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Preface 

This report presents information 
on criminal victimizatfon in the 
United States during 1981. It is the 
ninth in a series of annual reports 
prepared under the National Crime 
Survey (NCS) program. The study is 
based on findings from a continuous 
survey of a representative sample of 
housing units across the United 
States, containing about 126,000 
individuals. 

As presently constituted, the 
NCS focuses on certain criminal 
offenses, whether completed or 
attempted, that are of major con­
cern to the general public and la w 
enforcement authorities. These are 
the personal crimes of rape, robbery, 
assault, and larceny, and the house­
hold crimes of burglEp'y, larceny, and 
motor vehicle theft. In this report, 
as in others in the series, the crimes 
are examined from the perspective 
of their frequency, the characteris­
tics of the victims and offenders, the 
circumstances surrounding the 
offenses and their impact, and the 
pattern of police reporting. 

The format of this report paral­
lels that of the 19811 edition, and one 
datil table (number 19) has been 
added. Selected general findirigs for 
1981 are combined with technical 
information designed to aid in the 
interpretation of data contained in 
the 106 tables that follow in Appen­
dix I. Despite the content similarity 
of the 1980 and 1981 reports,!lli!!:: 
tion is drawn to a discussion in the 
introduction concerning this report's 
comparability with previous ones in 
the series. 'h 

Appendix n contains f~lcsimiles of 
the survey questionnai!~, and Appen-

lDefinitions of the measured crimes do not 
,," necessarily conform to any Federal or State 

statutes, which vary considerably. The NCS 
ofCens!) d~finitions (listed in the glossary at 
the end of this report) are generally compat~ 
ible IV lth conventional usage and with the 
definitions used by th.e Federal Bureau·of 
Investigation In its annual pUblication Crime in 
the United States, Uniform Crime Reports. 

dix m has instructions concerning 
the computation and application of 
standard errors. The latter appendix 
a1£o includes technical information 
concerning sample design, data 
collection, estimation procedures, 
and sources of nonsampling error. 
Besides listing crime category and 
subcategory definitions, the glossary 
(last section of the report) has the 
meanings of variables and other 
terms used in NCS. 

An statistical data in this report 
are estimates subject to errors 
arising from the use of information 
obtained from a sample survey 
rather than a complete census and to 
errors that occur in the collection 
and processing of data. 

With respect to sampling errors, 
estimates of variability can be 
determined and used in analyzing 
survey data. In the summary find­
ings for 1981, comparisons passed.a 
"hypothesis test at the 0.10 level of 
statistical significance (i.e., the 90-
percent "confidence level"), or 
better. In fact, most comparisons 
passed the test at the 0.05 level (or 
the 95-percent confidence level). 
Thus, for most comparisons cited, 
the estimated difference between 
values being examined was greater 
than twice the standard error of the 
difference. Statements of 9ompari­
son qualified by the expression ''some 
indication" denote that the estimat­
ed difference between values being 
examined was within the range of 1.6 
and 2.0 standard errors-statistically 
significant at the 0.10 level but not 
at the 0.05 level (or a confidence 
levelQf between 90 and 95 percent). 

Since its inception in 1972, the 
National Crime Survey has been 
conduct1:ld for the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics (formerly the National 
Criminal Justice Information and 
Statistics Service of the Law En­
forcement Assistance Administra-

. tion) by the U.S. Bureau of the 
Census. 
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Introduction 

The National Crime Survey (NCS) 
provides information on a number of 
crimes that are of major interest to 
the general public and the criminal 
justice community. The program 
does not and cannot measure all 
criminal activity, as many crimes 
are not amenable to examination 
through general population surveys. 

NCS-measured crimes 

Victimization sunreys like the 
NCS have prove'(j most successful ii1 
measuring crimes with specific vic­
tims who understand what occurred 
to them and how it happened and 
who are willing to report what they 
know. More specifically, such sur­
veys 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. 

The NCS includes offenses 
reported to the police as well as 
those not reported. Details about 
the crimes come directly from the 
victims, and no attempt is made to 
validate the information against 
police records or any other source. 

Crimes not measured 

Murder and kidnaping are not 
covered$ and commercial burglary 
and robbery were dropped from the 
program during 1977, largely for 
economy reasons. The so-called 
victimless crimes, such as drunken­
ness, drug abuse, and prostitution, 
also are excluded, as are crimes tor 
which it is difficult to identify 
knowledgeable respondents or to 
locate data records. 

Crimes of which the victim may 
not be aware also cannot be meas­
ured t!lffectively. Buying stolen pro­
perty may fall into this category, as 
may some instances of fraud and 
embezzlement. Attempted crimes 
of many types probably are under­
recorded for this reason. 

Finally, events in which the 
victim has shown a willingness to 
participate in illegal activity also 
are excluded. Examples of these, 
which are unlikely to be reported to 
interviewers, include gambling, 

various types of swindles, con games, 
and blackma.il. 

Classifying the crimes 

In any encounter involving a 
personal crime, more than one 
criminal act can be committed 
against an individual. A rape may be 
associa.ted with a robbery, for ex­
ample. Or, a household offense, such 
as a burglary, can escaltte into 
something more serious in the event 
of a personal confrontation. 

In classifying the survey-meas­
ured crimes, each criminal incident 
has been counted only once, by the 
most serious act that took place 
during the incident, ranked in 
accordance with the seriousness 
classification system used by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. The 
order of seriousness for crimes 
against persons is: rape, robbery, 
assault, and larceny. Consequently, 
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 robbery with 
injury. Personal crimes take pre­
cedence over household offenses; 
among the latter, burglary is the 
most serious and motor vehicle 
theft, the least serious. 

Victimizations vs. incidents 

Cert~in negative events, such as 
an automobile accident, can cause 
human suffering (or even death) to 
more than one person simultaneous­
ly. So it is with some crimes. It is 
pOSSible, for example, that two or 
more individuals are victimized 
together during a single personal 
roooery. In other woras, a single 
robbery .1Jlcident can result in the 
victimization of more than one 
individual. As used in this report, 
the statistical difference between 
the two concepts applies to crimes in 
the personal sector, but not to those 
in the household sector. This is 
because each criminal act against a 
household is assumed to involve only 
one victim-the affected household 
as a unit. 

A victimization. basic measure of 
the occurrence of crime, is B. speci­
fic criminal act as it affects a single 
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victim. The number of victimiza­
tions is determil;ted by the number of 
victims of such acts. Victimization 
counts serve as key elements in 
computing rates of victimization, as 
described in the ''Victim characteris­
tics" section of this report. Victim­
izations also are used in developing a 
variety of info .. mation on crime 
characteristics and on the effects of 
crime upon victims: victim injury 
and medical care, economic losses, 
time lost from work, victim self­
protection, and reporting to police. 
For violent personal crimes, offender 
characteristics also are measured by 
victimizations. 

An incident is a specific criminal 
act involving one or more victims. 
For reasons partly revealed by the 
analogy above and discussed fully in 
the "Crime characteristics" section, 
the number of incidents of personal 
crime is lower than that of victim­
izations. Incident figures are useO' in 
describing the settings and circum­
s~ances in which crimes occurred, 
including the time and place of 
occurrence, number of victims and 
offenders, and use of weapons. For 
crimes against households, victim­
izations and incidents are synony­
mous. 

Comparability with pre-1981 data 

As indicated in the preface, this 
report is similar in content to that 
for 1980. Because results of the 
latest census were used in generating 
the estimates for 1981, however, the 
numbers (or levels) of victimizations 
and incidents appearing in the two 
reports are not directly compar­
able. Estimates appearing in the 
1980 and previous annual reports 
made use of population controls 
derived from the 1970 census. As 
explained and illustrated in the 
initial release of 1981 NCS data, the 
vi~timization rates, key measures of 
the occurrence of crime, and all 

percentages appearing in this report 
generally were unaffected by the 
ch~e in the estimation proce­
dure. Thus, the vast majority of 
figures found in this report are 
compatible with data in previous 
NCS reports. 

Series victimizations 

Three or more similar but sepa­
rate criminal events, which the 
respondent is unable separately to 
describe in detail to an NCS inter­
viewer, are known as series victim­
izations. Prior to 1979, series 
victimizations were recorded by the 
season (or seasons) of occurrence and 
tabulated by the quarter of the year 
in which the data were .collected. 
For those Ilnd other reasons, it was 
not possible to tabulate series and 
regular (i.e., nonseries) crimes 
jointly. 

The question about series crimes 
was one of several items changed in 
the NCS questiorui~ire, beginning in 
January 1979. This enabled the 
matching of reference periods and 
assessment of the effects of combin­
ing series crimes with regular 
crimes. Such an examination was a 
special featu~ of the initial release 
of 1980 data. 

Although the combining of series 
and regular crimes has bee~ facili­
tated, the issue of how best to 
accomplish this is being addressed by 
the NCS Redesign Consortium. 
Pending a resolution of the problem, 
summary data on series crimes will 
be presented separately in the NCS 
annual reports. A table displaying 
the relationships between series and 
regular crimes for 1981 clln be found 
in Appendix lli. 

2See Criminal Victimization in the U.s.: 
1980-81 Changes Based on New Estimates. 
BJS Technical Report NCJ-87577, March 1983. 

3See Criminal Victimization in the U.S.: 
1979-80 Changes, 1973-80 Trends. BJS 
Technical Report NCJ-80838, July 1982 
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Summary findings 

The. National Crime Survey (NCS) 
de.te.rmme.d that an estimated 41.5 
million crIminal victimizations 
including both completed and at­
tempted offenses, were incurred by 
!ndividUtls across the United States 
m 1981. Rape, personal robbery 
and assault-the most serious of the 
!Deasured crimes because they 
mvolved confrontation between 
victim and offender and the threat 
or act of violence-made up 16 
percent of the victimizations. 

Thefts of personal and household 
property, or larcenies, are the least 
serious and most common NCS­
measure(! crimes. Combined, they 
made up 63 percent of all crimes in 
~981. The remaining 21 percent 
mc!uded motor vehicle thefts and 
reSIdential burglaries. . 

The relative occurrence of NCS 
crimes is gauged by the victimiza­
tion rate. Reflecting differences in 
their frequency, violent crimes 
generally had lower rates than 
property crimes during 1981. The 
rate for all three violent crimes 
combined was 35 per 1,000 popula­
tion age 12 and over. By contrast 
~e overall rate for personallarce~ 
mes was 85 per 1,000. 

For the NCS household crimes 
victimization rates are calculated on 
~e basis of households, not popula­
tIon. Household larceny was the 
most fr~uent of the residential 
~rimes, occurring at a l'ate of 121 
maidents per 1,000 households. It 
was follOWed by burglary (8B per 
1,000) and motor vehicle theft (17 
.per 1,000). Tabla 2 displays the 
victimization rates for all personal 
and hOJuS('lhold crimes measured by 
the NCS, as well as for detailed 
subca tegories. 

4 
A ~et!llle~ breakdown of the overa!llevel of 

vIctimization Is found in table 1 Appendix r 
For reasons giVen in the introdl!~tion (see • 
"ComparlLtjility with pre-198! data") the levels 
appearing in that and other tables in this 
report are not directly com..')arable with those 
In the corresponding tables of annual NCS 
reports for the period from 1973 to 1980 
Relative figures-namely rates of vit'timiza­
tlo~ and percentages of Victimizations or 
inCidentS-Were affected little, if at all, by 
the change In estimation. Also see Criminal 
Victimization in the U.S.: 1980-81 CiiiiiigiiS 
Based on New Estimates. BJS Technical 
Report NCJ-87577, March 1983. 

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 3 

I~ 



Victim characteristics 

A variety of attributes of victim­
ized persons and households appears 
on the victimization rate tables that 
accompany this section. The rates, 
basic measures of the occurrence of 
crime, are computed by dividing the 
number of victimizations associated 
wi~h e. specific crime, or grouping of 
crlmes, by the number of persons or 
households under consideration. For 
crimes against persons, the rates are 
based on the total number of individ­
uals age 12 and over, or on a portion 
of that population sharing a particu­
lar characteristic or set of traits. 
Household crimes are regarded as 
being directed against the household 
as a unit rather than against the 
individual members; iri calculating a 
rate, therefore, the denominator of 
the fraction consist'l of the number 
of households in question. 

Victimizations of households, 
unlike those of persons, caMot 
involve more than one victim during 
a specific criminal act. However, 
repeated victimizations of individu­
als or households can and do occur. 
As general indicators of the danger 
of having been victimized during 
1981, the rates are not sufficiently 
refined to represent true measures 
of risk for speaific individuals or 
households. In other words, they do 
not reflect variations in the degree 
of risk of repeated, or multiple, 
vicUmizationj and, because of the 
manner in which they are calculated, 
the rates Lrt effect apportion multi­
ple victimizations among the popula­
tion at large, thereby distorting 
somewhat the probability that any 
single person or household actually 
was victimized. 

Over the years, the Nes has 
demonstrated that crime o(:curs to a 
greater extent within certain popula­
tion groups. Some of the more 
striking differences between rates at 
which selected subpopul-lltions were 
victimized by violent cl'ime in 1981 
are shown in figure 1. 
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Selected characteristics of victims 
of violent crime, 1981 

, 
- Overall victimization 
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Victimization rates: 
Perl?onal crimes of violence and theft, 
by age and sex, 1981 

• Ma!e o Female 

Crime~ I of violence Crimes of theft 

All ages 12+ 

~I"" i 
65 a over 

25-64 years 

i 1, .I 
12-24 years 

I I; I: I : , I I "I" I,,! "I; ;I~/ I "I 
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Rate per 1,000 population In each group 

Figure 2 

Sex, age, race, and ethnicity 
(Tables 3 -1 0 and 22 - 25) 

In 1981, as in the preceding 8 
years for which NeS results are 
available, violent crime rates were 
much higher for males than for 
females. Men were robbed or as­
saulted about twice as often as 
women, and they also had a some­
what higher victimization rate for 
crimes of theft-the result of a high 
ratp. of personal larceny without 
contact. Rape, the 1."8rest of the 
NeS-measured violent offenses, 
affected an average of 2 women per 
1,000. 

For crimes of violence or theft as 
a whole, persons age 12-24 had the 
highest victimization rates, and the 
elderly (age 65 and over), the low­
est. After age 24, both violent and 
theft crime rates decreased with 
each older age categot'y. This pat­
tern was also evident for each of the 
rates among males and females cate­
gorized separately by age (figure 
2). Males age 12-24 and females age 
12-34 were more vulnerable than 
older members of their respective 
groups to robbery or assault. 

Blacks experienced violent crim!l 
at an overall rate higher than those 

for whites or members of other 
minority races (Asians, Pacific 
Islanders, Native Americans, etc., 
considered collectively), but the 
rates for the latter group and for 
whites did not differ significantly. 
Much of the difference in vulnerabil­
ity for whites and blacks was the 
result of a considerably higher rob­
bery rate among blacks. There were 
no significant differences among the 
overall personal theft rates (or 
among the noncontact larceny rates 
as well) for the three racial groups 
examined. However, blacks were 
more vulnerable than whites to per­
sonallarceny with contact. Joint 
consideration of race and sex indi­
cated black males sustained violent 
crime at the highest rate and white 
females at the lowest. The apparent 
differences between the violent 
crime nnd personal theft rates for 
Hispanics and non-Hispanics were 
not statistically significant. 

With respect to the residential 
crimes, the rates for each of the 
three ,offense.s appeared to decrease 
as the age of the household head 
increased, but a few of the observed 
changes were not statistically signi­
ficant. Households headed by young 
persons (age 12-19) clearly had the 
highest rate for burglary, and those 
headed by persons age 12-34 had the 
highest household larceny rate. 
Households headed by senior citizens 
had the lowest rates for each of 
those offenses, as well as for motor 
vehicle theft. Motor vehicle theft 
rates based on the number of vehi­
cles owned were considerably higher 
in households headed by individuals 
under age 50 than in those headed by 
older persons. 

