 

Latcenlel not Involving victim· 
offend.r cont.ct 

Percent distribution of incidents-
59. By typ" of crime and place of occurrence, 59 
60. By type of crime, place of OCCllrrl'llee, 

alld mille of theft loss, 59 

Personll crlmel of violence 

Percent distribution of incidents-
61. By victim·offellder relationship, type 

of crime, and number 0/ offenders, 60 

i"ercent of incidents in which offenders 
used weapons-
62. By type of crime and viclim-offender 

reilltiol/ship, 60 

Percent distribution of types of weapons 
used in incidents by armed offenders-
63. By viclim·offel/der relatiol/ship, type 

of crime, and type ofweapOl/, 61 

Percent of victimizations in which victims 
took self-protective measures-
64. By type of crime al/d viclim·offender 

relatiollship, 61 
65. 8y characteris/Ies ofviclims and type 

ofrrime, 62 

Percent distribution of S\llf-protective 
measures employed by victims-
66. By type of measure and type of crime. 62 
67. By selected characterislics of victims, 6.' 

Person.1 robbery .nd .... ult 

Percent of victimizations in which victims 
sust~ined physical injury-
68, By selected characterislics of viclims 

alld type of crime, 63 

Person.1 crlmel of violence 

Percent of victimizations in which victims 
incurred medical expenses-
69. By selected characteristics of victims 

and type of crime, 64 

Percent distribution of victimi7J1tions 
in which victims incurred m~dical expenses-
70. By selec/ed characlerlstics of victims. Iype 

lif crime, alld amoulll of expenses, 64 

Percent of victimizations in which injured 
victims had health insurance coverage or were 
eligible for public medical services-
71. B,I' seleCled characteristics of victims, 65 

Percent of victimizations in which victims 
received hospital care-
72. By st'lected charaCleristics of victims 

alld type of crime, 65 
Percent distribution of victimizations 
In which victims received hospital care-
73. By selecled characterislies ofvielims, 

type of crime, and type of hospital care, 66 

Person.1 .nd houaehold crln:e. 

Percent of victimizations 
resulting in economic loss-
74. By type of crime and ty~ of loss, 67 

Person.1 crime. of violence 

Percent of victimizations 
resulting in economic lo~~-
75. By type of crime, ~t'?t of loss, 

lind vielim·offellder relalionship, 68 

.1$ ; 44. U db JI 

Perlonllind household crimes 

- Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in economic lo~s~ 
76, By race of victims, type of crime, 

lIlId value of loss, 68 

Selected personal crimes 

Percent distribution Of victimizations 
resulting in theft loss-
77. By race of viclims, Iype (if <'rime, 

• anti vallie of loss, 70 

Personllind household crimes 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in theft los5-
78. By race a/victims, type ofcrime, 

and proportioll lif loss recovered, 71 

Percent distribution of vicf~nizations 
in which theft losses were rccovered-
79. By Iype of crime alltl method 

of reCOl'ery lif 10Sl', 72 

HoulehClld crimes 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in theft loss-
80. By vallie of loss IIl1d Iype lif crime, 72 

Per.onll and household crimes 

Percent of victimizations resulting in loss 
of time from work-
81. By type lifcrilll<', 73 
82. By I>'pe of aime alltl /'<Ice (l11·ietim.l', 73 

Personal crimes of violence 

Percent of victimizations resulting in loss 
of time from work-

83. By l,I'pe of crim,' Imdvic'lim,offellelt!r 
relatiollsltill, 74 

Personll and household crimes 

Percent dislribution of victimizutions 
resulting in loss of time from work-
84. B,I' type (if crillle tllldllltmber of days 

10.11, 74 

Personal crimes of violence 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in loss of time from work-
85. By IIIImber (if days 10.11 Imdl'iclim-

offe/lder ,,"atilll/ship, 75 

Peraonallnd household crimes 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in loss of time frolll work-
86, By race of I:irlims. type lif I'rime, 

Imd IIIlmber of ciays lost, 75 

Reporting of victimizations 
to the police (1979) 
(Tables 87-103) 

Information is displayed on the extent of 
reporting, and on reason~ for failure to re­
port, Certain tabies display data on both 
personal and household, crimes. 
Personllind hou.ehold crimea 

Percent of victimizations 
rep!)rted to the police"": 
87. B.I' Iype of crillI<', 76 

; i .,t_aWI liP ;a r 1111.1111 :':1. 11m I ItII 

A. 

Personll crime. 

Percent of victimizations 
reported to the police-
88. By selecled characteristics of Viclims 

and type of crime, 76 
89. By type of crime, vlclim-offellder 

relationship, anti sex of victims, 77 
90. By type of crime, viclim·O,U'ender 

relalionship, alld race of victims, 78 
91. By type of crime, viclim-offender 

relationship, and ethnicity of viclims, 79 
92. By type of crime and age of victims, 79 

Perlonll crimes of violence 

Percent of victimizations 
reported to the pollce-

93. By age of I'iclims alld victim.offellder 
relationship, 80 

Household crimes 

Percent of victimizations 
reported to the police-
94. By type of crime, race oj' head 

of /1Ot/sehold, Imd form of lellure, 80 
95. By type of crime and lImllwl filmily illcome, 81 
96. By I'aille of IIISS lIlId type of crillit', 81 

Personllind household crimes 

Percent distribution of reasons 
for not reporting victimizations 
to the police-

97, By type of crime, 82 

Peraonll crimes 

Percent distribution of reasons 
for not reporting victimizations 
to the police-
98. By /'tIce of victims tlml type of rrlmc, 83 
99. By lUllllla/ /tllnify illcome (Illd 1,1'/1" 

lif crime, 84 

Personsl crimes of violence 

Percent distribution of reasons 
for not reporting victimizations 
to the police-
100. By l·iclim·"Jl'endl'r relatitJllship 

tlml t)'/,e lif crime, 85 

Household crimes 

Percent distribution of reasons 
for pot reporting victimizations 
to the polic~-
10 I. By rt/ce of /",ad lif /wlIsehald 

alit/ type oj' crime, 85 
102. B,I' (lilli/wi fillllif.l· illcome, 86 
103. B.I· type lif crime am/I'tlille 

of Ihe}i 10.1':1, ,86 
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Tible 1. PenoneI mel houNhoId crtmes, 1m: 

Number and percent distribution of victimizations, 
by sector and type of crime 

Sector and type of crime Number 

All crimes 41,249,000 

Fersonal sector 22,541,000 
Crimes of violence 6,159,000 

Rape 192,000 
Completed rape 68,000 
Attempted rape 124,000 

Robbery 1,116,000 
Robbery with Injury 381,000 

From serious assault 203,000 
'from minor assilult 178,000 

Robbery without Injury 735,000 
Assault 4,851,000 

Aggravated assault 1,769,000 
\~ith Injury 599,000 
Attempted assault with weapon 1,170,000 

Simple assault 3,082,000 
With Injury 795,000 
Attempted assault without/ ~;"ailOn 2,287,000 

Crimes of theft 16,382,000 
Personal larceny with cOI;.(act 511,000 

Purse snatching 1,1 167,000 
Completed purse snl,\tching 120,000 
Attempted purse sna~ching 47,000 

Pocket picking 345,000 
Personal larceny without contact 15,871,000 

Total population age 12 and OVer 178,284,000 

Household sector 18,708,000 
Burglary 6,685,000 

Forcible entry 2,156,000 
Unlawful ,cntr}, without force 3,109,000 
Attempted forcible entry 1,420,000 

dousehold larceny 10,630,000 
Less than $50 5,725,000 
$50 or more 3,667,000 
Amount nOl available 562,000 
Attempted larceny 676,000 

Motor vehicle theft 1,393,000 
Compl!lted theft 920,000 
Attempted thelt 473,000 

Total number of households 79,499,000 

Percent or crimes Percent of 
within sector all crimes 

100.0 

100.0 54.6 
27.3 14.9 
0·9 0.5 
0.3 0.2 
0.6 0.3 
5.0 2.7 
1.7 0.9 
0.9 0.5 
0.8 0.4 
3.3 1.8 

21.5 11.8 
7.8 4.3 
2.7 1.5 
5.a 2.8 

13.7 7.5 
3.5 1.9 

10.1 5.5 
72.7 39.7 
2.3 1.2 
0.7 0.4 
0.5 0.3 
0.2 0.1 
[.5 0.8 

70.4 38.5 

100.0 45.4 
35.7 16.2 
\l.5 5.2 
16.6 7.5 
7.6 3.4 

56.8 25.8 
30.6 13.9 
15.6 8.9 
3.0 1.4 
3.6 1.6 
7.4 3.4 
4.9 2.2 
2.5 1.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Percent distribution based on unrounded figures. 
Represenls not applicable • 
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Tilble 2. ~nal and houeehold crlmae, 1878: 

Victimization rates, 
by sector and type of crime 

Sector and type of crime 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Slmpl" assauit 
With injury 
Attempted assaul! with"ul weapon 

Crimes oC theCI 
Personal larceny with conlact 

Purse snatching • 
Completed purse snatching 
Attempted'purse snatching 

Pocket picking 
Personal larceny without contac! 

Household sector 
Burglary 

I"orclble entry 
UnlawCul entry without Coree 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theC! 

J< 

NOTE: Detail may not add io total shown because oC rounding • 

taWRf7ri •• 

n. ' 
• 0 

Rate 

34.5 
1.1 
0.4 
0.7 
6.3 
2.1 
1.1 
1.0 
4.1 

27.2 
9.9 
3.4 
6.6 

17.3 
4.5 

12.8 
91.9 
,!, 9 
0.9 
0.7 
0.3 
1.9 

89.0 

84.1 
27.1 
39.1 
17.9 

133.7 
72.0 
46.1 
7.1 
8.5 

17.5 
11.6 
5.9 
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Table 3. Pel'lOnl. crime •• 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and sex of victims 

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Compl~tcd rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

F'rom serious assault 
From minor assault 

Rubbery without injol Y 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With Injury 
Allcmptcd assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attt:'mpted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

Both sexes 
(178,284,000) 

34.5 
1.1 
0.4 
0.7 
6.3 
2.1 
1.1 
1.0 
4.1 

27.2 
9.9 
3.4 
6.6 

17.3 
4.5 

12.8 
91.9 
'\.9 
0.9 
1.9 

89.0 

Nale 
(85,353,000) 

45.5 
0.2 

(Z) 
0.2. 
8.8 
2.9 
1.9 
1.0 
5.9 

36.5 
14.9 
4.9 

10.0 
21.6 
S.l 

16.5 
99.3 
2.6 

10.0 
2.6 

96.7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Number.~· in parenthese~ reCer to population 
in the group .. 

Z Represents less than 0.05. 
IBstlmate. based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

.. 

'" 

Female 
(92,931,000) 

/ 

24.5 
1.8 
0.7 
1.2 
4.0 
1.5 
0.5 
1.0 
2.5 

18.7 
5.3 
2.0 
3.4 

13.4 
3.9 
9.5 

8S.l 
3.1 
1.8 
1.3 

82.0 ,. 
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f Tible 4. ........ crimM, 1171: ; 

l Victimization rate. for perIOIIs age 12 and over, 

r 
by type of crime ~nd age of victims 

1 (Rate per 1,000 population in each age group) 
i 
J 12-15 16-19 20-24 25-34 35-49 

~ Type of crime (14,918,000) (16, 'Ill, 000) (19,984,000) (34,803,000) (36,178,000) 

f Crimes of violence 53.4 70.2 n.2 43.8 21.3 
" I Rape 1.3 3.2 2.6 1.3 0.6 / 

I Hobbery 9.4 10.4 12.1 6.0 5.1 
Robbery with injury 2.4 3.8 4.4 2.2 1.5 

From serious assault 1.1 2.2 2.6 1.3 0.8 
From minor assault 1.3 1.6 1.8 0.9 0.6 

Robbery without injury 7.0 6.5 7.7 3.9 3.6 
Assault 42.7 56.7 57.5 36.6 15.6 

Aggravated assault 13.3 20.8 22.2 13.5 6.0 
11ilh injury 5.7 6.5 7.8 4.5 1.8 
Attempted assault with weapon 7.6 14.3 14.4 9.0 4.2 

Simple assault 29.4 35.9 35.3 23.1 9.7 
With injury 8.5 10.0 9.4 5.8 2.4 
Attempted assault without weapon 20.9 25.8 25.9 17.2 7.2 

Crimes of theft 141.9 146.1 148.8 107.7 80.8 
, Personal larceny with contact 2.9 2.7 4.3 2.8 2.1 

\\ Purse snatching '0.2 0.9 1.0 0.9 0.6 
Pocket picking 2.7 1.8 3.3 1.9 1.5 

Personal larceny without contact 139.0 143.4 144.5 104.9 78.7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses ref.er to population in the group. 
Z Represents less than 0.05. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 5. Personal crimea, 1979: 

Victimization rates for persor.s age 12 and over, 
by sex, and age of victims and type of crime 

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

Robber~ Assault 

, 

·1 
i 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

1 ! 
/~ 
1 I 

>1 
" : '1 

, i 

1 
I 

I N ..... 
1 .. I 

" 

Crimes of With Without 
Sex and age violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple 

'Male 
12-15 (7,590,000) 67.7 '0.2 15.8 3.8 12.0 51.7 18.2 33.5 
16-19 (8,184,000) 87.6 '0.7 13.8 5.0 8.9 73.1 31.3 41.7 
20-24 (9,760,000) 99.0 '0.5 17.6 6.7 10.9 31.0 35.0 46.0 
25-34 (17 , 101 ,000) 57.9 '0.4 7.6 2.6 4.9 50.0 20.7 29.4 
35-49 (17,575,000) 24.6 '0.1 6.6 1.7 4.8 18.0 7.2 10.8 
50-64 (15,455,000) 12.4 '0.1 4.2 1.6 2.6 8.1 2.8 5.3 
65 and over (9,639,000) 7.1 '0.0 3.4 1.1 2.3 3.8 1.3 2.5 

Female 
12-15 (7,328,000) 38.6 2.5 2.8 '0.9 1.9 33.3 3.1 25.2 
16-19 (3,227,000) 52.9 5.7 6.9 2.7 4.2 40.3 10.3 30.0 
20-24 (10,225,000) 46.6 4.7 6.9 2.1 4.8 35.1 10.0 25.1 
25-34 (17,702,000) 30.2 2.1 4~5 1.7 2.8 23.5 6.6 17.0 
35-49 (18,603,000) 18.1 1.0 3.7' 1;2 2.5 13.4 4.8 8.6 
50-64 (17,003,000) 8.4 '0.1 2.3 1.1 1.7 5.5 1.9 3.7 
65 and over (13,844,000) 5.0 '0.1 1.8 1.0 O.S 3.1 0.9 2.2 

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

. . 
'. 

'''''., , 

f I . 
'I . ",', .- I 

50-64 65 and over 
(32,458,000) (23,533,000) 

10.3 5.9 
'0.1 (Z) 
3.5 2.5 
1.3 1.0 
0.5 '0.3 
0.8 0.7 
2.1 1.4 
6.7 3.4 
2.3 1.1 
0.8 10.3 
1.5 0.8 
4.4 2.3 
0.5 '0.4 
3.9 1.9 

52.9 21.6 
2.5 3.5 
1.2 1.6 
1.4 1.9 

50.4 18.1 

Personal larceny 
Crimes of With Without 
theft contact contact 

148.9 4.0 144.9 
153.3 2.6 150.7 
168.8 4.9 163.9 
112.4 2.3 110.2 
80.2 2.1 78.2 
56.0 1.4 54.6 
25.6 2.9 22.7 

134.6 1.8 132.8 
139.0 2.8 136.2 
129.6 3.7 125.9 
103.1 3.3 99.3 
81.2 2.2 79.1 
50.1 3.5 46.6 
181 ,9 4.0 14.9 
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Ii N Table 6. Personal crlma., 1979: l 0\ 

1 t Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, ' , 
\' 
! : by type of crime and race of victims .. 
! ! (Rate per 1,000 population age J2 and over) 

11 \~hlte Black Other 

I Type oC crime (155,572,000) (19,1>97. 000) (3,016,000) 

\ 
Crimes of violence 33.6 41.6 35.9 

Rape 1.0 1.6 '0.5 
Robbery 5.5 12.5 5.6 

\i 
Robbery with Injury 1.9 4.0 11.3 

From serious assault 1.0 2.7 10.0 
From minor assault 1.0 1.2 11.3 

\1 
Robbery without. Injury 3.6 8.6 4.3 

Assault Z7.1 27.5 29.9 
Aggravated assault 9.5 12.9 13.2 ~ H With Injury 3.0 5.S 7.1 ~I 

H 
Attempted assault wllh weapon 6.5 7.4 6.2 

Simple assault 17.6 14.6 16.7 

11 
With injury 4.6 3.8 12.4 
Attempted assault without weapon 13.1 10.8 14.3 

Crimes oC theCt 92.5 87.1 90.8 

I] Personal larceny with <!ontact 2.5 5.6 3.4 
Purse snalchlng 0.8 :?,.O 11.3 

~ 
Pockel picking 1.7 3.6 12.2 ,e, 

Personal larceny wHhoul cantacl 90.0 B1.5 B7.4 

NOT!;;: Detail may not add to total shown because oC rounding. Numbers In parentheses rcCer to populnlJ) 

II In the group. 

II '~;stlmale, based on zero or on about 10 or Cewer sample cases, Is statlsllC\ll1y unreliable. 

'jl 

II 
H 
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II Table 7. Personal crime., 1979: ;J 

'" /' Vlctimitlltion rates for persons age 12 and over, !l by type of crime and sex and racs of victims 
,I 

\1 (Rate per 1,000 papulalion age 12 and over) ,\ 
Ii 

1 
Male Female 

, 
White Black White Black 

'rype oC crime (74,960,000) (8,925,000) (80,612,000) (10,712.,000) \' " 
'. Crimes oC violence 44.4 53.1 23.6 n.o 

;1 Rape O.l. 10.3 1.8 2..6 
Robbery 7.3 2.0.9 3.8 5.6 

u 1 
Robbery with Injury z.~ 6.4 1.4 1.9 
Robbery without injury 4.8 14.5 2.4 3.7 

Assault 36.9 31.9 lB.1 G3.8 
I Aggravated assnult 1<1.G 19.5 5.1 7.3 
! Simple assaull 22.6 12,4 13.0 16.5 

• j Crimes or then 99.7 9~.6 85.8 80.0 

J 
P<'rsonal larceny with contnct 2.2 6.1 2.8 5.2 

I,.,' I Personal larceny without contact 97.5 89.5 83.t '74.8 

.. NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown b<'cause or rounding. \'Iumb"rs In Ilarenthc.('!! reCer to population' 
In tho group. 

~ 'Estimate., based on aboullO or (ewer ~~mplc cases, Is statlstlcally unrollable. 
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Table 8. Personal crimes, 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and ethniclty of victims 

'rype or crime 

<':rlmes oC violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From sertous assault 
~'rom minor assault 

RObbery without Injury 
Assai/it 

Aggravated assauit 
With -injury 
Attempted assauit with weapon 

Simple assault 
\~lth Injury 
Attempted assault without Weapon 

Crimes oC thelt 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purs!> snatching 
Pocket ptckln~ 

Personal larceny without contact 

Hispanic 
(9,535,000) 

·n.s 
'0.7 
10.2 
4.1 
2.5 
1.6 
6.1 

30.6 
14.1 
4.3 
9.7 

16.5 
4.0 

12.5 
83.0 
3.4 
2.3 
1.0 

79.6 

1;-

~on~rllspanlc 
(166, 6~9, 000) ---

34.Z 
1.1 
6.0 
2.0 
1.1 
1.0 
'1.0 

27.0 
9.7 
3.3 
6.4 

17 .3 
4.5 

lZ.9 
92.3 
2./1 
0.9 
2.0 

89.5 
----~.---------~ N::l'rE: Detail may not add to total shown because oC rounding. Numbers In parentheses r~1er to popUlation in the group. 

'Estimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases I Is statistically unreliable .• 

Table 9. Pel'8Onal crimes, 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by race and age of victims and type of crime 

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

Robber): Assault 
Crimes at With Without Race and age Violence Rape Total Injury injury Tbtal Aggravated Simple 

White 
12-15 (12,419,000) 53.8 1.4 8.9 2.8 6.1 43.6 12.4 31.1 16-19 03,849,000) 73.0 3.3 10.0 4.1 5.9 59.8 21.4 38.4 20-24 (17, 112 , 000) 71.0 2.7 11.3 4.1 7.3 57.(1 21.4 36.4 <:5-34 (30,196,000) 43.2 1.1 5.3 1.11 3.5 36.8 12.9 23.9 35-49 (31,658,000) 20.0 0.5 3.9 1.0 2.9 15.7 5.7 10.0 50~64 (29,079,000) 9.4 10.1 2.9 1.1 1.7 6.5 2.3 4.2 65 and OVl'l' (21, <:60, 000) 5.3 '0.0 2.1 1.0 1.1 3.2 1.1 2.1 

:31acl, 
12-15 (2, Z57 ,000) 51.6 '1.3 11.8 '0.6 11.3 38.5 18.3 20.2 16 .. :'l9 (2,293,000) 57.7 3.0 12.8 '2.; 10.3 42.0 19.8 22.2 20-24 (2,480,000) 75.5 1.6 18.2 6,7 11.6 55.6 27.7 28.0 25-34 (3,808,000) 48.8 2.9 12.7 5.6 7.1 33.3 15.7 17.6 35-49 (3,762,000) 30.5 11.0 14.8 5.3 9.5 14.7 7.3 7.4 50-64 (~, 012, 0001 19.1 '0.5 <1,8 3.4 6.3 O.Ll 12.7 6.2 65 and over (2,086,000) 11.8 '0.4 6.0 11.3 14.7 5.3 '1.3 '4.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total ShbWtI because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses reCet· to popUlation In the group. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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_Personal lareen): 
Crimes oC With l'Ilthoul 
theft contact contnct 

145.0 2.3 142.7 (\ 
, 

'" ":3· lS3.9 2.8 151.1 \ 143.8 3.8 145.0 
108.5 2.5 106.0 
82.5 1.7 80.8 
54.3 2.2 52.1 
.a!. 2 3.0 18.2 

132.6 6.7 125.9 
97.6 '1.6 96.0 

143.5 8.7 134.8 
~05.4 5.0 100.5 
69.0 5.0 64.0 
39.7 4.3 35.4 
26.5 9.3 17.2 
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. Table 10. Personal crimes, 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime 

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

jJ 
p 

Race, sex, and agt:: Crimes of violence 

White 
Male 

12-15 (6,335,000) 
16-19 (6,948,000) 
20-24 (8,456,000) 
25-34 (IS, 041 , 000) 
35-49 (IS, 555, 000) 
50-64. (13,901,000) 
65 and over (8,724,000) 

Female 
12-15 (6,084,000) 
16-19 (6,901,000) 
20-24 (8,655,000) 
25-34 (15,155,000) 
35-49 (16, 102,000) 
50-64 (151,780, 000) 
65 and over (12,536,000) 

Slack 
Male 

12-15 (1,135,000) 
16-19 (J ,100,000) 
20-24 (1,119,000) 
25-34 (J, 690, 000) 
35-49 (J ,642,000) 
50-64 (1,375,000) 
65 and over (864,000) 

Female 
12-15 (1,122,000) 
16-19 (1,193,000) 
20-24 (1,360,000) 
25-34 (2,118,000) 
35-49 (2,120,000) 
50-64 (1,637,000) 
65 and over (1,223,000) 

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

66.3 
91.9 
98.9 
57.0 
23.4 
11.2 
6.9 

40.7 
54.0 
45.3 
29.5 
16.8 
7.7 
4.2 

74.7 
67.8 
95.2 
61.7 
36.3 
25.4 

'10.5 

28.3 
48.5 
59.2 
38.6 
25.9 
13.9 
12.7 

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

Crimes of theft 

152.4 
159.8 
167.6 
112.8 
81.8, 
57. ~ 
25.0 

137.2 
147.9 
130.3 
104.3 
83.2 
51.6 
18.5 

135.4 
110.7 
168.5 
114.4 
66.3 
43.2 
32.1 

129.7 
85.6 

122.9 
98.3 
71.1 
36.8 
22.5 
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Table 11. Personal crtmes, 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by type of crime and marital status of victims . 

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

Never 
married Married 

Type of crime (52,556, 000) (100,444, 000) 

Crimes oC violence 62.1 18.0 
Rape 2.0 0.4 
Robbery 11.1 2.9 

Robbery with injury 3.5 0.9 
From serious assault 2.1 0.5 
From minor assault 1.5 0.5 

Robber}' without. injury 7.6 1.9 
Assault·. 49.0 14.7 

Aggravated assault 17.0 5.5 
With, injury 6.3 1.4 
Attempted assault ,with weapon 10.7 4.1 

Simple assault 32.0 9.3 
\~ith injury 8.4 1.7 
Attempted assault without weapon 23.5 7.6 

Crimes of theft 141.6 69.0 
Personal larceny with contact 3.8 1.9 

Purse snatching 0.9 0.7 
Pocket picking 3.0 1.2 

Personal larceny without contact 137.7 67.1 

Widowed 
(12, 008, 000) 

8.9 
'0.3 
4.0 
1.6 

'0.5 
1.1 
2.3 
4.6 
1.3 

'0.4 
0.9 
3.3 
1.0 
2.3 

33.2 
4.8 
2.2 
2.6 

28.3 

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

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

Table 12. Personal crtmes. 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by sex and marital status of victims 
and type of crime 

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

Divo\'ced and 
separated 
(i2,816,000) 

74.7 
3.6 

14.7 
6.3 
3.1 
3.2 
8,5 

56.4 
23.5 
9.9 

13.6 
32.9 
12.9 
20.0 

122.8 
4.8 
2.2 
2.6 

Jl8.0 

aobber~ Assault rersonal larcen~ 
Crimes of \'lith Without Crimes of \'lith 

Sex and marital status violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple theit contact 

Male 
Never married (27,971;000) 78.6 0.4 15.7 5.1 10.6 62.6 25.0 37.5 150.7 4.1 
Married (50,467,000) 24.2 '0.2 3.6 1.2 2.4 2(1.4 8.1 12.3 69.2 1.4 
Widowed (J .875,000) 14.2 '0.0 7.7 '3.2 '4.5 6.5 '2.3 '4.2 54.1 9.1 
Divorced and separateu 

(4,815,000) 86.5 '0.0 22.0 7.3 14.7 64.5 32.0 32.5 134.7 4.2 

Female 
Never marrieJ (24,586,000) 43.3 3.8 6.0 1.8 4.2 33.5 7.9 25.6 131.2 3.6 
Married (49.976,000) 11.7 0.6 2.1 0.7 1.5 9.0 2.9 6.2 63.7 2.3 
Widowed (10,133,000) 7.9 '0.4 3.3 1.3 1.9 4.3 1.1 3.2 29.3 4.1 
Divorced and separated 

(8,001,000) 67.6 5.8 10.3 5.6 4.7 51.5 18.4 33.1 115.7 5.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ='lumbers In parentheses refer to popUlation in the group; excludes data on persons 
whose marital status was not ascert,alned. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable • 
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Without 
contact 

146.6 
67.8 
45.0 

130.5 

127.7 
66.4 
25.3 

110.5 
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Table 13. Personal crimes, 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
by sex of head of household, 
relationship of victims to head, 
and type of crime 

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

Robbcri: Assault 
Sel( of head of household Crimes of With ,~ilhout 

and relationship to head violence Rape Total Injury injury Total Aggravated Simple 

Households headed by males 
Self (60,341, 000) 33.6 '0.2 6.5 2.3 4.2 26.9 10.3 16.1 

Living alone (7, :!29, 000) 70.7 '0.2 20.1 8.0 12.1 50.4 19.5 31.0 
Living with othel s (53,112, 000) 28.5 '0.2 4.7 1.(, 3.1 23.7 9.7 14.0 

Wife (48,188,000) ILl 0.6 2.0 0.6 1.4 8.5 2.7 5.8 
Own child under age 18 (17,717, 000) 45.7 1.0 7.1 1.8 5.3 37.6 11.4 26.2 
Own child age 18 and over (12,042,000) 54.7 1.3 9.6 3.2 6.3 43.9 14.7 29.2 
Other relative (3,803,000) 36.4 '1.9 7.3 2..6 4.8 27.2 12.9 14.3 
Non relative (3,248,000) 113.0 6.3 17.8 '6.2 11.5 88.8 37.S 51.1 

i louseholds headed by females 
6.13 Self (20,813,000) 37.8 2.9 2.6 4.2 23.1 3.5 19.6 

l.iving alone (11,027,000) 25.7 :!.9 6.0 2.5 3.5 16.6 5.1 11.7 
l.iving with others (9,786,000) 51.6 3.0 7.7 2.8 4.9 40.9 12.4 28.5 

Own child undur age 18 (3,957, 000) 80.S 2.S 13.2 3.9 9.3 64.S 22.1 42..7 
r)wn child "ge IS and OVer (3,790,000) 63.6 '1.6 l2.6 4.7 S.I 49.1 21.8 27.3 
0ther rt>lativt> (2,221, 000) 34.7 '0.0 9.5 '3.0 6.5 25.2 10.4 14.8 
Nonrelative (~,166, 000) 91.S 6.6 16.1 6.6 9.6 68.8 29.4 39.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parenthcses refer to popUlation in the group. 
'8stimate, !:mseJ on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

rersonal larceny 
CrLnes of With Without 
theft contact contact 

84.8 2.1 82.7 
150.1 6.0 144.1 
75.9 1.6 74.3 
66.4 2.2 66.1 

140.9 2.1 138.9 
107.7 2.5 105.2 
64.6 4.8 59.7 

206.S 8.5 198.4 

88.6 5.2 83.4 
72.3 5.7 66.6 

106.9 4.6 10;;.3 
142.7 4.6 133.l 
96.7 3.5 93.2 
68.S '2.5 66.4 

IS,!. 9 '1.6 145.3 
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Table 14. Peraonal crimea, 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 
.by type of crime 
and annual family income of victims 

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

Less than 
$3,000 

Type of crime (8,253,000) 

Crimes of violence 61.3 
Rape 3.6 
Robbery 10.3 

Robbery "Nith injury 3.7 
From serious assault 2.2 
From minor assault '1.4 

Robbery without injury 6.6 
Assault 47.4 

Aggravated assault 20.7 
With injury 10.6 
Attempted assault with weapon 10.1 

Simple assault 26.7 
With injury 6.5 
Attempted assaulL without weapon 20.2 

,Crimes of theft 39.2 
Personal larceny with contact 5.7 

Purse snatching 2.3 
Pocket picking 3.4 

Personal larceny without contact 83.5 

$3,000-
$7,499 

(26,942,000) 

41.6 
1.5 
9.4 
4.1 
2.3 
1.9 
5.3 

30.7 
12.0 
4.4 
7.7 

18.6 
5.4 

13.3 
72.9 
4.1 
1.5 
2.6 

68.8 

$7,500- $10,000- $15,000- $25,000 
$9,999 $14,999 $24,999 01" more 

(13,523,000) (28,690,000) (48,105,000) (31,851,1100) 

42.5 34.8 29.6 30.1 
1.6 1.3 0.7 0.6 
7.7 7.0 4.1 4.7 
2.8 2.4 1.3 1.0 
1.2- 1.6 0.7 0.4 
1.6 0.8 0.6 0.6 
4.9 ~.6 2.7 3.7 

33.3 26.6 24.0 24.8 
14.9 10.2. 9.0 6.8 

4.5 3.5 2.5 2.1 
10.4 6.7 6.5 4.7 
18.4 16.4 15.8 18.0 
6.5 4.3 3.6 4.4 

11.9 12.1 12.2 13.7 
88.0 90.7 94.4 118.4 
2.9 2.8 2.1 2.3 
1.0 0.8 0.6 0.6 
1.9 2.0 1.5 1.7 

85.1 87.9 92.4 116.1 

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

'Estimate based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 15. Peraon.1 crime., 1878: 

Victimization rates for persons age 1-2 and over, 
'by race and annual family Income of victims 
and type of crime 

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

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

Race and income vIolence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple theft contact 

Il'hite 
Less than $3,000 (5,716,000) 60.2 3.1 7.6 2.7 4.9 49.4 21.8 27.6 102.6 4.7 
$3,000-$7,499 (21,254,000) 41.1 1.7 8.1 3.9 4.2 31.4 11.7 19.7 73.4 3.8 
$7,500-$9,999 (11,269,000) 42.7 1.2 7.4 3.1 4.4 34.1 13.8 20.3 86.6 2.6 
$10,000-$14,999 (25,035,000) 33.4 1.3 5.9 2.1 3.8 26.3 9.7 16.6 89.9 2.2 
$15,000-$24,999 (44,132,000) 30.1 0.7 4.0 1.2 2.8 25.4 9.1 16.3 93.9 1.8 
$25,000 or more (29,716,000) 30.2 0.6 4.4 1.0 3.4 25.1 6.8 18.4 117.6 2.3 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (2,384,000) 64.7 15.0 16.5 6.3 10.2 43.2 18.0 25.3 60.1 8.4 
$3,000-$7,499 (5,358,000) 43.1 11.0 14.7 5.3 9.4 27.4 12.5 14.9 66.6 5.4 
$7,500-$9,999 (1,990,000) 43.3 '3.9 10.3 11.4 8.8 29.2 19.7 9.5 95.1 '4.5 
$10,000-$14,999 (3,182,000) 44.5 '0.9 15.6 5.3 10.3 27.9 13.8 14.1 96.9 6.7 
$15,000-$24,999 (3,153,000) 18.7 '0.4 4.2 '2.0 '2.1 14.2 6.9 7.3 106.8 4.9 
$25,000 or more (1,516,000) 38.1 '0.0 2.6 '2.7 9.8 25.5 8.9 16.6 140.8 '2.9 

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

'Estimate, based on zero or on aboullO or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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\ ·Tlb\e16. Pel'8Onll crime., 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 25 and over, 
by level of educational attainment and race of victims 
and type of crime 

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

Level of educational Crimes of 
Robberl 
With 

attainment and race Violence Rape 'rota I Injury 

Elementary school 
0-4 years' 

All races' (5; 135,000) 14.0 '0.0 5.2 '1.8 
White (3,782,000) 13.6 '0.0 4.3 '1.6 
Black (1,204,000) 15.7 '0.0 '8.8 '2.7 

5-7 years 
All races' (7.645,000) 11.4 '0.1 3.8 2.0 
White (6,106,000) 11.5 '0.0 4.5 2.6 
Black (1,400,000) 11.4 '0.7 '1.0 '0.0 

8 years 
All races' (9,830, 000) 8.9 '0.5 4.0 '0.6 
White (8,834,000) 7.2 '0.3 2.8 '0.6 
Black (911, 000) 26.6 '1.8 16.0 '0.0 

High school 
1-3 years 

All races' (17,453,000) 20.2 '0.5 5.0 2.0 
White (14,782,000) 18.3 '0.4 3.7 1.4 
Black (2,523,000) n.7 '1.1 12.5 5.5 

4 years 
All races' (46,315,000) 19.6 0.6 4.2 \.5 
While (41,829,000) 18.3 0.5 3.3 1.1 
Black (3,904,000) 31.6 '1.6 13.3 5.7 