Households headed by blacks 
were generally more vulnerable than 
those ~eaded by whites or other 
minority races to the residential 
crimes. For each of the three of­
fenses, the rates among whites did 
not differ significantly from those 
for the "other" group (figure 3). 
Compared with their non-Hispanic 
counterparts, Hispanic households 
sustained relatively more residential 
burglaries, larcenies, or motor 
vehicle thefts. 

~--.----

Victimization rates: 
Household crimes, 
by race of head of household, 
1981 

• While 
• Black 
D Other 

I I I I 
Burglary w. 
I·, : 
Household larceny 

.> 

Motor vehicle theft • l!£] 
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l 

I I I I I I I I 
o 100 200 
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Motor vehicle theft • ~ 
[] 
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o 100 200 
Rate per 1,000 motor 
vehicles owned 

Figure 3 

Marital status 
(Tables 11 -12) 

Nes victimization rates for 
personal crimes distinguish among 
four categories of marital status, as 
defined in the glossary. It should be 
pointed out that general relation­
ships exist between age and marital 
status, so that differences in the 
relative incidence of crime may be 
attributable in large measure to 
variations in the age composition of 
the populations within each group. 
As indicated previously, young 
people had comparatively high 
vir.timization rates and older persons 
ha(\ relatively low rates. That no 

a 
\ 
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Victim characteristics 

Victimization rates: 
Personal crimes 
of violence and theft, 
by marital status, 1981 

• Crimes of violence 
D Crimes of theft 

I I I I I I I I I I I 
Widowed • ( "'1 ' -. 

Divorced and separated • (0; -> - ,. 
<j 

Married • I "~ 
Never married 

C . 
-... \ 

" 

L I I I I I I I I I I 
0 100 :'>00 
Rate per 1,000 population 
age 12 and over 

Figure 4 

doubt contributed, for example, to 
the prevalence of relatively high 
rates for violent or personal theft 
erimes among persons never married 
and of low rates for widows and 
widowers. 

For the second consecutive year, 
the overall rate for violent offenses 
among divorced and separated per­
sons did not differ significantly from 
that for persons never married-. And, 
for the first time since 1973, there 
was some indication that the latter 
group had a higher rate for personal 
crimes of theft. For the violent and 
theft crimes alike, the rates for 
married persons ranked third and 
those for widowed persons, fourth 
(figure 4). However, these general 
relationships were altered somewhat 
when gender was examined in con­
junction with marital status. 

Victimization rate: 
Personal crimes of violence, 
by living arrangements, 
1981 
~--.----------------------.--

Households headed by: 
• Males living. , . 
EJ Females living ... 

I I 
... alone 

c::::::J 
· .. with others -I • ~.,,: I 
· .. with a spouse* • · .. with own child under 18 

Dr"" 
· . , with own child 18+ 

, .. with some other relative 
f 
,. 1 
· , . with a nonrelative 

I "1 
I I I I 
o 100 200 
Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over 
• Applies to male-headed households only 

Figure 5 

Household composition 
(Table 13) 

In addition to developing demo­
graphic information about victims of 
crime, the NCS gathers certain data 
that contribute to understanding the 
social milieu of victims. A basic 
variable in this area relates to the 
internal relationships of the mem­
bers of each household. As used in 
table 13, the variable distinguishes 
between households headed by mal.es 
and females. In multi-member 
households, distinctions are made 
along kinship lines. 

Examination of the relationship 
between crime rates anct living 
arrangements disclosed that in 
households headed by men, persons 
unrelated to the household head had 
the highest overall rate for violent 
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crimes and for personal larcenies. 
Men living nlone had the second­
highest violent crime rate; wives of 
male heads of households had the 
lowest (figure 5). In households 
headed by women, nonrelatives also 
incurred both violent crime and 
personal larceny at relatively-high 
rates; there was some indication, 
however, that children under age 18 
within these households had the 
highest violent crime rate, while 
women living alone clearly had the 
lowest. 

Annual family income 
(Tables 14-15 and 26-29) 

Yearly incomes for 1981 were 
ascertained for 89 percent of all 
NCS households, enabling the calcu­
lation of victimization rlltes for this 
group. The rates were calculated for 
all personal and household crimes on 
the basis of six income ranges. As 
described in the glossary, all mone­
tary proceeds were considered in 
determining the amount of annual 
income. 

In 1981, as in prior years, mem­
bers of families in the lowest income 
category (less than $3,000 per year) 
had the highest overall rate for 
crimes of violence, but their rate for 
personal crimes of theft did not 
differ significantly from that for 
members of the wealthiest fami­
lies. These relationships were 
altered somewhat when considering 
race. Among white families, those 
in the lowest income group clearly 
had the highest violent crime rate, 
and those with incomes of $15,000 or 
more had comparatively low rates. 
Among black families, those below 
the $15,000 level had a higher rate 
than those with greater income 
(figure 6). With respect to personal 
crimes of theft, no pattern was evi­
dent in the rates for blacks. Among 
whites, personal theft ratlSs for the 
highest and lowest income groups did 
not differ significantly, and each of 
them was higher than the rates for 
the foul;' intervening brackets. < 

Turning to household crimes, the 
larceny rates generally were not 
significantly different across income 
categories, but the poorest house-
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Victimization rates: Personal crimes pf violence and theft. 
by race and annual family income, 1981 
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Victimization rates: Household crimes, 
by annual family income, 1981 
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Figure 7 

holds (less than $3,000 annually) had 
the highest burglary rate (figur.e 7). 
Households with incomes under 

$10,000 were relatively less likely 
than those with greater income to 
incur motor vehicle theft. 

Educational attainment 
(Table 16) 

Victimization rates for personal 
crimes were calculated on the basis 
of educational levels only for the 
population age 25 and over. That 
limitation, encompassing people who 
generally have completed th,eir .. 
formal education, excluded mdlvldu­
als in the most crime-prone ages • 

Persons age 25 and over with at 
least some college training were 
more likely than those with less 
schooling to be victims of violent 
crime or personal larceny • For the 
violent crimes, this was largely the 
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 
education. 

Within certain educational levels, 
blacks appeared to have higher 
violent crime and personal larceny 
rates than whites, but the differ­
ences were not always statistically 
significant. 

Employment 
(Tables 17 -19) 

In order to examine possible 
relationships between employment 
status and personal crime, the calcu­
lation of victimizatiop'i rates was 
iimited to the civilian population age 
16 and over, or approximately 9 in 
every 10 persons within the scope of 
the NCS. Excluded from the em­
ployment data were youngsters age 
12-15, relatively few of whom par­
ticipate in the labor force, and 
Armed Forces personnel. 

The employment status of NCS 
respondents pertains to the week 
prior to the interview. A basic 
distinction is made between labor 
force participants (both those em­
ployed and unemployed during that 
week) and nonparticipants, such as 
students or persons unable to work. 
It should be recognized, however, 
that because the NCS has a 6-month 
reference period, the status of some 
individuals may have changed be­
tween the time they experienced a 
victimization and the reference 
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Victim characteristics 

Victimization rates: 
Personal crimes 
of violence and theft, 
by employment status, 
1981 

• Crimes of theft 
r:J Crimes of violence 
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L~·.· ':J 
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Figure 8 

week for the questions on employ ... 
menta 

During 1981, unemployed 
persons-whether male, female, 
white, or black-..flad a violent crime 
rate that was considerably higher 
than that for employed individll.9.ls in 

their respective groups. By contrast 
with labor force nonparticipants, the 
unemployed also had higher rates for 
violent crime and persomll theft; 
however, the rates for one group of 
nonparticipants, persons attending 
school, did not differ significantly 
from those for the une mployed 
(figure 8). Among the employed, 
those in government service had a 
higher violent crime rate than those 
in private industry, but the respec­
tive rates for crimes of theft did not 
differ significantly. Agricultural 
workers had considerably lower 
violent crime and personal theft 
rates than did persons enge.ged in 
nonagricultural work. Among the 
latter, workers in the construction or 
mining industries and those in retail 
trade had comparatively high violent 
crime rates. 

With respect to the gender of 
labor force members, unemployed 
men had the highest violent crime 
rate, followed in order by unemploy­
ed women, employed men, and 
employed women. Amo>;lg nonparti­
cipants, however, male,s generally 
had appreciably higher violent crime 
rates than did females. For nonpar­
ticipants as a whole, the rates were 
35.3 per 1,000 for males and 17.6 for 
females. 

As noted previously with respect 
to the general population, men had a 
relativelv higher incidence of per­
sonallarceny without contact. The 
opposite was the case when employ­
ment status was considered. Women 
in the labor force (combining those 
employed and unemployed) had a 
slightly higher rate-98.9 vs. 92.2 per 
1,000-for personal larceny without 
contact than did men of comparable 
status. 

Household size and tenure 
(Tables 30 - 32) 

A number of NCS variables were 
developed to explore possible rela­
tionshipl'l between the household 
offenses 'and types of residences. 
First, and because the types of 
places where people live often are 
determined by the size of the house­
hold, victimization rates were calcu­
lated according to the number of 
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Victimization rates: 
Household crimes, 
by number of persons 
in household, 1981 
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Figure 9 

members per household. A basic 
distincl;ion is made between one­
person households and multi-member 
households; three size range subcat­
egories are associated with the 
latter. Second, rates were computed 
according to the kind of residential 
tenure-where the distinction is 
between dwellings occupied by 
owners and by renters. And, third, 
rates were calculated from the 
perspective of the number of units in 
the structure, with distinctions being 
made between single- and multi-unit 
buildings. 

In 1981, as in prior years, rates 
lor household larceny increased 
directly in relation to household size 
(figure 9). The pattern also appeared 
to hold for motor vehicle theft, put 
the increases were not statistically 
significant. Households with six or 
more members had a relatively high 

/1 
I 

\ ' 

I 
I 

II , 
! 

-
burglary rate. Th~ ove~a~ r~te . 
pattern of increasmg VictImIZation 
rates for the residential crimes may 
well be related to the greater likeli­
hood of property ownership in multi­
person 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 in the 
past this relatic,nship held for each 
of the three crimes among white 
households, but not for black house-
holds. 

Occupants of single-unit homes 
generally experienced burglary, . 
household larceny, and motor vehicle 
theft at the lowest rates, compared 
with most categories of multi-unit 
residences, as well as with places 
other than housing units, such as 
bearding houses. Among the multi­
unit residences, no one category was 
most susceptible to either burglary 
or household larceny. 

Locality of residence 
(Tables 20-21 and 33-34) 

As used in the NCS, data on the 
locality of residence pertain to the 
places where people llved at the 
time of the interview, not to the 

since has been redefined by the 
Office of Management and Budget. 
To ensure the comparability of NCS 
results over time, the loca~ty vari­
able has not been updated. 

The incidence of personal crimes 
of violence in 1981 clearly was 
higher in the Nation's central cities 
than in its suburbs or rural and 
semirural areas (figure 10). Subur­
banites had a rate slightly lower than 
the national average of 35 violent 
victimizations per 1,000 populati?n, 
but higher than that for rural resI­
dents. The rank order of localities 
depicted for violent crimes-highest 
in the central cities, followed by 
suburban areas and then by nonme~ 
tropolitan places-generally applied 
to the household offenses as well. 

Among the cities, those with a 
million or more inhabitants had 
comparatively high r~tes for vi?lent 
crime and motor vehicle theft In 
1981, but such was not the case for 
burglary or larceny (whether person­
alor household). In fact, the house­
hold larceny rate for the suburbs of 
those largest cities was higher than 
that for the respective central 
cities. Nevertheless, the residents 
of central cities in the four size 
categories generally had higher. 
victimization rates than those m the 
corresponding suburbs, although. . 
differences were not always statisti­
cally significant. 

place where victimizations oc­
curred. Basic distinctions are made 
among central city, subu~an, and 
non metropolitan populations.. To­
gether the first two populatIons 
repres~nt those persons living in 
standard metropolitan statistical 
areas (SMSAs), as defined in the 
glossary. The nonmetrop~~tan.popu­
lation refers to those resldmg m 
places outside SMSAs. To further 
distinguish differe~ce.s in the de~ree 
of victimization wlthm metropo~~n 
localities residents of central cities 
and their'surrounding suburbs have 
been categorized according to the. 
following four ranges of central CIty 
size: 50 000 to 1/4 million; 1/4 to /:l 
million; 1/2 to 1 million; and 1 million 

SOn June 27, 1983, the Office of Management 
and Budget issued revised definitions of the 
Nation's metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs), 
formerly call SMSAs. The redefined geograph­
ical areas, derived by applying new standards 
to the final results of the 1980 census, took 
effect on June 30, 1983, and will be incorpo­
rated when the NCS sample is redrawn at a 
future date. 

or nlore. . 
Geographical areas were I;1ssl~ned 

Victimization rates: 
Personal and household crimes, 
by locality of residence, 
1981 
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to the appropriate type-of-locality 
catelfory on the basis of the 1970 
census, even though the variable 
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Offender characteristics 

The NeS gathers two general 
classes of information on the charac­
teristics of individuals who commit 
violent crimes. The first of these is 
about the relationship between vic­
tims and offenders, with the objec­
tive of determining if they were re­
lated or knew one another when the 
victimization took place. Based on 
victims' perceptions at the time of 
the offense, the second grouping of 
data is demographic, focusing on 
three basic attributes of the 
offenders. 

Strangers or nonstrangers 
(Tables 35-39) 

One of the more significant 
dimensions of violent crime concerns 
the relationship between victim and 
offender. Public attention about 
crime in the streets in large measure 
has focused on unprovoked physical 
attacks made on citizens by unknown 
assailants. The nature of the rela­
tionship between victim and offender 
is a key element to understanding 
crime and judging the risks involved 
for the various groups in society. 
Prior to the introduction of the NeS, 
the only available national statistics 
on the matter were for homicide; 
these demonstrated that most mur­
der victims were at least acquainted 
with their killers, if not related to 
them. The NeS makes it possible to 
examine the relationship between 
victim and offender for each of the 
violent offenses that it measures. 

Although basic information on 
straru;'er-to-stranger violent crimes 
appears in tables 35-39, the victim­
offender relationship variable is used 
recurrently in data tables dealing 
with the characteristics of violent 
crimes and on reporting to the 
police. Conditions governing the 
classification of crimes as having 
involved "strangers or nonstrangers" 
are described in the glossary, listed 
under each oj those categories. _ 
- Two-thirds of the violent crimes 

measured by the NeS in 1981 were 
attributed to strangers. Represent­
ing 4.4 of the 6.6 million violent 
victimizations measured, that pro­
portionate share has not changed 
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appreciably since 1973. There is 
reason to believe, however, that 
violence or attem:?ted violence in­
volving family members or close 
friends is underreported in the NeS 
(as in other victimization surveys) 
because some victims do not con­
sider such events crimes or are 
reluctant to implicate family 
members or relatives, who in some 
instances may be present during the 
interview. 

Translated into a rate of victimi­
zation, the number of stranger-to­
stranger violent crimes in 1981 was 
23.5 per 1,000 persons age 12 and 
over, compared with 11.8 per 1,000 

I! 

I 
I 
I , 

by acquaintances, friends, or re~-. 
tives of the victims. The probability 
of violent attack by strangers was 
substantially greater for males than 
for females (72 vs. 57 percent), and 
it was also somewhat higher for 
white persons than for black persons 
(67 vs. 61 percent), as shown in 
figure 11. In each case, the diff~r­
ence also applied to assault but It 
was not statistically significant for 
robbery. A relatively high ratio­
roughly 17 in every 20 cases--of 
violent crime against elderly persons 
(age 65 and over) was by strangers. 

Sex, age, and race 
(Tables 40 - 49) 

Some of the tables on this subject 
display data on the offenders only 
and others cover both victims and 
offenders. The offender characteris­
tics examined are sex, age, and race, 
based on information furnished by 
victims who saw the offender and 
knew that either one or more than 
one person was involved in the 
crime. No attempt is made to 
gather such information from re­
spondents who cannot distinguisL 
between single- and multip~e,",?ffen:­
der situations. For 1981, victims did 
not furnish particulars about the 
offenders in about 2 percent of all 
cases, representing roughly 127,000 
of the 6.6 million violent crimes 
estimated for that year. The appli­
cable numbers of victimizations per 
category of crime are displayed on 
data tables covering this subject. 

. As with most Nes information, 
offender attributes are based solely 
on the victim's perceptions and 
ability to recall the crime. How­
ever because the events often were 
stre~sful experiences, resulting in 
confusion or physi~al harm to the 
victim, it was likely that d~tB: con­
cerning offender characterIStics 
were more subject than other survey 
findings to distortion arising from 
erroneous responses. Many of the 
crimes probably occurred under 
somewhat vague circumstances, 
especially thos~ at night •. F~rther­
more, it is pOSSible that victim 
preconceptions, or prejudices, at 

times may have influenced the . 
attribution of offender characteriS­
tics. If victims tended to misidenti­
fy a particular trait (or a set of 
them) more than others, bias would 
have been introduced into the find­
ings, and no method has been deve­
loped for determining the existence 
and effect of such bias. 

In the relevant data tables, a 
distinction is made between "single­
offender" and "multiple-offender" 
crimes with the latter classification 
applyi~g to those committed by two 
or more persons. As applied to 
multiple-offender crimes, the cat~­
gory "mixed ages" refers to cases m 
which the offenders in any single 
incident were classifiable under 
more than one age group; similarly, 
the term "mixed races" applies to 
situations in which the offenders 
were members of more than a single 
racial group. 

In 1981, the vast majority of 
violent crimes, whether single- or 
multiple-offender cases, were per­
ceive-d by victims to have been 
committed by males. Women were 
the offenders in 11 percent of the 
single-offender crimes and in 6 
percent of the multiple-offender 
cases, proportions that did not differ 
significantly. Perpetrators of each 
gender took part in an additional 11 
percent oi the multiple-offender 
crimes (figure 12). 

Roughly two-thirds of the single­
offender violent crimes measured for 
1981 were said to have been com­
mitted by persons over age 20, 
whereas youthful individuals (ages 
12-20) were implicated in a substan­
tial proportion of the multiple­
offender crimes. For single- and 
multiple-offender cases combined, 
about a third of all violent crimes 
against the elderly were by persons 
age 12-20. 

As in past years, most of the 
crimes were intraracial. That is, 
victims and offenders generally were 
members of the same race. 

, . 

Percent distribution of violent crimes, 
by perceived characteristics of 
single and multiple offenders, 1981 
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Crime characteristics 

The characteristics of crimes 
me~sured by the NCS mily be group­
ed mto ~wo overall categC'!'\es: (1) 
the settmgs and associated \..,)cum­
stances under which the offenses 
occurred (time and place of OCCur­
rence, number of victims and offen­
~ers, and weapon use), and (2) the 
I~pact of the crimes upon the vic­
tIms, including self-protective 
measures, physical injury, economic 
loss, and work time loss. Whereas 
preceding sections of this report 
were based solely on victimization 
data, th«: firs~ grouping of topics 
?o,:ered m thIS section is based on 
mCIdents, a second measure of the 
o~curren~e of crime. Topics dealing 
WIth. th~ l.mpact of crime are based 
on ~IctIm1Zations. A number of the 
~~JElcts, such as use of weapons and 
mJUry to Victims, are applicable only 
to the personal crimes of violence 
but most Cover the property offen:res 
as well. 

The victimization concept and its 
met~od of calculation were discussed 
prevlO~sly. An incident, on the other 
han?, IS a specific criminal act 
agamst one or more persons. The 
number o.f ~c~dents is lower than 

~-------

?lassified as a personal inCident, but 
IS assumed to be a commercial 
rob~ery. With respect to crimes 
agamst households, there is no 
dist~c~ion between victimizations 
and. mCIden~, as each criminal act 
agam~t a resIdence is assumed to 
have mvolved a single victim the 
affected household. In fact the 
term 11 • t'" , s VIC ImIZatlOn ll and "incident" 
can be .used interchangeably in 
anal~mg data on household crimes. 
~e tItle~ to tables referenced in 
~IS. sec.tlOn stipulate Whether vic­
tImIzatlOns or incidents are the 
relevant units of measure. 
. ~o~ the. violent crimes as a group, 

VIctImIZatIons outnumbered inci­
dents bY.17 percent in 1981. This 
~as ascribable, in part, to the find­
mg that ~2 percent of the incidents 
were aga~st two or more people. 
~ost mU~hple-victim incidents of 
VIolence mvolved a pair of victims 
rather than three or more and 65 
percent of the incidents "':ere be­
tween strangers (tables 51-52). 

Time of Occurrence 
(Tables 53-55) that gf VIctImIZations for two rea­

sons: (1) some crimes are simul­
taneously committed against more 
than one individual, and (2) certain 
personal crimes occur during the 
course of a commercial offense. For 
each personal victimization reported 
to an. NCS interviewer, it was de­
t?r~med whether others were vic­
tImIZed at the same time and place 
or ,:"hether the offense happened 
durmg a commercial crime. If, for 
exa.mple, two customers are beaten 
durmg the course of a store holdup 
the assault on each customer is ' 
~efl~cted in data on personal victim­
IZatIons. However, the event is!!.2! 

. Roughly half of the violent 
crImes mea.sured by the NCS in 1981 
took place m the evening or at night 
~ha.t IS, between 6 p.m. and 6 a.m.; , 
mCIde~ts.occurring between 6 p.m. 
and mIdnight outnumbered those 
h~ppening during the second half of 
night by more than 2 to 1. By con­
~rast, 62 percent of all pocket pick­
~s and purse snatchings took place 
m the .daytime (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.). 

It IS more difficult to generalize 
about noncontact property thefts 
Whether personal or household ' 
because the victims often did ~ot 
know When the incidents happened. 
In 3 of every 10 burglaries for 
example, the residents did'not know 
~hen the. incidents took place or the 
mfor~~tIo~ w.as not available; the 
remammg mCldents were about 
eyenly divided between day and 
night. Motor vehicle theft-with 62 
per~ent .at night-was predominantly 
a mghttIme crime. 

6!Ji~fe~enc.es in the levels of incidents and 
VICtImIzatIOns for 1981 are shown in table 
50. The ~erc:entages found in tables 51-64 are 
bas~d ~n I~cldent levels. The incident and 
victImIzatIon !evels given in table 50 are not 
comp~rable WIth those appearing in the corre­
spo~dtng tables of previous reports in this 
serIes; for an explanation, see footnote 4 at 
the start of the summary findings. 

(2 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 

~---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~-------

I' 

Ii 

~ 
11 
Ii 
1 , 

! 
I 

1 
1 

'1 

j 
1 

I 
II 
II 

~ 
I 
i 

I 

As suggested by the discussion 
above, data on when crime incidents 
took place were tabulated for three 
broad time intervals: the daytime 
hours and the two halves of night­
time. Fairly high shares of armed 
attacks, whether robberies or as­
saults, occurred during the first half 
of night. 

Place of occurrence 
(Tables 56-61) 

Crimes involving personal con­
tact can happen virtually anywhere. 
The violent incidents counted for 
1981 were distributed among six 
kinds of sites. The greatest share 
(44 percent) happened in outdoor 
public areas, such as streets, parks, 
parking lots, and play- or school­
grounds. About 15 percent of all 
violent acts took place inside non­
residential buildings, other than 
schools (which accounted for another 
5 percent). Some 23 percent of all 
violent incidents were in or near the 
victim's home. The remaining por·· 
tion occurred elsewhere. 

For certain offenses not involving 
contact between victim and offend­
er, the classification of crimes is 
chiefly determined on the basis of 
their place of occurrence. Thus, by 
definition, most household burglaries 
happen at principal residences, with 
a small share (5 percent in 1981) at 
second homes or at places occupied 
temporarily, such as hotels and 
motels. 

Personal larceny without victim­
offender contact and household lar­
ceny differ from one another solely 
on the basis of where the crimes 
occur. In 1981,40 percent of those 
offenses were classified in the 
household sector because they took 
place in or near victims1 homes. The 
majority of larcenies occurred at 
sites away from home and, thus, 
were classified as personal larceny 
without contact between the victim 
and the offender. To have been 
classified as a household larceny 
within the victim1s own home, the 
offenses had to be committed by a 
person (or persons) admitted to the 
residence or by someone having 

Percp.nt distribution 
of violent crimes, 
by number of offenders, 
1981 
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customary access to it, such as a 
delivery person, servent, acquaint­
ance, or relative. Otherwise, the 
crime would have been classified as 
a household burglary or as a personal 
robbery if force or the threat of 
force were used. The vast majority 
of household larcenies take place in 
the immediate vicinity of the 
home. Only 14 percent of the lar­
cenies happened inside the home. 

Number of offenders 
(Table 62) 

The lead NCS question in the 
sequence used for gathering data on 
offender characteristics concerns 
the number of perpetrators. If the 
victim did not know if one or more 
than one offender took part in the 
incident, no further questions were 
asked about who committed the 
crime. 

As indicated previously, the vast 
majority of violent crimes (88 per­
cent) were directed against a lone 
victim. A substantial but smaller 
majority of incidents, 70 percent in 
1981, involved lone offenders. 
Single-offender violence was rela­
tively more common among non­
strangers (84 percent) than it was in 
stranger-to-stranger incidents (62 
percent). The proportions of multi­
offender crimes committed by a pair 
of perpetrators and by three or more 
did not differ significantly. As in 
past years, the NCS again indicated 
that personal robberies were a.bout 
evenly divided between single- and 
multi-offender cases (figure 13). 

Use of weapons 
(Tables 63-64) 

For personal crimes of violence, 
information was gathered on y,hether 
or not the victims observed that the 
offenders were armed, and, if so, the 
types of weapons that were pre­
sent. As used in the NCS, the term 
"weapons use" applies both to situa­
tions in which weapons were used to 
intimidate (or threaten) and to those 
in which they actually were employ­
ed in a physical attack. 

In addition to firearms and 
knives, the data tables distinguish 
"other" weapons and those of un­
known types. The category "other" 
refers to such objects as clubs, 
stones, bricks, and bottles. For each 
personal crime of violence by an 
armed offender, the type, or types, 
of weapons present were recorded, 
not the number of weapons. For 
instance, if offenders wielded two 
firearms and a knife during a person­
al robbery, the crime was classified 
as one in which weapons of each type 
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Numbers of incidents 
in which offenders used weapons 
and of types of weapons 
1981 ' 

Number (In thousands) of-
Incidents Types 01 Type of crime with weapons lor jlach 
weapons Incldont, totBied' 

Crimes 01 violence 1,953 2,042 Rape 39 41 Robbery 556 ., 600 With Injury 152 171 Without Injury 403 428 Aggravated assault 1,358 1,402 With Injury 396 414 Altempts with 962 988 weapon 

Note: Detail may not add to total shown 
because 01 rounding. 
1 An Incident In which offenders used 
two guns and three knives Is counted 
as two types 01 weapons for that Incident 
See accompanying discussion. 

F,gure 14 
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Figure 15 

were used. Because of this the 
a~companying percentage distribu­
tIon of types of weapons (table 64) is 
based on numbers that exceed the 
count of incidents in which weapons 
were used. In 1981, this difference 
amounted \0 4.6 percent (figure 14). 

~eapons were used by the offen­
de~s m about a third of all violent 
crimes measured for 1981 (figure 
~5). The rate was somewhat higher 
m stranger-to-stranger incidents (39 
percent) than in those between . 
n?nstrangers (27 percent). For the 
vI~lent crimes overall, firearms and 
~Ives w~re used in proportions that 
did not dl~fer. significantly, but there 
was some mdlcation that other 
weapons were used relatively more 
often than firearms. 

Victim self-protection 
(Tables 65 - 68) 

In three of every four cases 
measured by the NCS in 1981 the 
victims of violent crime tried to 
avoid or thwart the attack in some 
manner. Measures of self-defense 
were used relatively more often in 
victimizations by persons who were 
not strangers than in those by stran­
gers, but the difference was small. 
Males and females were equally 
likely to use some form of self­
defense, and whites were Slightly 
more apt than blacks to do so. 
Elderly victims (age 65 and over) of 
violent crime were less likely than 
younger victims to defend them­
selves. 

For yictims who employed self­
protectIon, the NCS detel'mines the 
kinds of measures taken. The fol­
low~g reactions, ranging from 
n?nvlOlent to forceful, were con­
sldE!red self-protective measures: 
reasoning with the offender; fleeing 
frol~ the offender; screaming or 
yeUmg !or help; hitting~ kicking, or 
scrlitchmg the offender' and using or 
brandishing a weapon. The pertinent 
tables (67-68) distribute all measures 
employed by victims in each crime' 
no determination was made of the' 
single most important measure. 
Bec8,use of this, data on this subject 
are based on numbers that exceed 
t~e ~ount of victimizations in which 
victIms used self-protection mea­
sures. In 1981, this difference 
amounte? to 28 percent (figure 16). 

~onvlOlent resistance, including 
evaslOn, was used in roughly 3 of 
ever~ 10 crimes (figure 17). It was 
the Single most frequent measure 
used. Taken together, the two 
forceful types of self-defense­
P~y~ical force and the use or bran­
dlShmg of s.ome kind of weapon­
were aSSOCIated with a slightly lower 
sha~e (28 percent) of the crimes. 
WhIle there were no salient differ­
ences by race in the kinds of self­
defense '!lEll!-sures taken, male and 
!emale vIctims reacted to violence 
m ways that differed. Whereas 
about 34 percent of the men used 
forceful measures, only 18 percent! 
of the women did so. 
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Numbers of victimizations 
with victim self-defense 
and of types of self-defense 
1981 ' 

Number (In thousands) 01-

Victimize-Type of crime Types of self· 
tlons with defense lor each 

self· defense victimization, 
totaled' 

Crimes of violence 4.976 6.388 Rape 159 274 Robbery 868 1,148 With Injury 343 484 Without Injury 526 864 Assautt 3,948 4,946 Aggravated 
Simple 1,400 1,808 2,549 3,138 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of r()undlng. 
'II victimization In which the vlcllm 
sl:reamed and hit the offender Is counted 
all ~o /yf;les 01 self·defense for that 
vlctJmlzatlon. See accompanying discussion. 

Flfj/ure 16 

Plilysical injury to victims 
(Tables 69 - 76) 

The NCS gathers information 
cloncerning physical injuries sustain­
f~d by the victims of violent crime 
lin 1981, victims were physical1y • 
harmed in roughly 3 of every 10 
personal robberies and assaults. 
~ere was some indication of a 
slIghtly higher injury rate for female 
~a~ male victims (figure 18). 
Vlo.ence by offenders Who were not 
strangers was more likely than 
~trfl!lg~r-to:stranger crimes to result 
~ v~Cb'!l inJury. The NCS makes a 
?I~hnctlo~ between two degrees of 
mJUry, whIch in turn govern the 
subclaSSification of crimes as de­
scri?e.d ~ the glossary und~r "Physi­
cal mJury." 

Victims Who had been injured by 
a~y of the NCS violent crimes fur­
nIShed data on hospitalization on 
m~ical expenses, and on the ~vail­
abili~y of assistance in meeting 
~ed.lc~l e~penses arising from their 
VIctimIZation. With regard to medi­
c~l ~xpenses, the data are based on 
vIctIms who knew with certainty 
that they incurred such expenses and 
als~ knew, or were able to estimate 
theIr amount. In 1981, victims of 6' 
perc~nt of all violent crimes-repre­
sentmg roughly a fifth of robbery 
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of victim self'protectlve measures 
in violent crlmell, 
by sex, 1981 

• Male 
Q Female 

I I I I I 
Used or brandished 
firearm or knife • U 
Used physical force 
or other weapon 

(,.~~:'~.~~ 
Tried to get help 
or frighten offender 

15 ~ .:;';"'p!: 'vi:;'·~ 
Threatened 
or reasoned 

1IlB~:J 
Nonviolent 
resistance 

~,"~~>~Y8T£~* ~~1 
Other • Cd 

I I I I I 
0 10 20 30 40 
Percent 

Figure 17 

and assault victims who had been 
physically injured-were known to 
have sustained medical expenses. 
Only 26 percent of the expenses 
were below $50, with 43 percent 
falling in the $50-$249 range. Those 
estimates probably understate the 
extent to which the victims of 
violent crime had such expenses 
because some victims may have been 
unaware of any partial or complete 
medical expenses they incurred (or 
wer~ unable to give estimated 
amounts), while others may have 
paid for their medical services after 
the NCS interview. 