College 
1-3 years 

All races' (19, 180,000) 34.8 1.0 5.3 2.1 
Whl te (17,286,000) 32.8 0.8 4.4 1.7 
Black (J, 570, 000) 50.4 '3.6 13.5 '5.0 

4 years or more 
All races' (21,305,000) 27.3 '0.4 4.1 1.0 
White (\9,475,000) 27.2. '0.4 3.8 0.7 
Black (1,147,000) 33.8 '0.0 12.9 '6.4 

Assault 
Without Crimes 
injury Total Aggravated Simple of theH 

" 1:1 

3.4 8.8 3.0 5.7 29.7 
'2.6 9.3 3.3 6.0 28.3 
' 6.1 '6.9 '2.4 '4.5 34.8 

1.8 7.5 3.8 3.6 28.2 
2.0 7.0 3.9 3.0 2.8.2 

'1.0 9.7 '3.8 '5.9 29.6 

3.4 4.5 1.9 2.6 28.1 
2.2 4.1 1.6 2.5 28.2 

16.0 '8.8 '5.5 '3.3 26.9 

3.0 15.2 5.9 9.3 51.7 
2.3 14.3 5.4 8.9 53.2 
7.1 19.1 7.4 11. 7 44.7 

2.7 14.8 5.9 9.0 67.3 
2.2 14.5 5.4 9.1 66.5 
7.5 16.8 8.7 8.1 73.7 

3.2 28.5 10.5 18.0 95.6 
2.7 27.7 10.2 17.5 94.6 
3.5 33.4 14.2 19.2 98.3 

3.1 22.9 6.7 16.2 112.4 
3.0 23.1 6.3 16.7 112.0 

'6.5 20.9 '8.5 12.4 151.1 

Personal la rcel1l 
Wilh Without 
contact contact 

3.5 26.2 
'2.9 25.4 
'5.7 29.1 

4.0 24.1 
3.5 24.7 

'6.7 22.9 

1.8 26.3 
'1.2 27.0 
'7.8 19.1 

2.9 48.8 
2.7 50.5 

'3.4 41.3 

2.1 65.2 
1.8 64.7 
4.2 69.6 

2.8 92.7 
2.5 92.1 

'6.7 91.6 

3.3 109.1 
2.9 109.1 

'10.1 141.1 

No'rE: Detail may not add to total shown because or rounding. Numbers in parentheses rc!cr to popUlation In the group; excludes data on personS 
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age 25 and over whose level of educatJon was net ascertained. 
'Includes persons who never attended or Who attended l<indergarten only. 
'InCludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, Is statIsllcally unrellable. 
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Table 17. Personal crimes, 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 16 and over, (" '\ '1 
by participation in the civilian labor force, "--' 

employment status, race of victims, 
and type of crime 

(Rate per 1.000 population age 16 and over) (~ 

I~ 
I 

Robber~ Assault Personal larceny 
Labor force participation, Crimes of With Without Crimes of \~ith Wflhout 
employment status, and race violence Rape Total injury Injury Total Aggravated Simple theCl contact contact 

Labor force participants 
Employed 

(99,016,000) 6.3 All races' 38.4 1.1 2.1 4.2 31.1 11.5 19.6 103.3 2.4 100.9 II 
\~hite (87,468,000) 38.6 1.0 5.8 1.9 3.9 31.8 1l.3 20.5 103.7 2.2 101.5 
Black (9,770, ODD) 37.6 1.3 10.8 4.0 6.8 25.5 12.9 12.6 100.6 4.0 96.6 

Unemployed 
(478,000) 6.4 All races' 73.7 4.3 15.3 8.9 54.1 21.5 32.6 122.1 3.B I1B.3 

White (3,661,000) 70.9 5.0 12.B 5.2 7.6 53.1 19.2 33.8 131.5 '2.2 129.3 
Black (l, 026, ODD) 80.5 'I. 9 25.6 '11.2 14.4 52.9 25.3 27.6 88.4 '9.7 78.7 

Labor Corce nonparticipants 
(~~\ 

Keeping house ~/ 

All races I (32.392, 000) 13.0 0.6 3.0 1.0 2.0 9.4 3.5 5.9 47.5 3.1 44.4 
\~hlte (2B, 989, 000) 10.9 0.4 2.5 1.0 1.4 8.0 3.1 5.0 48.0 2.7 45.3 
Black (2,972,000) 32.4 '2.2 9.0 '0.9 8.1 21.3 6.8 14.4 44.0 7.4 36.6 

In school 
All races I (6,196,000) 55.1 2.1 8.B 3.0 5.8 44.2 15.9 2B.2 144.5 4.1 140.4 
\~hlte (4,899,000) 52.4 '1.5 6.5 3.0 3.4 44.4 15.9 28.? 155.5 4.4 151.1 
Black (1,096,000) 70.8 '5.0 21.2 '3.5 17.6 44.7 17.3 27.3 90.3 '3.4 86.8 

Unable to work 
Ad races' (3,816,000) 16.9 '0.8 7.5 3.9 3.6 8.7 3.2 5.5 26.9 4.2 22.7 
White (3,003,000) 12.6 '0.4 5.7 3.'3 22.4 6.5 '2.5 4.0 27.9 3.5 24.5 ,p 

Black (781,000) 32.5 '2.1 '14.6 '6.4 '8.3 15.8 '4.4 '11.5 23.9 '7.3 16.6 ~: 

., 

Retired 
All races' (9,846, 000) 7.4 '0.0 2.8 '1.2 1.6 4.6 1.6 3.0 21.6 2.7 18.9 
White (8,965,000) 7.0 '0.0 2.3 '1.2 '1.1 4.7 1.7 3.0 20.4 2.<\ 18.1 
Black (777,000) 'U.S '0.0 '9.5 '2. a '7.5 '2.0 '0.0 '2.0 30.8 '7.2 23.6 ; 

Other 
'i).8 

.. 
All races 1 (6,258,000) 42.1 9.6 4.1 5.5 30.8 12.8 18.0 83.9 5.4 78.5 \ 
\"hl.e (5,242,000) 42.0 '2.1 7.7 2.3 5.4 32.2 12.2 20.0 88.6 5.0 B3.7 D 

Hlack (915,000) 44.0 '0.0 21.3 14.6 '6.8 22.7 17.6 '5.1 61.4 '8.4 53.1 U 
" NOTE: Detail mny not add to total shqwn because of rounding. Numbers In parentheses refer to population in the group. 

'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable • 
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Ta~le 18. Pllrsonal crimes, 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 16 and over, 
by occupational group of victims and type of crime 

(Rate per 1,000 population age 16 and ovnr) 
Robbery Assault 

Personal larceny 

Crimes of With Without 
Crimes of ~Wilhout 

violence Rape Total injury Injury Total Aggravated Simple theft contact contact 

Occupational group 

ProCessional, technical and kindred 
workers (18,001,000) 

30.3 '0.5 5.3 2.0 3.3 24.5 6.6 17.9 119.9 3.1 116.8 

Managers, officials and 
proprietors I (12,603,000) 

34.8 '0.6 5.0 2.1 2.9 29.2 9.9 19.3 103.4 3.2 100.2 

Sales workers (7,806,000) 
31.6 ),7 5.0 '0.9 4.2 24.9 7.6 17.3 103.1 2.5 100.7 

Clerical and kir,dred workers (23,158,000) 31.4 1.4 5.8 2.1 3.6 24.3 7.8 16.5 95.5 2.5 93.0 

Craft and kindred workers (15,513,000) 3~:0 ' ,'0.4 6.2 2.0 4.2 29.5 12.8 16.7 98.1 ),3 96.9 

Operatives and kindred " )\0.7 
workers' (14,448,000) 

3~.8 5.4 2.6 2.8 30.7 13.3 17.4 88.7 3.6 85.1 

'Transport equipment 
operatives (4,223,000) 

52.8 '0 •. 7 10.4 '2.5 7.8 4).8 16.8 24.9 95.9 ),5 94.4 

Laborers I (6,645, 000) 
73.5 '1.4 13.4 4.3 9.1 58.7 25.6 33.1 102.8 3.4 99.4 

'Farm laborers (1,799,000) 
20.3·, '0.8 '4.3 '0.9 '3.4 15.2 8.4 6.8 70.5 3.0 67.5 

Farm owners and managers (1,630, 000) '5.0 '0.0 ').0 '0.0 '),0 '4.0 '2.5 '1.5 57.7 '0.0 57.7 

Service workers (16,634,000) 
61.6 3.7 10.3 3 .• 3 7.0 47.6 18.7 28.9 112.9 3.5 109.4 

Private household workers (1,619,000) 30.4 ').6 '4.2 '0.9 '3.3 24.6 8.8 15.8 76.6 '3.7 12.9 

Armed forO'~s personnel (823,000) 49.2 '1.5 '12.5 '7.8 '4.6 35.3 16.0 1 ".3 182.1 '10.0 172.1 

CJ 

NOTE: Detail may nol add to tolal shown beCilUSe of rounding. Numbers in parenlheses refer to population in lhe group. 
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I Except Carm. 
'Except transportation. 'Estimat", based on zero or o,~ about iO or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. \ 
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Table 19. Personal crlmel, 1979: 

Victimization rates for persons age 16 and over, 
by type of crime and type of locality 
of residence of victims 

(Ra.te per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over) 

. -.. -. -.-cc-

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

Type of crime 

Cr'imes oC violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
Robbery without 

injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

Crimes of theft 
"Personal larceny with 

contact 
Personal larceny 

without contact 

Outside Outside 
All Central central Central central Central 
areas cities cities cities cities cities 

(178,284,000) (50,381,000) (71,076,000) (15,171,000) (20,823,000) (JO,131,OOO) 

34.5 47.5 34.8 44.) 28.8 48.6 
1.1 1.4 !.I 0.9 0.8 1.5 
6.3 11.7 5.6 5.6 3.1 7.2 
2.1 3.9 1.9 2.5 1.5 2.6 

4.1 7.8 3.7 3.2 1.6 4.6 
27.2 34.4 28.1 37.8 24.8 40.0 
9.9 13.3 9.8 13.4 9.4 14.8 

17 .3 21.1 18.3 24.4 15.4 25.1 
91.9 105.2 101.9 102.1 89.2 111.6 

2.9 5.8 2.3 2.4, 1.4 3.6 

89.0 99.4 99.6 99.7 87.9 108.0 

Outside Outside 
central Central central 
cities cities cities 

(16,284,000) (10,162,000) (16,788,000) 

36.1 47.0 39.8 
1.2 2.4 1.0 
5.7 11.2 7.7 
1.7 3,2 2.4 

4,0 7.9 5.2 
29.1 33.4 31.1 
10.1 L4.4 10.9 
19.0 19.1 20.2 

105.0 115.4 113.8 

2.4 4.6 3.1 

102.6 110.8 110.7 

I ,000,000 or more 
Outside Nonmetro-

Central central politan 
cities cities areas 

(14,917,000) (17,182,000) (56,827,000) 

50.2 36.1 22.7 
1.0 1.4 0.8 

21.3 6.5 2.2 
6.9 2.0 0.9 

14.5 4.5 1.4 
27.8 /C i!8.2 19. 'f 
11.4 r 8.8 7.1 
16.4 ' 19.4 12.6 
97.0 ~, 102.6 67.6 

~ 
11.5 2.4 1.0 

85.5 100.1 66.6 

NOTE: Thtl population range categories shown under the heading "Metropolitan areas" are based only on the size of the central city and do not rtl!l~ct thtl population of the entire 
metropolitan area. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
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Table 20. Personal crime., 1979: 

,Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, .,y type of locality of residence, race and sex 
~f victims, and type of crime 

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

Robber~ Assault 
Crimes of With Without 

Locality and race and sex violence' Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple 

All races 
White male (74,960,000) 44.4 7.3 2.5 4.8 36.9 14.2 22.6 
White female (80,612,000) 23.6 3.8 1.4 2.4 18.1 5.1 13.0 
Black male (8,925,000) 53.1 20.9 6.4 14.5 31.9 19.5 12.4 
Black female (10,772,000) 32.0 5.6 1.9 3.7 23.8 7.3 16.5 

Metropolitan areas 
Cen\ral elties 

White male (17,920,000) 62.3 13.5 4.5 9.0 48.5 20.1 28.4 
White female (20,321,000) 34.2 7.2 2.8 4.4 24.4 7.2 17 .2 
Black male (4,843,000) 65.5 28.5 9.0 19.6 37.0 22.3 14.7 
Black female (6,062,000) 36.9 8.6 2.3 6.3 27.0 8.0 19.0 

Outside central cities 
White male (31,810,000) 45.3 7.4 2.7 4.7 37.7 14.3 23.4 
White female (33.519,000) 24.0 3.6 1.2 2.5 18.8 4.9 13.9 
Black male (2,06'1,000) 49.7 15.7 '3.0 12.6 33.4' 19.0 14.5 
Black female (2,341,000) 31.0 '2.7 '2.1 '0.7 23.2 6.8 16.4 

Nonmetropolitan areas 
White male (25,230,000) 30.7 2.9 1.0 1.9 27.6 10.1 17.6 
White female (26,772,000) 14.9 1.4 0.6 0.8 12.4 3.8 8.6 
Black male (2,013,000) 26.7 7.9 '3.8 '4.1 18.0 13.5 '4.5 
Black female (2,369,000) 20.5 '0.8 '0.8 '0.0 16.3 6.1 10.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown ',1ecause of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to popUlation in the group. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 

Table 21. HouHhoId crime .. 1979: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and race of head of household 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forci ble entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

I~otor vehicle thert 
; Completed theft 
: Attempted theft 

All races 
(79,499,000) 

84.1 
27.1 
39.1 
17.9 

133.7 
72.0 
46.1 
7.1 
8.5 

17.5 
11.6 
5.9 

White Black 
(69,750,000) (8,622,000) 

80.1 114.0 
24.6 48.0 
38.6 41.6 
16.9 24.4 

133.5 133.2 
73.2 60.2 
45.3 52.1 
6.7 10.5 
8.2 10.5 

17.0 21.9 
II .1 15.0 
5.9 6.9 

Other 
(l, 127 , 000) 

102.5 
25.6 
51.6 
25.4 

153.0 
87.1 
49.0 
'4.6 
12.4 
18.6 
14.8 
'3.7 

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

. , / 
." 

Personal larcen~ 
Crimes of With Without 
theft contact contact 

99.7 2.2 97.5 
85.8 2.8 83.1 
95.6 6.1 89.5 
80.0 5.2 74.8 

118.4 4.0 114.4 
103.5 6.1 97.3 

99.9 6.8 93.2 
81.7 8.8 73.0 

106.1 2.0 104.1 
95.9 2.4 93.5 

120.5 5.9 114.7 
114.1 '1.2 112.8 

78.4 1.3 77.2 
59.9 0.6 59.2 
59.7 '4.9 54.8 
41.8 '0.0 41.8 
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Table 22. HouHhold crimes, 1979: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and ethnicity of head of household 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Les s than $50 
$50~r more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed thefl 
Attempted theft 

Hispanic 
(3,720,000) 

99.0 
32.2 
42.7 
24.1 

160.6 
77.7 
63.5 
11.0 
8.4 

31.4 
20.5 
10.9 

Non-Hispanic 
(74,726,000) 

83.1 
26.8 
39.0 
17.4 

132.2 
71.6 
45.1 
6.9 
8.5 

16.9 
11.2 
5.7 

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

Table 23. Motor vehicle theft, 1979: 

Victimization rates on the basis of thefts per 1,000 households 
and of thefts per 1,000 vehicles owned, 
by selected household characteristics 

Characteristic 

Race of head of household 
All races'" 
White 
Black 

Age of head af household 
12-19 
20-34 
35-49 
50-64 
65 and av"er 

Form of tenure 
Owned or being bought 
Rented 

'Includes data on lfothOl,1I races, not shown separately. 

Rate per 1,000 
households 

17.5 
17.0 
21.9 

42.8 
24.3 
20.9 
14.5 
5.0 

13.1 
25.8 

Rate per 1, 000 motor 
vehicles ownl',d 

11.3 
10.5 
20.8 

.37.8 
15.6 
10.9 
8.4 
5.2 

7.4 
23.1 
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Table 24. Household crimes, 1979: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and age of head of household 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

12.-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 65 and oVer 
Type at crime (J ,046,000) (24,120,000) (19,81I,OOO) (J B, 550,000) , (15,973,000) 

Burglary 222.5 111.5 93.3 64.5 45.0 
Forcible entry 55.8 37.6 29.2 22.2 12.5 
Unlawful entry without force 133.4 47.7 46.6 29.4 22.0 
Attempted forcible entry 33.3 26.2 17.4 12.9 10.6 

Household larceny 258.9 182.8 156.9 103.8 57.5 
Less than $50 133.2 101.2 79.5 53.2 36.5 
$50 or more 100.8 62.3 60.5 34.9 13.3 
Amount nol available 15.3 7.6 7.4 7.5 4.8 
Attempted larceny '9.6 11.6 9.5 8.2 2.9 

Motor vehicle theft 42.8 24.3 20.9 14.5 5.0 
Completed theft 29.9 16.5 13.9 9.0 3.1 
Attempted thli'll 12.9 i.9 6.9 5.5 1.9 

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

Table 25. Household crimes, 1979: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and annual family income 

(Rate per 1, 000 households) 

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

Type of crime (5,374,000) (14,768,000) (6,515,000) (13,001,000) 

Burglary 104.0 90.9 88.9 8B.6 
Forcible entry 33.5 27.4 31.1 29.B 
Unlawful entry without force 50.4 41.3 36.3 3B.O 
Attempted forcible entry 20.0 22.2 21.4 IB.B 

Household larceny 116.0 114.B 140.6 143.9 
Less than $50 66.4 63.0 76.8 75.9 
$50 or more 3B.7 39.1 46.2 50.B 
Amount not available 6.4 6.2 10.2 7.5 
Attempted larceny 4.5 6.4 7.5 9.6 

Motor vehicle theft 11.5 11. 7 16.6 19.6 
Completed theft 7.9 8.2 11.6 13.4 
Attempted theft 3.6 3.5 5.0 6.2 

$15,000-
$24,999 

(19,115,000) 

72.9 
22.3 
34.1 
16.4 

151.8 
83.2 
50.2 
6.9 

11.6 
18.5 
11.7 
6.B 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer tll',households in the group; exc;ludes data on 
persons whose income level was not ascertained. 
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$25,000 
or more 

(J 1,336, 000) 

92.3 
29.6 
4B.2 
14.5 

142.0 
73.5 
52.9 
5.8 
9.8 

19.6 
12.5 
7.1 
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T8b1e 26. HouHhold burglary, 11179: 

Victimization rates, by race of head of household, 
annual family Income, and type of burglary , 
(Rate per I, 000 households) 

Race and,'lncome All burglaries 

White 
Less than $3,000 (3,874,000) 95.6 
$3, 000-$7,499 (2,187, 000) 88.2 
$7,500-$9,999 (5,594,000) 82.1 
$10,000-$14,999 (11,502,000) 83.6 

'$15,000-$24,999 (17,639,000) 70.5 
$25,000 or more (10,609,000) 88.7 

Black 
Less than $3, 000 (1,418, 000) 126.9 
$3,000-$7,499 (2,423,000) 103.2 
$7,50o-$9,999 (810,000) 126.3 
$10,000-$14,999 11,312,00~ 104.8 
$15,000-$24,999 (1,195,000) 111.5 
$25,000 or more (536,000) 154.8 

Unlawful entry Attempted 
F01'cibic entry without force forcible entry 

28.5 49.9 17 .1 
23.3 42.3 22.5 
27.0 37.2 18.0 
29.7 36.7 17.2 
19.9 34.2 16.4 
28.5 46.4 13.8 

48.0 49.8 29.1 
47.5 36.4 19.3 
57.7 25.6 43.0 
32.1 45.2 27.5 
56.0 35.1 20.4 
53.3 79.3 22.3 

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

Tllbl. 27. HouHhoId I.rc:eny, 11179: 

Victimization rates, by race of head of household, 
annual family Income, and type of larceny 

(Rate per I, 000 households) 

AU household Completed larceny 
Race and Income larcenies' Less than $50 $50 or more Attempted larceny 

White 
Less thnn $3,000 (3,874,000) 123.2 71.7 41.7 4.4 
$3,000-$7,499 (12,187,000) 115.1 65.8 37.8 5.8 
$7,500-$9,999 (5,594,000) 143.3 79.5 45.6 7.8 
$10,000-$14,999 (11,502,000) 140.8 75.9 48.9 8.8 
$15,000-$24,999 (17,639,000) 150.6 83.1 49.3 11.5 
$25, 000 or mar" (10,609,000) 141.8 74.0 52.7 9.0 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (1,418,000) 95.8 54.5 28.3 '4.9 
$3,000-$7,499 (2,423,000) 114.2 50.7 45.5 9.4 
$7,500-$9,999 (810,OaO) 119.8 51>.5 48.5 '4.6 
$10,000-$14,999 (1,312,000) 158.0 65.9 65.5 15.8 
$15,000-$24,999 (1,195,000) 173.0 78.8 67.3 15.0 
$25,000 or more (536,000) 145.4 65.6 59.6 '17.5 

NOT!::: Detail may not add to tolal shown because o( rounding. Numbers In parentheses re(er to households In the 
group; excludes data on persons whose Income level was not ascertained. 

'Includes data, nnt shown separately, on larcenies (or which the value oC loss Was not ascertained. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or Cewer sample cas"., Is stallstically unrellable. 
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Tabl. 28. Motor vehicle theft, 11171: 

Victimization rates, by race of head of household, 
annual family Income, and type of theft 

(Rate per 1,000 households). 

Race and Income All vehicle thects Completed theCt Attempted the(t 

\~hlte 
Loss th~n $3,000 (3,874,000) 12.8 8.1 4.6 $3,000-$7,499 (12,187,000) ILl 8.0 3.1 $7,500-$9,999 (5,594,000) 15.8 11.0 4.8 $10,000-$14,999 (11,502,000) 18.8 12.5 6.3 $15,000-$24,999 (17,639,000) 17 .2 ILl 6.1 
$25,000 or marc (l 0,609,000) 18.7 11.6 7.1 

Black 
LI'SS than $3,000 (1,418,000) 8.5 '7.5 'La 
$3, 000-$7,499 (2,423,000) 15.5 9.6 5.8 $7,500-$9,999 (810,000) 20.8 '13.7 '7.1 $10,000-$14,999 (1,312,000) 26.8 20.0 '6.9 
$15,000-$24,999 (1,195,000) 36.2 2J.5 14.7 $25,000 0" marl' (536,000) 36.8 27.4 '9.4 

Nor!':: Detail may nol add to tala I shown because o( rounding. Numbers In parentheses relcr to houschQ,lds In tbe 
group; l'xcludes data on persons whose Income level was not asce,'talned. 

'Estimate, based on UbuUIIO or lewer sample cases, Is stat!.stlcally unreliable. 

Tabl. 29. HouHhold crlmel, 1979: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
. and number of persons in household 

(,lutl' per 1,000 hOUSl'holds) 

One 'rwa-three f.·our-IIvc Six or morc 'l'yp ... of crime (l i' , 904, 000) (39,533, 000) (J 8, I 03 , 000) (3,954,000) 

Burglary 76.8 82.4 92.3 96.5 f'arclblc entry ,n.l 27.5 27 .~ 23.3 lInlawlul entry without Corce n.7 31.0 46.0 57.3 Attcmpt('d (orclbl ... entry 17.0 17.9 19.2 15.9 Hous('hohl larceny 81.7 131.7 In.1 213.4 l,l'SS than $50 ,1).6 72.4 93.7 98.4 $SO or marl' ZB.~ 43.1 61.3 86.9 Amount not nvallnble !;,O 7.1 7.9 12.8 
IIlt"mpt('d larceny 4.6 9.2 9.3 15.3 

~1/)lOr v"hldl' thl'ft l~:. a 17.4 19.4 35.1 
<:ompll!t~d th~ft !I.O 11.1 13.1 as.4 
Attempted th.rlt 4·.0 6.3 6.3 9.1 

NOTF:: D .. taJ! may not ndd to totnl shown bl'CauNl' ,)f rounding. Numbers In parenth.,sl's r(l(er to households In thl.! 
8 rouP; l'xclud". data on households who.\, number oC persons could not bt' asccrtatn~d • 
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Table 30. Household crimes, 1979: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime, fc;-rm of tenure, 
and race of head of household 

(Rate per I, 000 households) 

All races I 
Owned or being bought 

White 
Type of crime (51,SI9,OOO) (47 ,357 ,000) 

Burglary 6s.6 66.7 
Forcible entry 22.8 21.4 
Unlawful entry without force 33.1 32.S 
Attempted forcible entry 12.7 12.5 

Household laJ:l=eny 117.0 115.6 
Less than $50 63.S 63.S 
$50 or more 39.2. 38.5 
Amount not available 6.5 6.0 
Attempted larceny 7.5 7.2 

Motor, vehicle theft 13.1 12.4 
Completed theft 8.6 8.0 
Attempted theft 4.5 4.4 

Black All races j 
(3,912,000) (27,679,000) 

91.1 113.1 
40.6 35.2 
35.6 50.4 
14.9 27.5 

133.1 165.1 
60.7 87.4 
49.3 59.2 
12.6 8.2 
10.6 10.3 
22.2 25.S 
16.1 17 i2 
6.1 8.6 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because o[ roundIng. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
'Includes data on "other" races, nDt shown separately. 

Tobie 31. Household crime., 1979: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and number of units in structure 
'occupied by household 

'(Rate per I, 000 households) 

'rype of crime 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

l>lotor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

One' TWQ 
(56,689, 000) (5, S32, 000) 

76.1 104.6 
25.4 36.7 
36.2 46.7 
14.5 21.2 

125.7 170.2 
68.0 94.4 
43.0 55.5 
6.8 8.6 
7.9 11.7 

14.2 24.4 
9.6 15.5 
4.6 8.9 

", , 
Three •. ':Four Five-nine 

(1,531. 000) (2,443, 000) (3 ,668, 000) 

95.2 125.2 I1S.S 
35.9 31.4 3S.3 
39.2 55.6 47.6 
20.0 38.1 32.8 

165.6 183.0 173.S 
92.0 101.5 95.5 
60.7 56.0 61.0 
25.3 13.5 6.2 
27.6 12.1 ILl 
31.8 19.8 25.7 
20.7 )) 1 O. 5 16.0 
11.1 l' 9.4 9.7 

// 

Rented 
White 

(22, ~92, 000) 

lCB.4 
31.3 
50.S 
26.2 

171.3 
93.1 
59.S 

8.1 
10.3 
26.6 
17.7 
8.9 

Ten or more 
(8,463,000) 

89.8 
26.4 
37.7 
25.7 

119.7 
5S.3 
46.7 
6.4 
8,3 

27.2 
17.9 
9.3 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer!(o households in the group; excludes data on 
hou'seholds Whose numb~r of units tn structure could not be ascertained. ' 

.-

'Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately. /;:;-~c ", 
'Estimale, based on about 10 or lewer sample cases, Is statistically uy;feliable. ~ 
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Blad, 
(4,710,000) 

133.0 
54.1 
46.5 
32.3 

133.3 
59.8 
54.5 
8.7 

10.3 
21.7 
14.0 
7.7 

" 

Other than 
housIng units 

(701, UOO) 

147.0 
'8.3 

125.6 
'13.1 
170.9 
100.2 
54.7 
28.6., 
"7.5 
28.3 
23.7 
'4.7 
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Table 32. Household crimea, 1979: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and type of locality of residence 

(Rate per I, 000 households) 

All 
areas 

Type of crime (79,499, 000) 

Burglary 84.1 
. Forci ble entry 27.1 

Unlawful entry without 
force 39.1 

Attempted forcible entry 17.9 
Household larceny 133.7 

Completed larceny' 125.2 
Less than $50 72.0 
$50 or more 46.1 

Attempted larceny 8.5 
'Motor vehicle theft 17 .5 

Completed theft 11.6 
Attempted theft 5.9 

All metroeolitan areas 50,000 to 249,999 
Outside Outside 

Central central Central central 
cities cities cities cities 

(24, 070, 000) (30,371,000) (7,135,000) (8,913, 000) 

109.5 79.4 107.6 76.6 
41.5 23.7 34.0 20.0 

43.5 37.8 50.4 39.6 
24.5 17.8 23.2 17.0 

161. 8 140.8 171.2 127.1 
149.5 132.2 158.2 123.1 
83.8 76.3 92.7 68.1 
57.2 49.0 58.0 49.8 
12.3 8.6 13.0 4.0 
26.5 17.0 19.1 11.6 
17.9 10.7 12.9 7.5 
8.7 6.2 6.2 4.1 

Metropoll tan areas 
250 I 00(1 to 499,999 500, 000 to 999,999 

Outside Outside 
Central central Central central 
cities cities cities cities 

(4,780, 000) (6,982, 000) (4,961,000) (7,167,000) 

110.8 84.0 120.5 77.7 
43.4 27.5 45.7 22.7 

44.1 39.0 47.4 39.2 
23.4 17 .5 27.4 15.8 

182.0 149.6 195.3 157.3 
,168.2 138.7 179.4 146.3 
99.6 81.0 94.4 87.0 
62.3 49.8 70.9 51.2 
13.8 10.9 15.9 11.0 
22.8 17.6 25.6 20.0 
14.9 12.7 17 .3 12.4 
7.9 5.0 8.3 7.6 

I ! 000,000 or more 

i 
Ii. 

Outside 
Central central 
cities cities 

(7,193,000) (7,309,000) 

102.8 80.0 
44.7 25.7 

33.7 33.1 
24.5 21.2 

116.0 133.0 
107.8 123.3 
57.2 71.4 
43.5 45.0 

8.3 9.7 
37.0 19.9 
25.2 11.2 
11.8 8.7 

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

'Includes data, not shown separately, On larc:enies for which the value of loss was not ascertained. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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(25,058,000) 

65.5 
17.5 

36.5 
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98.1 
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32.1 
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9.6 
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Table 33. Household crimes, 1979: 

Victimization rates, by type of locality of residence, 
race of head of household, and type of crime 

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Locality and race Burglary Household larceny 

All areas 
White (69,750,000) 80.1 133.5 

,Black (8,622,000) 113.9 133.2 

Metropolitan areas 
Central cities 

White (18,518,000) 104.9 166.5 
Black (5,065,000) 127.4 149.2 

Outside central cities 
White (28,091,000) 76.8 140.2 
Black (1,808,000) 113.6 136.3 

Nonmetropolitan areas 
, White (23,140,000) 64.3 98.9 

Black (1,750,000) 75.3 83.7 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. 
IEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

'Tillie 34. PersoNII crime. of violence, 1979: 

;Number of victimizations and victimization rates 
!for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime, 
land victim-offender relationship 

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

Involving strangers 
Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
\~1th injury 
Attempted assault ':\'ithout weapon 

Number Rate 

3,964,000 
116,000 
39,000 
77,000 

899,000 
295,000 
159,000 
136,000 
605,000 

2,948,000 
1,125,000' 

327,000 
799,000 

1,822.,000 
375,000 

1,447,000 

22.2 
0.7 
0.2 
0.4 
5.1 
1.7 
0.9 
0.8 
3.4 

16.5 
6.3 
1.8 
4.5 

10.2 
2.1 
8.1 

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

, - , 

Motor vehicle theft 

17.0 
21.9 

26.0 
29.0 

16.7 
19.3 

10.0 
13.9 

Involving nonstrangers 
Number Rate 

2,195,000 
75,000 
29,000 
46,000 

216,000 
87,000 
44,000 
42,000 

130,000 
1,903,000 

643,000 
272,000 
371,000 

1,260,000 
420,OOJ 
840,000 

.. 