Percent of robberies and assaults 
resulting In victim injury, 
by selecte~ characteristics, 
1981 
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Figure 18 

In 68 percent of the violent 
victimizations that took place in 
1981, the victims had health insur­
ance coverage or were eligible for 
public medical services. The pro­
portion did not differ significantly 
among white and black victims. 

Hospitalization of victims took 
place in about 8 percent of all vio­
lent offenses, representing roughly a 
fourth of those cases in which the 
victims were injured. The bulk (83 
percent) of hospital care was through 
emergency rooms. 

Economic losses 
(Tables 77 - 82) 

Economic loss from theft or 
property damage occurred in about 
three-fourths of all personal crimes 
and in 9 of every 10 household of­
fenses measured in 1981. A basic 
distinction between "theft losses" 
and "damage losses" is made in the 
NCS program. The first term refers 
to stolen cash and/or property, 
whereas damage losses pertain to 
property only. Losses of both kinds 
can occur in most, but not all, NCS 
offenses. The notable exception is 
assault, a crime which by definition 
can only be accompanied by damage 
losses (such as torn clothing), be­
cause assaults attended by theft are 
classified as robbery. This accounts 
for the relatively low rate of eco­
nomic loss-15 percent in 1981-
stemming from assault. 

Similarly, theft losses cannot be 
associated with certain crime sub­
categories, such as attempted house­
hold larcenies or motor vehicle 
thefts, alt..i1ough damage losses may 
occur in some instances. The NCS 
does not measure attempted pocket 
picking; therefore, all cases of 
pocket picking have the outcome of 
theft loss, and damage losses may 
take place as well. Among the 
property-type offenses, the inci­
dence of theft generally is greater 
than that of damage. The chief 
exception is burglary through for­
cible entry (including attempts), 
which has a relatively high rate of 
damage loss. 

With the passage of time, the 
value of economic losses has shifted 
upwards because of inflation. As of 
1981,49 percent of all losses from 
personal crime were valued at less 
than $50 per victimization; this 
compares with about 70 percent in 
1973. Those proportions included 
items that had "no monetary value," 
a category that includes trivial, truly 
valueless objects, as well as thos~ 
having sentimental importance •. 
Relatively few NCS offenses rel,:~lt 
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Crime characteristics 
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Percent distribution of selected crimes 
by value of loss, 1981 ' 
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in losses of $250 or more. The major 
exception is completed motor vehi­
cle theft-88 percent of the cases 
recorded in 1981 were valued in that 
range (figure 19). 

Although ranking as the costliest 
crime relative to others measured by 
the NeS, motor vehicle theft is the 
offense most likely to be followed by 
the recovery of theft losses. There 
was at least a partial rec~very of 
theft losses in 79 percent of all 
vehicle thefts tallied in 1981. By 
contrast, there was no recovery 
whatsoever in roughly 4 of every 5 
larcenies, whether personal or 
household, and in mo::.t personal 
robberies or residential burglaries. 

Among the offenses for which 
there was at least a partial recovery 
of theft losses, burglary had a com­
paratively high rate of insuranC2 
compensation (54 percent). For the 
other crimes in which there was 
recovery, methods other than insur­
ance generally prevailed. These 
other methods would include cases in 
which stolen property was located 
and retrieved by the owner, the 
police, or someone else, as well as 
instances where restitution or re-

50 100 

placement takes place (such as by a 
relative or other benefactor). 

It should be pointed out that the 
data on insurance compensation 
probably understate somewhat the 
amounts actually paid out because 
some of the claims may not have 
been settled as of the date of the 
interview. Present procedures do 
not require NeS interviewers to 
update information on crimes re­
ported in a previous interview. 

Worktime losses 
(Tables 84-89) 

For each crime repdrted to an 
NeS interviewer, it was determined 
whether persons lost time from work 
as a result of that experience, and, if 
so, the length of time involved. 
About 6 percent of all victimizations 
measured in 1981 were followed by 
worktime losses. For roughly 9 in 
every 10 of those cases, the absen­
teeism was for no more than 5 
days. The incidence of worktime 
loss was relatively high for com­
pleted motor vehicle thefts and for 
robberies resulting in victim injury. 
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Reporting crimes to the police 

= 
The police can learn about the 

occurrence of a crime directly from 
the victim or fl,'om someone else, 
such as another household member, a 
neighbor, or a bystander. Or, they 
may happen upon the scene at the 
time of the crime or immediately 
after. The first group of 
accompanying data tables (Nos. 90-
99) deals with the proportions of 
crimes made known to the police, 
irrespective of the source. To 
enable examination of the character­
istics of the victims of crimes that 
were reported to the authorities, 
data on this subject are based on 
victimizations, not incidents. The 
initial table in this group shows the 
rates at which victimizations were 
reported and not reported to the 
police; in a small proportion of 
cases, about 3 percent of all crimes 
counted in 1981, the respondents did 
not know if the police had been 
informed. The nine tables that 
follow display only the police report­
ing rates. 

The second group of tables deals 
with reasons for .!!Q! reporting crimes 
to the police. The NeS procedure 
allows respondents to cite a number 
of reasons for not reporting offenses, 
lind tables on this subject (Nos. 100-
106) distribute all reasons given; in 
preparing the tables, no determina­
tion was made of the reason identi­
fied as most important by respond­
ents who gave more than a single 
answer. Thus, the number of reasons 
exceeds that of unreported victimi­
zations. For 1981, this difference 
amounted to 19.9 percent (figure 20). 

Future NeS reports will present 
information on who reports crimes to 
the police and on factors that influ­
ence people to do so. Additional 
details about reasons for not report­
ing, including an examination of the 
most important reason, will also be 
available. 

Numbers of victimizations 
not reported to the pollee 
and of reasons for not reporting, 
1981 

Number (In thousands) of-

Victimlza- Reasons for not 
Type of crime tlons reporting for each 

not Victimization, 
reported totaled' 

Total 26,058 31,251 
Crimes of violence 3,349 3,884 
Rape 74 94 
Robbery 596 745 
Assault 2,679 3,045 

Crimes of thoft 11,309 13,726 
Burglary 3,506 4,234 
Household larceny 7,426 8,863 
Motor vehicle theft 468 543 

Noto: Detail may not add to total shown 
because of rounding. 
'A victimization for Which the victim 
gave two reasons for not reporting to 
the police Is counted es two 
reasons tor that Victimization. 
S~e accompanying discussion. 

Figure 20 

Rates of reporting 
(Tables 90 - 99) 

Roughly a third of all personal 
crimes and 39 percent of all house­
hold offenses were reported to the 
police in 1981. Generally, the more 
serious or costly crimes were more 
likely to 'Oe reported (figure 21). 
Thus, robberies with injury, forcible 
entry burglaries, aggravated as­
saults, and completed thefts of 
motor vehicles had comparatively 
high police reporting rates. An 87": 
percent rate was associated with 
completed vehicle thefts, for ex­
ample. By contrast, only about 26 
percent of all noncontact personal 
and household larcenies were report­
ed. Because of their relatively high 
incidence, those two forms of lar-
1!8ny had the effect of reduaing the 
overall police reporting rates for 
personal and household crimes. 

As a group, the violent, crimes 
had a 47-percent reporting rate, but 
the figure was about 12 points higher 
for women than men, and there was 
some indication that it was higher 
for blacks than for whites. There 
was no Significant difference, how­
ever, between the violent crime 
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Reporting crimes to the police 

police reporting rate for Hi~ailic 
and non-Hispanic victims. Teenagers 
were less apt than adults to report 
violent crimes. And, stranger-to­
stranger violent crimes had a slightly 
higher overall reporting rate then did 
those involving nonstrangers. 

Among the victims of household 
crime, homeowners were somewhat 
more likely than renters to inform 
the police. Similarly, the members 
of households with annual incomes of 
$15,000 or more had a higher report­
ing rate than those earning less. In 
general, the greater the loss, the 
more likely that the police were 
notified (figure 22). 

Reasons for not reporting 
(Tables 100-106) 

In 1981, as in past years, the 
most f!'equent specific reason given 
by victims for not reporting personal 
or household crimes to the police 
was that the offense was not impor­
tant enough (0 'Yarrant police atten­
tion (figure 23). Among the victims 
of the household crimes, that parti­
cular view tended to diminish as the 
value of losses rose. Many victims 
also believed that it would be futile 
to report the offenses-that "nothing 
could be done" about them, perhaps 
because of a lack of proof. Fear of 
reprisal and inconvenience were 
infrequently cited as reasons. 

There were few noteworthy 
differences among the reasons given 
for not reporting to the police by 
victims of differing race or income. 
For the violent crimes, however, 
there was a marked difference with 
re~ect to the relationship between 
victims and offenders. In 38 percent 
of all violent crimes involving non­
strangers, as compared with 18 
percent of all stranger-to-5tranger 
crimes, the victims regarded the 
matter as personal and, thus, did not 
inform the authorities. 

7For a substantial share of the crlmcs-28 
percent of all personal and household victim­
izations-it was not possible to tabulste the 
specific reasons given by the victim or no 
reason, was ascertained. 

Police reporting rates 
for selected crimes, 1981 

Personal crimes 
Personal crimes of violence 

Rape 

Robbery 

Robbery with injury 

I I 
Robbery without injury 

I I 
Assault 

• Aggravated assault 

I I 
Simple assault 

I , I 
Personal crimes of theft 

Personal larceny with contact 

41 
Personal larceny without contact 

I· I 
- - -

Household crimes 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 

Unlawful entry without force 

• 
Attempted forcible entry 

5 
Household larceny 

Completed larceny 

Attempted larceny 

Motor vehicle theft 

Completed theft 

Attempted theft 

f~~.l~ 
I I I I I 0 20 40 60 60 
Percent 

Figure 21 
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Police reporting rates 
for household crimes, 
by value of loss, 
1981 

$250+ 

$50-$249 
Pi •• 
$10-$49 
1m] 
Less than $10 
If.I 

o 
Percent 

Figure 22 
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Percent distribution of reasons 
for not reporting personal 
and household crimes 
to the police, 1981 

_ Personal crimes 
_ Household crimes 
I I I 
Nothing oould be done 

Not important enough 

Police not want to be bothered -. I:.IB 
Too inconvenient • II 
Private or personal -P!.EJ 
Fear of reprisal 
I 
II 
Reported to someone else 

• Other/NA 

I I 
o 10 20 
Percent 

Figure 23 
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Appendix I 

L t 
! 

Survey data tables 

The 106 data tables in this . 
appendix present results of the 
National Crime Survey for calendar 
1981. 'fhey are grouped along topi­
cal lines, generally paralleling the 
summary findings. All topics treated 
in the previous report, Criminal 
Victimization in the United States, 
1980, are covered again, and one 
table (No. 19) has been added. 
Tables 17 and 18 have been expanded 
to distinguish between employees in 
the private and government sectors. 

All data generated by the survey 
are estimates. They vary in their 
degree of reliability and are subject 
to variance, or sampling error, 
because they were derived from a 
survey rather than a complete enu­
meration. Constraints on interpreta­
tion 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, victimization (or incident) 
levels based on about 10 or fewer 
sample cases-representing weighted 
estimates of less than 15,000- have 
been considered statistically unreli­
able •. Rates or percentages derived 
from levels of less than 15,000 also· 
were considered unreliable. Such 
estimates, qualified by footnotes to ' 
the data tables, were not used for 
analytical purposes in this report. 

Victimization rate tableD 3-34 
display the size of each group for 
which !l rate was computed. As with 
the rates, these control figures are 
estimates; independent population 
estimates d~rived from the 1980 
census were used in generating the 
control figures. 

Subjects covered by the data 
tables are described below. The list 
under each main subheading shows 
the number and title of each data 
table and the page on which it ap­
pears. 
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General 
(Tables 1 and 2) 

Table 1 displays the number and 
percent distribution of victimizations, 
whereas table 2 shows rates of 
victimization. Each table covers all 
measured crimes, broken out to the 
maximum extent possible insofar as 
the forms, or subcategories, of each 
offense are concerned. 

Personal and household crimes, 
Number and porcent distribution of 
victimizations -

1. By sector and type of crime, 22 
Victimization rates-

2. By sector and type of crime, 23 

Victim characteristics 
(Tables 3-34) 

The tables contain victimization rate 
figures for crimes against persons 
(3 - 21) and households (22 - 34). 

Personal crimes 
Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over-

3. By type of crime and sex of victims, 23 
4. By type of crime and age of victims, 24 
5. By sex and age of victims and type of crime, ~4 
6. By type of crime and race of victims, 25 
7. By type of crime and sex and race of victims, 25 
8. By type of crime and ethnicity of victims, 26 
9. By race and age of victims and type of crime,26 

10. By race, sex, and age of victims and type 
of crime, 27 

11. By type of crime and marital status of victims, 27 
12. By sex and marital status of victims and 

type of crime, 28 
13. By S5ii of head of household, relatlonshio 

of victims to head, and type of crime, 28 
14. By type of crime and annual family income 

of victims, 29 
15. By race and annual family income of victims 

and type of crime, 29 

Victimization rates for persons age 25 
and over-

16. By level of educational attainment and race 
of victims and type of crlme,30 

Victimization rates for persons age 16 and over-
17. By partIcipation In the civilian labor force, 

employment status and sector, sex of 
victims, and type of crime,31 

18. By participation in the civilian labor force, 
employmenl status and sector, race of 
victims, and type of crime,32 

Victimization rates for employed persons age 
16 and over-

19. By civilian labor force ,')ector, type of 
employment of victims, and type of crime, 33 

Vic-timization rates for persons age 12 and over-
20. By type at crime and type of locality of 

residence of victims, 34 
21. By type of locality of residence, race and 

sex of victims, and type of crime, 36 

Household crimes 
Victimization rates, by type of crime -

22. And race of head of household, 36 
23. And ethnicity of head of household, 37 

Motor vehicle theft 
Victimization rates on the basis of thefts per 
1,000 households and of thefts per1,OOO vehicles 
owned-

24. By selected household character/s/fes, 37 

----------- -- - -

Household crimes 
Victimizalion rates, by type of crlme-

25. And age of head of household, 38 
26. And annual family income, 38 

Household burglary 
Victimization rates-

27. By race of head of household, annual family 
income, and type of burglary, 38 

Household larceny 
Victimization rates-

28. By race of head of household, annual family 
income, and type of larceny, 39 

Motor vehicle theft 
Victimization rates-

29. By race of head of household, annual family 
Income, and type of theft, 39 

Household climes 
Victimization rates-

30. By type of crime and number of persons in 
household,40 

31. By type of crime, form of tenure, and race 
of head of household, 40 

32. By type of crime and number of units In 
structure occupied by household,41 

33. By type of crime and type of locality of 
residence,42 

34. By type of locality of resIdence, race of head 
of household, and type of crime,44 

Offender characteristics 
in personal crimes 
of violence 
(Tables 35-49) 

Five tables (35 - 39) relate to victim­
offender relationship; the first of these 
is a rate table, whereas the others are 
percentage distribution tables 
reflecting victim characteristics for 
stranger-to-stranger violent crimes. Of 
the remaining tables (4{) - 49), six 
present demographic information on 
the offenders only ar.d four others 
have such data on both victims and 
offenders; a basic distinction is made 
in these 10 tables between single­
and multiple-offender victimizations. 