12.3 
0.4 
0.2 
0.3 
1.2 
0.5 
0.3 
0.2 
0.7 

10.7 
3.6 
1.5 
2.1 
7.1 
2.4 
4.7 
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Table 37. Persona' crimes of vIolence, 1979: 
.j:o. Percent of victimizations Involving strangers; 0-

by sex and marital status of victims 
and type of crime 

RObbe'rz: Assault 
Crimes of With Without 

Sex and marital status violence Rape Total Injury injury Total AggrtJvated Simple 

Both sexes 
Never married 65.8 57,1 81.7 77,4 83.7 62,5 68,6 59.3 

' ..... ~ 
~larricd 68,5 67,6 1l4.4 86,2 1l3.9 65.5 63,2 67.0 
Widowed 72 .0 '75.0 95.7 • 100.0 92.9 53.6 62.5 50.0 
Separated nnd divorced 50.9 63.0 70.4 62.5 76.1 45.1 49.5 42.3 

r4ale 
Never married 71.5 63.2 84.4 82.6 85.2 68.3 69.9 67.2 
lo1urried 71.5 '54.4 1l7.0 90.2 85.3 6/3.9 64.7 71.6 
Widowed Ill. 6 '0.0 89.7 '100.0 '82.4 72.7 '65.1 '76.9 
Separated and divorced 67.0 '0.0 74.2 71.0 75.7 64.6 51l.9 70.2 

Female 
Never married 54.0 56.4 73.4 60.5 79.1 50.3 64.0 46.1 
Married 62.5 70.0 79.8 78.2 80.4 57.9 59.0 57.5 
Widowed 69.4 76.3 95.8 100.0 92 .9 48.7 64.9 43.3 
Separated and divorced 38.6 62.9 65.4 55.8 77.2 30.5 39.2 25.6 

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

Table 38. Persona' crimes of violence, 1979: 

Percent of victimizations involving strangers, 
Ii 

II 
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by race and annual family income of victims 
and type of crime 

Robbery Assault 
Crimes of With Without 

Race and annual family income violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple 

All races I 
Less than $3,000 57.6 73.5 73.9 77:.9 74.1 52.9 51.6 53.9 
$3, 000-$7,499 58.6 54.1 74.0 71.8 75.6 54.1 56.9 52.4. 
$7,500-$9,999 64.0 75.7 83.4 88.5 80.5 60.9 62.5 59.7 : 
$10,000-$14,999 61.0 46.5 75.8 72 .1 77.7 57.8 59.6 56.6 : 
$15,000-$24,999 66.7 50.9 84.6 85.5 84.3 64.3 69.3 61.4 
$25,000 and over 73.3 84.4 91.1 82.4 '93.7 69.6 75.4 67.5 

White 
Less than $3,000 63.5 78.3 77.1 79.6 75.9 60.4 56.7 63.4 ; 
$3,000-$7,499 58.6 54.5 70.7. 68.1 72.3 55.8 58.8 54.0 ' 
$7,500-$9,999 67.7 60.9 83.8 87.6 80,9 64.4 70.9 60.0 ' 

.\ 

" 

-:=. .j 
, 1 

$10,000-$14,999 60.7 43.8 72.8 70.3 74.2 58.8 64.0 55.8 
$15,OOO-$24,Q99 66.6 49.1 83.7 83.0 84.1 64.4 69.8 61.4 
$2.5,000 and over 73.2 84.4 90.0 79.7 92.8 70.0 75.6 67.9 : 

. , 
i , 
i • , 

Black 
I.ess than $3,000 44.5 66.1 69.0 66.9 70.1 32.8 40.7 27.1 
$3,000-$7,499 59.1 251.8 81.0 81.3 81.0 47.6 51.0 44.9 
$7,500-$9,999 50.3 2100.0 81.9 2100.0 77.7 32.6 22.4 53.4 
$10,000-$14,999 64.5 2100.0 87.6 78.7 92.4 50.5 38.4 61.9 
$15, 000 -$24,999 70.2 '100.0 100.0 2100.0 '100.0 60.6 64.2 57.6 
$25,000 and over 72.6 20.0 100.0 2100.0 100.0 59.1 66.7 55.0 

'" ,/ .. 'Indudes data nn "other" races, not shown separately. }I 
1 
I 

'J 
,g 'f 

j 

'E;stimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 39. Personal crimes of violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime and perceived sex of offender 

Type of crime Total Male 

Crimes of violence (3,658,000) 100.0 87.9 
Rap~ (156,000) 100.0 98.2 
Robbery (456,000) 100.0 93.3 

Robbery with Injury (152,000) 100.0 93.1 
Robbery without Injury (304,000) iOO.O 93.3 

Assault (3,046,000) 100.0 86.6 
Aggravated assault (983,000) 100.0 88.3 
Simple assault (2,06;1,000) 100.0 85.8 

Perceived seX of offender 
Not known and 

Female hot available 

11.6 0.5 
'1.8 '0.0 
5.9 '0.9 

'5.2 'I. 7 
6.2 'O.S 

12.9 0.5 
11.2 '0.6 
13.8 '0.4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Number of Victimizations shown in parentheses. 
'Estimate, based on ze,'o or on nbout \0 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 40. Personal crimes of violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime and perceived age of offender 

Perceived age of oHender 

12-20 
Type oC ctime Total Under 12 Total 12-14 15-17 

Crimes of vioience (4,181,000) 100.0 0.6 29.8 4.9 11.7 
Rape (159,000) 100.0 '0.0 21.3 '2.0 7.8 
Robbery (531,000) 100.0 '0.5 37.4 3.8 13.9 

Robbery with injury (I 77 ,000) 100.0 '0.0 34.6 '1.5 13.4 
Robbery without injury (354,000) 100.0 '0.7 38.8 4.9 14.1 

Assault (3,491,000) 100.0 0.6 29.0 5.2 11.5 
Aggravated assault (I ,184,000) 100.0 '0.8 26.1 4.2 9.0 
Simple assault (2,307,000) 100.0 0.6 30.6 5.7 12.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Number of victimizations shown in parentheses. 
"Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or Cewer sample cases, is statistically unrellable. 
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18-20 

13.3 
11.5 
19.8 
19.7 
19.8 
12.3 
12.9 
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il and 
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and not 
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67.4 2.2 
77.4 '1.3 
58.0 4.2 
58.8 '6.6 
57.6 '2.9 
68.4 2.0 
71.3 1.9 
66.9 i: 2.0 
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Table 41. Pereanal crimea 0' violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of single-offender \flctlmlatlons, 
by type of crime and perceived race of offender 

~I )1 

Type or crime 'I'otnl ~Ihllc 

Crlmtl~ of violence (4,181,000) 100.0 70.5 
Rape (159, COO) , 100.0 61.8 
Robb',r\, (531,000) 100.0 47.9 

nobbery with InJur" (177 ,000) 100.0 52.9 

--,,' 

o 

Porcelved rnco of otr""Un< 
,:'jot known and 

Black Other not nvnllabl~ 

24.9 3.'.l 1.5 
30.0 '1;.1 'G.I 
46.0 3.3 2.9 
43.1 '1.6 'Z.4 

Robbery without Injury (354,000) 100.0 45.4 47.4 4.1 3.1 
~-~~<:~~, Assault (3,491,000) 100.0 74.4 21.5 :a.S 1.3/ 

Aggravated assault (1,184, 000) 100.0 6').6 26.B 2.1 leiA-· :z~;, 

Simple assault (2,307,000) 100,0 76.8 16.8 3.2 

NOTE:: Detail 'llay not adt! to total shown because Qf rounding, Number of victimizations shown In parentheses. 
'E:stlmate, based on abOllt 10 or fClYcr ~amplo caseS, Is statistically unrclt~:)c. 

Table 42. Peraonal crime. 0' violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime, age 'of victims, 
and perceived age of offender 

: ':}:'Z 

Perceived ase of offender 

12-20 
Type of crime and age oC victims Total Under 12 Total 12-14 15-17, 

Crimes of violence' 
12-19 (J ,253,000) 100.0 '0.6 60.3 13.3 26.5 
20-34 (2,117, 000) 100.0 '0.4 1'1.3 1.2 4.4 
35-49 (514,000) 100.0 '0.8 12.0 '1. 7 5.9 
50-64 (220, 000) 100.0 '1.5 19.0 '1.3 11.0 
65 and over (77, 000) )00.0 '2.0 27.9 '0.0 '11.3 

Robbery 
12-19 (136,000) 100.0 '0.0 65.3 10.6 20.6 
20-34 (244, 000) 100.0 '0.5 24.1 '1,1 7.3 
35-49 (72, 000) 100.0 '1.5 25.5 '4.0 '15.7 
50-64 (55, 000) 100.0 '0.0 32.7 '0.0 '19.0 
6~\ and over (24, 000) 100.0 '0.0 61.3 '0.0 '24.7 

Assault 
12-19 (1,059,000) 100.0 '0.7 6h2 14.2 28.1 
ZO··34 (1,791, 000) 1\ 100.0 '0.4 16.4 1.2 3.8 
35-49 (426, 000) 100.0 '0.8 9.6 '1.4 ",\.5 
50-64 (164, 000) 100.0 '2.0 14.6 'I. 7 "_ ,·.j5 
65 <lnd over (52, 000) 100.0 '2.9 '13.1 '0.0 t' 5.3 

~::~ 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Number of Victimizations shown In parentheses. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or Cewer sample cases, Is statistlcally'.unreliable. 
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r· 1 
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18.9 
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21 and liand not 
over available (\ 

37.4 1.7 
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63.7 '9.3 
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Table 43. Personal crimea of vlo!ence, 1979: 

Ii Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations, 
> by type of crime, race of Victims, 

an~~-,erceived race of offender 
;f ~ --,-,' c'-.----------------------___ ~r-I ________________ _ 

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

Crimes of violence 
White (3,603,000) 100.0 78.9 16.8 2.8 \'6 Black (510,000) 100.0 14.4 B3.S ~0.9 '\,2 Rape 
White (130, 000) !OD,O 71.2 21,5 '6.2 'I, I Black (27,000) 100.0 '19.8 73.2 '0.0 '7.0 Hohbery 
White (429,000) 100.0 56.7 37.1 3.3 2.9 Black (94,000) 100.0 '7.1 BB.I '\'8 '3.0 Hobbery with injury 
Wh ite (146, 000) 100.0 63.5 32.7 '\'0 '2.9 Black (28,000) 100.0 '4.4 95.6 '0.0 '0.0 Hobbery without injury 
White (283, 000) 100.0 53.2 39.3 4.5 '2.9 Black (66, 000) 100.0 '8.2 85.0 '2.6 '4.2 Assaull 
White (3,043,000) 100.0 82.3 13.7 2.5 \'4 Black (390, 000) 100.0 15.8 83.0 '0.8 '0.4 I\ggravated assauli 
White (984,000) 100.0 79.4 17.0 2.1 1.5 Black (180,000) 100.0 16.7 82.4 '0.0 '0.8 Simple assault 
White (2,060,000) 100.0 f\~.7 12.2 2.8 1.4 Black (210, 000) 100.0 1~l.'9 83.7 '1.4 '0.0 

NOTE: Detail may no~ add to tolal shown because of rounding. Number of victimizations shown In llarentheses. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample case~, is statistically unrellablll. 

Table 44. Personal crimea of violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of multiple-offender vlctim!zatlons, 
. by type of crime and perceived sex of offenders 

'Type of crime ----,,-;:c, Tolal All male 
.~ 

Crimes 01 violen,c'> 0.506.001)) 100.0 78.8 Hape (24, QOO) 100.0 n.3, Robbery (479,000) 100.0 88.3 Robbery with injury (J 77,000) 100.0 88.4 Robbery without Injury (302,000) 100.0 88.3 Assault (1,003;/000) 100.0 74.3 Aggravateii''lissault (390, 000) 100.0 77 .0 Simple ass'lult (613, 000) 100.0 12.7 

Perceived sex of orecndars 
Male and 

All i~male female 

8.11 .. 10.8 
'0.0 '7.8 
3.5 8:Z 

'3.0 8.6 
'3.8 7.9 
10.3 ilL 2 
6.6 13.9 

12.7 1\,1 

NOTE: Detail may no1 add to total shown because of rounding. NUIObull' oC victimizations shown ill pnrenthese!l. 
'Estionate, based on 7.ero or on about 10 or fewcl< sample cases, is statistically unrcHablc. 
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2.4 
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Table.45. PerlOnal crime. of Violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime and perceived age of offenders f> 

Perceived aile of offenders 

All 21 
Type of crime Total All under 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages 

Crimes of violence (1,861,000) 100.0 0.7 42.7 28.4 24.5 
Rape (29,000) 100.0 '0.0 '27.9 46.9 '25.2 
RObbery (577,000) 100.0 IO.~ 44.9 29.4 22.9 

Robbery with injury (199,000) 100.0 '0.0 41.9 27.4 26.4 
Robbery without injury (378,000) 100.0 '0.3 46.6 30.5 21.0 

Assault (:,255,000) 100.0 '0.9 42.1 2;.6 25.2 
Aggravated assault (520, 000) 100.0 '0.8 34.6 30.8 29.0 
Simple assault (736,000) 100.0 10.9 47.3 25.3 22..5 

Not known 
and not 
available 

3. ; 
'0.0 
2.6 

'4.4 
'1.6 
4.3 
4.8 
3.9 

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

Table 46. Personal crime. of violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of multiple-offender Victimizations, 
by type of crime and perceived race of offenders 

Perceived race of offenders 

~1!xed 

Type of crime Total At! white All black All other races 

Crimes of violence (! ;;61, 000) 100.0 56.0 30.0 4.2 6.9 
Rape (29,000) 100.0 53.3 '41.8 '0.0 '4.8 
Robbery (577, 000) 100.0 29.1 53.3 '5.3 10.0 

RObbery with Injury (I 99 ,000) 100.0 27.8 55.2 5.4 (/"\.7 
Robbery without Injury (378,000) 100.0 29.9 52.3 5.2 'T(.2 

Assault (I ,255,,000) 100.0 68.5 19.1 3.8 5.5 
;;.ggravated assault (520,000) 100.0 65.1 18.9 4.4 7.6 
Simpl~ assault (736,000) 100.0 70.8 19.2 3.4 4.0 

NOTE: DetaJl may not add to total Shown because of rounding. Numb~r of vlc,tirnlzatians sll<~wn in parentheses. 
'Estlmat(>, based on Zero or nn about 10 or fcwer sample cases, Is stat!stlc~lJy unreliable. 
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Table 47. Personsl crimes of violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, 
by type of cr,me, age of victims, 
and perceived age of offenders 

Perceived aile of offenders 

Type at cri rna and "gc All 21 
of victims Total All under 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages 

Cdmes or-violence' 
12-19 '(675,000) 100.0 '0.9 68.1 9.8 20.4 
20-34 (800.000) 100.0 '0.6 26.2 40.1 28. I 
35-49 (229, 000) 100.0 '0.0 32.0 38.1 25.0 
50-64 (101,000) 100.0 '0.0 29.0 33.9 29. I 
65 alld over (56, 000) 100.0 3.0 41.9 36.2 '12.3 

Robbery 
12-19 (\ 72,000) 100.0 '0.0 72.0 '7.0 20.4 
20-34 (208.000) 100.0 '0.6 31.5 39.1 26.9 
35-49 (J 10,000) 100.0 '0.0 39.9 36.3 19.4 
50-64 (56,000) 100.0 '0.0 29.0 40.0 26.0 
65 and over (33. 000) 100.0 '0.0 '3;L9 44.9 '16.8 

Assault 
12-19 (490,000) 100.0 '1.2 67.4 10.1 20,4 
20-34 (582. 000) 100.0 '0.6 24.4 40.3 28.5 
35-49 (117,000) 100.0 '0.0 25.3 39.5 29.7 
50-64 (43.000) 100.0 '0.0 30.4 '23.1 34.3 
65 and oVer (23, 000) 100.0 7.3 54.4 '24.0 '6.! 

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

Table 48. Personal crimea of violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of multlple-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime, race of victims, 
and perceived race of offenders 

Perceived race oC oCCenders 

Type of crime ~Iil(ed 

and race of victims Total All white All black AU other races 

Crimes of violence I 
White (1,520,000) 100.0 64.2 22.1 3.6 7.7 
BI~ck (301,000) 100.0 14.3 72.2 5.S 4.0 

Robbery 
White (.117,000) 100.0 37.7 43.8 4.4 12.4 
Black (152,000) 100.0 '5.6 79.7 '6.8 '4.0 

Assault 
White (1,078,000) 100.0 74.5 13.4 3.4 5.9 
Biack (145,000) 100.0 23.9 63.6 '4.3 '4.1 

NOTE: Detail may not adef tn total shown because of rounding. Number of victimizations shown in parentheses. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, bas~d on about 10 or (ewer sample cases, is statlstlcally unreliable • 
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'12.3 
'8.3 
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Table 49. PI,raona' crimea, 1979: 

Number of incidents and victimizations 
and f~jtlo of Incidents to victimizations, 
by type of crime 

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
<Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

From serious assault 
F.rom minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated ussault 
With Injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
Imh Injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theCt 
Pe~sonal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Completed purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 

Pocket plckl ng 
Personal larceny without contact 

NOTE: Delail may not add to total shown because of round! ng. 

~; 

.< 

Incidents 

5,259,000 
184,000 
68,000 

116,000 
943,000 
334,000 
168,000 
166,000 
609,000 

4,132,000 
1,425,000 

51i ,000 
914,000 

2,707,000 ' 
703,000 

2,004,000 
15,563,000 

504,000 
165,000 
118,000 
47,000 

339,000 
15,059,000 

Victimizations 

. 

6,159,000 
192,000 

68,000 
124,000 

1,116,000 
381,000 
203,000 
178,000 
735,000 

4,851,000 
1,769,000 

599,000 
1,170,000 
3,082,000 

795,000 
2,287,000 

16,382,000 
511,000 
167,000 
120,000 
47,000 

345,000 
15,871,000 
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.. 

Ratio 

1:1.17 
1:1.04 
1:1.00 
1 :1.06 
1:1.18 
1:1.14 
1:1.21 
1:1.07 
1 :1.21 
1:1.17 
1:1.24 
1:1. I 7 
1:1.28 
1:1.14 
1:1.13 
1:1.14 
1:1.05 
1:1. 01 
1:1.01 
1:1.02 
I :l.00 
1:1.02 
1:1.05 
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Table SO. Pel'1lOnal crimea of violence, 1979: 

~grcent distribution of Incidents, 
by vlctim-offender relationship, type of crime, 
and number of vlcti~s 

Fou'r or 

~ Relationship and type oC cdme Total One Two Three more 
L 

All incidents 100.0 90.7 6.8 1.4 1.1 
Crimes DC violence 100.0 88.7 a.s 1.7 1.1 

Rape 100.0 98.8 '0.4 '0.6 '0.2 
Robbery 100.0 91.9 5.5 1.9 10.7 

Robbery with Injury 100.0 92.3 )t~ '1.0 '0.4 
Robbery without injury 100.0 91.6 2.4 '0.9 

Assault 100.0 87.5 9.5 1.8 \.2. 
Aggrav,~ted assault 100.0 82.7 13.2. 2.2 1.8 
Simple assault 100.0 90.0 7.5 1.5 0.9 

Involving strangers 
\! Crimes oC violence 100.0 86.9 9.8 1.9 1.4 

Rape 100.0 99.0 '0.0 1,).0 '0.0 
Robbery 100.0 91.9 5.4 2.0 '0.8 

Robbery with Injury 100.0 92.8 5.8 '1.0 '0.4 
Robbery without Injury 100.0 91.4 5.2 2..5 '0.9 

Assault 100.0 84.9 11.5 2.0 1.(, 
Aggravated a$sault IM.O 79.3 lb.l 2.3 2.3 C,-: 
Simple assault 100.0 88.0 9.0 1.8 1.2. 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes oC violence 100.0 91.6 6.3 1.4 '0.7 

Rape 100.0 98.5 '1.0 '0.0 '0.6 
Robbery 100.0 91.8 '6.0 '1.6 '0.6 

Robbery with Injury 100.0 90.7 '7.7 '1.1 '0.5 
Robbery without Injury 100.0 92.4 '4.9 '1.9 10.7 

Assault 100.0 91.3 6.6 1.4 '0.7 
Aggravated assaull 100.0 88.2 8.7 2.0 '1.1 
Simple assaull 100.0 92.8 5.6 '1.2 '0.5 . ' \ 

NOTE: De\all may not add to total shown because oC <"andlng' 
'Estima!", based on zero or on about 10 or Cewer sample cases, is statistically unreUable. 
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Table 51. PenonaI crtmes of violence, 1979: 

Number and percent distribution of Incidents, by type of crime 
and victim-offender relationship 

All Incidents 
Type of crime Number Percent 

Crimes of violence 5,259,000 100.0 
Rape 184,000 100.0 
Robbery 943,000 100.0 

Robbery with injury 334,000 100.0 
From serious assault 168,000 100.0 
From minor assault 166,000 100.0 

Robbery without injury 609,000 100.0 
Assault 4,132,000 100.0 

Aggravated assault 1,425,000 100.0 
With Injury 511,000 100.0 
Attempted assault with weapon 914,000 100.0 

Simple assault 2,707,000 100.0 
With injury 703,000 100.0 
Attempted assault without weapon 2,004,000 100.0 

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

Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 
Number Percent Number Percent 

3,293,000 62.6 1,966,000 37.4 
111,000 60.1 73,000 39.9 
751,000 79.7 192,000 20.3 
257,000 77.0 7'1,000 23.0 
128,000 76.2- 40,000 23.8 
129,000 77.8 37,000 22.2 
494,000 81.1 115,001) 18.9 

2,432,000 58.8 1,701,000 41.2 
874,000 61.3 551,000 38.7 
268,000 52.5 243,000 47.5 

it (,::~,OOO 66.2 309,000 33.8 
1,558,000 57.6 1,149,000 42.4 

311,000 44.2 392,000 55.8 , 

1,247,000 62.2 757,000 37.8 
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Table 52. Personal and household crime_, 1979: 
, 

Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime 
and time of ~currence 

Da>::time 
Type of crime Total 6 a.m .-6 p.m. 

All personal crimes 100.0 47.7 

Crimes of violence 100.0 46.8 
Rape 100.0 34.5 
Robbery 100.0 40.6 

Robbery with injury 100.0 :n.3 
From serious assault 100.0 23.6 
From minor assault 100.0 43.1 

Robbery without injury 100.0 44.6 
Assault '100.0 48.7 

Aggravated assault 100.0 43.5 
With injury 100.0 39.4 
Attempted assault with weapon 100.0 45.8 

Simple assault 100.0 57.4 
With injury 100.0 43.2 
Attempted assault without weapon 100.0 54.3 

Crimes of theft 100.0 48.1 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 60.6 

Purse snatching 100.0 63.8 
Pocket picking 100.0 59.1 

Personal larceny without contact 100.0 47.7 

All household crimes 100.0 27.1 

Burglary 100.0 36.4 
Forcible entry 100.0 39.8 
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 38.6 
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 26.6 

Household larceny 100.0 21.8 
Less than $50 100.0 22.2 
$50 or more 100.0 21.5 
Amount not available 100,0 27.9 
Attempted larceny 100.0 15.4 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 22.3 
Completed theft 100.0 25.2 
Attempted theft 100.0 16.4 

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

Total 

38.8 

52.6 
65.5 
.58.5 
65.8 
74.5 
56.9 
54.6 
50.7 
56.3 
60.6 
53;9 
47.8 
56.4 
44.8 
34.1 
;:8.2 

.36.2 
39.2 
34.0 

45.5 

32.0 
35.4 
26.1 
40.0 
51.0 
47.5 
54.3 
39.4 
71.8 
68.1 
64.7 
74.7 

1Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Nighttime Not known 
6 p.rn.- Midnight- and not 
midnight 6 a.m. Not known available 

24.3 9.7 4.8 13.5 

38.4 14.1 10.1 0.6 
35.0 30.5 10.0 '0.0 
42.2 16.3 10.0 '0.5 
47.9 17.9 '0.0 '0.4 
54.0 20.5 '0.0 '1.8 
41.7 15.2 . '0.0 '0.0 
39.2 15.4 '0.0 '0.6 
37.7 12.9 '0.2 0.5 
41.2 14.8 '0.2 '0.3 
47.0 13.4 iO.1 '0.1 
38.0 15.7 10.2 '0.4 
35.8 11.8 10.2 0.6 
42.3 18.4 '0.0 10.2 
35.1 9.5 '0.2 0.8 
19.5 8.2 6.4 24.0 
27.9 8.9 11.4 2.3 
34.5 1.7 10.0 '0.0 
24.7 12.4 12.0 3.3 
19.3 8.1 6.6 24.7 

14.4 17 .6. 13.~ 27.5 

14.9 10.8 6.3 31.5 
19.6 9.7 6.1 24.8 
11.2 8.9 6.0 35.3 
16.1 16.8 7.1 33.4 
12.8 20.3 17.9 21.2 
11.8 17.3 18.4 30.3 
14.1 23.6 16.7 24.2 
7.9 13.6 18.0 32.7 

19.0 33.0 19.8 12.8 
23.3 30.1 14.8 9.7 
22.7 28.6 13.3 10.1 
24.3 32.9 17.5 8.9 
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Ie TIIbIe 53. PerIonaI robbery and alUlUlt 1, I:y III'JIMId or unlll'JlMld olfenclera, 1 m: 

II " , Percent distribution of Incidents, by type of crime 
1,1 , and offender and time of occurrence 

'" n 
(' 

" I' 
Nighttime Not known j' 

11 
Daytime 6 p.m.- Midnight- and not 

Type of crime and offender Total 6 a.m.-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. Not krJown available 

II Robbery Ii By armed offenders 100.0 32.6 '66.3 48.0 18,.2 '0.0 ;1.2 
11 By unarmed offenders 100.0 47.8 51.6 37.1 14.6 '0.0 '0.6 it 

J. 

Assault 
By armed offenders 100.0 43.3 56.4 42.0 14.3 '0.2 '0.2 
By unarmed offenders 100.0 51.3 48.0 35.6 .12.2 '0.2 '0.7 

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

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

~ 

~~! 
~ 

.~ 
« ~ Table 54. Peraonal crfmea of violence, 1979: 

I Percent distribution of Incidents, 
" i by vlctlm-offender relationship, type of crime, 

and time of oct;urrence .. ~ , 

! Nighttime Not known 

" Q Daytime 6 p.m.- Mldnight- and not 
~ ,Relationship and type of crimf' Total 6 a.m .-6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. Not known available 

tl 
Involving strangers 

1/ 

~ 
Crimes of violence 100.0 42.8 56.7 41.0 IS.5 '0.1 0.6 

Rape 100.0 37.3 62.7 35.8 26.9 '0.0 '0.0 
, 

N 
Robbery 100.0 39.4 59.9 44.2 15.7 '0.0 '0.7 ,.. 

~ 
Assault 100.0 44.0 55.4 40.3 14.9 '0.2 0.6 I \ ' 

.. 11 
'Involving nonstrangers 

Crimes of violence 100.0 53~4 45.9 34.0 11.7 '0.2 0.6 

H Rape 100.0 30.3 69.8 33.9 35.9 '0.0 '0.0 
Robbery 100.0 45.2 53.3 34.7 18.6 '0.0 11.5 , , II Assault 100.0 55.4 44.1 34.0 9.9 '0.2 '0.6 

I 

II l 
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. !I ;1 'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. ? . 
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T.bIe 55. Selected peraon.l.nd hOUHhold crime., 1879: 

'Percent distribution of Incidents, by type of crime 
and place of occurrence 

Type of crime Total Inside own home 

Crimes of violence 100.0 13.1 
Rape 100.0 31.1 
Robbery 100.0 11.4 

Robbery with injury 100.0 14.3 
Robbery without injury 100.0 9.9 

Assault 100.0 12.7,. 
Aggravated assault 100.0 11.9 
Simple assault 100.0 13.1 

Personal larceny wi th contact 100.0 '1.8 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 0.9 

Completed theft 100.0 '1.0 
",,,,!tempted theft 100.0 '0,9 

N/.)TE: Detail may nClt add to total shown because of rounding. 

Inside non-
residential 

Ncar own home building 

10.6 16.0 
'4.5 '5.6 
9.8 11.6 

10.1 11.3 
9.7 11.8 

11.0 17.4 
12.6 13.0 
10.2 19.8 

4.4 46.3 
41.6 5.0 
38.3 6.1 
48.1 3.1 

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

Tlble 56. PerIonII robbery .nd .... u" 
by .rmed or unllmled offendera, 1878: 

Percent distribution of Incidents, by type of crime 
and offender and place of occurrence 

Type of crime and offender Total Inside own home 

Robbery 
By armed offenders 100.0 11.0 
By unarmed offenders 100.0 11.8 

Assault 
8y armed offenders 100.0 11.1 
By unarmed offenders 100.0 13.5 

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

Near own home 

10.4 
9.3 

12.8 
10.1 

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

... 
" 

Inside non-
residential 
building 

9.5 
13.5 

13.3 
19.4 

On street or in park, 

ltiside school 
playground, school-
ground and parking lot Elsewhere 

4.5 40.3 15.5 
'0.0 31.4 27.4 
1.7 53.1 12.4 

'0.4 50.6 13.4 
2.4 54.4 11.8 
5.4 37.8 15.7 
2.9 41.4 18.3 II 

6.7 35.8 14.4 

3.4 33.3 10.6 
'0.0 42.9 9.5 
'0.0 43.2 11.4 
'0.0 42.4 5.6 

On street or In park, 
playground, school-

Inside school ground and parking lot Elsewhere 

'0.6 54.2 14.4 . \ 
2.7 52.1 10.6 

2.6 41. 7 18.5 
9.2 35.9 14.4 
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• Table 57. Personal crimes of violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution cf Incidents, 
by victim-offender relationshij), type of crime, 
and place of occurrerice 

Inside non-
residential 

Relationship and type oi crime Total Inside own home Near own home building 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 5.7 9.9 17.7 

Rape 100.0 26.9 '6.3 '6.5 
Robbery 100.0 6.6 10.4 13.0 
Assault 100.0 4.5 10,0 19.6 

Involving nonstrangers 
11.6 Crimes of violence 100.0 25.5 13.1 

Rape 100.0 37.4 '1. 7 '4.4 
Robbery 100.0 30.4 7.6 '6.2 
Assault 100.0 24.4 12.5 14.3 

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

Table 58. Personal crimes of violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution between .stranger and nonstranger incidents 
within place of occurrence, by type of crime 

Type of crime and 
Inside non-
residential 

Inside school 

3.0 
'0.0 
'1.3 
3.7 

7.1 
'0.0 
'3.,3 
7.8 

victim-offender relationship Inside OWn home Near own home building Inside schqol 

Crimes of VIolence 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Stranger 27.4 58.9 69.3 41.8' 
Nonstranger 72.6 41.1 30.7 58.2 

Rape 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.() 
Stranger 51.9 '84.5 '69.0 '0.'0 
Nonstranger 48.1 '15.5 '31.0 '0,,0 

Robbery 100.0 100.0 100.0 100'1 0 
Stranger 46.0 84.3 89.1 '6Q.5 
Nonstranger 54.0 15.7 '10.9 '3~1.5 

Assault 100.0 100.0 100.0 101j.0 
Stranger 20.9 53.3 '66.3 40.4 
Nonstr,anger 79.1 46.7 33.7 f'9.6 

.' 'NOTE: bctail may not add to total shqwn because of rounding, 
'E:s~\m!lte, based on zero or on abou\ 10 or fewer cample co.,,"a, is statistically unreliable. 

f? 

" 
. , 
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" 

On street or in park, 
playgr<>und, school-
ground and parking lot Elsewhere 

50.2 13.3 
42.4 18.0 
60.0 8.7, 
47.6 14.5 

23.6 19.0 
'14.8 41.6 
25.9 26.6 
23.7 17 .2 

:..~ 

On street Or in park. Elsewhere 
playground, school- and not 
ground and parking lot available 

100.0 100.0 
78.1 53.9 
21.9 46.1 

100.0 100.0 .. \ 
81.1 39.4 

'18.9 60.6 
100.0 100.0 
90.1 56.2 

9.9 43.8 
100.0 100.0 
74.1 54.7 
25.9 45.3 
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Table 59. Larcenle. not Involving 
vlctlm-offender contact, 1979: 

Percent distribution of Incidents, by type of crime 
and place of occurrence 

Type oC crime and place of occurrence Percent within type 

Total 

Household larceny 
I nside own home 
Near own home 

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

school ground , and parking lot 
Elsewhere and not avallable 

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because oC rounding. 
Represents not applicable. 

Table 60. Larcenle. not Involving 
vlcUm-offender conlact, 1979: 

Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime, 
place of occurrence, and value of theft loss 

Type oC crime and 
place of occurrence Less than $50 

Tutal 100.0 
Household larceny 40.6 

I nside own home 4.7 
Near own home 35.9 

Personal,larceny without contact 59.4 
I nslde nonresidential bullding 12.5 
Inside school 17.2 
On street or in park, playground, 

and parking lot 19.8 
Elsewhere nnd not avallable 10.0 

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

. , 

100.0 
12.8 
87.2 

100.0 
21.6 
18.6 

39.8 
20.0 

$50 or more 

100.0 

41.0 
6.3 

34.7 

59.0 
13.0 
3.0 

26.0 
15.1 

Amount not 
nvallable 

100.0 
43.8 
6.8 

36.9 

56.2 
15.6 
7.5 

18.9 
14.2 

Percent oC total 

100.0 

41.1 
5.3 

35.8 

58.9 
12.7 
11.0 

23.5 
11.8 

Attempted 
larceny 

100.0 
43.3 
3.3 

40.0 

56.7 
11.0 
3.3 

34.5 
8.0 
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Tabla 61. Peraonal crimea of violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of Incidents, 
by vlctlm-offender relationship, type of crime, 
and number of offenders 

Relationship and type oC crime "otal One Two Three 

All Incidents 
Crimes oC violence 100.0 69.6 12.6 7.2 

Rape 100.0 84.7 '1.9 '3.9 
Robbery 100.0 48.3 25.1 13.7 

Robbery with injury 100.0 45.5 24.2 11.6 
Robbery without Injury 100.0 49.9 25.6 14.9 

Assault 100.0 73.7 10.2 5.8 
Aggravated assnull 100.0 70.0 11.0 5.6 
Simple assault 100.0 76.2 9.7 6.0 

InvolVing strangers 
Crimes oC vlolonce 100.0 61.9 15.5 '].2 

Rape 100.0 82.5 '3.2 '3.5 
Robbery 100.0 42.'1 29.0 15.0 

Robbery with injury 100.0 38.0 28.2 12.8 
Robbery wllhout Injury 100.0 44.7 29.4 16.1 

Assault 100.0 67.0 11.9 7.7 
Aggravated assault 100.0 62.3 13.2 6.4 
Simple assault 100.0 69.7 11.2 8.4 

Involving nonstrangers 
7.6 Crimes oC violence 100.0 82..4 3.8 

Rape 100.0 88.2 '0.0 '4.5 
Robbery 100.0 71.6 9.7 8.9 

Robbery with Injury 100.0 70 .• !! '10.7 '7.7 
Robbery without Injury 100.0 n.2. 9.1 '9.7 

Assnult 100.0 8·3.3 7.7 3.2 
Aggravated assault 100.0 71).7 7.4 4.3 
Simple assault 100.Q 85<.1 7.8 2..7 

NOTE: Detail ma~:not add to total shown because "C roundln~. 
'Estlmaie, based on zero or on about 10 or {ewer sample ci.lses, Is statistically unreliable. 

.; 

Table a2. Peraonal crt"'" of violence, 1979: 

Percent of Incidents In which offender. use(~ weapons, 
by type of crime and vlctlm-offender relationship 

Type of crime All Incldehts . Involving strangers 

Crimes oC violence 
Rape 
Robbery • 

'Robbery with Injury 
, Robbery without Injury 

Assaull' 
Aggravated assault 

34.8 
26.9 
47.1 
43.1 
49.3 
32.3 
93.7 

37.2. 
2.4.8 
48.4 
42.6 
51.4 
34.4 
95.11 

"Includes data on simple assault, which by definition does not Involve the use oC a weapon. 

, 
\ 

,.) 

Not known 
Four or and not 
mote available 

\, . 
_.Jj~/8.2 2.5 

. -.", '5.2 '4.2 
11.3 1.5 
16.2 '2.5 
8.6 '1.0 
7.6 2.7 
9.6 4.8 
6.5 1.5 

9.7 3.7 
'5.0 '5.8 
11.9 1.7 
17.8 '3.2 
8.8 '1.0 
9.2 4.2 

10.8 7.4 
8.3 2..4 

5.7 '0.5 
'5.4 '1.9 
9.1 '0.7 

'10.9 '0.0 
'7.9 '1.2 
5.3 '0.5 
7.8 '0.7 
4.1 '0.3 

Involving nonstrilngers 

" 

30.7 
30.0 
42.4 
45.1 
40.5 
29.4 
90.8 
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J!,abIe 83. PerIOflII crtmel 01 vlollnclt, 1m: 

/'Percent distribution of types of weapons used 
In Incidents by armed offender., by vlctlm-offender 
relationship, type of crime, and type of weapon 

Relallonshlp and type of crime Total Flrcarm Knife 

Ali incidents 
Crimes of violence 100.0 28.7 29.2 

Rape 100.0 34.1 44.3 

Robbery 100.0 32.6 34.8 

Robbery with Injury 100.0 18.1 28.4 

Rql]bery without injury 100.0 39.9 38.1 

Aggravated assault 100.0 27.2 26.8 

With Injury 100.0 12.3 22.4 

Attempted assault with weapon 100.0 34.2 28.8 

I nvolvlng strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 30.2 29.7 

Rape 100.0 '35.1 44.4 

Robbery 100.0 31. 7 37.1 

Aggravated assauit 100.0 29.3 25.9 

Involving nonstrangers 25.6 Crimes of violence 100.0 28.3 

Rape 100.0 '32.6 '44.0 

• Robbery 100.0 36.8 24.9 

Aggravated assault 100.0 23.5 28.2 

NOTE: Detail may n(lt add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

.-

TIbIe .... PenIonII crImH of vIoIInce, 1m: 

Percent of victimizations In whlcll victims took sen-protective 
measures, by type of crime and vlctlm-offender relatlonahlp 

All 
Type of crime victimizations 

Crimes of violence 73.0 

Rape 81.2 

Robbery 60.P. 
Robbery with injury 70.7 

From serious assault 70.9 
From minor assault 70.~ 

Robbery without Injury 55.6 

Assault 75.5 

Aggravated assault 17.8 
With injury 75.1 
Attempted assault with weapon 79.1 

Simple assault 74.3 
With injury 80.5 
Attempted assault without weapon 72.1 

Involving 
strangers 

71.4 
76.8 
58.5 
67.1 
69.2 
64.8 
54.3 
75.1 
77.2 
72.7 
79.0 
73.8 
79.1 
72.4 

.. 

o 
, 

,) 

-. 
\ 

c; 

Type 
Other unknown 

37.4 4.8 
21.7 10.0 
27.0 5.5 
47.0 '6.5 
16.9 '>.1 
41.4 4.7 
59.5 5.8 
32.8 4.2 

35.3 4.8 
20.5 '0.0 
24.7 6.6 
40.5 4.3 

41.5 4.6 
'23.4 '0.0 
37.4 '0.9 
43.0 5.4 

; 

InVolving 
nQnstrangers 

\ 
76.1 
88.1 
70.1 

0. 

82.9 "0 
17.2 
88.9 
61.7 
76.3 
78.9 
78.1 
79.4 
74.9 
81.8 
71.5 
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Table 65. PeraonaU:rlmes of violence. 1979: 

Percent of victimizations in which victims took self-protective 
measures, by characteristics of victims and type of crime 

Crimes of 
Characteristic violence Rape Total 

Sex 
Male 72 .0 63.0 58.3 
Female 74.7 83.4 65.6 

Race 
White 74.6 82.5 66.1 
Black 65.0 74.1 42.6 

Age 
67.8 12-19 75.9 78.2 

~&:"34 76.3 85.6 67.3 
35-49 65.3 76.9 49.8 
50-64 57.3 145.6 46.9 
65 and over 44.8 '100.0 33.4 

IF:stimat.e, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrell_ble. 

Table 66. Personal crimes of violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed 
by victims, by type of measure and type of crime 

Crimes of 
Seif-prot<'.'ctive measure viohmce Rape 

Total 100.0 IfJO.O 

Used or brandished firearm or 
kllife 1.8 '0.5 

Used physical force or other 
weapon 24.7 20.1 

Tried to get help or frighten 
offender 17.9 29.4 

Threatened or reasoned with 
offender 18.9 25.9 

Nonviolent resistance, 
including evasion 30.1 19.8 

Olher 6.5 14.4 

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

Total 

100.0 

3.3 

27.1 

24.3 

15.0 

25.1 
5.3 

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

. , 

..... 1 

" 

Robbery Assault 
With Without 
injury injury Total Aggravated Simple 

69.3 53.0 75.4 78.8 73.0 
73.2 61.3 75.8 75.3 76.1 

... 73.8 
60.2 

61.9 76.0 78.5 74.7 
34.4 7'1,.8 76.4 73.3 

78.1 63.1 77.4 80.2 75.9 
80.0 60.1 77 .6 79.9 76.2 
63.5 44.3 69.9 72 .5 68.3 
53.5 42.9 62.9 54.5 67.2 
24.2 39.9 52.5 61.6 48.2 

; 

)/ 0 

:-.1\ 0 
\, 

\\ 

Robbery Assault 
With Imhout 
injury injury Total Aggravated Simple .-
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 ,({,!/"o -",'.(rJ , .. ' \ . 0" 

'2.7 3.6 1.6 3.1 0.7 

33.4 22.9 24.5 24.3 24.7 

29.1 21.0 16.0 15.4 16.4 

8.9 i9.l 19.3 17.0 20.7 

G5.0 25.1 31.6 33.4 30.5 
10.9 8.2 6.8 6.8 6.8 
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Table 67. Personal crimes of violence, 1979: 

Perc,nt distribution of self-protective measures employed 
by victims, by sel~ted characteristics of victims 

Sex 
Sel{-protective measure Both sexes Male 

Total 100.0 100.0 

Used or brandished firearm or knl{e 1.8 2.4 
,Used physical {orce or other weapon 24.7 30.6 
·Tr:ll'd to l1et help or {rlghten oHender 17.9 12.4 
Th>6alepcd or reasoned with o{{ender 18.9 19.1 
Nonviole'nt resistance, including evasion 30.1 28.7 
Other 6.5 6.7 

NOTE: Detail may not add 10 total shown because o{ rounding. 

Table 68. Personal robbery and assault, 1979: 

Percent of victimizations in which victims sustained physical , 
Injury, by selected characteristics of victims and type of crime 

Chpracleristlc Robbery and assault 

Sex 
Both SeXcs 29.7 

Male 28.4 
Female n.2 

Age 
12-15 31.7 
16-19 30.4 
20-24 30.9 
2<;-34 29.3 
35-49 27.5 
50-64 25.9 
65 and OVer 29.2 

Race 
White 29.2 
Black 33.2 

Victim-a{lender relationship 
Involving strangers 
1 nvolying nonstrangers 

25.9 
36.8 

Annual {amily income 
Less than $3,000 35.9 
$3,000-$7,499 34.7 
$7,500-$9,999 33.4 
$10,000-$14,999 
$15,000-$24,999 

30.3 
25.6 

$25,000 or more 25.4 
Not available 28.2 

... .,............,- --------~ ~ --" ~, 

~ " 

. 
" 

·i , 

Race 
Female White Black 

100.0 100.0 100.0 

1.0 1.9 '1.5 
15.8 24.7 25.2 
26.4 17.7 19.7 
18.7 19.3 16.0 
32.1 29.8 32.3 
6.1 6.6 5.3 

Robbery Assault 

34.1 28.7 ' 
32.9 27.3. 
36.6 31.3 

25.3 33.1 
37.0 29.2 
36.1 29.8 
36.0 28.1 
28.9 27.0' 
38.1 19.7 
41.7 20.0 

35.1 28.0 
31.6 34.0 

32.8 23.8 
40.3 36.4 ,\ ." 

35.8 36.0 
44.0 31.8 
35.9 32.8 
34.3 29.3 
32.5 24.4 
22.0 26.0 
28.7 28.1 
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~ Table 69. Pe...onel crimea of violence, 1979: 

Percent of vlctlmlz,lItlons In which victims Incurred medical 
expenses, by selected characteristics of victims 
and type of crime 

Crimes of 
Characteristic violence 2 

Race 
All races I 6.5 

White 6.2 
Black 8.1 

Victim-oUender relationship 
Involving strangers 5.9 
Involving nonstrangers 7.6 

Robbery Assault 

6.6 6.2 
6.3 5.8 
8.4 7.8 

6.7 5.5 
6.6 7.3 

NOTE: Data include only those victimizations in which victims knew with certainty that medical expenses were incurred 
and also knew, or were able to e5tirnat~t the amount oC such expenses. 

t Lneludes data on "other" races t not shown separately. 
'Inlcudes data on rape, not shown separately. 

ITIIbIe 70. Peroonal crimea of violence, 1979: , 
:Percent distribution of victimizations In which victims 
Jncurrad medical expenses, by selected characteristics 
:of victims, type of crime and amount of expenses 

Characteristic and type of crime Total Less than $50 $50-$249 $250 or more 

Race 
All races I 

Crimes of violence 2 100.0 28.4 40.8 30.8 
Robbery 100.0 '12.1 39.6 48.4 
Assault 100.0 :J2.4 40.8 26.8 

White 
Crimes of violence 2 100.0 28.8 42.7 28.5 

Robbery 100.0 '12.3 51.9 35.8 
Assault 100.0 32.0 40.7 27.3 

Black 
Crimes of violence' 100.0 28.7 29.6 41.8 

Robbery 100.0 'l!.6 '7.5 80.9 
Assault 100.0 39.1 38.4 '22.4 

Victim-o£[ender relationship 
Involving strangers 

Crimes of violence 2 100.0 24.6 41.3 34.1 
Robbery 100.0 '12.2 36.7 51.1 

. Assault 100.0 29.1 41.6 29.3 
tInyolving nonstrangers 

N "' •• C'rim~$· o( violence 2 100.0 33.6 40.2 26.2 
"""""U tJoRobb~rYi\l .... ""'" .'I"~ - 100.0 '11.6 '51.6 '36.7 

Assault 100.0 36.2 39.9 24.0 
r.. ..... "'"'- ."'-;1, .~~ J".l~~··! ... 

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

'Includes data on Itather" races, not shown separately. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or (ewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 
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TiIIi:IIe 71. PenIona. crimea of vIoIanc:e, 11171: 

Percent of victimizations In' which Injured victims 
~ad heait'h In8mance coverage or were eligible 
for public medical services, by selected characteristics 
of victims ' 

ICharacte~)st\c, 

Race 
All races· 

WhitQ ' 
Blaet< 

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

I I neludes data on "other" races t not shown separately. 

Table 72. Penona. crimea of vIoIance, 111711: 

Percent of victimizations in which victims 
received hospital care, by selected choracterlstlcs 
of victims and type of crime 

Characteristic 

Sex 
Both sexes 

Male 
Female 

Age 
12-19 
20-34 
35-49 
50-64 
65 and over 

,Race 
I"lhlte 
Black 

Vlctim-oHender relationship 
Involving strangers 
Involving nonstrangers 

'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

. , 
.-

Crimes of 
violence 1 

8.0 
8.2 
7.7 

6.9 
8.6 
9.6 
6.4 
6.1 

7.1 
13.1 

7.8 
8.5 

.... 

Pert.::ent covered 

67.5 
71.1 
50.0 

56.5 
55.4 
65.7 
71.7 
78.5 

Robbery 

9.7 
9.0 

11.2 

6.9 
1l.8 
9.6 
9.5 
9.7 

9.4 
11.8 

9.6 
10.5 

Assault 

7.4 
8.0 
6.2 

6.9 
7.7 
S.S 
4.2 
3.6 

6.5 
12.5 

6.9 
8.1 
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Table 73. Personal crimes of violence, 1979: 

Percent distribution of victimizations in which 
victims recaived hospital care, by selected 
characteristics of victims, type of crime, 

• and type of hospital care 

Inpatient care 
Characteristic and Emergency 4 days 
type of crime 1'olal room care Total 1-3 days or more 

'. 
Sex 

Both sexes 
Crimes of violence I 100.0 78.3 21.7 9.5 10.9 

Robbery 100.0 73.0 27.0 12.8 14.2 
Assault 100.0 79.4 20.6 8.9 10.8 

Male 
Crimes of violence I 100.0 75.2 24.8 9.2 14.2 

Robbery 100.0 67.2 n.8 '9.9 22.9 
Assault 100.0 77 .6 22.4 9.2 12.1 

Female 
Crimes of violen'ce I 100.0 84.2 15.8 10.1 '5.0 

Robbery 100.0 82.6 '17.4 '17.4 '0.0 
Assault 100.0 83.6 16.4 '8.4 '8.1 

Race 
White 

Crimes of violence I 100.0 81.0 19.0 9.7 8.6 
Robbery 10Q.0 77.4 22.6 '10.8 '11.8 
Assault 100.0 81.i 18.3 9.6 8.3 

Black 
Crimes or violence 1 100.0 68.2 31.8 '10.1 18.7 

Robbery 100.0 61.0 39.0 '18.2 '20.8 
Assault 100.0 68.7 31.3 '8.2 20.6 

Victim-offender relationship 
Involving strangers 

Crimes of violence I 100.0 78.3 21.7 11.1 10.2 
Robbery 100.0 74.0 26.0 '12.0 14.0 
Assault 100.0 79.3 20.7 11.1 9.6 

Involving non strangers 
Crimes of violence I 100.0 78.4 21.6 6.9 lZ.2 

Robbery 100.0 69.2 '30.8 '15.7 'IS. I 
Assault 100.0 79.4 20.6 '6.1 12.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add tp tolal shown because of rounding. 
I Includes data on rapc, not shown separately. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on aboUI 10 or fcwer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 

II 

Not 
available 

1.2 
'0.0 
'0.9 

'1.4 
'0.0 
'1.2 

'0.7 
'0.0 
'0.0 

'0.7 
'0.0 
'0.5 

'3.0 
'0.0 
'2.5 

'0.4 
'0.0 
'0.0 

'2.5 
'0.0 
'2.0 
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Table 74. Personal and household crlmes,1979: 

Percent of victimizations resulting in economic loss, 
by type of crime and type of loss 

All Theft losses Damage losses 
economic All theft Wlth Without All damage 

Type of crime losses losses damage damage losses With theft 

All personal crimes 76.7 71.8 7.2 64.5 12.2 7.2 

Crimes or violence 25.1 12.4 2.8 9.7 15.4 2.8 
Rape 34.2 17 .9 7.4 10.5 23.7 7.4 
Robbery 70.2 65.4 13.9 51.5 18.8 13.9 

Robbery with injury 76.6 68.0 22.5 45.5 31.1 22.5 
Robbery without injury 66.9 64.1 9.5 54.6 12.3 9.5 

Assault 14.3 14.3 
Aggravated assault 17.4 17.4 
Simple assault 12.6 12.6 

Crimes of theft 96.1 94.1 8.9 85.2 11.0 8.9 
Personal larceny with contact 91.4 90.8 '1.3 89.5 '1.9 '1.3 

Purse snatching 73.3 71.6 '1.5 70.1 '3.3 '1.5 
Pocket picking 99.9 99.9 '1.3 98.6 '1.3 '1.3 

personal larceny without contact 96.3 94.2 9.2 85.0 11.2 9.2 

All household crimes 91.3 81.8 12.4 69.3 21.9 12.4 

Burglary 85.7 66.2 21.1 45.1 40.6 21.1 
Forcible entry 95.1 79.6 58.0 21.6 73.4 58.0 
Unlawful entry without force 88.0 85.9 4.5 81.4 6.6 4.5 
Attempted forcible entry 66.4 2.5 1.6 1.0 65.4 1.6 

Household larceny 95.5 93.6 7.1 86.S 8.9 7.1 
Completed larceny 100.0 100.0 7.6 92.4 7.6 7.6 
Attempted larceny 28.5 28.5 

Motor vehicle Iheft 86.0 66.1 11.4 54.6 31.4 11.4 
Completed theft 100.0 100.0 17.3 82.7 17.3 17.3 
Attempted theft 58.9 ... 58.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add 10 lotal shown because of rounding. Because both thert and damage losses occurred In some victlmlzatltlns, lhe sum of 
entries under "all thert loss<'s" and "all damage losses" does not equal the entry shown under "all economic losses." 

Represents not applicable. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable • 
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12.7 
16.3 
4.8 
8.6 
2.8 

14.3 
17.4 
12.6 
2.0 

'0.6 
,}. 7 
'0.0 
2.1 

9.5 

19.5 
15.5 
2.1 

63.9 
1.8 

'0.0 
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Tible 75. Peraonl' crlmel 01 violence, 11171: 

Percent of victimizations resuhlng In economic loss, 
by type of crime, type of loss, 
and vlctlm-offender nllatlonshlp 

All 
economic All 

Type of crime losses victimizations 

Crimes of violence 2S.1 12.4 
Rape 34.3 17.9 
Robbery 70.2 65.4 

Robbery with injury 76.5 67.9 
Robbery without injury 66.9 64.1 

Assault 14.3 
Aggravated assault 17.4 
Simple assault 12.6 

Q 

Theft losses Damage losses 
Involving Involving All Involving 
strangers nonstrangers victimizations strangers 

IS.4 7.1 IS.4 14.6 
21.8 12.0 23.7 26.4 
64.8 67.8 18.8 16.1 
67.4 69.8 31.1 26.5 
63.6 66.5 12.3 11.1 

14.3 13.7 
17.4 17.3 
12.6 ll.5 

NOTE: Because both thelt and damage losses occurred in some victimizations. the sum of entries under each "all victimizations" category 
does not equal entry shown under "all economic losses." 

Represents not applicable. 

oflble 7S, PeraonI'lnd houMhold 'crime .. 111711: 

percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
In economic loss, by race of Victims, type of crime, 
and value of loss 

No monetary 
Race and type of crime Total value Less than $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 $250 or more 

All races I 

All personal crimes 100.0 1.5 18.2 3S.9 27.3 9.1 
Crimes of violence 2 100.0 9.0 10.6 26.8 26.6 10.8 

Robbery 100.0 '1.4 9.6 25.2 33.7 15.8 
Robbery with injury 100.0 '1.0 8.S 25.8 30.9 20.l 
Robbery without injury 100.0 '1.6 10.3 24.9 3S.4 13.3 

Assault 100.0 18.5 12.0 27.4 19.2 5.4 
,Aggr,avateq assault 100.0 13.1 10.8 28.S 24.4 6.3 
Simple assault 100.0 22.8 12.9 26.6 15.1 4.6 

Crimes of theft 100.0 0.8 18.9 36.8 27.3 9.0 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '0.0 10.4 41.5 29.S 5.4 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 0.8 19.2 36.7 27.3 9.1 
All household crimes 100.0 3.1 14.1 28.2 26.3 17.7 

Burglary 100.0 7.5 8.2 18.1 25.6 2S.6 
Forcible entry 100'.0 5.0 4.6 9.8 21.9 39.2 
UnlaWful entry without force 100.0 1.0 9.6 24.5 34.5 23.3 
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 3.t. ., 12.0 17.9 8.1 2.5 

Household larceny 100.0 0.6 19.0 36.5 28.5 7.4 
Completed larceny 100.0 0.4 19.1 36.7 28.7 7.5 
Attempted larceny 100.0 15.0 15.6 24.8 18.4 '4.4 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 3.2 '0.8 6.4 10.3 67.1 
Completed theft 100.0 '0,0 '0.0 'O.:J 4.7 8S.S 
Attempted theft 100.0 13.6 '3.3 26.5 28.9 6.0 

o 

. , :' ... 

\) 

Involving 
nonstrangers 

16.9 
19.5 
29.8 
46.9 
18.3 
IS.3 
17.4 
14.2 

Not known and 
not available 

8.0 
16.2 
14.2 
13.7 
14.6 
17.5 
16.9 
18.0 
7.2 

13.2 
7.0 

10.5 
14.9 
19.4 
7.1 

27.7 
7.9 
7.6 

21.8 
12.2 
9.4 

21.6 
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White 

All personal crimes 100.0 1.5 IB.5 
Crimes of violence' 100.0 9.7 11.2 

Robbery 100.0 1.9 9.3 
Robbery with injury 100.0 '1.4 6.6 

, ' Robbery without injury 100.0 '2.2 ILl 
Assault 100.0 IB.2 13.1 

\\ Aggravated assault 100.0 14.7 11.2 
Simple assault 100.0 20.9 14.5 

Crimes of theft 100.0 0.8 19.1 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 '0.0 9.6 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 0.8 19.4 
All. household crimes 100.0 3.1 14.7 

Burglary 100.0 7.5 8.4 
Forcible entry 100.0 4.9 4.5 
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 1.0 9.8 
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 32.6 11.9 

Household larceny 100.0 0.7 19.6 
Completed larceny 100.0 0.4 19.7 
Attempt~d larceny 100.0 16.0 15.8 

Motor vehicle the!! 100.0 2.9 '0.9 
Completed theft 100.0 '0.0 '0.0 
Attempted the!! 100.0 12.6 '4.1 

Black 

All personal crimes 100.0 1.4 16.1 
Crimes of violence' 100.0 5.4 9.0 

Robbery 100.0 '0.0 10.4 ! 
Robbery with injury 100.0 '0.0 '12.B 

, , Robbery without injury 100.0 "0,0 9.~ 
Assault 100.0 17.7 '7.0 

Aggravated assaillt 100.0 '6.3 '9.0 
Simple assault 100.0 31.0 '4.7 

Crimes of theft 100.0 '0.7 17.3 
Personal iarco;;,y with contact lOO.o '0.0 14.1 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 

I 
'0.7 17 .6 

All household crimes 100.0 3.B 9.5 
Burgiary 100.0 7.6 5.8 

~'orcible entry 100.0 5.3 4.1 
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 '1.6 6.3 

'I 

I 
'., Attempted forcible entry 100.0 27.9 9.1 

Household larceny 100.0 '0.4 14.1 
CompleJ,ed larceny 100.0 '0.1 14.1 
Attempfed larceny 100.0 '10. '( '17.7 

Notor vehicle theft 100.0 '5.2 '0.0 
Completed theft 100.0 '0.0 '0.0 
Attempted theft 100.0 '19.7 '0.0 

o NOTE: Detai 1 may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately. 

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

, . 

........... ., 

," 

36.5 27.0 
26.7 27.0 
26.3 33.B 
26.1 35.2 
26.4 32.9 
25.B 21.2 
25.4 27.0 
26.2 16.7 
37.3 27.0 
42.1 31.7 
37.2 26.9 

29.0 26.2 
19.2 25.8 
10.1 21.7 
25.8 34.3 
18.2 9.0 
36.8 28.1 
37.0 28.4 
25.8 16.2, 
6.2 10.7 

'0.4 4.6 
25.7 31.4 

32.2 29.5 
25.3 26.9 
19.5 34.1 
25.1 '17.3 
16.6. 42.8 
36.5 '10.3 
43.0 '12.8 
2B.9 '7.4 
33.5 29.9 
35.2 25.1 
33.4 30.3 

22.9 27.0 
12.8 24.5 
8.7 22.8 

15.5 35.5 
18.0 '4.0 
33.5 32.2 
33.7 32.3 

'23.4 '29.2 
8.6 7.7 

'0.0 '5.9 
32.6 '12.9 

/ 

9.1 7.4 
10.2 15.4 
15.0 13.6 
IB.9 11.9 
12.6 14.B 
5.5 16.2 
6.8 14.9 
4.6 17 .2 
9.0 6.7 
4.7 11.9 
9.1 6.6 

17.0 10.0 
24.8 14.3 
38.9 19.8 
22.6 6.6 
2.2 26.1 
7.3 7.5 
7.3 7.3 

;3.7 22.5 
67.2 12.2 
85.3 9.6 
5.4 20.8 

8.7 12.1 
14.2 19.1 
19.1 16.9 
24.7 20.1 
16.2 15.2 
'5.2 23.2 
'4.3 24.5 
'6.3 21.7 
7.7 10.9 

'6.7 19.0 
7.8 10.3 

22.4 14.3 
30.5 18,9 
40.7 18.4 
29.3 11.7 
'4.6 36.3 
9.0 10.8 
9.0 10.9 

'10.6 '8.3 
65.0 13.4 
85.9 '8.2 
'7.1 27.7 
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Table 77. Selected personal crimes, 1979: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in theft loss, by race of victims, type of crime, 
and value of loss 

No monetary 
Race and type of crime Total value 

All races' 
Rohbery 100.0 '0.3 
Crimes of theft' 100.0 0.5 

White ,,/ 
Robbery {( 100.0 '0..4 
Crimes of theft ~ 100.0 0.4 

Black \ 
Robbery 100.0 '0..0 
Crimes of theft 2 100.0 0.6 

NOTE, Detail may not: add to to(a1 shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 

Less 
than $10 

11.2 
19.5 

11.2 
19.7 

10.6 
18.2 

'Includes both personal larceny with contact and pers'onal larcenv without contact. 
'Estimate J based on about 10 or fewer sample C!\SeS, iii statistically unreliable. 

. 
" 

$10-$49 $50-$99 

25.9 14.2 
37.9 14.3 

27.8 12.7 
38.5 14.3 

18.4 17.8 
34.0 14.7 

/ 
I 

$250 Not 
$100-$249 or more available 

21.6 16.5 10.3 
13.7 8.9 5.3 

22.9 16.3 8.6 
13.2 9.0 4.9 

19.3 18.2- 15.7 
17 .2 7.0 8.2 
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Table 78. Personal and household crImes, 1979: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in theft loss, by race of victims, type of crime, 
and proportion of loss recovered 

Some recovered 
None Les,;> , 

thail, halt' 
gl)lf Proportion 

Race and type of crime Total recDvered Total 
I, 

Or more unknown 

All races I 

All personal crimes 2 100.0 82.6 10.7 3.2 3.2 4.3 
Robbery , 100.0 75.3 12.4 6.3 2.3 3.8 
Crimes of theft 100.0 83.0 10.6 3.0 3.3 4.3 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 75.9 17.2 11.6 3.6 '2.0 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 83.2 10.4 2.7 3.3 4.4 

All household crimes 100.0 77.7 12.8 2.9 4.2 5.7 
Burglary 100.0 75.3 17.3 4.8 7.1 5.4 
Household larceny 100.0 83.8 9.5 1.9 2.0 5.7 
Motor vehicle thert 100.0 23.4 26.4 4.7 13.6 8.1 

White 

All personal crimes' 100.0 82.5 10.7 3.3 3.4 4.0 
Robbery 100.0 72.1 13.6 7.Q 2.8 2.9 
Crimes of theft 10.0.0 82.9 10.6 3.1 3.4 4.0 

Personal larceny with <l.tlntact 100.0 72.7 18.5 13.7 '3.0 'J. 8 
Personal larceny without contact 100,0 83.2 10.4 2.8 3.5 4.1 

All household crimes 100.0 77 .5 12.8 3.0 4.3 5.4 
Burglary 100.0 74.3 17.7 5.2 7.4 5.1 
Household larceny 100.0 83.7 9.5 2.0 2.1 5.4 
Motor vehicle thert 100.0 23.5 26.5 4.7 14.3 7.5 

Black 

All porsonal crimes' 100.0 83.1 11.0 2.4 1.8 6.8 
Robbery 100.0 85.1 '9.1 '1.5 "0.9 6.7 
Crimes of theft 100.0 82.9 11.2 2.5 1.9 6.8 

Personal larcony with contact 100.0 85.:3 13:2 '5.5 '4.8 '2.9 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 82.8 11.1 2.3 1.7 7.0 
AU household crimes 100.0 78.3 13.6 2.0 3.5 8.1 

Burglary 100.0 79.9 15.5 2.7 5.7 7.1 
Household larceny 100.0 84.0 10.9 1.3 1.3 8.3 
Motor .vehicle theil 100.0 23.4 25.5 '3.7 9.8 12.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to .total shown because of rounding. 
I rncludes data on iOother" races. not shown s,\narately. 
'Includes data on rape. not shown separately. °il'llt elccludes data on assault. which by definition does not involve theft. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stallstically unreliable. 

. , 

, , 

I .' 

/ 
,I 

., 

o 

All Not 
recovered available 

6.2 0.5 
12.1 '0.2 
5.9 0.5 
7.0 '0.0 
5.9 0.5 

9.2 0.3 
6.8 0.6 
6.5 0.2 

50.1 '0.1 

6.4 0.5 
14.1 '0.2 
6.1 0.5 
8.8 'fI~Q 
6.0 0.5 

9.4 0.3 
7.3 0.6 
6.6 0.2 

49.9 '0.2 
.J 

5.2 'Q.6 I::' 
'5.8 '0.0 
5.2 '0.7 

'1.5 '0.0 
5.4 '0.7 

~ 

\ 
" 7.9 '0.3' 

4.2 '0.5 
4.9 '0.2 

51.1 '0.0 
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Tlible 70. ,...,..1Ind houMhoId crtmea, 1171: 

Percent dl.trlbutlon of victimization. 
fn which theft 10 .... were recovered, by type of crime 
and method of recovery of 10 •• 

,Type of crime Total 

All personal crimes' 100.0 

Robbery 100.0 
Robbery with injury 100.0 
Robbery without injury 100.0 

Crimes of theft 100.0 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 

All household crimes 100.0 

Burglary 100.0 
Household larceny 100.0 
r~otor Vehicl~ theft 100.0 

Both insurance 
Insurance only Other method only and other method 

26.3 69.3 2.2 

13.6 8Z.4 '3.3 
'10.9 87.2 '1.9 
15.3 79.5 '4.1 
27.2 68.3 2.1 
'6.0 90.1 '3.9 
28.2 67.3 2.l 

27.5 65.6 5.2 

43.6 50.6 3.5 
23.1 74.9 '0.7 
13.0 67.5 18.4 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
'Includes data on rape, not shown separately, but exclu<!es data on assault, which by dellnltlon, does not Involve theft. 
'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Tlible 80. HouNhold crImM, 1171: 

Percent dl.trlbutlon of victimization. 
resulting In theft loss, by value of 1088 
and typo of crime 

Value of loss All household crimes 

Total 100.0 

No monetary value 0.4 
Less than $10 15.2 
$10-$49 29.8 
$50-$99 13.8 
$100-$249 14.9 
$250-$999 12.0 
$1,000 or more 8.3 
Not a\fellable 5.7 

NOTE: . Detail may not add to total show.l because or round! ng • 

,', 

, , 

Burglary Household larceny /-Iotor vehicle theft 

100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.4 0.4 '0.0 
8.1 19.7 '0.1 

18.8 37.4 '0.5 
13.3 15.2 '0.6 
18.6 14.2 4.2 
22.0 6.3 26.0 
13.3 1.2 61.9 
5.5 5.6 6.6 

p 

" 

" 

\\ 

Method 
not available 

2.2 

'0.7 
'0.0 
'1.1 
2.3 

'0.0 
2.4 
1.6 

2.3 
1.3 
1.1 
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T8bIe .1. PerMnaI and houHhoId crtlllH, 1911: 

Percent of victimizations resulting In Ion of time from work, 
by type of crime 

All personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robber)' 

Robbery with injury 
Robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Simple assault 

CrImes of th<,ft 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal larceny without contact 

All household crimes 

Burglary 
Forci ble ent r)' 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forclble entry 

Houu"hold larceny 
Less than $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 
.' Completed theH 

Attempted theft 

TRie 82. Perwon818nd houHhoId crimea, 1979: 
: ,- ',' 

Percent of victimizations resulting In !~8S of time from\vork, 
by type of crime and race of victims ' 

Type of crl me While 

All pei'sonal crimes 6.2 
Crimes of violence 10.9 

Rape 24.5 
Robbllry 13.8 
Assault 9.7 

Crimes Qf theft 4.4 
Personal larceny with contact 5.5 
Personal larceny without contact 4.4 

All household crimlls :'5.1 

Burglary 6.4 
Household larceny 2.8 ,'1' 
Motor vehicle theft 16.9 

':\1.f 

Percent 

6.3 

11.5 
27.6 
13.8 
22.5 
9.4 

10.3 
14.4 
7.9 
4,4 
4.8 
4.4 

5.2 

6.5 
12.3 
4.2 
3.0 
2.8 
1.8 
4.4 
2.4 
3.3 

16.5 
21.2 
7.5 

\~ 

1\ 
Black 

6.8 

13.4 
29.4 
13.3 
12.6 
J.6 
2.8 
3.6 
5.; 

7.5 
2.5 

15.7 
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Tabl.83. PaBOnal crimea or violence, 1878: 

Percent of victimizations resulting In joss of time from work, 
by type of crime and vlctlm-offender relationship 

Type oC crime All Victimizations Involving strangers 

Crimes of Violence !l.5 10.4 
Rape 27.6 28.7 
Rbbbery 13.8 13.3 

. Assault 10.3 8.8 

Tabl. 114. PaBOnal and houHhold crimea, 1879: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting In loss of time 
from work, by type of crime and number of days lost 

Less 
than 1-5 

Type of crime Total I day days 

All personal crimes 100.0 47.1 39.2 

Crimes of violence 100.0 28.6 47.4 
Rape 10Cl,0 '7.5 79.6 
Robbery 100.0 31.4 39.2 
Assault 100.0 29.9 46.6 

Crimes of theft 100.0 65.2 31.2 
Personal larceny with contact IQO.O 69.9 '24.2 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 65.1 31.4 

All household crimes 100.0 47.1 48.4 
Burglary 100.0 '16.4 49.3 
Household larceny 100.0 58.6 38.9 
Motor vehicle theC! 100.0 33.4 56.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown bl.'cauSI! ot rounding. 
'Estimate, baSed on zero or on about 10 or Cewer sample cnses, Is statistically unreliable. 

... 

, 

Involving nonstNngers 'J 13.3 
25.9 
16.2 
12.5 

Not known 
6 days and not 
or more available 

11.5 2.2 

21.4 2.6 
'12.9 '0.0 
27.4 '2.1 
20.4 3.1 

1.9 1.7 ,. .-
'6.0 '0.0 \ 
).8 1.8 

3.4 '1.2 
3.l '1.2 

'Z.O 'Q.4 
5.7 '2.1 
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Teble 85. Perlonel crlmel of violence, 1979: 

Percant distribution of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
.. 

from work, by number of day~ lost and victim-offender 
relationship 

~ 

Number oC days lost All vlctimlzatlons Involving strnng''"s Involving nonslrangers 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Less than I day 2.8.6 31.8 ::'3.9 
1-5 days 47.4 47.1 47.9 
6 days or more 2.1.4 19.6 2.3.8 
Not known and not available 2..6 '1.4 4.4 

NOTE: Delall may not add to tolal shown because or rounding. 
'Estimate, based on about 10 or rewor sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 

0 

~, 

,:'j 

Tebl. 86. Personel end houHhold crimea, 19711: 
. :::~," 

("'J 
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting In loss of time [) 

from work, by race of victims, type of crime, 
and number of days lost 

a Less Not known 
than 1-5 6 days and not 

Race and type oC crime Total 1 day days or more avallablo 

" 
j 

White 

All personal crimes 100.0 50.2. 38.7 8.9 2..2. 