Personal crimes of violence 
Numoer of victimizations and victimization rates 
for persons age 12 and over-

35. By type 0; crime and victim-offender 
relationship, 44 

Percent of victimizations involving sirangers -
36. By sex and age of victims and type of crime, 45 
37. By sex and race of victims and type of crime, 45 
38. By sex and marital status of victims and 

type of crIme, 46 
39. By race and annual family income of victims 

and type of crime, 46 

Percent distribUtion of single-offender 
victimizations -

40. By type of crime and perceived sex 
of offender, 47 

41. By type of crime and perceived age 
of offenrer, 47 

42. By type of crime and perceived race 
of offender, 48 

43. By type of crime, age of Victims, and 
perceived age of offender, 48 

44. By type of crime, race of victims, and 
perceived race of offender, 49 

Percent distribution of multiple-offender 
victimizations -

45. By type of crime and perceived sex 
of offenders, 49 

46. By type of crime and perceived age 
of offenders, 50 

47. By type of crime and perceived race 
of offenders, 50 

48. By type of crime, age of victims. and 
perceived age of offenders, 51 

49. By type of crime, race of victims, and 
perceived race of offenders, 51 

Crime characteristics 
(Tables 50 - 89) 

The first of these tables illustrates the 
distinction between victimizations and 
incidents, as the terms relate to crimes 
against persons. Table 51 displays 
data on the number of victims per 
incident, whereas table 52 gives 
incident levels for personal crimes of 
violence broken out by victim-offender 
relationship. Topical areas covered by 
the remaining tables include: time of 
occurrence (53 - 55); place of 
occurrence (56 - 61); number of 
offenders (62); use of weapons 
(63 - 64); victim self-protection 
(65 - 68); physical injury to victims 
(69 - 76); economic losses (77 - 83); 
and time lost from work (84 - 89). As 
applicable, the tables cover crimes 
against person or households. When 
the data were compatible in terms of 
subject matter and variable 
categories, both sectors were 
included on a table. 

Personal crimes 
Number of incidents and victimizations and ratio 
of incidents to victimizations -

50. By type of crime, 52 

Personal crimes of violence 
Percent distribution of Incidents -

51. By victim-offender relationship, type of 
crime, and number of victims, 52 

Number and percent distribution of Incidents -
52. By type of crime and victim-offender 

relationship, 53 

Personal and household crimes 
Percent distribution of Incidents -

53. By type of crime and time of occurrence, 53 

Personal robbery and assault by armed 
or unarmed offenders 
Percent distribution of incidents -

54. By type of crime and offender and time 
of occurrence, 54 

Personal crimes of violence 
Percent dlslributlon of incidents -

55. By victim-offender ralationship, type of 
crime, and time of OCC!Jfrence, 54 

Selected personal and household crimes 
Percent distribUtion of Incidents-

56. By type of crime and place of occurrence, 54 
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Personal robbery and assault by armed or 
unarmed offenders 
Percent distribution of incidents -

57. By type of crime and offender and place 
of occurrence, 55 

Personal crimes of violence 
Percent distribution of incidenls-

58. By victim-offender relationship, type of 
crime, and place of occurrence,55 

Percent distribution between stranger and 
non stranger incidents within piace of 
occurrenca -

59. By type of crime, 56 

larcenies flot Involving victim-offender 
contact 
Percent distribution of incidents -

60. By type of crime end place of occurrance, 56 
61. By type of crime, place of occurrence, and 

value of theft loss, 56 

Personal crimes of violence 
Percent distribution of incidents-

62. By viclim-offender ralationshlp, type of 
crime, and number of offenders, 57 

Percent of InI~idents in which offenders used 
weapons-

63. By type of crime and victim-offender 
relationship, 57 

Percent distribution of types of weapons used 
in incidents by armed offenders-

64. By victim-offender relationship, type of 
crime, and type of weapon, 58 

Percent of victimizations in which victims took 
self-protective measures -

65. By type of crime and victim-offender 
relationship, 58 

66. By characteristics of victims and type of 
crime,59 

Percent distribution of self-protective measures 
employed by victims-

67. By type of mea wra and type of crime,59 
68. By selected characteristics of vlctims,59 

Personal robbery and assault 
Percent of victimizations in which victims 
sustained physical Injury-

69. By selected characteristics of victims and 
type of crime, 60 

Personal crimes of violence 
Percent of victimizations in which victims 
Incurred medical expenses-

70. By selected characteristics of victims and 
type of crime, 60 

Personal robbery and assault 
Percent of victimizations In which Injured victims 
incurred medical expenses-

71. By selected characteristics of victims and 
type of crime, 61 

Personal crimes of violence 
Percent distribution of vlctfmizatlons In which 
Injured victims incurred medical expenses-

72. By seiected characteristics of victims, type 
of crime, and amount of expenses, 61 

Percent of victimizations in which injured victims 
had health insurance covera'Je or wers eligible 
for public medical servlces-

73. By selected characteristics of victims, 62 

Percent of victimizations In which victims 
received hospital care-

74. By selected characteristics of victims and 
type of crime, 62 

Personal robbery and assault 
Percent of victimizations in which injured 
victims received hospital care -

75. By selected characteristics of victims 
and type of crime, 63 

Percent distribution of victimizations in which 
Injured victims received hospital can~-

76. By selected characteristics of victims, type 
of crime, and type of hospital care, 63 

Personal and household crimes 
Percent of victimizations resulting in economic 
loss-

T!. By type of crime and type of loss,64 

Personal crimes of violence 
Percent of victimizations resulting in 
economic loss-

78. By type of crime, type of loss, and victim-
offender relationship, 64 

Personal and household crimes 
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in economic loss-

79. By race of victims, type of crime, and value 
of/oss,65 

Selected personal crimes 
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in theft loss-

80. By race of victims, type of crime, and 
value of loss, 66 

Personal ancl household crimes 
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in theft loss -

81. By race of victims, type of crime. and 
proportion of loss recoverad, 66 

Percent distribution of victimizations in which 
theft losses were recovered -

82. By type of crime and method of recovery 
of loss,67 

Household crimes 
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in theft loss -

63. By value of loss and type of crime, 67 

Personal and household crimes 
Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of 
time from work -

84. By type of crime, 68 
85. By type of crime and race of victims,58 

Personal crimes of violence 
Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
from work-

86. By type of crime and victim-offender 
ralationship, 69 

Personal and household crimes 
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in loss of time from work -

87. By type of crime and number of days Icst,69 

Personal crimes of violence 
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in loss of time from work -

88. By number of days lost and victim-offender 
relationship, 69 

Personal and household crimes 
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
!n loss of time from work -

89. By race of victims, type of crime, and 
number of days lost, 70 

Reporting of victimizations 
to the police 
(Tables 90 -1 06) 

Information is displayed on the extent 
of reporting and on reasons fOI tailure 
to report. Certain tables display data 
on both personal and household 
crimes. 

Personal and household crimes 
Percent distribution of victimizations-

90. By type of crime and whether or not 
reported to the police, 70 

Personal crimes 
Percent of victimizations reported to the police-

91. By selected characteristics of Victims and 
type of crime, 71 

92. By type of crime, victim-offender 
relationship, and sex of victims, 71 

93. By type of crime, victim'offender 
relationship, and race of victims, 72 

94. By type of crime, victim'offender 
relationship, and ethnicity of Victims, 12. 

95. By type of crime and age of victims, 73 

Personal crimes of violence 
Percent of victimizations reported to the 
police-

96. By age of victims and victim-offender 
relatior.~,7ip, 73 

Household crimes 
Percent of victimizations reported to the police -

97. By type of crime, race of head of household, 
and form of tenure, 73 

98. By type of crime and annual family Income, 74 
99. By value of loss and type of crime, 74 

Personal and household crimes 
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting 
victimizations to the police-
100. By type of crime, 75 

Personal crimes 
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting 
victimizations to the police-
101. By race of victims and type >Jf crime, 75 
102. By type of crime and annual family income, 76 

Personal crimes of violence 
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting 
victimizations to the police-
103. By victim'offender relationship and type 

of crime, 76 

Household crimes 
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting 
victimizations to the police-
104. By race of head of household and type 

of crime, n 
105. By annual famiiy income, n 
106. By type 01 crime and value of theft loss, 78 
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Table 1. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

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

-------~-

----------_.---------
All crimes 

person,lI sector 
Crimes of violence 

Rape 
Completed rape 
At tl:!mpc,,"d rape 

Robbery 
Robbtlry W'1th injury 

Frol'l serious assault 
FrlJIn minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
"ss3ulr 

AggJ;3vated assault 
Wit I, injury 
Atteopted assault ..:lrh weapon 

Simple as~ult 
With injury 
Attempted assault wLemue weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Persondl larceny with contac:t 

Porsc snatching 
Completed purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 

Pocket picking 
Personal larceny without contact 

rocdl population a.ge II and oVer 

Household sector 
Burglary 

Forcible ellery 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Less than 1i50 
$~t) or more 
A..'nt>unt not available 
At tempted 1a reeny 

-Motor vehicle theft 
Comp!eted theft 
Attempted theft 

Total number of households 

Numrer 

1,1 ,454,000 

22,445,000 
6,582,000 

178,000 
>1,000 

126,!l00 
1,381,000 

440,1)00 
215,000 
225,000 
941,000 

5,024,000 
1,796,000 

591,000 
1,205,000 
3,228,000 

843,00U 
2,385,000 

15,863,Ocru 
&05,000 
195,001) 
146,000 
49,000 

410,000 
15,258,000 

186,336,000 

19,009,000 
7,394,000 
2,587,000 
3,078,000 
1,729,000 

10,176,000 
4,904,000 
4,034,000 

508,000 
711,000 

1,439,000 
891,000 
548,000 

84,095,000 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Percent distribution based on unrounded figures. 
Represents not applicable. 
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Per('ent of 
crimes within 
sector 

100.0 
29.3 
0.8 
U.2 
0.6 
6.2 
2.1) 
1.0 
1.0 
4.2 

22.4 
8.0 
2.6 
5.4 

14.4 
3.8 

10.6 
70.7 

2.7 
0.9 
0.7 
0.2 
1.8 

68.0 

100.0 
36.9 
13.6 
16.2 
9.1 

53.5 
25.8 
21.2 

2.7 
3.8 
7.6 
4.1 
2.9 

Percent of 
all crimes 

lOU.O 

54.1 
15.9 
0.4 
0.1 
0.3 
3.3 
1.1 
1).5 
0.5 
2.J 

12.1 
4.J 
1.4 
2.9 
7.8 
2.0 
5.8 

38.3 
1.5 
U.5 
0.4 
0.1 
I.Q 

3&.8 

45.9 
J7 .8 
6.2 
7.4 
4.2 

24.5 
U.S 
9.7 
1.2 
1.8 
3.5 
2.1 
1.3 

I 

I 
I 
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I 

I 
'1 
i 
! 
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Table 2. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

Victimization rate~., 
by sector and typ~\ of crime 

Sector and tyPQ of crim~ 

------------,------,-----
Personal sector (Rate pClr 1,000 persons age 12 and over) 

Crimes of violence 
Rape 

Completed rape 
Attempted rape 

Robbery 
Robbory with injury 

From sedous 39$/Jult 

From minor assault 
Kobbery without il\jury 

A.ssault 
Aggravated assault 

With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple "".ault 
With injury 
Attemptec! assault without weapon 

Crimes of Lheft 
Personal larceny with contact 

purse snatching 
Completed purSe $natching 
Attempted purse snatching 

Pocket picking 
Personal larceny without contact 

Household sector (Rate per 1,000 households) 
Burglary 

Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry Without force 
At tempted forcible elltry 

Household la reeny 
Less thon $50 
$50 or more 
Amount not available 
Attempted 1a reeny 

Hotor vehicle theft 
Comple ted t \lef t 
Attempted theft 

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

Table 3. Personal crimes, 1981: 

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

~cr laOOO population aB~ 12 and over) 

Type of cri"'" 

Crt""'. of Violence 
Rap. 

Completed rape 
Atte .. pted rape 

Robbory 
Robbe ry with ~njury 

From serious 4Ss.sult 
f'rpm minor assault 

Robbery I/ithout lnjury 
... osaule 

AggrAvated aS8flU Lt 
Wlth lnjury 
Attempted MBoult with wenpon 

Simple "" .. ult 
lIith lnjury 

Crimes A~;t.i~h~~~ 4!Ui3ult ,,,It-hout weapon 

Pernoual larceny with contsc.t 
Purse snatching 
Poc~.t picking 

Personal 18 reeny without contact 

BoI~h sexes 
Oa&,336,000) 

35.3 
1,0 
0.3 
0.7 
7.4 
2.4 
1.2 
1.2 
5.1 

27.0 
9,~ 
3.2 
6.5 

J7 .3 
4.5 

12.8 
85,1 

3.3 
1.0 
2.l 

81.9 

Rate 

35.3 
1.0 
0.1 
0.7 
7.4 
2.4 
1.2 
1.2 
5.1 

27.0 
9.6 
J .2 
6.5 

17 .3 
4.5 

12.B 
B5.1 
J.J 
1.0 
0.8 
0.3 
2.2 

BI.9 

87.9 
30.8 
36.6 
20.6 

121.0 
58.3 
48.0 
6.0 
8.7 

17.1 
10.6 
6.!i 

l1ale 
(89,109,000) 

46.2 
"0.1 
"0.0 
BO.l 
9.B 
2.9 
1.7 
1.3 
6.9 

36.2 
14,4 
4.7 
9.6 

21.9 
5.3 

16,6 
9U.7 

2.7 
(aZ) 
2.7 

88.0 

(Z) Rellre.cncs les& than 0,05, 

Female 
(97,227,000) 

25.4 
1.8 
0.5 
1.2 
5.2 
1.8 
0.7 
1.1 
3.4 

Id.5 
5.3 
1.7 
3.6 

13.1 
3.8 
9.3 

80.0 
3.7 
2.0 
1.7 

76.3 

lIor~; Detan ""'1 nut add to toeal .hown because 'of 
roundillU. Numbers 1n p.1renth~es refer t~, 
!'0pulatton in the droup. . 

-lIEstimatc. based on 2:erO or on about 10 or fewer 
•• ",pl~ cayes, is statisticaUy untel1nble. 

i' 
'.~ l·r;. 
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Table 4. Personal crimes, 1981: 

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

(Rate eer 1,000 E02ulation in each age ~rouE) 

12-15 16-19 
Type of crime (14,506,000) (16,140,000) 

Crimes of violence ~8.9 67.8 
Rape 1.4 2.4 
Robbery !l.a 12.3 

Robbery with injury 3.3 4.0 
Froln se rio uS assault 1.6 1.8 
From minor assault 1.7 2.1 

Robbery without injury 8.5 8.3 
Assault 45.7 53.0 

Aggravated assault 13.9 20.4 
lfith injury 6.3 7.9 
Attempted assault with 

weapon 7.7 12.5 
Simp Ie assault 31.8 32.6 

l~ith injury 9.1 8.5 
Attempted assault without 

wea.pon 22.7 24.2 
Crimes of theft 128.1 131.9 

Personal larceny with contact 2.5 3.7 
Purse snatching 30.3 1.0 
Pocket picking 2.2 2.7 

Personal larceny without 
contact 125.5 128.3 

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

Table 5. Personal crimes, 1981: 

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

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

Crimes of 
Sex and age violence Rape Total 

Hale 
12-15 (7,394,OOl)j 12.5 aO.O 17.1 
16-19 (8,012,01)0) 96.9 aO.4 18.7 
2(}-24 00,348 ,DUO) 90.8 aO.2 17.2 
25-34 (I8 ,918 ,C)!JO) 52.5 aO.l 9.2 
35-49 (18,479,000) 28.7 aO.1 6.8 
S!l-64 (15,660,000) 14.8 ao.o 4.7 
65 and over (10,240,000) 9.9 aO.O 4.8 

Female 
12-15 (7,112,000) 44.7 2.9 6.2 
16-19 (8 ,068 ,1l1111) 38.6 4.5 5.9 
20-24 (10 ,7&5 ,000) 46.6 3.7 7.5 
25-34 (l9,521,OOO) 35.1 2.6 6.2 
35-49 (19,383,000) 18.1 aO.7 4.2 
50-64 (17 ,5112,000) n.8 aO.4 4.6 
65 and over (14,790,000) 6.4 00.2 3.4 

Robberl 
With 
injury 

4.4 
6.5 
4.2 
3.3 
1.8 
2.0 

aO.7 

a2.1 
"1.5 

1.9 
2.7 
1.3 
1.5 
1.8 

NUTF.: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Numbe rs in parentneses refer to population 1n the group. 
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20-24 
(21,113,000) 

68.3 
2.0 

12.3 
3.0 
1.2 
1.8 
9.3 

54.0 
20.4 
6.2 

14.2 
33.6 
10.0 

23.6 
132.8 

4.4 
1.3 
3.1 

128.4 

Without 
injury 

12.7 
12.2 
13.0 
5.9 
5.0 
2.7 
4.1 

4.1 
4.4 
5.7 
3.5 
2.8 
3.0 
1.6 

25-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over 
(38,439,000) (37,861,000) (33,241,000) (25,036,000) 

43.7 23.3 13.2 7.8 
1.4 3() .4 aU.2 3() .1 
7.6 5.5 4.6 4.0 
3.0 1.6 1.7 1.4 
1.6 0.9 0.7 aU.6 
1.3 0.6 1.0 0.8 
4.7 3.9 2.9 2.6 

34.7 17.~ 8.4 3.7 
12.0 7.1 2.S 0.8 
3.4 2.0 0.9 3().1 

8.6 5.1 1.6 0.7 
22.7 10.3 5.8 2.9 
6.0 2.3 1.1 ao.2 

16.7 a.O 4.7 2.7 
100.8 77.8 51.0 22.3 

3.8 2.7 2.9 2.9 
1.3 0.9 1.2 0.8 
2.5 1.8 1.6 2.1 

97.0 75.1 48.1 19.4 

8Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is 
statistically unreliable. 