" Crimes oC violence 100.0 30.8 49.5 17.0 2..7 
Crimes oC IheCt 100.0 67.6 2.9.1 '1.6 'I. 7 

All household crlme~ 100.0 47.8 47.3 3.7 '1.1 
Burglary 100.0 46.3 49.0 '3.2. '1.4 
Household larceny 100.0 59.1 38.1 '2..3 '0.5 C> 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 35.6 56.3 6.5 '1.6 .. 
Black 

(:, (, ., 
All personal crimes 100.0 2.8.2. 44.2. 2.5.6 '2..0 . \' (~;:::;\ 

.,. Crimes of violence 100.0 18.1 41.8 37.0 '3.1 )) 

Crimes of theCt 100.0 46.3 48.6 '5.1 '0.0 

All hou$chold crimes 100.0 43,0 55.7 '0.0 '1.3 
Burglary 100.0 49.2. 50.8 '0,0 '0.0 
Household larceny 100.0 50.8 49.2. '0.0 '0.0 
~lotor vehicle theft 100.0 '19.8 74.2. '0.0 '6.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because oC rounding. . 
'Estlmnte, based on zero or on about 10 or Cewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 87. PerMmliend household crimes, 1979: 

jJ 
p 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of erlme 

Type of crime 

AU personal crimes 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbary 

.Robbery with injury 
From sedous assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 

"':. "i\-tlt:I":'oted assault with weapon 
Simple as,',?,,\it 

With Injlii'y 
Attempted assaul t without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Parsonal larceny with contact 

Pursa snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

All hous"hold crimes 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry, 

Household larceny , 
Completed larceny' 

Less than $50 
$50 or more 

Attempted larceny 
Motor vehicle theft 

Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

Percent 

29.8 

45.1 
50.5 
55.5 
62.2 
66.2 
57.7 
52.0 
42.4 
51.3 
57.1 
48.3 
37.4 
50.2 
32.9 
24.0 
35.6 
48.9 
29.1 
23.6 

36.4 

47.6 
71.9 
38.3 
30.9 
25.1 
25.2 
13.4 
44.3 
24.5 
68.2 
85.7 
34.1 

'Includes data, not shown sepal\~telY, on larcenies for which the value of loss was not ascertained. 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by selected characteristics of victims 
and type of crime 

Characteristic All personal crimes 

Sex 
Both sexes 29.8 

Male 29.1 
Female 30.5 

Race (I 

White I:' 29.9 
Black 29.5 

a 
" 

. , 
o .-

CrImes of violence 

45.1 
42.7 
49.1 

44.8 
47.6 

'':'1 

'1 • 

\' 

Crlmas of thait 

24.0 
22.9 
25.2 

---, 
24.4 
20.8 
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T .. n. Penonal crt_. 1171: 

Perceni ~f victimizations reported to the police, 
by'type of crime, vlctlm-offender relationship, 
and sex of victims 

All victimizations Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 
Type of crime Both sexes Male Female Both sexe~ Male Female Both sexes Male Female 

Crimes of violence 45.1 42.7 49.1 46.1 43.4 52.3 43.2 40.9 45.6 
Rape 50.5 55.9 49.9 50.9 36.1 52.6 49.9 '85.2 45.6 
Robbery 55.5 51.7 63.2 56.8 52.0 67.4 50.2 50.2 50.1 

Robbery with i nju ry 62.2 54.9 75.6 65.0 56.5 84.2. 52.7 47.1 58.2 
From serious assault 66.2 62.3 80.2 68.2 65.6 80.1 58.9 48.2 80.2 
From minor assault 57.7 41.0 73.5 61.3 40.5 86.1 46.2 44.4 47.0 

Robbery without injury 52.0 50.1 56.0 52.8 49.8 59.3 48.5 51.8 42.4 
Assault 42.4 40.4 46.1 42.6 40.9 47.1 42.1 39.3 45.1 

Aggravated assault 51.3 49.0 57.0 51.2 49.2 57.4 51.4 48.7 56.5 
With injury 57.1 55.1 61.7 56.9 55.3 62.7 57.3 54.7 61.0. 
Attempted assault with weapon 48.3 46.1 54.2 48.8 46.5 55.5 47.1 45.0 51.9 

Simple assault 37.4 34;4 41,7 37.4 35.3 42.0 37.4 32.4 41.5 
With injury 50.2 50.0 50.5 56.8 54.8 64.1 44.3 40.1 46.5 
Attempted assault without weapon 32.9 29.6 38.1 32.3 29.5 38.2 33.9 29.9 38.0 

Crimes of thert 24.0 22.9 25.2 
Personal larceny with contact 35.6 27.9 41.5 36.9 29.4 42.7 '0.0 '0.0 '0.0 

Purse snatching 48.9 '0.0 48.9 49.5 '0.0 49.5 '0.0 '0.0 '0.0 
Pocket picking 29.1 27.9 31.3 30.6 29.4 32.8 'O.Q, '0.0 '0.0 

Personal lal:'ceny without contact ,23.6 22.8 24.6 

Represents not applicable. The distinction between stranger and nonstranger is not made for noncontact larcenies because victims rarely 
see the offenders. 

'Estimate. based on zero or on about 10 or (ewer sample cases. is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 90. Personal crlma., 1979: 

Percent of victimizations repQrted to the pollee" 
by type of crime, victim-offender relationship, 

. and race of victims 

Ali victimizations Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 
White Type of crime 

rimes of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault without weapon 

qrimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal l'Irceny without contact 

Wbite 

44.8 
51.7 
54.7 
61.2 
65.4 
57.0 
51.2 
42.6 
51.8 
56.8 
49.4 
37.6 
50.9 
n.9 
24.4 
35.1 
43.5 
31.1 
24.1 

Black White Black 

47.6 46.2 46.8 42.2 
47.0 53.4 40.5 49.<'. 
59.4 55.6 60.6 51.1 
66.1 63.7 69.8 53.5 
68.3 66.6 72.8 61.0 
61.1 60.6 64.4 47.6 
56.3 51.6 56.5 49.3 
42.3 43.5 36.0 40.9 
49.2 52.6 40.0 50..1 
62.2 58.1 56.4 55.2 
39.5 50.5 29.0 46.7 
36.2 38.1 32.5 36.8 
44.4 56.7 61.5 45.4 
33.2 33.1 26.4 32.5 
20.8 
37.7 36.4 39.5 '0..1) 
65.7 44.3 65.7 '0.0 
22.1 32.6 23.8 '0.0 
19.7 

Represents not applicable. The distinclion between stranger and nonstranger is not made for noncontact larcenies because victims rarely 
see the offenders. 

'Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or (ewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Black 

48.7 
'64.6 
53.3 
49.1 
53.8 
'0.0 
55.4 
47.6 
5q.9 
66.5 
49.0 
39.3 
36.8 
40.6 
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Table 91. Personal crimes, 1979: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime, victim-offender relationship, 
and ethnicity of victims 

AlI victimi~ti1tions 
Type of crime Hispanic Non-Hispanic 
----J; 

Crimes of violence 50.1 44.7 
Rape 161.5 50.1 
Robbery 51.6 55.9 

Robbery with injury 59.S 62.5 
From serious assault 72.9 65.3 
F'rom minor assault '3S.5 59.4 

Robbery without injury 46.1 52.5 
Assault 49.4 42.0 

Aggravated assault 57.1 50.8 
With injury 56.S 57.1 
Attempted assault with weapon 57.3, 47.5 

Simple assault 42.S 37.1 
With injury 64.9 49.5 
Attempted assault without weapon 35.7 32.7 

Crimes of theft lS.7 24.3 
Personal larceny with contact '23.8 36.4 

Purse snatching '2S.5 52.2 
Pocket picking '12.9 29.6 

Personal larc<;>ny without contact 18.5 23.9 

Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers 
Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Non-Hispanic 

4S.7 45.9 53.1 42.6 
'67.4 50.3 '52.0 49.8 
50.1 57.4 '57.5 49.5 
61.0 65.4 '55.9 52.4 
79.9 66.7 '49.6 60.3 

'30.1 64.1 '65.7 44.5 
43.3 53.6 '59.1 47.5 
47.7 42.3 52.3 41.5 
53.4 51.0 66.2 50.5 
61.9 56.5 146.9 57.9 
50.0 48.7 76.7 44.9 
41.9 37.1 44.1 37.0 
72.1 56.2 60.5 43.4 
36.2 32.1 34.5 33.S 

'23.8 37.9 '0.0 '0.0 
'2S.5 52.9 '0.0 '0.0 
'12.9 31.2 '0.0 '0.0 

':<epresents not applicable. The distinction between stranger and nonstranger is not made for noncontact larc~nies because victims rarely 
sec the offenders. 

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

Table 92. Peraonll crimea, 1979: 

Percent of vlctlmlzatlorls reported to the police, 
by type of crime and age of v!~tlms 

65 and 
Type of crime 12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 over 

All persenal crimes 18.2 32.9 37.9 34.3 37.0 

Crimes of violence 33.7 47.3 56.6 60.0 56.1 
Rape 53.3 45.2 64.8 '45.6 '100.0 
Robbery 37.6 58.8 61.8 69.2 79.0 

Robbery \'11th injury 43.7 64.9 75.4 63.9 87.7 
From SI~riOUS assault 49.7 67.3 8~.0 71.7 '18.3 
From m,lnor assault 36.9 61.3 62.7 58.9 91. 7 

Robbery wlthout injury 34.8 55.3 56.3 72.5 12.7 
Assaull 32.0 45.3 54.7 55.6 39.0 

Aggravated assault 39.4 53.4 62.7 76.6 53.3 
With injury 46.8 58.2 69.0 90.2 '58.S 
Attempted assaull with weapon 35.4 50.9 59.9 69.5 '51.4 

Simple assault 28.1 40.3 49.7 44.6 n.4 
Imh injury 41.2 53.6 63.5 70.7 '27.4 
At tempted assault without weapon 22.9 35.7 45.0 41.1 33.3 

Crimes oC thert 11.5 26.6 33.0 29.2 31.8 
Personal larceny with contact 13.3 35.7 47.6 50.0 41.3 

Purse snatChing '32.6 58.6 '41.0 50.6 46.5 
Pocket plckl ng 18 .2 26.7 50.0 34.6 36.8 

Personal larceny without Contact IJ .5 26.3 32.6 28.6 29.9 

'Eslimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases. is slnllsLicaily unr<;>liable. " 
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Table 93. Personal crimes of violence, 1979: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by age of victims and victim-offender 
relationship 

Age All victimizations Involving strangers Involving nonslrangers 

12-19 33.7 36.6 29.4 
20-34 47.3 46.6 48.7 
35-49 56.6 55.4 57.1 
50-64 60.0 61.9 54.7 
65 and oVer 56.1 54.9 59.6 

Table 94. Housahold crimea, 1979: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the pollee, 
by type of crime, race of head of household, 
and form of tenure 

All households I White households 
Type of crime Both forms Owned Rented Both forms Owned Rented 

All household crimes 36.4 38.9 33.2 36.5 38.9 33.2 

Burglary 47.6 51.8 42.8 47.4 51.3 42.4 
Forcible entry 71.9 76.6 66.3 12.8 77.1 66.7 

Nothing taken 53.2 61.5 44.0 52.2 61.1 40.6 
Something taken 76.7 80.3 72.3 78.1 80.9 73.9 

Unlawful entry without force 36.3 40.6 35.4 38.1 40.0 35.5 
Attempted forcible entry 30.9 36.4 26.2 31.9 36.9 26.8 

Household larceny 25.1 28.0 21.4 25.8 28.4 22.0 
Completed larceny 2 25.2 28.0 21.5 25.8 28.3 22.2 

Less than $50 13.4 15.8 10.0 13.6 15.8 10.4 
$50 or more 44.3 49.1 38.2 46.1 50.4 40.2 

Attempted larceny 2.4.5 28.6 19.0 25.8 30.5 18.8 
Motor vehicle theft 68.2 69.2 67.2 68.8 69.2 68.4 

Completed theft 85.7 88.7 82.9 86.0 87.8 84.3 
Attempted theft 34.1 32.2 36.0 36.3 35.8 36.7 

',I 

I Includes data on "other" races, not shown separatel'y. 
'Includes data, not shown separately, on larcenies (or which the value of loss was not ascertailied. 
'Estimate, based on ~ero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Black households 
Both forms Owned Rented 

36.1 39.7 33.5 

49.5 56.3 45.6 
68.5 72.9 65.7 
57.5 61.2 55.0 
71.2 76.0 68.2 
40.2 45.9 36.6 
28.0 36.4 24.7 
20.1 23.5 17.3 
20.6 24.4 17.5 .. 

\ 10.9 16.1 6.5 0 
32.2 36.0 29.4 
14.5 '13.8 l15.0 
63.2 67.13 59.3 
83.5 93.3 74.0 
19.6 '0.0 32.4 
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rebl. 95. HOUSehOld crime., 1979: 

Percent of vlctlmlZ81tfons reported to the pollee, 
by type of crime and annua' family Income 

Less than $3,000_ $7,500_ 
$10,000_ 

$15,000 
$25, 000 Not 

Type of crime 

$3,000 $7,49') $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 
or more 

avalJabl" 

All household crImes 

31.5 32.5 35.0 
36.9 37.0 

41.0 
37.8 

Burglary 

39.8 40.0 47.5 48.4 50.4 56.1 
48.7 

FOrel ble entry 

64.9 64.9 70.6 69.3 75.6 
83.4 

71.8 

Unlawful entry without forte 

26.6 32.2 36.4 42.8 
40.4 43.7 40.4 

Attempted (orc!ble entry 

31.1 23.8 32.8 26.5 
36.9 41.4 27.5 

Household larel'ny 

22.2 22.8 
22.3 25.S 27.0 27.6 

23.1 

Compl"ted larceny' 

22.4 
<1~3.2 

22.1 26.1 27.0 
27.6 22.5 

Less than $50 

13.0 13.1 14.2 12.9 
13.3 14.3 12.7 

$5() or more 

40.2 
40.8 37.1 45.2 50.3 

45.9 37.6 

Attempted larceny 

'15.3 
16.0 26.0 22.0 27.0 

26.3 35.0 

Motor vehicle th,,(t 

49.8 70.4 
75.2 67.5 

66.2 67.1 73.3 

Completed theft 

60.7 84.3 
83.9 86. I 

88.3 87.3 
89.0 

Attempted theft 

'26.0 
37.5 55.2 27.8 28.0 

31.1 
44.9 

'1"10',, '0<., "" ,h, .. , "P''''''" '" '''''"''' r" whI" <h' "'" " I,,, w" "" ."""1",,,. '8stlmate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

rebl. 96. Hou"hold crlm •• , 1979: 

Percent of Victimizations reported to the POlice, 
by va'ue of 'oss and type of crime 

;ue o( IOBa' All household 

Household 
MOlor vehlel" 

crimes 
Burglnry 

tarc"ny 
theft 

Less toan $10 

10.3 
21.6 

8.2 
'100.0 

$10-$49 

17.5 
24.S 

15.9 
'100.0 

$50-$249 

42.7 
48.1 

39.6 
72.4 

$250 or more 

79.2 
83.3 

62.7 
86.3 'Th, ''''0"''', ,,',' 0"'' • I" ... " ".h "",I" '''"'''' '" ''''"" 'h' "'"' " '''po'', "m. go • ' EStimale, based on about 10 Or (cwer sample cas"., Is statistically U"r"lIable. 
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Tlble 97. Personllind hou~old crimes, 1979: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by type of crime 

Nothing could Not Pollee would 
be donej lacl< Important not want to 

Type DC crime Total of proof enough be bolhered 

All personal crimes 100.0 16.4 a6.2 6.2 
Crimes ot vlolt!nce 100.0 8.1 22.5 6.0 

Rape 100.0 110.4 19.3 IS.~ 
Robbery 100.0 15.0 16.0 9.9 

Robbery with Injury 100.0 13.8 9.2 Il.8 
Robbery without injury 100.0 15.4 18.6 8.9 

Assault 100.0 6.8 24.2 5.3 
Aggravated assault 100.0 9.3 19.5 4.7 
Simple assault 100.0 5.7 26.1 5.5 

Crimes DC theft 100.0 18.5 27.1 6.2 
Personal larceny with 
contact 100.0 21.5 13.6 4.5 

Personal larceny without 
contact 100.0 18.4 27.5 6.3 

All hOUSl'hold crimes 100.0 18.8 29.4 8.8 
Burglary 100.0 19.7 22.2 7.3 

I"orcible entry 100.0 18.3 14.5 9.1 
UnlawCul entry without 
Coree 100.0 20.5 22.0 7.2 

Allempted forcible entry 100.0 19.0 27 •. ? 6.3 
Household larceny 100.0 18.5 33.'-1 9.6 

Completed larceny 100.0 18.9 34.1 9.5 
Attempted larceny 100.0 13.1 23.0 10.2 

~Iotor vehicle then 100.0 16.3 11.4 7.5 
Completed theft 100.0 10.6 '0.9 1l.0 
Attempted theft 100.0 18.5 15.4 10.0 

'1'00 Inconven-
ient or time 
consuming 

G.4 
iL4 

'0.0 
3.G 

'1.6 
3.8 
2.3 
2.6 
2.1 
2.4 

'l.6 

2.4 

1.9 
2.0 
3.8 

2.0 
1.1 
1.9 
1.9 

11.9 
2.6 

11.9 
'2..9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to lotal ~hown because oC rounding. 
'Estimate, based on ~ero or on Lbout 10 or fewer sample cases, Is statistically unreliable. 
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·0 

I 

Private or 
pursonal Fear oC Reported to Other and 
matter reprisal someonl' else not given 

'7.3 l.0 14.9 25.6 
24.6 3.9 8.6 23.9 
22.5 110.3 '8.0 34.2 
12.8 3.9 5.5 33.6 
13.4 '5.5 '4.8 38.9 
12.7 3.3 5.8 31.6 
26.8 3.7 9.2 21.8 
28.1 4.8 4.9 26.0 
26.3 3.l 1l.0 20.0 
2.9 0.3 16.5 /l6.0 

3.5 2.1 12.5 39.8 

2.9 0.2 16.7 25.6 

6.2 0.5 3.1 31.3 
7.2. 1.0 5.3 35.3 
8.3 10.9 4.0 41.2. 

8.4 0.8 5.S 33.5 
3.9 1.3 5.6 35.4 
5.6 0.3 2.1 28.7 
5.6 0.3 iL2 27.5 

t") 

.'1 
5.0 '0.0 '1.1 45.7 

11.0 10.2. 2.6 48.2 
28.5 '0.9 12..0 54.2 
4.5 10.0 12..9 45.9 

; 

\ 
,,; 

~' 0 

~ 
I 

11 

Q 

"~I 

\\: 
'~ 

'0 

~ 
, 

<;" 

(f' @ 
.... \Il 

.. -
" 



r 
'r.-

t 1_"'" 

., 

Ii 

;/ 

• 0 

if f ., 

,I 
H 

,,<71 
II 
II 
I 

U 

I 
I 
J I 
11 , I 

\ I 
II 
\j 
11 
! I 
11 
rl 
Ii 
j I 
11 
t I 

·Ii ~ 1 

Il J I 

1,1 
{ l' r 
/1 , i 
1 i , , 
j'j 
1< I & \,1 

t:! r I 
I 

~~' '/ 
'L j 

f ;", i 
o 

, ,1 

I 
,,;, ,jti 0 I 

~ f 
! 

o 

.-

00 
w 

,I 

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

Table 98. Personal crimes, 1979: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by race of victims and type of crime 

Nothing could Not Police would 
be done; lack Important not want to 

Type of crime Total of proof enough be bothered 

White 
All personal crimes 100.0 16.4 26.6 6.1 

Crimes of violence 100.0 7.9 22.4 5.7 
Rape 100.0 '13.0 '11.6 '6.5 
Robbery 100.0 ,. 12.9 15.4 10.2 
Assa"lt 100.0 6.8 24.0 5.0 

Crimes of theft 100.0 18.5 27.6 6.2 
Personnl !a:l:ceny with 
contact 100.0 22.3 15.0 4.5 

Personal larceny 
wi thout contact 100.0 18.4 27.9 6.2 

'Black ,1 '\ All personal crimes 100.0", '116 . 9 22.4 7.1 
CrJrnes of vi olence 100.0' '10.8 21.5 6.9 

Rape 100.0 '0.0 '0.0 '0.0 
Robbery 100.0 23.5 17 .4 '9.6 
Assault 100.0 7.2 24.1 6.3 

Crimes of thdt 100.0 18.6 22.6 7.2 
Personal larceny with 
contact 100.0 18.9 '7.5 '4.9 

Personal larceny 
100.0 without contact 18.6 Z3.5 7.4 

Too inconven-
ient or time 
consuming 

2.4 
2.3 

'0.0 
3.6 
2.2 
2.4 

'2.3 

2.4 

2.3 
2.6 

'0.0 
'0.0 
3.7 
2.2 

'3.9 

2.1 

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

Pri\'ate or 
pel,'sonal Fear o( Reported to Other and " 

matter reprisal someone el se not given 

7.3 1.0 14.8 25.3 
25.7 4.0 8.6 23.4 
22.6 '12.8 '4.1 29.4 
13.5 4.2 6.2 33.9 
27.8 3.7 9.1 21.4 
2.8 0.3 16.4 25.8 

2.2 '1. 7 13.2 38.9 

2.8 0.3 16.5 25.4 

6.9 0.8 16.2 27.3 
18.1 3.0 8.7 28.3 

'17.5 '0.0 '27.9 '54.6 
'7.9 '3.1 '3.0 35.5 
21.6 '3.1 9.6 24.4 

3.7 '0.2 18.4 27.0 

'9.0 13.7 '8.9 43.2 

3.3 '0.0 18.9 26.1 
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Tlble lit. Personll crtll*I,1979: 

Percent distribution of reRsons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by annual family Income and type of crime 

Type of crime and reason Less than $3,000-
for not reporting $3,000 $7,499 

A,ll personal crimes 100.0 100.0 

Nothing could be done; lack of pro'of 13.0 18.2 
Not important enough 26.3 23.2 
Police would not want to be bothered 5.9 6.5 
Too inconvenient or time consuming 3.3 2.4 
Private or personal matter 12.4 9.6 
Fear of reprisal 2.3 1.3 
Reported to someone else 10.1 11.4 
Other and not given 26.8 27.3 

Crimes of violence 100.0 100.0 
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 7.8 9.9 
Not important enough 17.7 20.1 
Police would not want to be bothered 4.7 7.2 
Too inconvenient or time consuming '3.2 3.7 
Private or personal matter 29.8 25.3 
Fear or reprisal 5.6 4.0 
Reported to someone else 9.4 5.1 
Other and not given 21.8 24.7 

Crimes of theft 100.0 100.0 
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 15.5 21.2 
Not important enough 30.3 24.4 
Police would not want to be bothered 6.4 6.3 
Too inconvenient or time consuming 3.3 1.9 
Pri vate or personal matter 4.1 4.0 
Fea,r of reprisal '0.7 '0.4 
Reported to someone else 10.4 13.6 
Oth"r and not given 29.2 28.3 

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

$7,500- $10,000-
$9,999 $14,999 

100.0 100.0 

17.2 15.7 
24.1 26.8 

8.1 5.3 
3.0 2.7 

10.3 7.6 
'0.7 1.2 
11.5 14.5 
25.2 26.3 

100.0 100.0 
6.0 6.0 

19.8 21.3 
5.1 6.0 
3.8 '1.9 

30.3 27.4 
'2.8 4.6 
9.6 6.6 

22.7 26.1 

100.0 100.0 
20.4 18.2 
25.4 28.2 

9.0 5.2 
2.7 2.9 
4.5 2.4 

'0.1 '0.3 
12.0 16.5 
25.9 26.3 
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$15,000- $25,000 Not 
$24,999 or more available 

100.0 100.0 100.0 

17.1 15.3 17.4 
26.9 27.3 26.2 

5.4 6.4 7.6 
1.9 2.6 2.4 
5.9 5.5 6.4 
0.9 0.6 1.3 

17.5 16.8 14.1 
24.4 25.7 24.7 

100.0 100.0 100.0 
8.4 8.9 8.7 

24.3 25.5 25.6 
5.7 5.9 6.5 
1.4 2.3 '1.1 

22.0 21.9 20.1 CJ 

3,3 3.1 5.1 
11.0 9.7 8.8 
23.9 22.6 f Z'hl" 

100.0 100.0 100.0 
18.9 16.4 \\ 19.6 ,;) 

27.5 27.6 26.3 
5.4 6.4 7.8 
2.0 2.6 2.7 
2.5 2.4 2.8 k .-
0.3 '0.1 '0.4 t'.\: • \ 

18.9 18.1 15.5 
24.5 26.3 24.8 
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Table 100. Personal crimea of vloienCl!:,1979: 

Percent distribution of reaaons for not rellortlng victimizations 
to the police, by victim-offender 
relationship and type of crime 

Nolhing could Nol Pollee would Too inconven- Private or 
Victim-offender relationship be done; lack important not wanl to ienl or time 
and type of crime Total of proof enough be bothered consuming 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of Violence 100.0 12.3 25.1 5., 2.8 

Rape 100.0 '10.6 '13.4 '6.7 '0.0 
Robbery 100.0 18.6 16.9 8.7 3.7 
Assault 100.0 10.8 27.5 5.0 2.7' 

1 nvolving nonslrangers 
6.3 1.6 Crimes of violence 100.0 1.3 18.3 

Rape 100.0 '10.2 '3.0 '3.1 '0.0 
RObbery 100.0 1.6 12.7 14.5 '1.2 
Assault 100.0 1.0 19.4 5.7 1.7 

NOTE: Delail may not add to lotal shown because of rounding. 
'Estimate, bas(!d on zero or on abo'.'. 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

.. _ ..... -. 

Table 101. Hc'luaehold crimea, 1979: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the pcjllce, by race of head of household 

, and typ4! of crime 

All household 
Race and reason crimes Burglary 

White 
Total 100.0 100,0 

Nothing could b~ done; lack of proof 18.8 19.6 
1;'ot Important enough 30.~ 23.0 
Police would not want to be bOlhen'd 8.7 7.0 
Too inconvenient or lime consuming 2.0 l.O 
Private or personal matter 6.2 7.3 

I Fear of reprisal 0.4 0.8 
Reported to someone else 3.1 5.2 
Other and not given 30.7 35.0 

Black 
Ttltal 100.0 100.0 

Nothing could be done; lack of proof 19.0 21.0 
Not important enough 22.8 15.6 

. Police would not want to be bolhered 1!l.4 9.5 
Too inconvenient or time consuming 1.6 '1.9 
Private or personal matter 6.8 6.1 
Fear of reprisai 0.7 '1.7 
Reported to someone eise 3.0 5.5 

. Other and not given 35.7 38.6 

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

Household 
larceny 

100.0 
18.6 
34.1 
9.5 
1.9 
5.4 
0.3 
2.2 

28.0 

100.0 
17 .5 
27.6 
10.8 
1.5 
6.9 

'0.3 
i.9 

33.6 

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

"-. , /1 . 
.' " 

personal 
matter 

18.2 
'IS .0 

9.7 
20.5 

34.9 
34.0 
24.4 
35.9 

~lotor vehicle 
thelt 

100.0 
14.8 

l~.l 

0.9 
'2.6 
11.2 
'0.3 
3.2 

48.9 

100.0 
24.7 
'S.8 

'ILl 
'I. 7 

It 0.9 
'0.0 
'0.0 
42.9 

( 

Fear of Reported to Other and 
reprisal someone else nol given 

2.7 7·9 25.2 
'4.2 '11.1 39.0 
3.4 4.9 34.1 
2.5 8.5 22.5 

5.8 9.S 21.9 
'19.6 '3.2 '26.9 
'5.7 '7.9 32.0 
5.3 10.3 20.8 
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Table 102. Household crImes, 1379: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by annual family income 

Less than $3,000-
Reason (' $3,000 $7,499 

Total 100.0 100.0 

Nothing could be done; lack of proof 21.3 18.4 
Not important enough 

':) 27,0 26.9 
Police would not want to be bothe,ed 10.4 9.1 
Too inconvenient or time consuming 1.6 2.2 
Private or personal matter 8.0 7.0 
Fear of reprisal '1.1 0.9 
Reported to someone else 4.6 3.6 
Other and not given 25.9 32.0 

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

Table 103. Household crimea, 1979: /( 

Percent distribution for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by type of crime 
and value of theft loss 

Nothing could Not Police would 
Type of crime and be done; lack important not want to 
value of loss' Total of proof enough be bothered 

All household crimes 100.0 19.0 30.8 9.3 

Less than $50 100.0 17.0 41.5 9.3 
$50-$249 100.0 23.3 13.1 9.8 
$250 or more 10U.0 19.6 4.7 6.9 

Burglary 100.0 20.2 20.5 8.5 
Less than $50 100.0 18.9 32.6 7.6 
$50-$249 100.0 21.6 1l.2 9.9 
$250 or more 100.0 21.1 '3.4 7.9 

Household larceny 100.0 18.8 34.2 9.6 
Less than $50 ]00.0 16.7 43.2 9.6 
$50-$99 100.0 22.4 16.8 11.1 
$100-$249 100.0 26.3 10.2 8.3 
$250 or more 100.0 21.4 7.6 8.0 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 10.3 'j .0 '~ .l 
Less than $250 100.0 9·6 '10.2 '0.0 
$250-$999 100.0 10.6 '0.0 '2.6 
$1,000 or more 100;0 10.1 '0.0 '0.0 

$7,500- $10,000-
$9,999 $14,999 

100.0 100.0 

21.4 17 .• 7 
26.0 29.8 

9.7 8.6 
1.3 .2.3 
7.6 5.5 

'0.3 0.6 
2.5 3.3 

31.2 32.2 

Too inconven- Private or 
lent or time personal 
consuming maller 

2.1 6.3 

1.7 5.1 
2.9 6.6 

',> 2.3 16.2 
2.6 8.0 
1.9 7.8 
3.6 5.7 

'2. J 15.2 
1.9 5.5 
1.6 4.6 
2.3 6.9 
2.9 6.7 

'2.5 14.6 
'2.0 25.6 
'0.0 '45.0 
'5.0 '22.0 
'0.0 24.8 

NO'l'E: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. .'. 
'The proportions refer only to losses of cash and/or properly and exclude the value of property damage.; 
, Estimate, based on zero or on IIbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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$15,000- $25,000 
$24,999 or more 

100.0 100.0 

18.3 17.4 
31.5 33.6 
9.1 7.3 
2.3 1.3 
5.3 5.8 

'0.2 '0.2 
2.4 3.0 

30.8 31.3 

Fear of Reported to 
reprisal someone else 

0.5 2.5 

0.4 2.2 
0.4 3.1 

'1.3 2.9 
1.0 4.3 

'0.8 4.5 
'La 4.4 
'1.8 '3.5 
0.3 2.0 
0.3 1,7 

'0.3 2.0 
'0.2 3.2 
'0.9 '2.5 
'0.9 '2.1 
'0.0 '0.0 
'0.0 '2.7 
'1.9 '2.0 

Not 
ava!1able 

100.0 

20.5 
26.3 

8.3 
1.6 
6.3 

'0.5 
2.8 

33.7 

Other and 
not given 

29.6 

22·9 
40.7 
46.0 
34.9 
25.9 
42.6 
45.0 
27.7 
22.3 
38.2 
42.2 
112.4 
57.1 

'35.3 
57.2 
61.3 
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Appendix II 

Survey instruments 

A basic screen questionnaire (Fornl 
NCS-l) and a crime incident report (Form 
NCS-2) are used to elicit information on 
the relevant crimes committed against the 
household as a whole and against any of its 
members age 12 and over. Form NCS-l is 
designed to screen for all instances of vic­
timization before details of any specific in­
cident are collected. The screening form 
also is used for obtaining information on 
the characteristics of each household and 
its members. Household screening ques­
tions are asked of all members age 12 and 
over. However, a knowledgeable adult 
member of the household serves as a proxy 
respondent for 12- and 13-year-olds, in­
capacitated persons, and individuals absent 
during the entire field interviewing period. 

Once the screening process is completed, 
the interviewer obtains details of each re­
ported incident. Form NCS-2 includes 
questions concerning the extent of eco­
nomic loss or injury, characteristics of of­
fenders, whether or not the police were 
notified, and other pertinent details. 

The basic screen questionnaire and inci­
dent report underwent revision in January 
1979, and the reworked instruments were 
used to collect information on incidents 
committed in 1979. Facsimiles of the re­
vised questionnaires are included here. 
Readers should consult previous annual re­
ports for copies of the original instruments. 
As may be noted, the revised incident re­
port has been expanded to collect addi­
tional information on series victimizations, 
time and place of occurrence, medical 
treatment, property loss, and reporting to 
the police. Analysis based on these new 
data elements will be perfornled in the ncar 
future. 
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FOR" NCS.l AND NCS.2 
(1-a-nl 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
BUREA.U OF THE CENSUS. 

ACTING AS COLLECTING AGENT Fon THE 
L.A.W ENFORCEMENT ASSISTA.NCE AOMINtSTAATION 

U.s. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

NCS.l - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE 

NCS.2 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

ITEMS FILLED AT START OF INTERVIEW 

1. Interviewer Id.ntlflcotlon 
Code I Name 

I 

<ill> I 
I 

2. Unit Status 
@) 1 0 Unit In sample the previous enumeration 

period - Fill 3 
20 Unit In sample first time this period - SKIP to 4 

3. Household Status - Mark first bOil that applies 
@) I 0 Same household interviewed the previous 

enumeration 
20 Replacement household since the preVIOUS 

enumeratl nn 
3D Nonlntervtt>"I the previous enumeration 
4 0 Other - SpeCify 1-

~. Lin. number of household respondent (cc 12) 

@ 
TRANSCRIPTION ITEMS FROM CONTROL CARD 

5. Specla I place type cod., (cc 6c) 

@I9 
6. Te~ur. (cc B) 

@ 10 Owned or being bought 
2 0 Rented for cash 
3 0 No cash rent 

7. Land Use (ec 9-10) 

(§) 
8. Farm Sol .. (cc II) " 

@) 
Y.O Item blank/URBAN In cc 9 

9. Type of living quort ... (cc IS) 
Hou.lng unit 

@) 1 0 House, apartment, flat 
20 HU In nontransient hot"I, motel, etc. 
3D HU ..: Permanent In transient hotel, motel, etc. 
40 HU In rooming house 
sO Mobile home or trailer 
60 HU not specified above - Describe ., 

OTHER Unit 
70 Quarters not HU In rooming or boarding house 
eO Unit not permanent In transient hotel, motel, etc. 
90 Vacant tent site or trailer site 
00 Not specified above - Describe JI 

Use of t.l.phon. (refer to cc 26a-d) 
lOa. Location of phon. - Mark first bOl( that applies 

®l ' D ".00 I, "I, } 
20 Phone In common area (hallway, etc.) Fill 
3D Phone In another uolt (neighbor, friend, etc.) lOb 
4 0 Work/office phone 
50 No phone - SKIP to II 

10. I. ~hon. Int.rvl.w acc.ptabl.? 

@ GOYes 
70No 
B 0 Refused to give number In 26c 

. " 

form Approved' OM B No, ~3·ROS87 , , . 
NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law (U.S. 
Code ~2. Section 3771). All Identifiable Information will be used only by 
persons encaced In and fot the purp~)5es of the survey, and may not be 
disclosed or released to others for any purpose, 

I Household Sample (cc 3) I Control number (cc ~) 

i PSU iSegment i Ck. i Serial 
i number (cc 5) 

"p- I 
I I I I I 

G I I I I I 
M I I I I I 

JO __ 1 I I I I 
2 I I I I 

TRANSCRIPTION ITEMS FROM CONTROL CARD - Con. 

11. Number of housln§ ~nlls In structure (cc 27) 
@) 101 505-9 

202 60 10~ 
303 70 Mobile home or trailer 
404 DO Only OTHER units 

12. Family income (cc 2B) 
@) I 0 Under $3,000 (a) B Cl13.000 to 14,999 (h) 

2053,000 to ~,999 (b) 9 CJ 15,000 to 17 ,~99 (i) 
3D 5.000 to 5,999 (c) 10 0 17.500 to I 9,999 (J) 
40 6.000 to 7,499 (d) 11 [) 20,000 to 24,999 (k) 
s Cl 7,500 to 9.999 (e) 12025,000 to 29,999 (I) 
60 10,000 to II ,999 (f) 13030.000 to 49.999 (m) 
7012,000 to 12,999 (g) 14 0 50.000 and over (n) 

ITEMS FILLED AFTER INTERVIEW 

13, Date last hous.hold member completed 

I ! I I I ! I @) 
Month Oay Year 

14. Proxy Information - FlIll'or all proxy interviews 
a.Proxy inter' b. Proxy respondent c. Reason 

view obta ined I Line No. (Enter 
for Line No. Name code) I 

Ip 
@) 1@Y __ @ G 

M I 
0_ 

3 @ I@) __ @-r-
@ l@ @-
@ :Q_- @-

Codel for Item 1 ~c; 

1 - Under 11 
2 - 11~ and phYSically/mentally unable to answer }FILL INTER· 
3 - I <4+ and TAt won't return before closeout CO/.fM 

15. Type Z nonlnt.rvlew Code. 'or Item lSb: 
a. Interview b. Reason 

not obtained (Enter 
for Line No. code) 1- '" ... n".". ) 2 _ Re'used 

@) @}- 3 - Physlcally/man,ally FILL 
--- unabl. to answer - INTER. 

no proxy available COMM 

@) @- 4 - TA and no proxy --- ovall.bl. , 

@) @ S - Other 

@) @) 
6 - Office use only 

~ComPlete 18-29 for each Line No. in 150. 
160. Hou •• hold m.mbers 12 years of age ond OVER 

@ Total number 

b. Household m.mb.rs UNDER 12 y.ars of age 

@ Total number 

00 None 

17. Crlm. Incld.nt R.ports fllI.d 
@ Total number - Fill BOUNDING 

o [l None INFORMATION (cc 32) 
Notes 

OFFICE USEI <ill> 
ONLY I@ @) j@ I@ j@ 

I 
N 
C 
S 
1 
a n 
d 
2 

\ 

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS 1 
18. 19. 20. 21. 22. 23. 24, 25. 26. 27. 28. 29. [I' 

NAME TYPE OF INTERVIEW LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE MARITAL SEX ARMED Educi' EduCi' RACE ORIGIN (01 hOlisehold NO. TO REFERENCE LAST STATUS FORC~: lion - lion - fl responde"!) PERSON BIRTH· MEMBE hl&hest cOIIIpI.tl 
tPGii4l DAY 

readl Ihlln,II? (cc 12) (cc 13b) (cc 17) (cc 18) (cc 19) (cc 20) cc 21) (cc 2) (cc 23) (cc 24) , ust 
(@ @) @) (@ (@ @ ® ® @) @) @) 10 Per. -, Solf·respondeot 1 0 Ref. pelson rOM. 60M tOYes sOYes 'OWhlle 

First 2. 0 rei. - Selfofospondent 20 Husband -- 20Wd. 70F 20No -- 70No 20Black --3D Per. - proxrlll14 on Line 30Wlfe Ale 300. Grade 30 Amellc.n Indl.n, Orlaln No. 
40 Tel. - Pror.y COil., pag< 400Wl1 child 4

1';J SoP. 
Aleut, Eskimo 

40Aslan, Pacific 

• 
sO NI -1'1//20-29 and 15 sO Parent sONM Islander 

on covor page 
60Bro./Sls. sOOther-
70 Other relative 

Spocl/y, 

B 0 Non·relatlve 

• INTERVIEWER: Read I( respolldent 16+ If "jooklng (or work" In 320, SKIP to 34b 
B.for. w. g.t to the crlm. qu.stlonl, I hay. a f.w 340. Hov. you b.en looking for work during the pa.t ~ w •• k.? (addltlono I) It.ml that are u •• ful In itudylng why @Y I DYes p.opl. mayor may not b.com. vlctlml of crlm •• 

2 0 No - SKIP to 3S 
Look at Item 3 on cover page. Is this the same 

b. What have ~ou bun doing In the 100t ~ week. to find work? CHECK ~ household Interviewed the previous enumeration 
Anything. I.? ITEMA period? (box I marked) 

DNa - Ask30 Mark 01/ methods used. 00 not read list. 
tp Yes - I. thl. p.rson a n.w houl.hald member? Checked wlth-
G (added to Control Card as member this period) @ 1 0 Public employment agency M @) 1 0 Yes - Ask 30 * 2 0 Private employment agency 5 

t- 2 0 No - SKIP to Check Item C 3D Employer directly 
30. How long have you lived at thl. addr ... ? 4 0 Friends or relatives 

~ 0 Placed or answered ads 
@) Months (If more than II months, leave blank 60 Other - Spec:lfy (e.g., CETA. union or 

OR and enter I year below.) professional register, etc.), 

@j) Years (Round to nearest whole year) 
7 0 Nothing - SKIP to 3S 

CHECK ~ Is entry In 30 - c. Is th.r. any r.ason why you could not take a lob LAST WEEK? 
ITEM B OS years or more? - SKIP to Check Item C @) ,DNa 

C] Less than 5 years? - Ask 31 Yes - 2. 0 Already had a lob 
31. Altogether, how many tim •• hav. you mov.clln the last 3D Temporary Illness 

4 0 Going to school 
5 y.ars, that I., .Ine. ,197 __ ? 

sOOther - Specify, 
@) Number of times 

Is this person 16 years old or older? If "Iayof(" In 33b, SK:P to 360 
CHECK~ o Yell - Ask 320 35. Wh.n did you last work at a full.llm. lob or bus In.,, laltlng 
ITEM C :1 conucutlv. w.eks Or mar.? o No - SKIP to 370 @ 1 06 months ago or less 

32a. What w.r. you doing mo.t of LAST WEEK - (working, k.eplng 20 More than 6 months but less than 5 years 
hou ••• going to school) or .om.thlng .I •• ? 3 0 5 or more years ago } 
<§ 1 0 Working - SKIP GO Unable to work - SKIP t03 4 0 Nover worked full time 2 weeks or more SKIP 

to 32c 7 0 Retired sO Never worked at all to 370 
2. C1 With a lob but 80 Armed Forces-SKIPt036a 360. For whom did you (last) worR? (Name of company. business, not at work 

90 Other - SpecifY, orllanlzatlon or other employer) 
3 0 Looking for work 
4 0 Keeping house 
sO GOing to school b. What kind of bush, ... or Indu.try I. th).? (e.II., TV and radio 

b. Old you do any work al "II LAST WEEK. not counting work mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Department, (arm) 
around thl hou •• ? (Note: If farm or business operator In HHLD, @J I I tlS k about unpaid work.) 

c. What kind of work w.r. you doing? (e.II., electrical enllineer, @ I DYes 
2 0 No - SKIP to 330 stock clerk, typist. farmer, Armed Forces) 

@)I I I c. How many hours did you work LAST WEEK at all lob.? 

@ " d, What w.r. your mOlt Important adlvltl.1 or dutl .. ? (e.lI .. typinll. 
Hours - SKIP to 360 keeplnll account books, seiling cars, finishing concrete, Armed Forces) 

I( "with II lob but not at work" In 320, SKIP to 33b. 
330. Old you hav. a lob or bUlln ... from whlch,ru w.r. ., W.r. you -

t.mporoilly ab •• nt or on layoff LAST WEE ? @ , 0 An .m!.'0r •• of a PRIVATE company. bUlln ... ; or 
<@) 10 Yes Indlvl ua for wag ••• lalary. or comml .. lona? 

2. 0 A GOVERNMENT .mploy •• (F.d.ral, Stat •• 2. 0 No - SKIP to 340 county. or local)? 
b. Why w.r. you abl.nt from work LAST WEEK? SELF·EMPLOYED In OWN busln .... prof ... lonal 

@) 1 0 Layoff - SKIP to 34c practlc •• or farm? I( yes.,. 

2 0 New lob to begin Within 30 days - SKIP to 34c 
. II the Ioulln ... Inc.rp.ral .... ? 

3 0 Othor - SpecifY, } SKIP ,DYes 
to 360 4 CJ No (or farm) 

sCWorklnv WITHOUT PAY In family bUlln ... or farm? 
P'O,.M Ne'.' ,-a_ • , I 

PII.l 

89 

""";::;,1 ; 1 
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I 'hi. hou •• hold op.rat. a bu.ln ... Irom thl. addr ... ? h b I .. ) do .. anyone n, 

370. (Oth.r than t • ••• us n. =~=~---:-:---::-:--:-=:::::;::;M;-b,;;j;;;~;;y---------~ 
b. What kind 01 bu.ln ... Is that? ... ,HTERV,EWER: Enter unrecognizable business only 

: I 0 Yes-Ask b 
I 
12 0 No -SKIP to 
1 38 

HOUSEHOLD SCR'~EN QUESTIONS I I 10 YeS-Hew •• , L--'-":;",;7.1'~:::-::;:-::::;-:;;;';jj;;;:"';;i~'--f 0 Y -;~-Hlw ':.. 41. anyone ember 01 this hou •• hold, , Old take .om.thlng be ong ng II 11 .. 1', 
38. Now l'dThll~. to,o.k iyO~: ~':i~I::6 :~~~~.-! 11 .. 1', ;~o~o~ :lat:eO;te~e you 0h

r 
the: I~t::d" or 1

0 
No 

crlm.. .y re II on 10 No temporarily .toylng, suc o. I I 

19 I relative'. home, a hot.1 or mot. , or I 
b.tw.en ___ 1, 19-d~:ldo;;-;;;;br~ak - '1 l_~a~v~a~c~a~tI~o~n~h~o;m~e~? :;:;;;;;;;;:-::;;:;-:;;.;id;;---i'(ITv----l 
During the loot 6 \iont~i' et In/a your 1 H a DIFFERENT motor vehlcl .. s iW 
1:~~r':r'n:~~to';,,:)I, ::r~g~,gor another ! --- 42. (c~~o~t~~ks, :rO!~~C~~~:~'m:~~e;:r 1

0 
0rKo,"pe t~ 45 

building on your property? I ~~:e~o~!:"tld during the la.t 6 months? I I 0 I 
I d) 10 Yes~How 1111111 

1
12

0

2 

(Other than the Incldent(s) lustlmeknt, one d : II .... '.., 13 03 39. II d d Ilmml.d a oc orce, I r I 
Old you n a oar ATTEMPTED 10 No 1404 or more or any other .Ign s 01 an I I 
b .. ak In? 1 __ _ 

~O. 

I • steal TRY to st.al, or use 10 Yes _ HlW ~III' l--------:-;-;--:-:-L:-:;:::-7:""h.;----tIDYe=!i;;~ 43. rr:~a~i:f th.m) ;'Ithout permission? !o No _1_1._"_' 
k 10 Yes- How "' .. l----,:-----:7.::;-::-TiiVt,;"-;t,;;;r;;rt."--~,tciY;;~~~~ Was anything at all stolen thatdh bpt 

I 11111"', 10 Yes- How III", 
outside your home, or har.pene tad e :0 No Old an one steal or TRY to .teal ports I I II .... ', 

I h as a blcyc ., a gar .n I 44. attach:d to (it/any 01 them), such? 01 a 110 No __ _ ~::eou~~ i:;n lurnitu .. ? (other d~an I ___ batt.ry, hubcaps, tope.deck, etc. any {ncld.nts already mentlone 1 

45. 

~6. 

47. 

48. 

Th. lollowlng questions ref~r only to things 
that happen.d to YOU during the last 
6 month. -

1 19 d ,19. betw •• n , an I k d/ .. e 
Old you hay. your (pockel p c e pu 
snatched)? 

Old anyone take something (else\directly 
from you by using force, such as y It 
Itlckup, mugging or threat? 

Old anyone TRY thO rob yo? b(:th::~~a':rce 
or threatening to arm you d) 
any Incidents already mentlone 

ttack yeu or hit Old anyone b.at you up, a k r bottle? 
h thl g such as a roc a you wit some n 'd I d mentioned) (oth .. than any Incl enls a rea y 

I 

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIOHS 

Old au lind any evidence that someono 
I DYes-How mlll1 55. ATTYEMPTED to steal something that 
: 0 No thllll'., belonged to you? (other thad) any 
: Incidents already mentlane 
I 
I 
I 

loYes-Howman,56. 
111m .. ,.., 
10No r 
I 
I 
I I __ _ 

10 Yes-How min, 
111m .. " 
:oNo 

Old you co e p thl that happened tho to report some ng ? 
;:oYOU which you thought was a hrlme 
(Do not CQunt any calls mad. to t e 
police concerning the In)c Idents you 
have lust told me about. 

II th alice during the last 6 

o No - SKIP to 57 
DYes - What happened?, 

10 Yes- How .... ' 
I II"'''', 
10No 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

---

I 
I I __ _ 

10 Yes-How mill, 

------------I(@)CD 
---------------1* CD I IIm"'17 [oNo r 

I 
I -----------------------------! CD 

I 

I Look ilt 56. Was HHLD member L--,..---;--;;,~dJ::;:h:::;t:;t-:r:-;a;jt:j,ta;;c~~k;.dd_;w;jliith;_-l"o Yes-Howm., ~ 12+ attacked or threatened, or 
49. We .. you knl e , s a a, a t II? (othro;' :10 No IImo"~ CHECK v.' something stolen or an 

10Yes-Howm .. 
I II"'''', 
10No 
I 
I 

sam. other w.apon by anyone a a d) I ITEM 0 ' ;;(t:mpt made to steal something 
than any Incld.nts already mentlone IX :hat belonged to him/her? l---,..----::;;;;;;;-;:rii:ii::h.;;;;-;.;;;;;-;;;---t

l :JYe~~~~Is7:-~~~'~ .. ',\c. a en to YOU during the last ! 10 Yes-How", .. , 57. Old anyth I.: "h pp h ht was a crime, I 
THREA

TEH to beat you up or I II I' 6 months whlc you t aug II ? ( ther

l 

I 
50 

Old anyone e I "'0" b t did .'OT report to the po ce ad) • THREATEH you with a knife, gun, or sam 10 N ~ u" I d tl e I 
HOT Including telephone I 0 than any Incidents a rea y men on I ~:::.:ii:d:':, ~ .... , , .. 1d •• " .',.d, : 0 N. _ SKIP. cs."""m F i 

m.ntlanod) I --- 0 Yes _ Whl,t happened?, , 
10 YeS-HOW m .. , _ : [I] 
10NO II .... ', ---------------k@ 

Old on. TRY to attack you In some d 
51. any? (th than any Incidents 01110 y other way a .r 

52. 

m.ntlon.d) 

I t 6 month s dl d anyone st.al 
During tt:t b:long.d to y'oU Irom Inside ANY 
thing. k such a. package. or clothing? car or true, 

53 Was anything stol.n from you whll. ~o~ork 
• we .. away Irom hom., lor In.tahli: ;rav.lln'g? 

hi a th.ater or ... taurant, or w 

Id t u've olroady 54 (Other Ihan any Inc en. YO) II 
• d) o. anything (.Is. at a 

m.ntlone w d I the la.t 6 month.? .tolen Irom you ur ng 

f I 

. " 

! ---- -----------------!. CD 
----------------------:1 [I] 

10 Yes-HlwlII .. , 

I II ... ,.., l-------:--::-:;:::-;=:-;;-::~;_-t:J-y:~~;;j '10 No r 

I b loYes-HowlII.., II Look at 57. Was HHLD mem er II II .... ' J 
--- ~ 12t attacked or the reatened, or 

was something Holen or an 10 No :0 Yes-~::I~~ CH~C~ attempt made to steal something I 
(ONO rl_I_T_E __ ~_~th~a:t~be~I~O~ng~~:d~t~o:h~lm:/~h:c:r?;,;.::~~I~-~~~==~l 
I Do an of the SCII!en questions cor,taln 
I --- any el~trles for "How many tlmesl 
10 Yes-H,w •• 1 CHECK ~ 0 Yes _ Fill Crfme Incident Reports. 
I II."', ITEM F No _ Interview next H~ILD member 
:0 No 0 End Intel'vlew If lost respondent. I 
I 
I 

Pale 3 

"> 

, 0 

['iiGi6J -

Line number 
Notes 

@) 
Screen question number 

@ 
Incldent,number 

/ 

@) 

Has this person lived at this address for 6 months 
or less? (If not sure, refer to Item 3D, NCS.I.) 

CHECK ~ 0 Yes (Item 30 - 6 months or less) _ Read ®, 
ITEM A • Ask I 

o No (Item 30 blank or more than 6 months) _ Read @, 
SKIP to 2a 

® You .old Ihat durln\l Ih. last 6 month. _ (Refer to apPropriate 
screen question for description of crime). 

I. 
Old (thll/th. Ilrst) Indd'nl happ.n while you We .. living 
he .. or b.lare you moved to this add .... ? 
<§ 10 While living lit this IIddress 

2 0 Before moving to this address 

20. In what month did (thl./th. Ilrst) Incld.nt happ.n? (Show calendar 
If necessary. Encourage resPondent to give exact month.) 

I I ! ! ] @ 
~ Monlh Year 

Is this Incident report for a serl .. 01 crimes? 

5. ~ @ I 0 Yes - Ask 2b (Note: series must have CHECK 
3 or more similar Incidents Which ITEM B 
reSPondent clln'I recdll separately. 
Reduce entry In screen question If 
necessary.) 

2 0 No - SKIP to 3a 
b. Altogether, how many times did this happen during the lost ~Ix months? 

@) 
Number of Incidents 

c. In whal month or months did these Incidents take place? 
If more than one quarter Involved. ask il 
HC)w many In (name months)? 

.,NTERVIEWERI Enter number for each quaNer as aPI'roPrlc:te. 
'f num~er falls below 3 or respondent can now recall Incidents 
separately, s,1II fill os 0 series. If all are out of SCope. end Inc Ident report. 

Number of Incidents per quarter 
Jan., Feb., April, May, July, Aug., Ocl., Nov., or March or June at Sopt. or Dec. (Qtr. I) (Qtr.2) (Qtr. 3) (Qtr. ") 
~ @ (ill) @) - -~ INTERVIEWER: 

If Ihls report Is (or a ser/.s, read: 
The lollowing qU"Ilon. reler only to the most re~"nt InCident. 

30. Wal It <iayllght or dark outside wh.n {tlth/the most recent' Incldlnt happ.n.d? 
® 10 Light 

20 Dark 

3 n Dawn, almost fight, dusk, twilight 
40 Don't know - SKIP to 4a 

b. About what tim. did (thl,/th. mo.t r.c.nt) Incld.nt happen? 
Durlny day 

@) 
I 0 After 6 a.m.-12 noon 
20 After 12 noon-6 p.m. 

N'otes 30 Pon't know what time of dJJy 
.-AI night 

r 40 After 6 p.m.-12 mldnleht \( 
sO After 12 mldnlght-6 a.m. !) 6 0 Don't know What time ilf nlghl I OR 

70 Don't know Whether do)' or nl\lht 

Po,e 13 

Form Approved: O,M. B. No. ~3.ROSB7 
NonCE - Your roport to the Consus Bureau Is confidential by law IU,S. 
Code ~2, ,oction 3771). Aliidontifl.ble Information will be usod on y by 
persons enaBled In nnd ror the purposes of the surllay. ~nd ma), not be 
disclosed or released to Others for any purpose, I FOR" NCS.2 '''2.,.'1' 

u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
BUREAU Oft ,THE CRNSUS 

ACTINa AS COl.LECTINO AGENT FOA THE 
LAw ENPORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION 

' U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

4a. Old this Incident happen Inside the limits of a city, town, villag., etc.? 
@) I 0 Outside U.S. - SKIP to 5 

20 No - Ask 4b 

N 
C 
S 

Yes - Wllat Is the nom. 01 that city/town/village? 
30 Sam. city, town, village as 2 

P .. I.nt residence - SKIP to,5 
4 D Dlflerenl city, town, Villag','from 

. presvnt residence. _ SpecifY, 
®>I I I I r I 
If not sure, ask: 

b. In what State and county did It occur? r 

State 
County..,.L -If not sure, ask: 

c. I.thl. the sarno State and county a. your PRESENT RESIDENCE? @ I DYes 
2 [J No 

Where did this Incident take place? 
(ill) 

I 0 At or In own dwelling. or own attached 
garage (Always mark for break.ln or 
aitempted break·ln of same) 

2 0 At or In detached buildings on own 

}A" prQPerty. such as detached garage, 6a storage shed, etc. (Always mark for 
break·ln or attempted break.ln of same) 

30 At or In vacation home. hotel/motel 
• D Near own home; yard. Sidewalk, driveway, "I 

carport, on street Im",edlate~ adjacent 
to own home, apartment hall Storage areal 
InI.lndry room (does not Includ~ apartment 
parking lots' 

5 [J At, In, or near a friend/relative/neighbor's 
horne, other building (In their property, yard, 
Sidewalk, drlvewaY,'carport, on street 
Immediately ud/acent to their homo, 
apartment hall/storage are9/1~.mdry room 

6 0 On the street (other than'h;;.,.~,'::lteIY 
adJacent to own/frlend/re/otlve/- • 
neighbor's home) 

7 0 !nslde restaurant, bar, nightclub SKIP to 
Check 8 0 IMide other commerCial building such 
ItemC, as store, bank, gM ~tatlon 
page 14 ~ 0 On pUblic transportation ai' In ~tatlon 

'1\ (bus, train. Plane, airpflrt, depot, etc.) 
I a Q\ Inside office, factor~, or W.arehouse 
t I qr,Commerclal parking lot 

12 0 Noncommer"la I parking lot 
13 g Apartment pnrklng lot 
14 Inside school building 
t sOOn schOof property (school parking arca. 

pi ay area, school bus, etc.) 
16 D In a park, field, playground other than 

school 
'7 0 ~~per - SpeCifY., 

, 
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Contlnu.d 
7d. How w.r. you threat.n.d? Any oth.r way? 

60, Old the off.ncl.r(s) IIv. (h.r./th.re) or 'have a rlglll to b. 
(h.",/t"er.), .uch a. a gunt or a r.palrp."on? 
@ ,0 Yes - SKIP to Ched Item C 

2 c;l No 
3D Don't know 

b. Did the off.nd.r(s) actually g.t In or just TRY to g.t In the 
Ihou •• /apt./bulldlng)? 
@ '0 Actually got In 

2 0 Just tried to get in 
3 0 Don't know 

c. '/fa. th.r. any, .vldenc., .uch as a brok.n locle or brok.n 
window, 'ihat \Ii. oll.nd.r('} (forc.d hi. way In/TRIED to 
lorc. his way In) the building? 

@ DONo 
>I' Yes _ What wal the .vid.nc.? Anything .Is.? 

M( (k ,,1/ that apply 

@) 
* 

Window 
I 0 Damage t~ window (Include frame, 

IIlass broken/removed/cracked) 
2 0 Screen damaged/rel;:oved 

, 3 0 Lock on window damaged/tampered 
wl~h In some way 

40 Other - Specify '1 

Door 
5 0 Damage to do~r (Include frame, II/ass 

panes or door removed) 
6 0 Screen damaged/rem oved 
70 Lock or door handle damagedltampered 

With In, some way 
80 Other - Specify, 

90 Other than window or door - Specify 1 

SKU' to 
). Check 

Item C 

d. How did the off.nd.r{s) (get In!TRY to g.t inl? Mark on. only 

@) I DLel in 
20 Offender pushed his way In alter door opened 
3 0 Through op.n door or other opening 
• 0 Through unlocked door or window 

Through locked door or window 

sOHad key 
6 0 Other means (picked lock, used cr~dit 

card, etc,) 
70 Don't know 

• 0 Don't know 

Mark all that apply 

@) 
• 

I 0 Verbal threat of rap. 
20 Verbal threat of attack oth.r than rap. 
3 0 'Ne\;lpon present or threatehed 

with weapon 
4 0 Attempted attack with weapon 

(for example, shot at) 

5 0 Object thrown at person 
60 Followed. surrounded 
'7 0 Other - Specify., 

•• What actually happ.n.d? Anything .I •• ? 
Mark 0/1 that apply 

, 
I 

SKIP 
~ to 100, 

page 15 

.,j 

@) 
* 

I 0 Something taken without permission 
20 Attempted 01 threatened to take something 
3 0 Harassed, argument, abusive language 
4 0 Forcible entry or attempted forcible 

entry of house/apt, 
5 0 Forcible entry or attempted entry of car 
6 0 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted or threatened to damage or 

destroy property 
80 Other - Specl fY r 

I. How did the p.rson(sl attack you? Any other way? 

Mork all that apply 

@) 
* 

'0 Raped 
20 Tried to rape 
30 Shot 
40 Knifed 
5 0 Hit wi th object held In hand 
60 Hit by thrown object 

SKIP 
to 100, 
page IS 

70 Hit, slapped, knocked down 
80 Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, pushed, etc, 

90 Other - SpeCify; 

80. What wer. the injuries you 2uf!er.d, If ar>Y? Anything .II.? 
Mark 0/1 that apply 
@ 00 None - SKIP to 100, page /S 

* 10 Raped 
2 [l Attempted rape 
3 [l Knife wounds 
40 Gun shot, bullet wounds 
s Cl Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
60 Internal injuries 

,-,-.~----'-" 

9 0 Other - Speci (y ., 

CHECK ~ Was r •• pondent or any oth.r memb.r 01 this householf 
prosent wh.n this Incld.nt eccu".d? If not sure, ASK 

70 Knocked unconscious 
80 Bruises,black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling, chipped teeth 

90 Other - Specify '1 

ITEMC 'IOYes-Ask7a 
@ 20 No - SKIP to 130, page 16 

70. Old the p.rlon(ll have a weopon such as a gun or knife, 
or som.thlng h. was u;lng as " weapon, luch a. Q 

bottlll or wrench? 
(@) IONo 
* 2 0 Don't kno,~, 

Yes _ What was the weapon? Anythi ng el.e? 
Mark all thot apply 

3D Hand gun (pistol, revolver, etc,l 
4 0 O"hcr gun (ri fie, shotgun, etc,) 

50 Knife 
60 Other - Specify 

b. Old the porsonls) hit you, lenock you down, or actually attack 
you in any way'/ 
@ I 0 Yes - SKIP to 7f 

b. W.re you injured to the extent that you received any m.dlcal 
car. alt.r the attack, including self tr.atment? 

@ ,el Yes 
% Cl No - SKIP to lOa, page IS 

c. WhlOre did you receive this care? Anywhere .... ? 

Mark all that apply 

@ 
* 

I 0 At the scene 
2 nAt home/neighbor's/frlend's 
3l.l Health unit at work, school, first aid station, 

at a stildium, park, etc, 
40 Doctor's office/health cliniC 
50 EmergencY room at hospital/emergency clinic 
6 0 Other (does not include 

hospl tal) - Specify ~ ~ 

7 0 Hospital "1 ;// 

c. Old the plOuon(s) threaten you with harm In ony way? 

___________ -----'------1 20No 
Did you stay ov.rnight In the hospital? 

IDNo 
20 Yes - How'mony days did you stay? ,. 

(ill) I 0 Yes ' 
20 No - SKIP to 7e 

Number of days 
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90 'I CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Contlnu.d 
• /Ii\,~h. tim. of the Incld.nt, w.r. you cov.r.d b 110. @th~ C:~.n~o::tI.d ~ only on~ or more than on. p.rson? 

;:n),\ il~dliol Insurance, or w.r. you .liglbl. for
Y 

.,. s rom any .,th.r type of h.alth benW1lts 
7 0 Don t know.., " EJ More than one 1 

~r!>~rom, such 01 M.dlcald, V.t.rans 
~amlnlslratlon, or Public W.lfar.? 

SKIP to 120, poge 16 

@ IDYes 
b. ral :hls p.rson mal. or h. How many p.rsons' 

2DNo } 
.ma .? ' 

3 0 Don't know SKIP to, 9f @Y'OMale @ x 0 Don't know 

b. Whot kinds of health Insuranc. or b.n.'lt 
20 Female I. W.r. they male or female? 

programs Wl'1e you cov.red by? Any oth.rs? 3 0 DOil't know ® I o All male 
Mark 01/ that apply e. Howald _uld you .ay 
~ I 0 Private plans 

2 D All female 
the p.rson was? 3 0 Don't know sex of any offenders 

2 o Medicaid @IOUnderl2 
3 o Medicare 

• 0 Both male and female-

• 0 VA, CHAMPUS 
20 12- 14 If 3 or more in Ilh, Ask: 

5 0 Public welfare 
30 15- 17 

W.re th.y mostly male or 

6 0 Other - Specify 
4018-20 <ill) 

mostly' f.male? 

7 0 Don't know 5021-29 
5 0 Mostly male 
& 0 Mostly female 

c, Was a claim fiI.d with any of the •• Insurance 
60 30+ 7 0 Evenly diVided 

companl.s or programs In order to get all or 
7 0 Don't know 80 Don't know 

port of your medical exp.ns.s paid? d. Was the p.rson som.on. you 

@ IOYes kn.w or a strang.r you had j. @ old would you say the youngest was? 

2oNo } 
n.v.r s .. n b.for.? 253 I 0 Under 12 5021-29 

3 D Don't know SKIP /0 9{ @IOKnown 20 12-14 6 D 30t - SKIP 

d. Did Insuranc. or any h.alth b.n.fits pro ram 
2 0 Stranger } SKIP 

30,15-17 to 111 

pay for all or part of the total m.dlcal .:p.n .. s? 
3D Don't know to I/g • 0 18-20 7 0 Don't know 

@ IDA\I •• How w.1I did you know the 
It. Howald would you say the oldest Wa.? 

20 Part 
@ to Under 12 5021-29 

3 0 Not yet settled } 
p.rso~ - by sight onl[, casual 

40 None SKIP to 9f 
acqualntanc. or w.1I nown? 2012-14 60 30t 

@I 0 Sight only } SKIP 
3015-17 70 Don't know 

e, How much did Insurance or a health ben.flts 
20 Casual to 

4018-20 

program pay? Obtain on estimate if 
acquaintance II g 1. Were any of the person. known to you 

neces,sary, ' 
30 Well known or were they all strMge .. you had 

@ .LI1 
neve, s •• n before? 

$ 
f. What wa s the p.rson'. @ I o All known 

x 0 Don't know 
r.latlonshlp to you? 
For .xampl., a frl.nd, 

2 0 Some known 

CHECK 
~ Is "All" marked In 9d? 

coulin, .tc. 
3 0 All strangers } 

ITEM D o Yes - SKIP to 100 @I o Spouse 
40 Don't know SKIP to 110 

o No - Ask 9f 2 0 Ex·spouse 
m. How w.1I did you know the person(s) -

f. What was the total amount of your m.dlcal 

by light only, casual acquaint"nce or 

3 0 Parent 
w.1I known? Mork all that apply 

tp.ns.s resulting from thl. Incld.nt • 0 Own child 
@ I 0 Sight only 

INCLUDING anything paid by Insura~c.)? 
Include hospital and doctor bills, m.dlcln. 

5 0 Brother/sister * 20 Casual acqualntance(s) 

th • .lapv, brac.s, and any oth.r inlury.r.lat~d 6 0 Other relative -
3D Well known 

me leal expen ... s, Specify 1 
~INTERVIEWER:Obtain an estimate 'f CHECK ~ Is "well known" marked in 11m? 

,I necessary ITEM E 
oYes-Asklln 

@ DONo cost 70 Boyfr/endl 
o No - SKIP to 110 

s ~ 
ex.boyfriend n. What (was/w.re) the well known person'. . " .... ,' 

x 0 Don't know 
• 0 Girlfrienlll 

r.latlonship(s) to you? I'or exampl. 

ex·girlfrlend 
Irl.nd, cousin, .tc. Mark 01/ that oWly 

100. Did you do anything to prat",ct yours.1f or 
9 0 Frlend/ex.frlend 

~ I 0 Spouse 7 0 Boyfriendl 

your property during the Incident? Includ. o 0 Other nonrelative -
2 D Ex.spouse ex·boyfriend 

~elt1ng away from the off.nei.r, y.lllng for Specify, 
3 D Parent 8 0 Girlfriend! 

e p, r.slstlng In any way. 
40 Own child ex.girlfriend 

@ I DYes 
50 Brother/ 90 Friend/ 

2 D No - SKIP to II a g. Was h./.he Willt., Black, or 

sister ex·frlend 

b, What did you do? Anything .ls.? 

6 0 Other 00 Other 

lome othrrt rac.? relative - nonrelatlve -

Mark 0/1 that apply @)I O',Q White 
Specify., Specify, 

~ lOUsed/brandished a gun 2 D~"a~ck }~IP 2 0 Used/brandished a knife 3D Odler- to o. W.re the c>".nders White, Black, or 

3 0 Used/brandished some other weapon SpeclfY1 120, some oth.r roc.? Mark 0/1 thot apply 

• 0 Used/tried phySical force (hit 
page @ I DWhlte 

chased, threw r::bJect, etc,) , 
16 

5 D Tried to get help, attract attention • 0 Don't know * 20 Black 

scare offender away (screamed yeiled 
3 0 Other - SpecifY 

cal/ed police, turned on lights' etc) , 
Notes 4 0 D~n't know race of any/some 

6 0 T~(eate ned, argued, reasoned: etc ' 
WIth offender .. 

CHECI( ~ Is more than one box marked inllo? 

70 Resisted without force, used evasive 
ITEM F 0 Yes - Ask IIp 

action Iran/drove aWay, hid, held 
D,No - SKIP to 120, page 16 

property, locked door ducked 
p. What race w.re mOlt 01 the offende .. ? 

shielded self, etc,) , , 
• 0 Other - Spec; (y 1-

@ I 0 Mostly White • 0 Evenly 

(I 
20 Mostly Black divided 
3 0 Mostly some, 50 Don't 

other race ' know 

FO,.M ~C.·2 n.:-7D) Pale IS 

'~ ) f 



94 

C:RIME INCIDI!NT REPORT - Continued 

120. Were you the only person there ~elldel the offenderh)? 
Do not Include personl under 12 years of age. 

@ I 0 Yes } SKIP to 130 
2 0 Don't know 

30No 

b. How many of thele penon I, not counting yourself, were harmed. 
threatened with harm or had lomethlng taken from THEM by forc 
or threat? (Do not Include penon I under 12 yean of age.) 

@ 00 None - SKIP to 130 

_____ Number of persons 

x ["3 Don't know - SKIP to 130 

c. Are any of thOle persons members of your houlehold now? 
(Do not Include hou.ehold member. under 12 yean of age.) 

@ oONo 
Yes - How many. not counting yourself?, 

_____ Number of household members 
Enter name of other HHLD member(s). If not sure. ask 

13a. Verify 130 or 13b When it's already known that something 
was taken or attempted to be taker!. 

Was something stolen or taken without permission that 
b.longed to, you or others in the household? 

.,NT/ERV,EWER: Include an thin stolen rom UNreco nizable 
business in respon ent s home. 0 not Inc u e any!1!!.!!L 
SiOieii"'"rom a reeo nizable business in respondent'SliOiiIe or 
anot er usmess. suc as merc anillse or cash from a 
register. 

@ 1 DYes - SKIP to 13e 

20No 
30 Don't know 

b. Did the pers .. n(s) ATTEMPT to take something that belonged 
to you or others in the household? 

@ 'OYes 

: B ~~n't knOw} SKIP to 180. page 17 

c. What did th ey try to taker 
Mark all that apply 

-----------------, 
Anything else? 

@ 10Cash .. 

@ .. 

20 Purse 

30 Wallet 
40Car 
5 0 Other motor vehicle 
6 0 Part of motor vehi de (hubcap. attached tape deck. 

attached C.B. radio. etc.) 

70 TV. stereo equipment (tape deck. receiver. speaker. 
etc.). radios. cameras. small household appliances 
(blender. hair blower. toaster oven. etc.) 

B 0 Sliver. china. jewelry. furs 

• 0 Bicycie 
100 Hand gun (pistol. revolver. etc.) 
II 0 Other gun (rifle. shotgun. etc.) 

12 0 Other - Specify 1 

CHECK 
ITEM G ~ 

Did they try to take cash. or a purse. or a wallet? 
(box I. 2. or 3 marked in 13c) 

DYes - Ask 13d 
o No - SKIP to 180. page 17 

d. Was the (cash/purse/wallet) on your person. for instance. 
In 0 pocket or being held? 

tU9' 10 Yes} ~ N SKIP to 180. page 17 
20 0 , 

13e. What WOI taken thatll.longed to you ';r others In the 
hoUlehald? Anything el .. ? 

(§) Clsh S .111 
Ind/or 
Property - Mark all that apply 

~ 1 0 Only clsh taken - Enter amount above and SICIP to 14c. 