Assault Crimes Personal larcen): 
Aggra- of With Without 

Total vated Slmple theft contact contact 

.. _------
55.4 20.1 35.3 131.7 3.8 127 .9 
77.9 31.8 46.2 139.4 4.1) 135.4 
73.4 31.9 41.5 147.9 5.1 ' 14<.9 
43.2 16.1 27.1 105.7 2.9 102.7 
21.9 !I.6 12.3 76.5 I.b 75.0 
10.1 3.4 6.7 49.! 1,4 47.8 
5.1 aO.8 4.3 26.8 2.3 24.5 

35.6 7.5 28.1 124.1 al.2 121.1 
26.2 9.0 19.1 124.5 3.3 121.1 
'15.4 9.3 26.0 118.3 3.8 114.5 
26.4 8.0 18.4 96.1 4.7 91.4 
13.3 4.6.,,>: 8.5 79.0 3.7 75.3 
6.8 1.S 5.1 52.6 4.2 48.4 
2.1I aO.8 2.0 19.1 3.3 15.8 

---,--------
aEstlmatej based 011 zero or on about 10 or fewe,,:' sa:.:.ph~ case3, 

is statistically unreliable, 

iI 
" :1 
:1 
Ii 
:1 

It 

1\ 
1,1 

H , ! 

I 
I 
! 
I 

! 

I 
I 

Table 6. Personal crimes, 1981: 

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

(Rate per 1 ,000 population a~e 12 nnd over) 

Type of crime 

Crimes .of violence 
Kape 
Roboory 

Roboory with injury 
From, .a:;erious assault 
Ft'txn minor assault 

Roboory without injury 
ASIi.1ult 

AggravAted assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple astJault 
With injury 
Att~mpted assault without weapon 

Crimes of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal Inre~ny without contact 

NOTE: DetaU may not add to total shown because 
of rounding. Numbers in parentheses rElCer 
to population in the group. 

Table 7. Personal crimes, 1981: 

White 
061,693,000) 

33.4 
0.9 
6.2 
2.1 
( .0 
1.1 
4.1 

26.4 
9.1 
2.8 
6.3 

17.3 
4.6 

12.7 
as.3 

2.9 
0.8 
2.1 

82.3 

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

Black 
(20,580,000) 

49.7 
1.6 

16.9 
4.4 
2.3 
2.0 

12.S 
31.2 
14.4 
6.1 
8.4 

1&.8 
3.3 

13.5 
84.8 

5.4 
2.6 
2.8 

79.4 

Other 
(J, 863 ,UUU) 

J8.3 
"1.4 

9.9 
"3.0 
aZ.3 
·0.7 

7.0 
27.1 
7.2 

"2.0 
5.2 

19.9 
6.7 

13.2 
6\.4 

S.O 
"1.3 
a2.7 
7b.4 

aEst1rn.atc. based on about 10 or fewer Hample 
cases, is statistically unreliable. 

(Rate per 1.0UU population age 12 nnd over) ________________ _ 

Type .uf crime 

Crimes of violence 
Knpe 
Rohl» ry 

Roboory with injury 
Roboo ry without (njury 

Assault 
MmravHted lUHJ3ult 
Sitnpl~ •• suult 

Crlrned 0' "theft 
Personal larceny with contact 
pcrHonnl larc~ny withollt <contact 

NUT~; OctaU lIlI\y nut add to tot.l ahown because 
af roundina_ Numbers in par~ntheSes refer 
tu pOlluldtlon in the gruup. 

White 
(77,879,UOO) 

44.3 
"0.1 

8.1 
2.6 
5.; 

36.1 
13.7 
22.1, 
119.8 

2.6 
87.2 

Male Female 
BLAck White Blork 

(9,337,000) (84,01', ,000) (11 ,243,000) 

------
60.9 23.4 40.4 
·v.2 l.b 2.8 
23.4 4.4 11.5 
5.2 1.6 3.& 

18.1 2.8 7.9 
37 •• 17.4 26.1 
20.0 4.8 9.8 
17 .3 \2.6 16.1, 
96.8 81.1) 7:' .8 
4.0 ].3 6.6 

92.8 77.8 68.1 

a&stiln.ltc, based 0\1 about 10 or f~wer sample 
C<1SCS, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 8. Personal crimes, 1981: 

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

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of violence 
ltape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
From serious assault 
From minor ass:ault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attempted assault wicoout weapon 

Crimes of theft 
personal larceny with contact 

purse snatching 
Pocket picking 

Personal larceny without contact 

NOTE~ Decail Io.ay not add to total shown because 
of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer 
to population in the group. 

Table 9. Personal crimes, 1981: 

Hispanic 
Clo ,641,000) 

Non-Hispanic 
(175,695,000) 

3H.7 35.1 
·0.8 1.0 
12.4 7.1 
3.8 2.1 
2.0 1.1 
1.8 1.2 
H~ 4~ 

25.5 27.1 
12.9 9.4 

3.0 3.2 
9.8 6.3 

12.6 17.6 
3.6 4.6 
9.0 13.0 

86.0 H5.1 
6.1 3.1 
2.7 0.9 
3.4 2.1 

79.9 H2.Q 

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

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

(Rate 2er 1,000 202ulation in each age groue) 

Robber): Assault 
Crimes of With -Without .... 'lgra-

Race and age violence Rape Total injury injury Total vated 

White 
12-15 (12,022,000) 55.0 80.9 10.3 3.7 6.6 43.8 13.4 
16-19 (I3,515,000) 66.2 2.4 10.3 3.5 6.8 53.5 19.1 
20-24 (17,933,000) 67.3 1.8 10.8 2.8 8.0 54.7 20.2 
25-34 (32,999,000) 43.7 1.4 6.1 2.5 3.6 36.2 12.0 
35-49 (32,978,000) 21.5 80.4 4.8 1.4 3.4 16.4 6.3 
50-64 (29,737,000) 11.9 80.2 3.6 1.3 2.3 8.2 2.4 
65 and over (22,7!l,000) 6.4 aO.1 3.2 1.3 1.9 3.1 80.6 

Black 
12-15 (2,133,000) 82.0 a4.1 20.0 al.5 18.5 57.9 19.1 
10-19 (2,2135,000) 79.7 a2.3 24.5 85.8 18.7 52.9 29.4 
2(}-24 (2,696,000) 72.5 82.8 21.6 a4.3 17 .3 48.1 22.0 
25-34 (4,385,000) 47.7 al.5 19.6 6.4 13.2 26.7 12.8 
35-49 (3,963,000) 35.1 aO.5 9.9 a2.9 7.0 24.8 13.8 
5(}-64 (3,019,000) 27.2 80.4 15.5 6.4 9.1 11.3 a4.0 
65 and over (2,100,000) 18.7 aO.6 9.0 al.4 7.6 9.1 83.2 

Simple 

30.4 
34.3 
34.5 
24.2 
10.1 
5.7 
2.5 

38.8 
23.5 
26.1 
13.9 
11.0 
7.3 

85.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. aEstimate, based on about 
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. statistically unreliable. 
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Crimes Personal larcenx 
of With Without 
theft contact contact 

--------
136.2 2.5 111.7 
138 .3 3.6 1)4.7 
134.2 3.1! 13U .4 
99.5 J.3 90.2 
77.8 2.4 7S .4 
52.4 2.8 4'1.7 
21.3 2.5 18.8 

90.7 83.2 !!7.5 
95.6 84.1 91.5 

122.6 7.0 II~.6 
112.4 6.9 105.6 
82.4 4.9 77.5 
38.2 Bft .2 34.0 
32.0 a6.6 25.5 

10 ~r fewer sample cases, is 

------~------------------------

Table 10. Personal crimes, 1981: 

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) 

f{lice t tH~)( t nnd ngt! Cri.m~s uf via lence Crimes I.lf the! t 

-----------------------------------------------------------------
White 

~Ial..:! 

12-15 (6,155,I)OU) 
16-IY (6,786,OOU) 
20-24 (B,Hbb,IlUU) 
~5-34 (lh ,465 ,000) 
n-49 (16,227 ,.)Uu) 
50-64 (14,096 ,000) 
65 an~ oVer (9,284,000) 

Fema le 
Il-15 (5,H67,1l00) 
lb-19 (6,728,000) 
211-24 (Y,Ilf.b,Ilf)O) 
l5-34 (16,534,000) 
15-49 (16,751,000) 
50-64 (15,64 \ ,000) 
65 .nd over (13,427 .000) 

nlnck 
tinle 

12-15 (I,06H,O~0) 
16-19 ([,110,000) 
2')-24 (1,2')3,,);)0) 
25-34 (1,974,000) 
35-49 (1,774 ,OOU) 
50-64 (1,313,000) 
65 and over (845,O{)U) 

Female 
Il-15 « ,Oh5,QOU) 
16-19 (t ,174 ,000) 
20-24 (1,463 ,UOU) 
25-34 (2,41I,OOU) 
35-49 (2,188,000) 
50-64 (I ,606 ,OOU) 
65 and over 0,255,000) 

69.2 
94.7 
9Q.6 
52.4 
27.6 
13.8 

7.6 

40.0 
37.5 
44.5 
35.0 
15.6 
10.2 
5.5 

95.4 
112.3 
86.3 
57.4 
3/,.6 
27.8 
28.0 

68.6 
48.8 
60.9 
39.8 
35.6 
26.H 
12.4 

1l9.3 
143.5 
144.9 
103.6 
76.0 
49.7 
25.8 

132.9 
131.0 
121.M 
95.3 
79.5 
54.9 
Id.2 

91.7 
111.1 
Ih3.8 
124.1) 
:)5 •• ' 
39.9 
37.6 

89.H 
1I1.U 
H7.9 

102.9 
HO.4 
36.9 
28.3 

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

Tabl~'t'L Personal crimes, 1981: 

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

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

'type of crime 

Never 
marrled 

(55,055,000) 
H.rried 

(IOJ ,770 ,000) 

-----------_._---
I/ldowcd 

(12 ,543 ,OUO) 

Olvorceet and 
8eparat~d 

(14 ,583 ,UOO) 

------------------
Cri~C6 of violenc,c 

Raile 
Robbery 

Roboory \lith injury 
From serious assault 
r.t'()U minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
'\ ••• ult 

Aggravated ... ault 
l/1th injury 
AUempted a~aau1t with weapon 

Simple .s.ault 
With injury 
Attempted assBult wIthout weapon 

Crime. of theft 
Personal larceny with contact 

Pur •• " •• tching 
Pocket picking 

Pertlonal larce.ny without contact 

62.1 
l.ij 

12.9 
4.0 
1.9 
2.2 
8.9 

47.4 
16.7 
6.1 

10.6 
10.7 
8.0 

22.7 
129.0 

4.7 
1.2 
3.5 

124.J 

NOTE: l),toU may not add to total shown becau.e of 
rounding. Nu .. ~ ... in p.renth •••• refer to 
populntion 1n the group; data on p1:r~on8 whose. 

19.7 
0.3 
3.8 
1.0 
0.5 
U.5 
2.8 

15.5 
5.8 
1.4 
4.5 
9.7 
2.2 
7.5 

63.1 
1.9 
0.6 
1.3 

61.2 

11.4 
·U.1 
5.0 
2.2 

dl.1 
"1.1 
2.H 
6.3 
2.2 

80.5 
1.8 
4.1 

SO.7/ 
~~4 

35.2 
4.5 
2.2 
2.4 

30.7 

b5.9 
2.9 

14.5 
6." 
2.9 
·l.O 
~.b 

48.5 
16.5 
7.2 
9.3 

32.0 
11.5 
20.5 

120.0 
1).3 
2.5 
3.9 

113.7 

marl tal status was not 8t:1certulned are excluded. 
8Estim8te. based on about 10 or fewer tlamplc. 

cases. is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 12. Personal crimes, 1981: 

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

(Rate Eer 1,000 EOEulation alle 12 and over) 

Crimes of 
Sex anJ marital status violence Rape Total 

Hale 
Never marrled (29,202,000) 79.8 aO.2 17.6 
Married (52,285,000) 26.1 (aZ) 4.8 
Widowed (1,900,000) 14.7 aO.O 8.5 
Divorced and separated 
(5,526,000) 68.2 aO.O 16.6 

Female 
Never married (25,852,000) 42.2 3.5 7.7 
Harried (51,485,000) 13.1 0.7 2.7 
Widowed (10,642,000) 10.8 aO.l 4.3 
Divorced and separated 

(9,057,O()U) 64.6 4.7 13.2 

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. 

Table 13. Personal crimes, 1981: 

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

(Rate Eer 1,000 EOEulation aae 12 and over) 

Crimes 
Sex of head of household of 
and relationshlp to head violence Rape Total 

Households headed by males 
Self (63,099,000) 33.3 aO.l 6.8 

!.iving alone (7,914,000) 68.7 aO.5 16.6 
Living with others (55,186,000) 28.2 (aZ) 5.4 

Wife (4Q,711,OOO) 12.6 0.6 2.5 
Own child under age 18 (16,857,000) 48.7 0.9 8.4 
Own child age 18 and over (12,886,000) 46.4 aO.7 7.9 
Other relatlve (3,837,000) 52.2 a2.6 11.7 
Nonrelatlve (3,776,000) 113.2 4.0 22.7 

Households headed by females 
Self (22,810,000) 39.7 2.4 10.3 

Living alone (tl,962,OOO) '.8.5 2.2 9.6 
Livlng wlth othera (10,849,000) 52.2 2.1 11.1 

Own child under age 18 (4,140,000) 89.3 a1.7 22.5 
Own child age 18 and over (4,291,000) 55.7 a2.5 14.6 
Other relative (2,465,OUO) 47.4 a3.4 8.8 
Nonrelative (2,464,000) 17..1 a5.6 15.5 

NOTE: 

(z) 

DetaU may not add to total shown beC8Use of rounding. 
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in t.he group. 
Represents less than 0.05. 
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Robber~ 
IIlith 
j.njury 

5.5 
1.2 

a2.9 

5.9 

2.4 
0.8 
2.1 

6.0 

Assault Crimes Personal l8rcen~ 
Without Aggra- of With Without 
injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact 

12.0 62.0 24.2 37.13 136.7 4.9 131.7 
3.6 21.3 8.5 12.8 62.6 1.1 61.5 

a5.5 a6.2 al.5 a4.7 39.1l a3.4 36.5 

10.7 51.5 22.7 21l.8 133.0 5.9 127.1 

5.3 31.0 8.3 22.7 120.4 4.4 116.0 
1.9 9.7 3.1 6.6 63.5 2.7 6U.9 
2.2 6.3 2.4 4.0 34.4 4.8 29.6 

7.2 1,6.6 12.7 33.9 112.1 6.6 105.5 

(Z) Represents less than 0.05. 
aEstlmate, based on zero or on about lU or fewer cases, is 

statistically unreliable. 