20 purse} Old It contain any money? 
30 Wallet ' 0 'I'es - Enter amount above. 

@) .. 

ONo 

4[jCar 
5 0 Other motor vehicle 

• 0 Part of motor vehicle (hubcap. attached tape deck. 
attached C.B. radio. etc) 

7 0 TV stereo equipment (tape deck. receiver. 
spe~ker. etc.). radios. c~~eras. small household 
appliances (blender. hall' 'hwer. toaster oven. etc.) 

10 Sliver. china. Jewelry. fur>:;. i . 

• 0 Bicycle ' , \ 

10 0 Hand gun (pistol. revolver. ett.) 

11 0 Other gun (rifle. shotgun. etc.) 
12 0 Other - Specify., 

CHECK 
ITEM H 

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken? 
(box ~ or 5 marked in 13e) 

DYes - Ask 140 
o No - SKIP to Check Item I 

l.ca. Had permlilion to u.e the (car/motor vehicle) ever been 
gillen to the person who took it? 

@ I DYes 

? 0 No } SKIP to Check Item I 
3 0 Don't know 

b. Did the persan relurn the (car/motor vehicle) thi slime? 

@ 'OYes 
20No 

Was cash. purse. or a wallet taken? (Money 
CHECK ~ amount entered or boK I. 2. or 3 marked in 13e) 
ITEM! 0 Yes - Ask 14c 

o No - SKIP to Check Item J 

c. Was the (cash/pune/wallet) on your p~rson. for Instance, 
In a pocket or being held by you when It was taken? 

@ I DYes 

20 No 

CHECK checks. or credit cards taken? ~ 
Refer to 13e. Was anything other than cash. 

ITEM J 0 Yes _ Ask ISo 
o No - SKIP to 160. page 17 

15a. What was the value of the PROPERTY that was taken? 
(Exclude any Itolen cuh/ch7cko/credlt cards) 

@)s liP . m;v; 
~--------------~ b. How did you decide the I:<llci~ of the property that wa' 

Itolen? Any ather way? 
Mark 01/ that apply 

@ .. I 0 Original cost 
2 0 Replacement cost 
30 Personal estimate of current value 
4 0 Insurance report estimate 
5 0 Pollee estimate 
6 0 Don't know 
70 Other - Specify 1 

Pale 16 

., I '. .-. " 

, . 

.. 
... 

/ 

160. Was all or part of the .tolen'M •• R •• u"R.AA ...... 

recovered. not counting 

@ 10'AIl 

2 0 Part - SKIP to 16b 
3 0 None - SKIP to 170 

CHECK ~,,~en? ("Yes" marked in Check Item J. page 16) ~ 
Was anything other than' cash/checks/credit cards 

ITEM K 0 Yes - SKIP to 16c 
o No - SKIP to 16f . 

b. What w .. recovered? Anything .Ise? 
Calh: 

,. IB 
@s ---.:--__ .hmJ 

and/or 

Property - Mark 0/1 that apply 

@ I [J Cash only recovered - E.nter amount ahove and 
.. ,/ SKIP to 16( 

20 purse} 
Did it contoin any money? 

3 0 Wallet 0 Yes - Enter amount above 
ONo 

40Car 

sOOther motor vehicle 

6 0 Part of motor vehicle (hubcap. attached tap~ deck. 
attar.hed C.B. radio. etc.) 

@ 7 0 TV. stereo equipment (tape deck. receiver. speaker. 
* etc.). radios. cameras. small household appliances 

(blender. hair blower. toaster oven. etc.) 
80 Sliver. china. JeWelry. furs 
• 0 Bicycle 

~ 100 Hand gun (pistol. revolver. etc.) 
* 11 Cl Other gun (rif/e. shotgun. etc.) 

12 0 Other - SpecifY, 

CHECK credit cards recovered? ~ 
Refer to 16b. Was anything ather than cash/checks 

ITEM L 0 Yes - Ask 16c 
No - SKIP to 

c. Was the recovered property damaged to the extent that it had to 
b" repoir"d or replaced? (Do nat include recoYered cash. 
checks, or credit cards.) 

~ 'DYes .. 
20 No - SKIP to Check Item M 

d. Considering the damage, what was the value of the property 
after it war. recovered? (Do not Include recovered cash. 
checks, or credit card •• ) 

$ .B-SKIPtoI6f 

CHECK 
ITEMM ~ 

Look at 160 
o All recovered in 16a - SKIP to.16f 
o Part recovered 1n 16a - Ask 16e 

e. What was the value of the property recovered? (Do nat Include 
recovered cash. checks, or credit cordi.) 

•• f. Who recovered the (money/property/money and property)? 
Anyone el.e? 
Mark all that apply 

@) 
• 

I 0 Victim or other household member 
20 Police 
3 0 Returned by offender 
4 0 Other - Specify, 

170. Wal the theft reported tQ an Inluronce company? 

@'OYes 

2 0 No or don't have insUrance} 
SKIP to 180 3 0 Don't know 

b. Did the Insurance pay anything to cover the theft? 

@ I DYes 

2 0 Not yet settled} 
3 0 No SKIP to 180 

4 0 Don't know . 

c. How much was paid? 

.,NTERVIEWt:R: If property replaced by Insurance 
company instead Of cash settlement. ask for estimate 
of value of the property replaced. 

@)$ ./11 
x 0 Don't know 

180. (Other than any stolen property) was anything that Lelonged 
to iOU or ather members of the hou .. hold damaged In this 
incident? For example, was (a lock or window broken/clothing 
damaged/damage done to a car/etc.)? 

@IOYes 

20 No - SKIP to Check Item N 

b. ./Were) the damaged item(.) repaired or replaced? 

'eY to 8 1'294' I 0 Yes. All } SKIP I d 
20 Yes. Part 

30No 

c. How much would it cost to repair or replace the 
damaged item(s)? 

@ 0 0 No cost - SKIP to Check Item N 

$ • III } SKIP to IBe 
x 0 Don't know 

d. How much wa. the repair or replacement cost? 

@ 0 0 No cost - SKIP to Check Item N 

~ $ .~ 

x 0 Don't know 

e. Who II pay) for the repairs or replacement? 
Anyone se? 

Mark 0/1 that apply 

® I 0 Items will not be repaired or replaced 

* 2 0 Household member 

30 Landlord 

4 0 insurance 

sOOther - Speci fy 1 

LOok at Item 5. page 13. Did the incident happen 
in any of the commercial pidces described in 

~ boxes 7-11? 
CHECK 
ITEM N r OYes-Askl9 

o No - SKIP to 200. page 18 

19. You said this Incident happened In a (describe place). 
Did the persan(s) steal or TRY to steal anything belonging 
to the (name place)? 

@IOYes 

20No 

3 0 Don't know 

Page 17 
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 

200. Wer. the police Informed or did they find out about thl .. Inclcl.ent Is more than one reason marked In 2Od? 
in any way? 

. CHECK ~ o Ves - Asic 20e 
@'ONo \\ITEM P o No - SKIP to Check Item Q 

20 Don't know - SKIP to Check Item Q I) 

Ves - Who told them? 20e. Which of these would you soy was the most Important reason 

3 0 Respondent - SKIP to 20d 
why the Incident was r~ported to the police? 

• 0 Other household member @) Reason number 

s 0 Someone else 
} Mh 

x 0 No one reason more Important 
6 0 Pollee first to find OUt about it Check o 0 Becau.se it was a crime was most Important 

, 
Item Q 

70 Some other way - Specify 7 
Is this person 16 years or older? 

CHECK ~ o Ves - Asic 210 
b. What was the rea.on this Incident wal not reported to the police? ITEM Q o No - SKIP to 240. Page 19 

Any other realon? Mark all that apply 
210. Did you have a job at the thtle thil incident happen~? .,HTERVIEWER: Verify 01/ answers with respondent. Mark 

box below If structured probe used. @ • OVes 

.@'O STRUCTURED PROBE: Wal the reason because you 2 0 No - SKIP to 240, page 19 
felt there was no HEED to call, didn't think pollc. 
COULD do anything, didn't think police WOULD do b. Was It the same job you delcrlbed to me earlier as a (describe 
anything, 0, was there lome other realon? job on NCS·I). o. a different one? 

No NEED to call 
@ • 0 Same as described on NCS·I items 36a-e - SKIP to 

Ck.ltem R 

@) I 0 Object recovered or offender unsuccessful 20 Different than described on NCS·I items 36a-e 

• 2 0 Respondent did not think It lmportllnt enough c. For whom did you work? (Name of company, business, 
3 0 Private or personal matter or tOOk care of It myself organization or other employer) 
• 0 Reported to someone else 

Police COULDN'T do anything 
d. What kind of business or Industry I. thl.? (e.g •• TV and 

@) sO Didn't realize crime happened until later radio mfg •• retail shoe store. State Labcr Department, farm) 
• 6 0 Property difficult to recover due to lack of serial @I I I I or 1.0. number ,/ 

7 0 Lack of proof, no way to find/Identify offender e. What kind of work were you dolr.g? (I).g., electrical engineer. 

~olice WOULDN'T do anything 
stock clerk, typist, farmer. Armed Fe)rces) 

B 0 Pollee wouldn't think It was Important enough, ®r -, r , 
they wouldn't want to be bothered 

f. Whot were your most I",portont octlvitles Dr duties? (e.g., 
• 0 Pollee would be inefficient, ineffective, Insensi· tyPing. keeping account books. ~.e/ling cars, finishing 

tive (they'd arrive late, wouldn't pursue case concrete, Armed Forces) 
properly, would harass/Insult respondent, etc.) 

Some other rea son 

@ 10 0 Afraid of reprisal by offender or his family/friends g. Wer" you -

* II 0 Old not want to take time - too Inconvenient @ lOAn em·ployee of a PRIVATE company, buslne .. or 
120 Other - Specify, individual for was~s, salary or commissions? 

2 0 A GOVERNMENT employ.e (Federal, State, county 
130 Respondent doesn't know why It wasn't reported or loco!)? 

~ Is more than one reason marked In 20b? 
SELF.EMPLOYED In OWN buslne .. , "rof ... lonal 
practice or farm? If yes .., 

CHECK 0 Yes -Ask 20c Was the bu~lne .. Incorporated? 
ITEM 0 0 No _ SKIP to Check Item Q 3D Ves 

c. Which of these would you say was the most important raason 
4 0 No (or farm) 

why the incident was not reported to the police? sO Working WITHOUT PAY In family business or farm? 

~ W,,~ this pers~i,nTnj;; .. d in this Incident? 
@ Reason number } SKIP to CHECK 0 Ves (injury marked in &a page 1'1) - A.sk 220 

x 0 No one reason most important Check Item Q ITEM R 0 No (blank or none "larked in Sa) - SKIP to 230, 
page Iii' 

d. Pleas. take 0 minute to thln~ back to the time of thl> Incident 220. Did YOU los .. time from w<>rk because of the in/urles you 
(PAUSE), ae.ides the fact that It was a crime, did YOU have any suffered In this Incident? 
other reaion for reporting this Incident to the police? (Show card) @ 'OVes 

IF PHONE INTERVIEW: For example, did you report It 20 No - SKIP to 230, page 19 
because you wanted to prevent this or a future Incident, to 
collect Insurance or recover property, to get help, to punish 

b. Hf.lw Much time did you lose because of in/uries? the offender, or because you had evld.nce that would help 
catch the offender, thought it was your duty, or was there @ 0 0 Less than one day - SKIP to 230. page 19 
some other r.ason? 

Any other reason·( Mark 0/1 that apply. Verify, if necessary. Numb~r of days @ 10 To stop or prevent this Incident from happening x 0 Don't know 
• 2 0 To keep it from happening again or to others 

3 0 In order to coli ect insurance c. During these dayi, did you lose any pay that was not covered by 
• 0 Desire to recover property unemployment Insurance, sick leave, or some other source? 

s 0 Need for help aft.r Incident because of injury, etc. @'DVes 
6 0 There was evidence or proof 

2 0 No - SKIP to 230, page 19 @ 70 To punish the offender 
* B 0 Because you felt it was your dUty d. About how much pay did you lose? 

• 0 Some other reason - Specify "7 
@) $ .~ ------

o 0 No other reason x 0 Don't know 

96 
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Co~tlnued 

230. Did YOU lose time from work becous. of this Incld.nt for Summarize this Inddent or series·of Incidents • 
any of these (other) reaso,;s? Read list. Mark 01/ that apply. 

~ 
Include what was taken, how entry was calned, ® I 0 Repairing damog.d property? CHECK how victim was threatened/attacked, What weapons 

• 2 0 Replacing stolen Items? ITEM S Were present and how they were used, any Injuries, 

3 0 Pollc. related actlvitl •• , such as coop.ratina what Victim was doln, at tim,e of attack/threat, etc. 

with an Investigation? 
• 0 Court related activities, such as testifying in court? 
5 0 Any other realon ? - Specify 

---
-"-"\-r.""r, 

- ........ ~;,;:' 

6 0 N:,ne - SKIP to 240 

b. How much time did you lose because of (nome 01/ reasons 
marke,i In 23a)? 

@ 0;::] Less than one day - SKIP to 240 

Number 01 days 
x 0 Don't know 

c. During the .. days, did you lose Qh~ pay that was not covered 
by unemployment Insurance, sick leave, or some other source? 

@ lOVes 

2 0 No - SKIP to 240 
Check BOUNDING INFORMATION (cc. 32) 

,.-,-

, 

d. About how much pay did you lose? Look at 12c, page 16.ls there an entry for 

@s .[@] "Number of household members?" 

~ 
DYes - Be sure you fill or have filled an 

x 0 Don't know CHECK Inddent Report for each interviewed HHLD 
ITEM T member 12 years of age or over Who was 

240. Were !here any (other) household Inembers '·6 years or older harmed, threatened with harm. or had some-
who lost time from wOI:k because of this incld .. nt? thing taken from him/her by force or threat in 

@.loYes 
this incident. 

ONo 
2 0 No - SKIP to Check Item S 

b. How much time did they los" altogether? 
Is this the last Incident Report to be filled 
for this person? 

® 0 0 Less than I day CHECK ~ 
o No - Go to next Incident Report 

ITEM U Ves - Is this the last HHLD member to be 
Number of days interviewed? 

x 0 Don't know o Ves - END INTERVIEW 
o No - Interview next HHLD member 

Notes , 

i! 

.. ' I 
FORM NC!·: U-Z-7i1, 

Page 19 
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Appendix III 

Survey methodology 
and standard errors 

With respect to crimes against persons or 
households, survey results contained in this 
report are based on data gathered from 
residents throughout the Nation, including 
,persons living in, group quarters, such as 
donnitories, rooming houses, and religious 
group dwellings. Crewmembers of mer­
chant vessels, Anned Forces personnel 
living in military barracks, and institu­
tionalized persons, such as correctional 
facility inmates, did not fall within the 
scope of the survey. Similarly, United 
States citizens residing abroad and foreign 
visitors to this country were not under con­
sideration. With these exceptions, individu­
als age 12 and over living in units desig­
nated for the sample were eligible to be 
interviewed. 

Each interviewer's first contact with a 
unit selected for the survey was in person, 

'and, if it were not possible to secure inter­
views with all eligible members of the 
household during this initial visit inter­
views by telephone were pennisslble there­
after. The only exceptions to the require­
ment for personal interview applied to 12-
and 13-year-olds, incapacitated persons, 
and individuals who were absent from the 
household during the entire field inter­
viewing period; for such persons, inter­
viewers were required to obtain proxy re­
sponses from a knowledgeable adult 
member of the' household. Survey records 
were processed and weighted, yielding re­
sults representative both of the Nation's 
papUlation as a whole and of sectors within 
society. Because they are based on a sam­
ple survey rather than a complete enumera­
tion, the results are estimates. 

Beginning in February 1980, telephone 
interviewing was substantially increased in 
order to cut data collection costs. Ap­
proximately half of all interviews are now 
obtained by telephone, compared with 

Sample design and size 

Survey estimates are based on data ob­
tained from a stratified mUltistage cluster 
sample. The primary sampling units (PSUs) 
comprising the first stage of the sampling 
were counties, groups of counties, or large 
metropolitlill areas. Large PSUs were in­
cluded in the sample with certainty and 
were considered to be self-representing 
(SR). For the Nation as a whole, there 
were 156 SR PSUs. The remaining PSUs, 
called non-self-representing (NSR), were 
combined into 220 strata by grouping PSUs 
with similar demographic characteristics, as 
detennined by the 1970 census. From each 
stratum, one area was selected for the sam­
ple, the probability of selection having 
been proportionate to the area's popUlation. 

The remaining stages of sampling were 
designed to ensure a self-weighting proba­
bility sample of dwelling units and group 
quarters within each of the selected areas" 
This involved a systematic selection of 
enumeration districts (geographic areas 
used for the 1970 census), with a probabil­
ity of selection proportionate to their 1970 
popUlation size, followed by the selection 
of clusters of approximately four housing 
units each from within each enumeration 
district. To account for units built within 
each of the sample areas after the 1970 
census, a sample was drawn, by means of 
an independent clerical operation, of per­
mits issued for the construction of resi­
dential housing. Jurisdictions that do not 
issue building permits were sampled using 
area segments. These supplementary proce­
dures, though yielding a relatively small 
portion of the total sample, enabled persons 
occupying housing built after 1970 to be 
properly represented in the survey. As the 
decade ended, newly constructed units ac­
counted for an increased proportion of the 

about f;I fifth under the fonner procedure. 
Analysis of data collected through June 
1980 indicates that the victimization rates 
based on infonnation obtained by telephone 
do not differ significantly from those 
gathered through face-to-face interviews. A 
more complete study of the two data col­
lection procedures will be made with data 
for all of 1980. ' 

total sample;..' 2 ___ _ 

Approximately 74,000 housing units and 
other living quarters were designated for 
the sample. For purposes of conducting the 
field interviews, the sample was divided 
into six groups, or rotations, each of which 
contained housing units whose occupants 
were to be interviewed once evelY, 6 
months over a period of 3 years; th,e initial 
interview was for purposes of bounding, 
i.e., establishing a time frame to avoid 
duplicative recording of infonnation on 
subsequent interviews, but was not used in 

I Self,weighting means that each sample housing unit 
had the same initial probability .of being selected. _ 

2 A revised NCS sample, based on 1980 census data 
is expected to be introduced in 1982. ' 
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Appendix III 

Survey methodology 
and standard errors 

computing annual estimates. Each rotation 
group was further divided into six panels. 
Individuals occupying housing units within 
one-sixth of each rotation group, or one 
panel, were interviewed each month during 
the 6-month period. Because the survey is 
continuous, additional housing units are 
selected in the manner described and as­
signed to rotation groups and panels for 
subsequent incorporation into the sample. 
A new rotation group enters the sample 
every 6 months, replacing a group phased 
out after being in the sample for 3 years. 

Among the housing units designated for 
the sample, a small subs ample was utilized 
exclusively for methodological research and 
the remainder, about 62,000 households, 
was used to provide victimization data re­
lating to calendar year 1979. Of the effec­
tive sample, interviews were obtained at 
6-month intervals from the occupants of 
about 51,000 households. The large major­
ity of the remaining I I ,000 units were 
found to be vacant, demolished, converted 
to nonresidential use, or otherwise ineligi­
ble for the survey. However, approximately 
2,200 of the 1 I ,000 units were occupied by 
householders who, although eligible to 
participate in the survey, were not inter­
viewed because they could not be reached 
after repeated visits, declined to be inter­
viewed, were temporarily absent, or were 
otherwise not available. Thus, the occu­
pants of about 96 percent of all eligible 
housing units, or some 11 1,000 persons, 
participated in the survey. 

Estimation procedure 

In order to enhance the reliability of the , 
estimates presented in this report, the esti­
mation procedure incorporated extensive 
auxiliary data resources on those charac­
teristics of the population that are believed 
to bear on the subject matter of the survey. 
These auxiliary data were used in the vari­
ous stages of ratio estimation. 

The estimation procedure produces 
quarterly estimates of the volume and rates 
of victimization. Sample data from 8 
months of field interviewing are required to 
produce estimates for each quarter. As 
shown on the following chart, for example, 
d,llta collected during February through 
September arc required to produce an esti­
mate for the first quarter of any given 
calendar year. Each quarterly estimate is 
made up of equal numbers of field obser­
vations from the months during the half­
year intervals prior to the time of inter­
views. Thus, incidents occurring in January 
may be reported in a February interview (I 
month ago) or in a MarCil interview (2 
months ago) and so on up to 6 months ago 
for interviews conducted in July. One pur­
pose of this arrangement is to minimize 
expected biases associated with the tend­
ency of respondents to place criminal vic­
timizations in more recent months during 
the 6-month reference period than when 
they actually occurred. Annual estimates 
are derived by accumulating data from the 
four quarterly estimates which, in turyt, ar...:,. 

Month of interview by month of referenciEf' 
(X's denote months in the 6-month reference period) 

Month of 
Interview 

January 
February 
March 
Apr/I 
May 
June 
July 
August 
September 
October 
November 
December 
January 
February 
March 
April 
May 
June 
July 

100 

First quarter 
Jan. Feb, Mar. 

x 
x x 
x x X 
X X X 
X X X 
X X X 

X X 
X 

Period of reference (or recall) 
Second quarter Third quarter Fourth quarter 

Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

X 
X X 
X X X 
X X X X 
X X X X X 
X X X X X X 

X X X X X X 
X X X X X X 

X X X X X X 
_L- X X X X 

X X X X 
X X X 

X X 
X 

.-

obtained from a total of 17 months of field 
interviewing, from February of one year 
through June of the following year. The 
population and household figures shown on 
victimization rate tables are based on an 
average for these 17 months, centering on 
the ninth month of the data collection 
period, in this case, October 1979. 

The first step in the estimation procedure 
was the inflation of the sample data by the 
reciprocal of the probability of selection. 
An adjustment was then made to account 
for occupied units (and for persons in oc­
cupied units) that were eligible for the sur­
vey but where it was not possible to obtain 
an interview. 

Ordinarily, the distribution of the sample 
population differs somewhat from the dis­
tribution of the total popUlation from which 
the sample was drawn in terms of such 
characteristics as age, race, sex, residence, 
etc. Because of this, various stages of ratio 
estimation were employed to bring dis­
tributions of the two popUlations into closer 
agreement, thereby reducing the variability 
of the sample estimates. Two stages of 
ratio estimation were used in producing 
data relating both to crimes against persons 
alld households. 

The first stage of ratio estimation was 
applied only to data records obtained from 
sample areas that were non-self-repre­
senting. Its purpose was to reduce the error 
arising from the fact that one area was 
selected to represent an entire stratum. For 
various categories of race and residence, 
ratios were calculated reflecting the re­
lationships between weighted 1970 census 
counts for all sample areas in each region 
and the total population in the non-self­
representing parts of the region at the time 
of the census. . 

The second stage of ratio estimation was 
applied on a person basis and brought the 
distribution of the persons in the sample 
into closer agreement with independent 
current estimates of the distribution of the 
population by various age-sex-color 
categories. 

Concerning the estimation of data on 
crimes against households, characteristics 
of the wife in a husband-wife household 
and characteristics of the head of household 
in other types of households were used to 
determine which second-stage ratio esti­
mate factors were to be applied. This pro­
cedure is thought to be more precise than 
that of uniformly using the characteristics 
of the head of household, because sample 
coverage generally is better for females 
than fo'r males. 
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In producing estimates of personal inci­
dents (as opposed to those of victimiza­
tions), a further adjustment was made in 
those cases where an incident involved 
more than one person, thereby allowing for 
the probability that such incidents had more 
than a single chance of coming into the 
sample. Thus, if two persons were vic­
timized during the same incident, the 
weight assigned to the record for that inci­
dent (and associated characteristics) was 
reduced by one-half in order not to intro­
duce double counts into the estimated data. 
However, the details of the outcome of the 
event as they related to the victimized indi­
vidual were reflected in the survey results. 
A comparable adjustment was not made in 
estimating data on crimes against house­
holds, as each separate criminal act was 
defined as involving only one. h~usehold. 

Series victimizations 

Three or more criminal events which are 
similar if not identical in nature and in­
curred by inJividuals who are unable to 
identify separately the details of each act or 
recount accurately the total number of such 
acts are known as series victimizations. 
Because of the inability of the victims to 
provide details for each event separately, 
series crimes have been excluded from the 
analysis and data tables in this report. 

Before 1979, series victimizations were 
recorded solely by season (or seasons) of 
occurrence within the 6-month reference 
period and tabulated by the quarter of the 
year in which data were collected. Had it 
been feasible to make a precise tally of 
victimizations that occurred in series and to 
determine their month of occurrence, inclu­
sion of this information in the processing 
of survey results would have caused certain 
alterations in the portrayal of criminal vic­
timization. Most importantly, certain rates 
of victimization would have been some­
what higher. Because of the inability of 
victims to furnish details concerning their 
experiences, however, it would have been 
difficult to analyze the characteristics and 
effects of these- crimes.-Alitiough the esti- -
mated number of series victimizations was 
appreciable, the number of victims who 
actually experienced such acts was small in 
relation to the total number of individuals 
who were victimized one or more times 
and reported details of each incident. 

Although no direct correspondence exists 
between the two sets of data, close com­
parability can be achieved by comparing 
the data on series victimizutions gathered 
by interviewers from April 1979 through 

March 1980 with the r~gular (I.e., non­
series) victimizations for calendar 1979. 
This approach results in an 87.5-percent 
overlap between reporting periods for the 
two data sets. 

Table 1, at the end of this appendix, is 
based on such a comparison. It shows that 
there were 943,000 series victimizations in 
the personal sector and 672,000 in the 
household sector. Detailed examination re­
veals that these crimes tended dispropor­
tionately to be either assaults, more likely 
simple than aggravated, or household lar­
cenies for which the amount of loss was 
valued at less than $50 or was unknown. 

A revised NCS questionnaire introduced 
in January 1979 includes a change in the , 
question about series crimes. Victims are 
being asked to estimate the number of inci­
dents in the series and assign them to 
specific calendar quarters. This modifica­
tion will pernlit additional study of series 
crimes to determine the feasibility of com­
bining them with regular crimes for pur­
poses of tabulation. 

Reliability of estimates 

The sample used for the NCS is one 
of a large number of possible samples of 
equal size that could have been used ap­
plying the same sample design and selec­
tion procedures. Estimates derived from 
different samples would differ from each 
other. 

The standard error of a survey estimate 
is a measure of the variation among the es­
timates from all possible samples and is, 
therefore, a measure of the precision with 
which the estimate from a particular sample 
approximates the average result of all pos­
sible samples. The estimate and its as­
sociated standard error may be used to con­
struct a confidence interval, that is, an 
interval having a prescribed probability that 
it would include the average result of all 
possible samples. The chances are about 68 
out of 100 that the survey estimate would 
differ from the average results of all possi­
ble samples by less than one standard 
error. Similarly, the chances are about 90 
out of 100 that the difference would be less 
than 1.6 times the standard error; about 95 
out of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 
times the standard error; and 99 out of 100 
chances that it would be less than 2.5 times 
the standard error. The 68-percent confi­
denr,e interval is the range of values given 
by the estimate minus the standard error 
and the estimate plus the standard error; the 
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a 
complete census would be within that 

range. Likewise, the 95-percent confidence 
interval is the estimate plus or minus two 
standard errors. 

in- addition to sampling error, the esti­
mates presented in this report are subject to 
nonsampling error. Major sources of such 
error are related to the ability of respond­
ents to recall victimization experiences and 
associated details that occurred during the 6 
months prior to the time of interview. Re­
search on the capacity of victims to recall 
specific kinds of crime, based on inter­
viewing persons who were victims of of­
fenses drawn from police files, indicates 
that assault is the least well recalled of the 
crimes measured by the NCS. This may 
stem in part from the observed tendency of 
victims not to report crimes committed by 
offenders known to them, especially if they 
are relatives. In addition, it is suspected 
that, among certain groups, crimes that 
contain the elements of assault are a part of 
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgot­
ten or are not considered worth mentioning 
to a survey interviewer. Taken together, 
these recall problems may result in a sub­
stantial understatement of the "true" rate 
of victimization from assault. 

Another source of nonsampling error re­
lated to the recall capacity of respondents 
entails the inability to place the criminal 
event in the correct month, even though it 
was placed in the correct reference period. 
This source of error is partially offset by 
the requirement for monthly interviewing 
and by the estimation procedure described 
earlier. An additional problem involves 
telescoping, or bringing within the appro­
priate 6-month period incidents that ce­
curred earlier-or, in a few instances, 
those that happened after the close of the 
reference period. The latter is believed to 
be relatively rare because 75 to 80 percent 
of the interviewing takes place during the 
first week of the month following the ref­
erence period. In any event, the effect of 
telescoping is minimized ~y the bounding 
procedure described above. The interviewer 
is provided with a summary of the inci­
dents reported in the preceding interview 
and, if a similar incident is reported, it can 
then be determined from discussion with 
the respondent whether the reported inci­
dent is indeed a new one. 
. Methodological research undertaken in 
preparation for the NCS indicated that sub­
stantially fewer incidents of crime are re­
ported when one household member reports 
for all persons residing in the household 
than when each household member is 
interviewed individually. Therefore, the 
self-response procedure was adopted as a 
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Appendix 11/ 

Survey methodology 
and standard errors 

general rule; allowances for proxy response 
under the contingencies discussed earlier 
are the only exceptions to this rule. 

Other sources of nonsampling error re­
sult from other types of response mistakes, 
including error in reporting incidents as 
crimes, mistaken classification of crimes, 
systematic data errors introduced by the 
interviewer, biases resulting from the rota­
tion pattern used, errors in coding and 
processing the data, and incomplete sam­
pling frames (e.g., a large number of 
mobile homes and one small class of 
housing unit constructed since 1970 are not 
included ill the sampling frame). Quality 
control and edit procedures were used to 
minimize errors made by respondents and 
interviewers. As calculated for the NeS, 
the standard errors partially measure only 
those nonsampling errors arising from these 
sources; they do flot reflect any systematic 
biases in the data. 

To derive standard errors that would be 
applicable to a wide variety of items and 
could be prepared at a moderate cost, a 
number of approximations were required. 
As a result, two parameters (identified as a 
and h in the section that follows) were de­
veloped for use in calculating standard er­
rors. The parameters provide an indication 
of the order of magnitude of the standard 
errors rather than the precise standard error 
for any specific item. 

Computation and application 
of standard errors 

Results presented in this report were 
tested to deternline whether or not statisti­
cal significance could be associated with 
observed differences between values. Dif­
ferences were tested to ascertain whether 
they were significant at 1.6 standard errors 
(90-percent confidence level) or higher. 
Most comparisons cited in this report were 
significant at a minimum level of 2.0 
standard errors (95-percent confidence 
level), meaning that the estimated differ­
ence is greater than twice the standard error 
of the difference. Differences that failed 
the 90-percent test were not considered 
statistically significant. Statements of com­
parison qualified by the phrase "some in­
dication" or "marginally different" had a 
level of significance between 1.6 and 2.0 
standard errors. 
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Formula 1. Standard en'ors for estimated 
numbers of victimizations or incidents may 
be calcul!!ted by using the following for" 
mula: 

s.c.(.I') = YuS'+h.l· 

where 
.r = estimated number of personal or 

household victimizations or incidents 
l/ :: a constant equal to - .0000 141969 
b = a constant equal to 2509 

To illustrate the use of formula I, table 
I (Appendix I) shows 1,116,000 robbery 
victimizations in 1979. This estimate and 
the approximate parameters are substituted 
in the formula as foHows: 

S.C.(.I·) '" '1(-.0000141969) (1,1 I 6,()()()) , 

+ 2509 (1,116,000) 
52,700 (roulltlcd III n~arC\l 100) 

This means that the confidence interval 
around the estimate of 1.116,000 at one 
standard error is 52,700 (plus or minus), 
and the confidence interval at the second 
standard error would be double that figllre,. 
105,400 (plus or minus). 

Formula 2. Standard errors for estimated 
victimization rates or percellttlges are cal­
culated using the following formula: 

s.c.(JI) = )!f.P(I.O-/I) 

where 
p = the percentage or rate (expressed 

in decimal form) 
y = base popUlation or totlll number 

of crimes 
Ii = a constant equal to 2509 

rJ'0 illustrate the use or formula 2. table 
4 (Appendix I) shows an estimated simple 
assault rate of 29.4 per 1.000 persons age 
12-15. Substituting the appropriate values 
into the formula yields: 

I 2509 
\.c.(p) = 14,918.300 .0294(1.0-.0294) 

'" 1/(.()()()1682 (.0285356) 

= 1/ .00()()()48 

'" .002191, which rounds 10 .0022. 

This means that the confidence interval 
around the estimate 29.4 at one standard 
error is 2.2 (plus or minus), and the confi­
dence interval at the second standard error 
would be double that figure, or 4.4 (plus or 
minus). 

, , 
.-
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Formula 3. The standard error of a dilfer­
ence betll'ee/l two rates or percentages 
having different bases is calculated using 
the forrnula: 

S C (JI _I)') '=' /Jf:!I:2-Jl,). II +/I,<J.£:!!U II 
,I. I • - V· YI t'! 

where 
pi = first percent or rate (expressed 

in decimal form) 
>' I = base from which first percent 

or rate was derived 
p2 = second percent or rate (expressed 

in decimal form) 
)'2 = base from which second percent 

or rate was derived 
b = a constant equal to 2509. 

The formula will represent the actual 
standard error quite accurately for the dif­
ference between uncorrelated estimat{)s. If, 
howcver, there is a large positive con-ela­
tion, the formula will overestimate the true 
standard error of the difference; and if 
there is a large negative correlation it will 
underestimate the true standard error of the 
difference. 

To illustrate the use of this formula, 
table 3 (Appendix I) of this report shows 
that the victimization rate for personal 
crimes of violence for males was 45.5 per 
1,000 and the rate for females was 24.5 
per 1,000. Substituting the appropriate val­
ue5 into the formula yields: 

Standard error of the difference (.0455-
.0245) 

I( .0455 (1.0-.0455») 2509 V I 85,353,000 

+ 
( .0245 (1.0-,0245») 

92,931,000 

!(. .0455 (.9545) ~ 
85,353,000 2509 

+ ( .:Q3:I5 (.9755)~ 
92.931,000 2509 

I ( .043430 \ 2509 
85,353,000 7 

( 
.02390 \ 

+ 92,931,000 7 2509 

Y (.00000128)+(.00000065) 

Y.00000193 

2509 

= .0013892, which rounds 10 .0014. -..... ,. ._-
Thus the confidence interval at one stand­
ard error is approximately 1.4 per 
thousand, plus or minus, around the differ­
ence of 21.0 (45.5-24.5), or 2.8 per 

.' 
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thousand, plus or minlls, at the two­
standard-error level. The one-standard-error 
confidence interval (68 chances out of 100) 
places the true differencI} between 19.6 and 
22.4 (21.0 plus and. minus 1.4). 