Robber:! Assault Crimes Personal larcen~ 
With 
injury 

1.8 
5.2 
1.4 
0.8 
2.5 
2.7 
4.2 
9.2 

4.0 
4.2 
3.8 
5.6 
5.6 

82.0 
85.8 

Without Aggra- of With Without 
injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact 

5.0 26.4 10.4 16.0 78.0 2.1 75.8 
11.4 51.7 21.6 30.1 138 .7 7.7 131.0 
4.1 22.8 8.8 13.9 69.3 1.3 67.9 
1.8 9.5 3.0 6.5 63.1 2.6 60.5 
6.0 39.3 10.7 21:1.6 129.4 1.9 127.5 
5.2 37.8 14.7 23.1 96.5 3.6 92.9 
7.5 37.9 13.4 24.6 64.1 5.3 58.8 

13.5 86.5 31.1 55.3 166.7 4.8 161.9 

6.3 27.0 8.2 18.9 91.9 6.5 85.4 
5.4 16.7 5.0 11.7 74.5 7.0 67.5 
7.3 38.4 11.7 26.7 111.0 5.9 lOS.! 

16.9 65.2 26.8 38.4 115.8 4.5 111.4 
8.9 38.6 14.7 24.0 95.1 6.3 88.8 
6.8 35.2 16.7 18.5 71.7 84.8 66.9 
9.7 51.0 19.5 31.4 141.6 8.2 133.;1 

~9timate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s 
statistically unreliable. 

I 
I 
I 
! 
I 

1 

j 
I 

I 

Table 14. Personal crimes, 1981: 

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

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

Less than $3.000- $7,500- $10,000- $IS ,000- $25,000 
$3,000 $7.499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more 

Type 0 f crime 0,235 ,000) (23,736,000) (11,156.000) (28,314,000) (47,508,000) (47,317,000) 

Cri.mes of violence 66.8 44.7 42.7 40.0 31.1 28.4 

Rape 3.6 1.9 1.4 1.0 0.7 0.4 

Robbery 15.9 12.1 9.4 7.8 5.7 4.7 

Rob!>! ry with Injury 5.4 3.6 3.1 2.6 1.7 1.5 

From serious assault "2.1 1.9 1.9 1.6 0.9 0.6 

From minor assault 3.4 1.8 1.3 1.1 0.8 0.9 

Robb>ry witil.>ut injury 10.5 8.4 6.2 5.2 3.9 3.2 

Assau It 47.3 30.7 n.v 31.1 24.7 23.2 

Aggravated assault 20.0 10.9 10.6 11.9 9.2 7.1 

lIith injury 8.3 4.1 4.2 3.8 3.0 1.9 

Attempted assault 
with weapon 11.7 6.7 6.3 8.1 6.2 5.2 

Simple assault 27.3 19.9 21.4 19.2 15.5 16.2 

lIlth injury 6.5 6.2 6.3 5.3 4.0 3.6 

Attempted assault 
without weapon 20.8 13.7 IS .1 13.9 11.5 12.6 

Crimes of theft 106.0 66.2 71.4 81.7 83.6 104.3 

Personal larceny with 
contact 5.5 4.8 3.4 3.3 2.6 2.5 

Purse 5n8'tching 2.3 2.0 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5 

pocket pickIng 3.2 2.8 1.8 2.2 1.9 1.9 

Personal larceny without 
contact 100.6 61.5 68.0 78.4 81.0 101.8 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of whose income level was not ascertained. 
rounding. Numbers in parentheae8 refer to 8Estimatc, based on about 10 or fewer 
population in the group; excludes data on persons sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 15. Personal crimes, 1981: 

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

(Rate ger 1,000 202ulation age 12 and over) 

Crimes 
of 

RaCe /lnd lncome violence Rape Total 

White 
Less than $3,000 (5,078,000) 68.5 a2.8 13.1 
$3 ,000-$7 ,49~ (18,302,000) 41.2 1.7 9.7 
$7,500-$9,999 (9,233,000) 40.4 al.1 7.9 
$10,000-$14,999 (24,236,000) 37.a 1.0 6.0 
$15,000-$24,999 (42,830,000) 29.8 0.7 4.8 
$25,000 or more (43,937,000) 28.2 0.4 4.5 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (1,957,000) 67.4 a5.0 24.0 
$3,000-$7,499 (5,037,000) 55.0 81.9 19.4 
$7.,500-$9,999 (I ,716 ,000) 52.5 a2.7 17.6 
$11),000-$14,999 (3,503,000) 51.2 al.1 18.0 
$15,000-$24,999 (J.77Il,OOO) 43.9 aO.3 15.6 
$25,00U or mOre (2,262,000) 34.2 al.3 7.1 

NOTE: Detail m8Y not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Numbers in parentheses refer to popUlation in the group; 
e~cludes data on persuns whose income level was not 

Robber:zc 
With 
injury 

5.6 
3.2 
2.8 
2.1 
1.6 
1.5 

a4.8 
4.7 

a4.7 
5.8 
4.0 

al.l 

Without 
injury 

7.5 
6.5 
5.1 
4.0 
3.2 
3.0 

19.2 
14.7 
12.9 
12.2 
11.5 
a5.9 

Assault Crimes Personal larcen:i 
Aggra- of W1th Without 

Total vated Simple theft contact contact 

52.6 18.7 33.9 110.9 6.0 101,.9 

29.8 9.5 20.3 .16.3 3.8 62.5 
31.4 9.5 21.9 71.4 2.4 69,0 

30.7 11.7 19.0 79.5 2.7 76.8 

24.3 9.1 15.2 82.8 2.5 80.3 

23.3 7.1 16.2 104.1 2.5 101.5 

38 .4 25.4 13.0 93.~ a4 •6 88.5 

33.7 15.6 18.1 64.0 8.1 56.0 

32.2 15.8 16.4 68.6 a7 •6 60.9 

32.1 14.8 17.3 10U.7 6.7 94.0 
27.9 9.8 18.1 93.3 a3.7 89.5 
25.8 8.0 17.8 116.4 a 1•3 115.1 

ascertained. 
aEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 

is statistically unreliable. 
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1 Table 16. Personal crimea, 1981: 
Table 17. Personal crimes, 1981: 

h Victimization rates for persons age 16 and over, 't, Victimization rates for persons age 25 and over, by participation in the civilian labor forCr'ti by level of educational attainment a.nd race of victims employment status and sector, sex of v c ms, 
and type of crime 

and type of crime 
(late 2er 1,000 EOEulat10n ale 25 and over) 16 and over) (Rate per 1,000 population age Assault crimes Personal larcenx 

Crta .. Robber:r: A .. ault Crlaea Per.onal l.rcen:r: Crimes Robberx of With Without 
Level of educational of With Without Aggra- of With Without Labor force participation, With Without A8llra-

Simple theft contact contact 
of Total vated 

.ttalnaent and race Violence Rape Total Injury Injury Total v.ted Slaple theft contact contact e~ployment status ond violence Rape Total injury injury 

nel!tor, and BeK -----Kl_entary .cllDol 
3.2 94.2 0-4 yean a Labor force participants 

4.9 28.9 10.3 18.5 97.4 
91.3 All rlCe.b (4,874,000) 13.9 cO.6 6.4 cI.I 5.3 7.0 c2.8 4.2 25.6 5.4 20.2 F.mploycd 0.9 7.3 2.4 21.4 93.6 2.3 37.0 5.9 35.5 14.1 98.0 White (3,558,000) 11.3 CO.4 6.5 cI.I 5.4 4.4 cI.I c3.3 27.3 5.6 21.7 noth ",,)teg (103,143,000) 

44.2 aO.1 8.6 2.6 
19.9 5.2 14.7 102.4 4.4 

lack (1,123,000) 21.0 cI.l c7.0 cI.2 cS.8 c12.9 c8.4 c4.5 23.4 c4.6 18.8 Hale (59,035,000) 27.4 1.9 5.5 2.0 3.5 

5-7 year. Female (44,108,000) 10.2 17.2 96.5 3.2 93.3 

All rlC .. b (7,386,000) 18.7 cO'. 5 7.6 3.4 4.2 10.6 3.5 7.2 28.0 2.9 25.2 private ~ector 0.8 7.8 2.5 5.2 27.4 
19.4 93.5 2.3 91.2 

36.0 32.9 \3.5 
White (5,868,000) 17.4 cO.S 6.7 2.8 3.9 10.2 2.6 7.6 27.9 3.1 24.7 60th !lClleS (86,653,000) SO.7 9.0 2.8 6.2 14.2 100.9 4.5 96.4 

42.0 3.9 19.7 5.5 
Back (1,361,000) 24.5 cO.9 11.1 cS.S cS.7 12.5 c6.2 c6.3 26.4 c2.1 24.3 Male (50,914,000) 27.6 1.9 6.0 2.1 

8 yean Femal!! (3~, 739 ,OIlO) 11.1 25.3 101.8 3.3 98.5 

All rlCe.b (9,536,000) 12.9 cO.2 5.1 2.0 3.1 7.6 2.2 5.4 29.2 2.5 26.t Government sector 1.1 4.5 1.4 3.2 36.4 
33.8 94.1 2.~ 91.7 

42.0 52.3 18.4 
White (8,575,000) 11.6 cO.2 3.9 cI.S 2.4 7.5 2.2 5.3 27.1 1.9 25.1 Bot h sexes (16,490,000) SO.2 5.6 81.5 4.2 17.0 109.2 4.1 105.1 

58.1 21.0 4.0 
Back (856,000) 20.2 cO.O c12.2 c7.0 cS.l c8.0 c3.3 c4.7 47.9 c6.9 41.0 Hale (8,121,000) 26.5 2.0 3.4 al.3 2.2 

Fumale (8,369,000) 24.4 35.6 118.2 5.9 112.4 

High .chool Unemployed 2.6 13.1 4.1 8.9 59.9 
41.0 117.1 5.4 111.7 

75.6 10.5 70.1 29.0 113.0 1-3 yean 80th !lClle~ (5,707,000) 80.0 16.6 6.1 29.8 119.4 6.4 86.7 7.5 49.3 19.5 
All rlCe.b (17,455,000) 24.9 cO.3 6.2 2.5 3.7 18.4 7.9 10.5 46.3 3.3 43.0 Male (2,923,000) 64.0 05.2 9.4 a2.0 
White (14,643,000) 21.5 cO.l 4.0 1.5 2.5 17.4 7.4 10.0 44.8 2.5 42.3 Female (2,785,000) 

38.1 Black (2,600,000) 42.6 cl.4 17.6 7.6 10.0 23.5 10.9 12.6 56.1 7.9 48.2 Labor foroo nonpart lei pants 4.0 b.7 41.4 3.3 
4 Keeping huuse 0.9 3.6 1.3 2.4 10.7 

815.8 37.4 aO.O 37.4 yean 15.2 1311.0 815.8 SO.O 38.1 All race.b (49,829,000) 20.3 0.4 4.6 1.6 3.0 15.3 5.6 9.6 62.6 2.2 60.4 80th sexes (32,521,000) a30.5 ao.O a14.7 a3.7 4.1 6.6 41.5 3.4 
Hale (401,000) 1.2 2.2 10.6 

White (44,760,000) 19.0 O.S 3.9 1.4 2.5 14.6 5.1 9.5 59.8 1.8 58.0 15.0 0.9 3.5 
116.5 Black (4,374,000) 32.8 CO.O 11.7 c3.0 8.7 21.1 10.0 11.1 .89.2 5.8 83.4 Female (32,120,000) 13.3 30.3 120.9 4.4 

school 10.6 2.4 8.3 43.6 
138.6 a3.6 134.9 tn a1.9 19.0 40.0 

Soth IlCKes (6,641,000) 56.1 
16.2 a2.9 13.3 59.0 102.6 5.2 97.5 

College 
Male (3,371 ,0(0) 

76.0 aO.9 
a1.8 a3.1 27.7 7.5 20.2 

1-3 yean 35.6 a3.0 4.9 
Female (3,270,000) al.9 24.4 

All rlC .. b (21,238 ,000) 35.9 1.3 7.5 2.5 5.1 27.0 9.9 17.1 94.1 3.8 90.3 17.5 8.5 9.0 26.3 
White (18,967,000) 33.7 1.3 5.8 2.4 3.4 26.6 9.1 17 .5 92.6 3.7 88.9 Unable to work aO.5 6.4 a3.2 a3.0 13.7 35.1 83.4 31.7 

80th Sl!llCS 0,942,000) 24.4 a3.1 a2.3 24.7 11.1 aO.O 15.1 
Black (1,851,000) 60.3 cl.7 25.9 c3.8 22.1 32.7 18.7 14.0 115.5 c5.3 111.2 30.1 aO.O a5.4 

a4.3 a8.4 as.3 a3.1 15.1 
4 yean or aore Male (2,207,000) a1.1 a7.7 a3.3 

Female (1,73b,OOO) 17 .1 
26.6 2.1 24.5 

All race.b (24,224,000) 27.1 cO.5 4.9 1.7 3.2 21.7 6.0 IS.7 104.6 -4.0 100.6 4.1 4.5 aO.7 3.11 23.5 
White (22,026,000) 27.5 CO.5 4.5 1.4 3.0 22.5 6.4 16.1 104.1j 3.9 100.9 Retired 10.0 80.0 5.5 1.5 aO.7 4.4 25.2 1.7 

Black (1,299,000) cl.2 c9.5 cS.6 c3.9 12.4 cI.6 clO.8 c4.9 80th SI!)tes (10,764,000) ao.o 5.3 al.l 4.2 5.1 
aO.7 33.3 a'.7 29.6 

23.1 113.5 108.6 10.4 a1.6 aO.8 
Male (8,888,O()0) aO.O a6.8 a3.1 a3.7 
Femal~ (1,87b,OOO) 8.3 4.0 69.3 

7.8 29.9 13.3 16.6 73.3 
75.0 

NOTE: DetaU aay not add to total .hov\l because of rounding. aIncludes per80ns who never attended or who .ttended kindergarten only. other 43.7 al.2 12.7 5.0 23.5 19.2 80.9 5.9 

bIncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. Soth Sl!xes (8,104,000) 80.0 16.6 6.7 9.9 42.8 
14.0 65.9 a2.1 63.8 

Nuaben in parentheaea refer to popuation in the group; 
Male (4,014,000) 59.4 

8.8 a3.3 5.5 17 .2 a3.2 
exclude. data on peraoa. age 25 and over whose level of "Estillate, based on zero or on about 10 ,r fewer saaple c .... , i. 28.3 a2.3 
education w. not ascertained. statistically unreliable. Female (4,090,O()O) 

10 or fewer sample 
aEstimate, based on zero or on about 

cases. 

1 hown because of rounding. is statiatically unreliable. 
NOTE; Detail may not ad~ to t~~~erS to population in the group. 

Numbers in parent eaes 
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Tabla 18. Personal crimes, 1981: I 

" Victimization rates for persons age 16 and over, 
I 

'\ by participation in the civilian labor force, I 
employment status and sector, race of victims, 
and type of crime 

I 
! 