The ratio of the difference to its standard 
error is equivalent to its level of statistical 
significance. For example, a ratio of about 
2.0 (or more) denotes that the difference is 
significant at the 95 percent confidence 
level (or higher); a ratio ranging between 
1.6 and 2.0 indicates that the difference is 
significant at a confidence level between 90 
and 95 percent, and a ratio of less than 
about 1.6 defines a level of confidence 
below 90 percent. In the above example 
the ratio of the difference (21.0) to its ' 
~tandard error (1.4) equals 15.0. Therefore, 
It Was concluded that the difference in the 
violent victimization rate for males and 
females was statistically significant at a 
confidence level exceeding 95 percent. 

Table I. Personal and househOld crImes: 

Formula 4. The standard error of a differ­
ence betwe~n percentages derived from the 
same base IS calCUlated using the formula: 

s.e.(p,-p,) = /}(p, + p,_(p,_p,)') 

where the symbols are the same as those 
described for the previous fonnula, except 
that y refers to a common base. 

To illustrate the application of this for­
mula, t?b~e 76 shows that the proportion of 
those vl~tlms of household cri~es reporting 
eco~omlc losses .of $50-2~9 was 26.3 per­
cent, the proportIOn reportmg losses in the 
range.of.$250 or more was 17.7 percent. 
Substltutmg the appropriate values in the 
formula yields: 

Standard error of the difference ( 263-
.177) . 

/ 2509 
V 17,073,620 {.263 + .177 - (.263 - .177)') 

1/.0001470 (.440 - .(07396) 

1/ .0001470 (.432604) 

.0079745, which rounds 10 .0080. 

Number and percent distribUtion of series Victimizations 
(4/78-3/80) and ot victimizations not in series (1979) • 
by sector and type of crime I 

2 

The confidence interval at one standard 
error around the difference of 8.6 would be 
from 7.8 to 9.4 (8.6 minus and plus .80). 
The ratio of the difference (8.6) to its 
standard error (.80) equals 10.8, which is 
far greater than 2.0. ThUS, the difference 
between the two percentages was statisti­
cally significant. 

---------~--------~~==~------------~----
Series viclimizalions Viclimizl\l!ons "01 In series 

Sector and I ype of crime 

l'ersonal sector 
Crimes of vioi~nci 

Hape 
Robbery 

Robbery wrth Injury 
Robbery w/(houl injury 

Assaul! 
A8llrav;;tcd assaull 

NilIdnJury 
AIWmpled assault with weupon 

SIII1p,lQ assault 
Wllh Injury 
Atl~mpIl'd assaull wllhoul weapon 

Crlm~s of thef! 
Personal iarceny wllh contnct 
Itersonal In''ccny wilhoul conlncl 

HOlVJ~hold seclor 
r;urglary 

l'orCib!~ "ntry 
Unla wtul .mtry wilhoUI forc~ 
Allt'mpl('d forclblt, cnlry 

Household lal'c('ny 
!.ess Ihall $50 
$50 or more 
Amount nOI IIvdllnble 
AI tempted larceny 

Nolor vehich' thert 
Compleled Ihelt 
Allemplcd Iheft 

Number 

943,000 
555,000 

7,000 
41,000 
15,000 
26,000 

507,000 
125, OOC> 
29,000 
97,000 

3SI,OOO 
72, 000 

309,000 
388,000 

5,000 
382,000 

672,000 
237, 000 

76,000 
116,000 
46,000 

"lO,OOO 
2('1,000 
113,000 
33,000 
13,000 
15,000 
7,000 
8,000 

Percent in 
seclor Percenl in 

Number sector 

100.0 
53.9 
'0.8 
4.4 
1.6 
2.7 

53.7 
13.3 
3.1 

10.3 
40.4 
7.6 

32.8 
4J.I 
'0.6 
40.5 

100.0 
35.3 
IJ.3 
17.2 
6.8 

62.5 
38.9 
16.8 
4.9 
1.9 
2.2 

'1.1 
IJ.i 

22,541,000 
6,159,000 

In,ooo 
1,116,000 

381,000 
735,000 

4,851,000 
1,769,000 

599,000 
1,170,000 
3,082,000 

'(95, 000 
2,287,v'J'J 

16,382,000 
511,000 

15,871,000 

18,708,000 
6,685,000 
2,156,000 
3,109,000 
1,420,000 

10,630,000 
5,725,000 
3,667,000 

562,000 
676,000 

1,393,000 
920,000 
473,000 

100.0 
27.3 
0.9 
5.0 
1.7 
3.3 

21.5 
7.8 
2." 
5.2 

13.7 
3.5 

10.1 
72.7 
2.3 

70.4 

100.0 
35.7 
!l.5 
16.6 
7.6 

56.8 
30.6 
19.6 
3.0 
3.6 
7.4 
4.9 
2.5 

NOTt: Delllil may nol add 10 tOlul shown because of rou dl T 
, "Series VJcllmlzaUons," In this appendix. n ng. he incompallbllHy of time frames is discllssed under 
E:stlmllt~, bas~d on IIboUI 10 or fewer sample cases, Is stalislicaUy unreliable. 
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Appendix IV 

Technical notes 

.Information provided in this appendix is 
designed to aid in understanding the Na­
tional Crime Survey, the report's selected 
findings and, more broadly, to assist data 
users in interpreting statistics in the data 
tables. The notes address general concepts 

. as well as potential problem areas, but do 
not purport to cover all data elements or 
problems. The glossary should be consulted 
for definitions of crime categories, vari­
ables, and other terms used in the data 
tables and selected findings. 

General 

The NCS provides information on a 
number of climes that are of major interest 
to the general public. However, it does not 
and cannot measure all criminal activity, as 
a number of crimes are not amenable to 
examination through sllrvey techniques. 

Victimization survr,ys like the NCS have 
proved most successful in measuring 
crimes with specific victims who under­
stand what occurred to them and how it 
happened and who are willing to report 
what they know. More specifically, such 
surveys have been shown to be most 
applicable to rape, robbery. assault, 
burglary, personal and household larceny. 
and motor vehicle theft, crimes measured 
by the NCS. Murder and kidnaping are not 
covered, and commercial burglary and rob­
bery W(lre dropped from the program dur­
ing 1977. The so-called victimless crimes, 
such as drunkenness, drug abuse, and 
prostitution, also are excluded, as are 
crimes for which it is difficult to identify 
knowledgeable respondents or to 100~ate 
data records. Crimes of which the victim 
may not be aware also cannot be measured 
effectively. Buying stolen property may fall 
into this category, as may some instances 
of fraud and embezzlement. Attempted 
crimes of many types probably are und,~r­
recorded for this reason. Finally, events in 
which the victim has shown a willingnetls 
to participate in illegal activity also are 
excluded. Examples of the latter, which are 
unlikely to be reported to interviewers, in­
cluding gambling, varitms types of swin­
dles, con games, and biackmail. 

In any encounter involving a personal 
crime, more than one criminal act can be 
committed against an individual. A rape 
may be associated with a robbery, for 
example. In classifying the survey­
measured crimes, each criminal incident 
has been counted only once, by the most 
serious act that took place during the inci­
dent, ranked in accordance with the seri­
ousness classification system used by the 
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Federnl Bureau of Investigation. The order 
of seriousness for crimes against persons is~ 
rape, robbery, assault, and larceny. Con­
sequently, if a person were both robbed 
and assaulted, the event would be classified 
as robbery; if the victim suffered physical 
harm, the crime would be categorized as 
rohbery with injury. 

Throughout this report, victimizations 
are the basic units of measure. A victimi­
zation is a specific criminal act as it affects 
a single victim, whether a person or house­
hold. For crimes against persons, however, 
some survey results are presented on the 
basis of incidents, not victimizations. An 
incident is a specific criminal act involving 
one or more victims. For many specific 
categories of personal crime, victimizations 
outnumber incidents, 'a difference that 
stems from two contingencies: (I) some 
crimes were simultaneously committed 
against more than one person, and (2) cer­
tain personal crimes may have occurred 
during the course of a commercial offense. 
Thus, for each personal victimization re­
ported to survey interviewers, it was de­
termined whether others were victimized at 
the same time and place and whether the 
offense happened during a .:ommercial 
crime. A weighting adjustment in the esti­
mation procedure (see Appendix Ill) pro­
tected against the double counting of inci­
dents; this adjustment continued to be made 
after the suspension of the commercial vic­
timization survey during 1977. If, for 
example, two customers were beaten dur­
ing the course of a store holdup, the event 
was assumed to be a commercial robbery, 
not an incident of personal assault. With 
respect to crimes against households, there 
is no distinctior.: between victimizations and 
incidents, as each criminal act against a 
residence was assumed to have involved 8. 

single victim, the affected household. In 
fact, the terms "victimization" and "inci-

. dent" can be used interchangeably in 
analyzing data on household crimes. 

As indicated with respect to personal 
crimes, victimization data are more ap­
propriate than incidl.lnt data for the study of 
the effects, or consequences, of crime ex­
periences upon the individual victim. They 
also are bett~~ suited for assessing victim 
reactions to criminal attack and for 
examining victim perceptions of offender 
attributes. Thus, in addition to serving as a 
key element in computing victimization 
rates, victimization counts are used for de­
veloping information on victim injury and 
medical care, economic losses, time lost 
from work, victim self-protection, offender 
characteristics, and reporting to police. On 

.-
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the other hand, incident data are more 
adequate for the examination of the ci/'­
C/llI/stances surrounding the occurrence of 
personal crimes. Accordingly, data con­
cerning the time and place of occurrence of 
such offenses, as well as the use of 
weapons and numb(:r of victims and of­
fenders, are based on incidents. 

In the hypothetical case given above, 
therefore, the rate data for personal assault 
would reflect the attack on each custom:)r, 
and other victimization tables would incor­
porate details concerning the outcome of 
the crime for each person, such as any in­
juries, damage to clothing, and loss of time 
from work. 

For data on crimes against persons, the 
table titles stipulate whether victimizations 
or incidents are the relevant units of 
measure. 

Victim characteristics 

A vari\!ty of attributes of victimized per­
sons and households appear on victimiza­
tion rate tables. The rates, or measures of 
the occurrence of crime, are computed by 
dividing the number of victimizations asso­
ciated with a specific crime, or grouping of 
crimes, by the number of persons or 
households under consideration. For crimes 
against persons, the rates are based on the 
total number of individuals age 12 and 
over, or on a portion of that population 
sharing a particular characteristic or set of 
traits. Household crimes are regarded as 
being directed against the household as a 
unit rather than against the individual 
members; in calculating a rate, therefore, 
the denominator of the fraction consists of 
the number of households in question. 

As indicated previously,.victimizations 
of households, i.miiktl those of persons, 
cannot involve more than one victim during 
a specific criminal act. However, repeated 
victimizations of individuals or households 
can and do occur. As general indicators of 
the danger of having been victimized dur­
ing the reference period, the rates are not 
sufficiently refined to represent true meas­
ures of risk for specific individuals or 
households. In other words, they do not 
reflect variations in the degree of risk of 
repeated, or multiple, victimizations; and, 
because of the manner in which they arc 
calculated, the rates in effect apportion 
multiple victimizations among the popUla­
tion at large, thereby distorting somewhat 
the risk that any single person or household 
had of being victimized. 

. 
I 

Victimization cf central city" 
,suburban, and nonmetropolltan 
residents 

Coverage of this topic is based on vic­
timization rates for crimes against persons 
and households. The data relate to the 10-

. cality in which the victim lived nt the time 
of the interview, not 10 the place where 
~ac? v~climization occurred; however, vic­
timization surveys conducted during the 
l??O's under the N<?S program in central 
cities acr(lSS the Nallon demonstrated that 
the localities of residence and of occur­
rence were the same in the vas! majority of 
cases. 

A basic distinction is made among cen­
tral cit~, suburban, and nonmetropolitan 
populallons. Together, the first two popu­
latIOns represent those persons living'lo 
standard metropolitan statistical areas 
(SMSAs) or metropolitan arens. The non­
metropolitan popUlation refers 110 those re­
siding in places outside SMSAs. To further 
d!st!n~uis~ diff~re?ces in the degree of 
VIC!lmlZation Within metropolitan localities, 
reSidents of central cities and their sur­
rounding suburbt have been categorized 
according to the following four ranges of 
ce.nt~al city size: 5.0,.000-249,999; v.. to lI.z 
mtlhon; lI.z to 1 nulhon; and I million or 
more. 

Geographical areas were assioned to the . (;\ 

appropriate type-OF-locality cntcgory on the 
bas!s of t~e 1970 census, even though the 
van able since has been redefined by the 
Office of Management and BUdget. To en­
sure the comparability 01 results as the 
d:cade progresses, there are no plans to re­
~Ise the type-of-Iocality variable as applied 
In the NCS program until after the 1980 
census. 

Victim-offender relationship 
In personal crimes of violence 

One of the more significant dimensions 
of personal crime concerns the relntionship 
between victim and offender. Public aC~en­
tion about crime in the streets in large 
measure has focused on unprovoked physi­
cal ~ttacks made on citizens by unknown 
assailants .. T~e nature of the relationship 
between victim and offender is a key ele­
ment. to ~l1derstanding crime and judging 
the .nsks Involved for the various groups in 
society. Heretofore, the only available na­
tional statistics on the matter have been tor 
homicide; these have demonstrated that the 
great majority of murder victims were at 
lellSt acquainted 'with their killers if not 
related t~ them. With res,!;lCct to the per­
sonal crimes of violence that it measures, 

, .. 
the NCS makes possible an examination of 
the relationship between victim and of­
fender. There is reason to believe, how­
~ver, t.hUl viol~nce or attempted violence. 
!nvolvlng family members or close friendfi 
IS underreported in this and ""her victimi­
zatio.n surveys because some victims do not 
conSider such events ~I imes or arc reluctant 
to implicate family members or relatives 
wh? in son~e ins!ances may be present ' 
durmg the intervieW. 

Based on information hom tables 34-38 
trea!ment of the subject centers on a speciai 
sectton of the selected findings. Neverthe­
less, the relationship between victim and 
offe~der is a recurrent variable in findings 
?nd In datil tables dealing with other sub­
Jects, s~ch liS w~apons usc and rcporting to 
t~e pO.hce. COI~dlhons governing the clas­
sificallon of crunes as having involved 
"s~rang~rs" or "nonstrangers" nrc de­
SCribed 111 the glossary, listed under ea(;h of 
those categories. 

Offender characteristics In personal 
crimes of violence 

Some of the tables on this subject dis­
play datu on the offenders only and others 
cover both victims and offenders. The of­
fender characteristics examined are sex, 
age, and race, based on information fur­
nished by victims who SIIW the offenders 
and, consequently, knew the number of 
persons involved in the crime. As with 
most infornlation developed from this sur­
vey, offender attributes nrc bllsed solely on 
the victim's perceptions and ability to re­
call the crime. However, because the 
eve~ts ~nen were stressful experiences, re­
sulLig In confusion or physical harm to the 
victim, it WIIS likely that data concerning 
offender charactelistics were more SUbject 
than other survey findings to distortion 
arising from erroneous responses. Many of 
the crimes probably occurred under Some­
wha.t vague circumstances, especially those 
a~ n.lght. Furthermore, it is possible that 
~Ictlln preconceptions, or prejudices, lit 
times may have influenced the attribution 
of offender characteristics, If victims 
tended to misidentify a particular trait (or a 
set of them) more than others bias would 
have been introduced into the'findings, lind 
no method hus been developed for. deter­
mining the existence .and effect of such 
bias. 
. In the relevant datil. tables, a distinction 
IS made between "single-offender" and 
"m\l~tiple~offenderll crimes, with the latter 
claSSification applying to those committed 
by two or more persons. As applied to 

-
~Ul.tiple-offender crimes, ~he category 

mIxed IIges II refers to cases in which the 
o.ffenders in any single inl;ident were clas­
s~fi~ble under more than one age group; 
similarly, the term "mixed races" applies 
to situati?J1"< in which the offenders were 
memb~"'" fJ( more than a single racial 
group. 

Number of vfet!ms 

As not~d previously, the number of indi­
Viduals Victimized in each personal crime is 
a key element for computing rates of vic­
ti~ization Imd other data on the impact of 
crtme. ~Iowever, the data !abl.e specifically 
concenllng the number of individual vic­
tims per crime is based on incidents. 

Time of occurrence 

. For each of the measured crimes against 
persons or households, data on when the 
offenses occurred were obtained for three 
broad time intervals: the daytime hours (6 
a.m. to 6 p.m.); the first half of nighttime 
(6 p.m. te midnight); and the second half 
of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.). 

Place of occurrence 

'r'nbles on place of occurrence distinguish 
six k.inds of sites, two of which cover the 
respo'l'ldent's home nnd its immediate vi­
cinity,. For certain offenses not involving 
contac!. between victim and offender the 
clnssific,lltion of crimes is chiefly det~r­
mined 0" the basis of their place of Occur­
rence. ThMS, by definition, most household 
burglanes happen at prlncipal residences . 
with II smalt percrntage at !lecond homes' or 
at places occupied temporarily, such ns 
hotels and mqtels. Personal larceny without 
contact and hClusehold larceny are differ­
entiated from (\ne, another soiely on the 
basis of where Ithe crimes occur. Whereas 
the latter transp:lre only· in the home and its 
immediate envi.lons, the former can take 
pillce at any other location. 1'0 be classified 
as II household .Iarceny within the victim's 
own home, the \)ffenses had to be col11" 
mitted by a pers;lon (or pe.rsons) IIdmitted to 
the residehce or by someone having cus­
tomRl'y access to it, such as a delivery per­
son, servant, aCCIUllii1:tanco, or relative. 
Otherwise, the clime\vould have been 
classified as a h(Jlusehold burglary or as a 
personal robbeI')I if force or the threat of 
force were used~ 
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Physical InJury to victims 
Time 10S~' 1rom work 

Number of offenders ~n perl\onal 
crimes of violence 

One table based on inciClc;.lit data displ.ays 
information on the number of offenders in­

volved in personal crimes of .violence. In 
the sequence of survey questiOns on 
characteristics of offenders, the lead ques­
tion concerned the numM: 'If offenders. If 
the victim did not know f~itW many offend­
ers took part in the incident, no further 
questions were asked about offender . 
characteristics, and the crime was classified 
as having involved strangers. 

Ini'{)rmation was gathered concerning the 
injuries. sustained by the victims of each of 
the three personal crimes of ,,~olence .. 
However, during the preparation ",f ~IS re­
port, the requisite data were not e,"!da~le 
for calculating the proportion of rap~ VIC­
timizations in which victims were mJured. 
Therefore, information on the percent ?f 
crime" in which victims were harmed IS 
confined to personal robbery and assa~lt. 
For each of ~"ese crimes, ~e t~pe of m­
juries concerned ru:e de:s~nbe~,1n the glos-· 
sary under' 'PhYSical mJury. . 

For all crimes reported to interviewers, 
the survey determined whether persons lest 
time from work after the experience, .and, 
if so, the length of time involved. With re­
spect to crimes against persons or ho.use­
holds, the survey did not record th~" Iden­
tity of the household member ~or members) 
who lost work time, although It m~y be as­
sumed that, for personal off~nses, It was 
usually the victim who sustamed the loss. 

Reporting vlctlmizatioM to the police 

Use of weapons 
For personal crimes of violence, infor­

mation was gathered on whether or not the 
victims observed that the offenders were 
armed, and, if so, the types of we~rons . 
observed. The term "weapons use applies 

.. both to situations in which weapons were 
used to intimidate or threaten and to th?se 
in which they actually were employed 10 a 

Victims who had been injured furnished 
data on hospitalization and on medical ex" 
penses. With regard to medical ex~nses, 
the data tables are based solely o~ mfor­
mation from victims who knew. With cer­
tainty that such expenses were. Incurred ~d 
also knew, or were able to estllll:ate, their 
amount. Because the data don't 10clude 
information for victims unaware of ~~ch 
outlays and of their amount, the utlltty of 
the dat~ is somewhat restricted. Alth?ugh 
data were unavailable on the proportIOn of 
rapes attended by vi~ti~in~ury, 1Oform~­
tion relating to hospltaltzatlOn~d medical 
costs were available on that cnme;. thes; 
results are reflected in the appropnate Ciata 

The police may have learned about 
criminal victimizations directly from the 
victim or from someone else, such as 
another household member or a bystander, 
or because they appeared on the scene at 
the time of the crime. In the data tables, 
however, the means by which. P?lice. . 
learned of the crime are not dlst1Ogulshed, 
the overall proportion made known to them 

physical attack. 
In addition to firearms and knives, the 

data tables distinguish "other" weapons 
and those cf unknown types. The category 
"other" refers to such objects as clubs, 
stones, bricks, and bottles. For each per­
sonal crime of violence by an armed of­
fender, the type, or types, of weapons 
present were recorded, not the number of 
weapons. For instance, if offenders . 
wielded two firearms and a knife duu~g a 
personal robbery, the crime was claSSified 
as one in which weapons of each type were 

used. 

Victim self-protection 
With reference to personal c~mes of 

violence, information was obtained. on 
whether or not victims tried to aVOId or 
thwart attack, and, if so, the measu~es they 
took. The following reactions, ~angmg. 
from nonviolent te) forceful, were co~sld­
ered seif-protective measures: .eason1Og 
with the offender: fleeing from the of- . 
fender' screaming or yelling for help; hit­
ting, kicking, or scratching the offender: 
and using or brandishing a weapon. Th~ 
pertinent tnbles distribute ~l measur~s, I~ 
any, employed by victims tn each c?me, 
no determination was made of the smgle 
most important measure. 
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was of primary concern. . 
Interviewers recorded all reasons Cited 

tables. 

EconomiC losses 
With respect to economic losses incurred 

by persons or households, Ithe da~a ta~les 
distinguish between crimes resultmg m 
"theft and/or property damage" and "~eft 
loss" only. Table titles specify the applica­
ble category of loss. The tenn "theft loss" 
refers to stolen cash. property, or both, 
whereas "damage" pertains to property 
only. Items categorized as having "no 
mone~ary value" could include losses of 
trivial, truly valueless o~jects, o~ of those 
having considerable sentimental Impor-

" d" tance. References to losses recover~ . 
apply to compensation received by vl.ctlms 
for theft ~Qs1>es, as well as to restoratt~n of 
stolen property or cash, althoug~ no diS­
tinction is made as to the manner of re~ov­
ery. For assault, information on eonorruc 
losses relates solely to property damage, 
becallse assaults atten(,led by theft are clas­
sified as robbery. Tliere wa~ n~ attempt to 
measure attempted pocket plckmg: by defi­
nition, therefore, all pocket pickings had 
the outcome of theft loss, and there may 
have been some cases with property dam-

age. 

by respondents for not repo~ing c~m~s t? 
the police. Data tables on thiS. tOpIC dlstfl­
bute all reasons for not reportmg,. and no 
detenn~nation was made of t~e pnm~ 
reason, if any, for not reportmg the crime. 
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Glossary 

Age-The appropriate age category is de­
termined by each respondent's age as of the . 
last day of the month preceding the i,nterview. 

Aggravated assault-Attack "ith a 
weapon, irrespective of whether or not there 
was injury, and attack without a weapon re- , 
suiting either in serious injury (e.g., broken 
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of 
consciousness) or in undetennined injury re­
quiring 2 or more days of hospitalization. 
Also includes attempted assault with a 
weapon. 

Annual family income-Includes the in­
come of the household head and all other 
related persons residing in the same nouse­
hold unit. Covers the 12 months preceding the 
interview and includes wages, salaries, net 
income from business or farm, pensions, 
interest, dividends, rent, and any other forin 
of monetary income. The income of persons 
unrelated to the head of household is 
excluded. 

Assault- An u111awful physical attack, 
whethe, aggravated c,f simple, upon a person . 
Includes attempted assaults with or without a 
weapon. Excludes rape and attempted rape, 
as well as attacks involving theft or attempted 
theft, which are classified 2,$ robbery. Sever­
ity of crimes in this gener,al category range . 
from minor threats to incidents thut bring the 
victim near death. 

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

Burglary-Unlawful or forcible entry of a 
residence, usually, but 110t necessarily, at­
tended by theft. Includes attempted forcible 
entry. The entry may be by force, such as 
piCking a lock, breaking a window, or slash­
ing a screen, or it may be through an unlocked 
door or an open window. As long as the per­
son entering had no legal right to be present in 
the structure, a burglary has occurred. Fur­
thermore, the structure need not ~the house 
itself for a hO\ISehold burglary to take place. 
Illegal entry of a garage, shed, or any other 
structure on the premises also constitutes 
household burglary. In fa~t"bl1rglary dOj!s not 
necessarily h~ve t9 ()~c9r.on t~~ pfemis.es: If 
the bre~ing an~e~teriJ)g oCcurred in a hotel 
or in ,a vacation residen.!:!?, it W(luld still be 
classified aa a burgllU)' fpr th!? household 
whose member or mem~ers were staying 
there at the time. 

Central citY:-The' la,rgest city .(Dr"t.win 
cities' ') of a standard metropolitan statisticlll 
area (SMSA), defined beiow. 

Ethnicity-A distinction between His­
panic and non-Hispanic respondents, regard­
less of race. 

:;.' :r:.",... ---------
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Forcible entry-A form of burglary in cludes those whose only marriage has been 
which force is used to gain entry (e.g., by annulled and those living together (excluding 
breaking a window or slashing a screen). common-law unions). 

Head of household-For classification Metropolitan area-See "Standard met-
pUrpoSeS, only one individual per household ropolitan statistical area (SMSA)." 
can be the hcad person. In husband-wife Motor vehicle-Includes automobiles, 
households, tbe husband arbitrarily is con- trucks, motorcycles, and any other motorized 
sidered to be the head. In other households, vehicles legally allowed on public roads and 
the head person is the individual so regarded highways. 
by its members: generally, that person is the Motor veMcle tbeft-Stealing or unau-
chief ureadV:~',ller. thorized taking of a motor vehicle, including 

Hispanic-Personswhoreportthemilelves attempts at such acts. 
as Mexican-Am~ricall, Chicanos, Mexicans, Nonmetropolitan area-A locality not 
Mexicanos, Puerto Ricans, Cubans, Central situated within an SMSA. The category cov­
or South Americans, or other Spanish culture ers a variety of localities, ranging from 
or origin, regardless of race. sparsely inhabited rural areas to cities of 

Household-Consists of the occupants of... fewer thal1 50,000 population. 
separate living quarters meeting either of the Non-Hispanic-Persons who report their 
following criteria: (1) Persons, whether culture or origin as other than "Hispanic," 
present or temporarily ahsent, whose usual defined above. The distinction is made re-
place of residence is the hO)Jslng unit ill ques- gardless of race. 
tion, or (2) Persons staying;n the housing unit Nonstranger-With respect to crimes en-. 
who have no usual place of residence tailing direct contact between victim and of-
elsewhere. fender, victimizations (or incidents) are c!M;-

Household crimes-Burglary or larceny 'sified as having involved nonstrangers if vic­
of a residence, or motor vehicle theft, crimes tim and offender either are related, well 
that do not involve personal ~onfrontation. known to, or casually acquainted with one 
Includes both completed and attempted acts.·' another. In crimes involving a mix of stranger 

HOlJsehold larceny-Theft or att<lmpted .: and ~onstranger offenders, the eve?t~ ~ 
theft of pr0l"~rty or cash from a residence or, clasSified under nonstranger. The dIS.tInctl?n 
its immediate vicinity. For a household lar-: between stranger and nonstral1ge~ cnmes IS 
ceny to occur within the home itself, the thief' not made for ~rson~llm:ce~y Without con­
must be someone with a right to be there, suchi . tact, an offense In which victims rarely see the 
as a maid, a delivery person, or a guest. offender. . 
Forcible entry, attempted forcible entry, or OfT ender-~e pe~~~tor o~ a cnm~: the 
unlawful entry are not involved. te~ ~enerally IS apphed III ~el~tIon to cnmes 

Incident-A specific criminal act involv- entallmg contact between Victim and of-
ing one or more victims and offenders. In fender. 
situations where a personal crime occurred Offense-A crime: with respect to per-
during the course of a commercial crime, it is sonal crimes, the two terms can be used inter-
assumed that the incident was primarily di- changeably irrespective of whether the 
rected against the business, and, therefore, it applicable unit of measure is a victimization 
is not counted as al1 incident of personal or an incident. 
crime. However, details of the outcomeofthe Outside central cities-See "Suburban 
event as they relate to the victimized indi- area. " 
vidual ru;e reflectecl in dij,ta on personal vic- Per$Qnal crimes-Rllpe, robbery of per-
timizatiqns. . sons, assault, personal larceny with contact, 

Larceny.,-Theft or attemp.ted theft of or personallarcen~ without contact. Includes 
prop:rty or cash wi~out force., A .bl},sjc di~-' . \lQth compl~ted IU!-d attempted acts. 
tinction is made between personal larceny arid PerSonal crimes of theft-Theft or at-
household larceny. tempted theft of property or cash by stealth, 

Marital stfJus-Each household member either with contact (but without force or threat 
is assigned to one of the following categories: of force) or without direct contact between 
(1) Married, which includes persons in . ,viotim and pffcnder. Equivalent to personal 
cOp1mon-law' unions .alld those. parted tem- larceny. -
porarily for reasons other than marital discord Personal crimes of violence-Rape, rob-
(employment, military service, etc.); (2) bery of persons, or assault. Includes both 
Separated and divorced. Separated includes completed and attempted acts. Always in-
married personS who have a legal separation volves contact between the victim and of­
or have parted because of marital discord: (3) fender. 
Widowed: and (4) Never married, which in-, 
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Glossary 

Personal larceny-Equivalent to personal 
crimes oftheft. A distinction is made between 
perSonal larceny with contact and personal 
larceny without contact. 

Personal larceny with contact-Theft u. 
purse, wallet, or cash by stealth directly from 
the person of the victim, but without force or 
the threat of force. Also includes attempted 
purse snatching. 

Personal larceny without cootact-Theft 
or attempted theft, without direct contact 
between victim and offender, of property or 
cash from any place other than tht'< victim's 
home or its immediate vicinity. The property 
need not be strictly personal in nature; the act 
is distinguished from household larceny 
solely by place of occurrence. Examples of 
personal larceny without contact include the 
theft of a briefcase or umbrella from a 
restaurant, a portable radio from the beach, 
clothing from an automobile parked in a 
shopping center, a bicycle from a school­
ground, food from a shopping cart in front of a 
supermarket, etc. In rare cases, the victim 
sees the offender during the commission of 
the act. , ___ " .'_ _ _ . 

Physical inju.ry-The term is applicable to 
each of the three persond crimes of violence, 
although data on the proportion of rapes re­
sulting in victim injury were not available 
during the preparation of this report. For per­
sonal robbery and attempted robbery with in­
jury, a distinction is made between injuries 
from "serious II and "minor" assault. Exam­
ples of injuries from serious assault include 
broken bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, 
and loss of consciousness, or undetermined 
injuries requiring 2 or more day£ of hospitali­
zation; injuries from minor assault include 
bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches, and 
swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring 
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For as­
saults resulting in victim injury, the degree of 
hanr governs classification of the event. The 
same elements of injury applicable to robbery 
with injury from serious assault also pertain to 
aggravated assault with injury; similarly, the 
same types of injuries applicable to robbery 
with injury from minor assault are relevant to 
simple assault with injury. 

Race-Determined by the interviewer 
upon observation, and asked only about per­
sons not related to the head of household who 
were not present at the time of interview. The 
racial categories distinguished are white, 
black, and other. The category "other" con­
sists mainly of American Indians and persons 
of Asian ancestry. 
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Rape-Carnal knowledge through the use 
of force or the threat of force, including at­
'Jmpts. Statutory rape (without force) is 
excluded. Includes both heterosexual and 
homosexual rape. 

Rate or victimization-See "Victimiza­
tion rate." 
Robbery-Comph~ted or attempted theft, 

directly from a person, of property or cash by 
force or threat of force, with or without a 
weapon. 

Robbery with injury-Completed or at­
tempted theft from a person, accompanied by 
an attack, either with or without a weapon, 
resulting in injury. An injury is classified as 
resulting from a serious assault, iaespective 
of the extent ofinjury, if a well-pon wa!; used in 
the commission of the crime or, ifnot, when 
the extent of the injury was either serious 
(e.g., broken bones, loss of teeth, internal 
injuries, loss of consciousness) or undeter­
mined but requiring 2 or more days of hos­
pitalization. An injury is classified as result­
ing from a miMr assault when the extent of 
the injury was minor (e.g., bruises, black 
eyes, cuts, scratches, swelling) or undeter­
mined but requiring less than 2 days of hos­
pitalization. 

Robbery without injury-Theft or at­
tempted theft from a person, accompanied by 
force or the threat of force, either with or 
without a weapon, but not resulting in injury. 

Simple assault-Attack without a weapon 
resulting either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, 
black eyes, cuts, scratches, swelling) or in 
undetermined injury requiring less than 2 
days of hospitalization. Also includes at­

·tempted assault without a weapon. 
Standard metropolitan statistical arca 

(SMSA)-Except in the New England States, 
a standard metropolitan statistical area is a 
county or group of contiguous counties that 
contains at least one city of 50,000 inhabitants 
or more, or "twin c 'ties" with a cl1mbined 
population of at least 50,000. In addition to 
the county j or counties, containing such a city 
or cities, contiguous counties are includee! in 
an SMSA if, according to certain criteria, 
they are socially and economically integrated 
with the central city. In the New England 
States, SMSAs consist of towns and cities 
il~stead of counties. Each SMSA must include 
at least one central city, and the complete title 
of an SMSA identifies the central city or 
cities. 

--------------------------------------.--~ 

Strallg~r-With respect to crimes entail­
ing direct contact bl~tween victim and of­
fender, victimizations (or incidents) are clas­
sified as involving strangers if the victim so 
stated, or did not see or recognize the of­
fender, orknew the offender only by sight. In 
crimes involving a mix of stranger and 
nonstranger offenders, the events are clas­
sified under nonstranger. The distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is 
not made for personal larceny without con­
tact, an offense in which victims rarely see the 
offender. 

Suburban a:·)a-The county, or counties, 
containing a central city, plus any contiguous 
counties that are linked socially and economi­
cally to the central city. On data tables, sub­
urban areas are categorized as those portions 
of metropolitan areas situated' 'outside cen­
tral cities. " 

Tenure-Two forms of household ten­
ancy are distinguished: (I) owned, which in­
cludes dwellings being bought through 
mortgage, and (2) rented, which also includes 
rent-free quarters belonging to a party other 
than the oCGl-pant and situations where rental 
payments are in kind or in services. 

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

Victim-The recipient of a criminal act; 
usually used in relation to personal crimes, 
but also applicable to households. 

Victimization-A specific criminal act as 
it affects a single victim, whether a person or 
household. In criminal acts against persons, 
the number of victimizations is determined by 
the number of victims of such acts; ordinarily. 
the number of victimizations is somewhat . 
higher than the number of incidents because 
more than one individual is victimized during 
certain incidents, as well as because personal 
victimizations that occurred in conjunction 
with commercial crimes are not counted as 
incidents of personal crime. Each criminal act 
against a household is assumed to invol'"'a 
single victim, the affected household. 

Victimization rate-For crimes against 
persons, the victimization rate, a measure of 
occurrence among population groups at risk, 
is computed on the basis of the number of 
victimizations per 1,000 resident popUlation 
age 12 and over. For crimes against house­
holds, victimization rates are calculated on 
the basis ofthe number of incidents per 1,000 
households. 

Victimize-To perpetrate a crime against a 
person or household. . , ' 
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