(Rate eer 1,000 eoeulation aKe 16 and over) 

J 

Labor force participation, Crilles Robberl A .. ault Crilles Fersonal larcenl 1 
e.ployaent status and sector, of With Without Aggra- of With Without I and race violence Rape Total injury 1njury Total vated Simple theft contact contact 

~~, .. I 
Labor force participants 

f 

Eaployed i 
White (90 ,948 ,000) 36.6 0.9 6.5 2.1 4.4 29.2 10.3 19.0 96.9 2.9 93.9 
BlaCK (10,019,000) 40.5 SO.5 14.2 4.6 9.6 25.8 11.1 14.8 101.9 5.3 96.6 1 

Private sector 
White (77,235,000) 35.3 0.9 6.9 2.3 4.6 27.6 10.0 

I 
17 .6 96.0 2.9 93.1 I Black (7,597,000) 42.6 SO.4 16.3 5.0 11.3 25.8 12.3 13.6 102.6 5.9 96.7 

Government sector 
White (13,712,000) 43.7 1.2 4.0 1.1 2.9 38.5 11.9 26.5 101.4 3.0 98.4 I Black (2,422~00) 33.9 SO.7 7.5 a3.1 84.4 25.7 7.3 18.4 99.8 a3 •6 96.3 

Unemployed I 

Tabla 19. Personal crimea, 1981 : 

Victimization rates for employed persons age 16 and over, 
by civilian labor force sector, type of employment of Victims, 
and type of crime 

(Rate Eer 1,000 EOEulation aBe 16 and over) 

Crimes Robberl Assault Crimes Personal larcen~ 

Ser.tc r alu type of With Without Aggra- of IHth W1tI~lIt 

of employmellt violence Rape Total injury injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact 

Private sector (86,653,000) 36.0 O.B 7.1l 2.5 5.2 27.4 10.2 17.2 96.5 ).2 93.3 

Agrlculture (3,475,000) 25.8 bO.O 5.8 b2.6 b3.2 20.0 9.3 10.8 62.4 bO.9 61.5 

Wage/salary (J ,51l1,OOO) 44.9 bO.O 9.7 b4.8 b4.8 35.3 17.4 17 .Il 69.9 bO.9 61l.9 

Self-employed/unpaid 
bO.O b2.6 bO.7 bl.9 b7.3 b2.5 b4.9 bO•8 

(1,894,000) 9.9 56.3 55.5 

~on-agriculttlre (1l3,171l,000) 36.5 0.9 7.9 2.5 :S.3 27.7 10.2 17.5 98.0 3. '} qt, ,7 

Wage/salary (75,888,000) 37.1 0.9 8.0 2.6 5.4 28.3 lO.4 17 .9 98.2 3.3 94.8 

Hilling/ cons truct ion 
bO.O bl.1 

(5,545,000) 49.9 8.1 4.0 4.1 41.8 15.9 25.9 95.5 94.4 

Hanufacturing (21,570,000) 27.5 °0.2 5.8 2.1 3.7 21.5 8.4 13.1 74.9 2.3 72.6 

Transpo rtat ion/public 
bO.6 bl.3 utilities (5,514,000) 39.8 8.6 7.3 30.7 11.0 19.7 92.5 2.1 89.7 

Wholesale trade (3,865,000) 31.7 bO.O 8.2 b2.0 6.2 23.5 11.7 11.11 101.9 bl.6 100.3 

Retail trade (15,120,000) 41.2 1.5 10.6 2.9 7.7 35.0 13.2 21.9 111.9 3.9 108.0 

White (4,407,000) 74.4 a2.3 8.'1 a3.0 5.1 64.0 25.4 38.6 119.1 4.7 114.5 
Black (1,188,O~0) 78.9 a3.6 31.7 a7.2 24.5 43.5 20.4 23.2 120.8 810•8 110.0 1 

Labor forae nonparticipants 

Finance, insurance, real 
bO.8 b2.6 estate (5,655,000) 32.6 6.6 4.0 25.2 9.8 15.4 91.1 6.7 84.4 

Services (18,6~O,OOO) 38.0 1.7 8.4 2.9 5.5 28.0 8.7 19.2 117 .9 4.) In.6 

Keeping house 
White (28,813,000) 13.1 0.8 2.9 1.1 1.8 9.5 3.1 6.4 41.8 2.8 39.0 
Black (3,183,000) 34.6 82.3 10.7 a2.9 7.9 21.6 12.9 8.7 40.7 7.6 33.1 

In school 

Self-employed/unpaid 
bO.8 b2.0 

(7,290,000) 29.6 7.0 5.0 21.8 8.0 13.9 95.7 3.0 92.7 

Government secto ra (16,490,000) 42.0 1.1 4.5 1.4 3.2 36.4 11.1 25.3 101.8 3.3 911.5 

Services (9,128,000) b34.6 1.3 3.6 bl.O 2.5 29.8 6.2 23.6 115.8 3.2 112.6 

White (5,143,000) 53.7 81.8 7.7 82.3 5.3 44.2 11.8 32.4 127.4 3.9 123.5 
Black (1,179,000) 68.5 81.2 23.7 a2.0 21.7 45.6 a21.9 21.7 100.4 a5 •1 95.3 

Public administration bl.9 
(5,496,000) 58.7 1.3 5.3 3.4 52.1 20.7 31.4 88.3 1.2 85.1 

Unable to work 
White (3,155,000) 19.8 aO.O 4.9 a3.2 al.7 14.9 6.8 8.0 26.2 a2•4 23.8 
Black (735,000) 44.2 a2.6 a13.2 a3.5 a9.7 28.5 a16.2 a12.2 

Retired 
23.9 aO•O 23.9 

White (9,878,000) 7.5 aO.O 83.4 al.3 2.1 4.1 aO.8 3.3 24.9 1.8 23.1 

NOTt;: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. se~ratelY. 

Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. 
stimate, based all zero or on about 10 or fewer <;illlple cases, 

alncludes data on other "government" categories, 1I0t shown is statistically unreliable. 

Black (766,000) 32.9 80.0 24.8 a3.9 20.9 a8.1 aO.O a8.1 49.1 a6 •2 42.8 
Other 

White (6,676,000) 39.0 SO.8 10.2 3.6 6.7 27.9 10.6 17.3 76.6 4.3 n.3 
Black (1,258,000) 71.5 83.2 26.3 12.0 14.2 42.1 29.2 12.9 55.8 82 •1 53.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ags tillate, baaed on zero or on about 10 or fewer sallple case8, 
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. i. statiatically unreliable. 

! 
" I 
I I~ 
I , ~ 
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Table 20. Personal crimes, 1981: 

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

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

All metropolitan areas 
Outside 

All Central central 
areas ci ties cities 

Type of crime (186,336,000)(52,066,000)(74,220,000) 

Crimes of violence 35.3 51.6 32.8 
Rape 1.0 1.4 0.9 
Robbery 7.4 15.1 5.8 

Robbe ry with 
injury 2.4 5.0 1.8 

Robbery without 
injury 5.1l 10.1 4.0 

Assault 27.0 35.1 26.0 
Aggravated 
assault 9.6 13.4 8.S 

Simple assault 17.3 21.7 17.3 
Crimes of thef t 85.1 101.4 94.2 

Personal larceny 
with contact 3.2 6.9 2.6 
P~r50nal larceny 
without contact 81.9 94.6 91.6 

NOT!;: 'fhe population range categories shown under the 
heading "Metr~politan areas" are based only on 
the size of the central city and do not reflect 
the population of the entire metropolitan area. 
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the 
group. Detail Inay not add to total shown because 
of rounding. 

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

Metropolitan areas 
50,000-249,999 250,000-499,999 500,000-999,999 1,000,000 or more 

Outside Outside Outside Outside Nonmetro-
Central central Central central Central central Central central politan 
cities cities cities cities cities cities cities citi~. areas 

15,630,000)(21,738,000)(10,604,000)(17,223,000)(10,696,O()0)(17,519,onO)(IS,136,OOO)(17 ,739,000)(60,050,000) 

42.3 26.1 44.9 32.7 54.0 35.7 64.2 38.1 24.4 
1.6 0.9 1.5 aO.8 aO.9 1.3 1.3 au.7 0.6 
7.1 3.7 8.9 5.8 14.8 5.6 28.0 8.4 2.7 

3.3 0.7 3.8 2.1 4.7 2.2 7.7 2.3 0.6 

3.7 3.0 5.1 3.7 10.1 3.4 20.3 6.2 1.9 
33.6 21.4 34.5 26.0 38.3 28.7 34.8 29.0 21.1 

12.3 6.8 13.5 9.0 14.0 10.8 14.1 8.9 7.5 
21.3 14.6 21.0 17 .0 24.4 18.0 20.7 20.2 13.6 
93.4 77 .9 91.2 90.6 106.3 107.3 113.4 104.9 59.8 

2.8 1.4 3.4 2.6 4.6 2.3 15.0 4.4 0.9 

90.5 76.5 87.8 88.0 101.7 105.0 96.4 100.5 58.9 
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Table 21. Personal crimea, 1981: 

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

(Rate Eer 1,000 resident p0l!ulation ajie 12 and over) 

Crimes Rob·ber;t 
of With 

Area and race and sex violencea Total injury 

.\11 areas 
White male (77,879,000) 44.3 8.1 2.6 
White female (84,OI4,OOO) 23.4 4.4 1.6 
Black male (9,337,000) 60.9 23.4 5.2 
Black female (11 ,243 ,000) 40.4 11.5 3.6 

Metropolitan areas 
Central cities 

White male (18,358,000) 62.8 15.4 5.4 
Whtte female (20,753,000) 36.6 9.5 3.6 
Black male (5,040,00U) 81.1 34.7 8.5 
Black female (6,312,000) 47.7 17 .1 5.3 

Outside central cities 
White male (32,925,000) 43.9 7.6 2.2 
White female (34,883,000) 21.5 3.6 l.2 
Black male (2,1~9,000) 39.5 12.6 b2.3 
Black female (2,528,000) 36.6 6.6 b2.9 

Nonmetropolltan areas 
White male (26,597,UOO) 31.9 3.6 1.2 
White female (28,378,000) 16.1 1.6 0.6 
Black male (2,1 J8 ,000) 34.7 7.5 bO.5 
Black female (2,404,000) 25.0 bl.9 bO.O 

NOT8: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
Num"'rs in parentheses refer to population in the group. 

aInclude,!! data on rape, not shown separately. 

Table 22. Household crimes, 1981: 

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

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

Type of crillle 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attellpted forcible entry 

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

Hotor vehicle theft 
COllpleted theft 
Atte!!lpted theft 

All races 
(84 ,095 ,000) 

87.9 
30.8 
36.6 
20.6 

121.0 
58.3 
48.0 

6.0 
8.7 

17.1 
10.6 
6.5 

lIhite 
(73,499,000) 

82.7 
27.8 
36.3 
18.5 

118.5 
58.9 
45.6 
5.4 
8.7 

16.3 
10.0 
6.3 

-----

Assault Crimes Personal larcen;t 
Without Aggra- of With Without 
injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact 

5.5 36.1 13.7 22.4 89.8 2.6 87.2 
2.8 17.4 4.8 12.6 81.0 3.3 17.8 

18.1 37.4 20.0 17.3 96.1! 4.0 92.11 
7.9 26.1 9.8 16.4 74.8 6.6 68.2 

10.0 47.4 19.6 27.8 109.0 4.4 104.6 
5.8 24.6 7.0 17.6 100.7 7.9 92.8 

26.2 46.1 23.9 22.2 103.7 5.2 98.5 
11.8 27.9 10.4 17 .5 86.1 10.6 75.6 

5.4 36.2 13.l 23.2 98.7 2.7 96.0 
2.3 l6.3 4.3 12.1 90.1 2.6 87.5 

10.3 26.9 12.9 :4.0 ltO.5 b4.2 106.3 
b3.7 27.2 11.3 15.9 88.1 b2.3 85.8 

2.4 28.2 10.5 17.8 65.6 1.2 64.4 
1.0 13.4 3.8 9.6 55.5 0.6 54.9 

b6.9 27.3 lB.1 9.2 66.5 bO.B 65.7 
bl.9 20.2 6.3 13.8 31.1 bO.7 30.4 

bEstimate, basen on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 
is statistically unreliable. 

Blacl:. 
(9,125,000) 

133.6 
55.9 
40.9 
36.7 

141.6 
55.3 
65.7 
11.0 
9.6 

24.0 
15.6 
8.4 

Other 
(l ,472 ,000) 

68.1 
21.6 
24.3 
22.2 

117.7 
49.2 
55.9 
·7.5 
·5.1 
13.1 
&8.4 
"4.7 

NOTE: Detail .... y not add to total sho.'1n because 
of rounding. tlumbers in parenth~ses refer 
to households in tl>e group. 

8Estltaate. baaed on about 10 or fewer saDiple 
casas, 18 statistically unreliable. 
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I Table 23. Household crimes, 1981: 

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

(Rate per J ,000 households) 

Type of crime 

Burglary 
forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without for~! 
Attempted forcible entry 

Household larceny 
Les. than $50 
$~O or more 
Amount not available 
At tempted larceny 

Ilotor vehicte thaft 
Compietod theft 
At tempted thert 

HispaniC 
(4,235,000) 

103.6 
43.1 
30.3 
30.2 

t48.0 
54.0 
71.9 

9.2 
12.9 
28.6 
17.1 
11.5 

NOTE, 
Detail ~y not add to total shown be~au8e of rounding .. 
NLimbers 1n parentheses refer to houselJJlds 1n the group. 

Table 24. Motor vehicle theft, 1981: 

Non-Hispanic 
(79,859,000) 

87.1 
10.1 
36.9 
20.0 

119.6 
58.5 
46.7 

5.9 
8.5 

16.5 
10.3 
6.3 

Victimization rates on the basiS of thefts per 1 ,000d 
ho'useholds and of thefts per 1 ,000 vehicles owne , 
by selected household characteristics 

Based on households 
Based on vehicles owned 

Number of Number Rate per 
Number of Nullber Rate per vehicles owned of thefts 1,000 
households of thefts 1,000 

Characteristic 

Race of head of household 84 ,095,000 1,439,000 
All race. 73,499,000 1,201,000 

lihUe 9,125,000 219,000 
Black 1,472.000 19,000 
Other 

'household Age of head of 973,000 28,000 
12-19 25,833,000 647,000 
20-34 21,059,000 428,000 
35-49 19,233,000 225,000 
50-64 16,998,000 III ,000 
65 and over. 

Forll of tenure 53,823,000 678,000 
owned Qr blling bought 30,272,000 761,000 
Rented 

, 
NOTE: 

Deta'll lIay not add to total shown because of 
The ", .. ber of theft. based on 

ro;:ndi:' owned is higher than the corresponding 
;~g~~e based on muscholds because the forrler 
includes 311 cOIIpleted or atte.pted vehicle i 
tM,ftS, regattll ••• of the fl.n31 classificat on 

141,372 ,ODD 1,557,000 H.O 
17.1 

129,047,000 1,303,000 10./ 
16.3 

10,036,000 234,000 23.3 
24.0 21,000 9.2 
13.1 2,289,000 

1,051,000 31,000 29.5 
28.7 

43,229,000 698,000 16.1 
25.0 

42,954,000 465,000 10.8 
20.3 

36 ,3H ,000 238,000 6.6 
11.7 

17,823,000 125,000 7.0 
6.6 

104,892,000 739,000 7.0 
12.6 818,000 22.4 
25.1 36,460 ,000 

of the event; motor vehicle theft i& the least 
seriOUS NeS crime and. thus. other personal or 
household crimes occurring in conju~l~n ~~~ 
such thefts take precedence 1n dete n ng 
classification, 
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Table 25. Household crimes, 1981: 

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

(Rate per 1,000 households) 

20-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over 
Type of crime 

12-19 
(973,000) (25,833,000) (21,059,000) (19,233,000) (16,998,000) 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry witmut force 
Attempted forcible entry 

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

Motor vehicle theft 
Completed theft 
Attempted theft 

217.9 
56.8 

122.4 
38 .• ~ 

184.0 
74,;5 
86,'.3 
a1,4 
15','8 
28.7 

41,3.7 
"l5.0 

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

Table 26. Household crimes, 1981: 

Victimization rates, by type of crime 
and annual family income 

(Rate per I ,DOD households) 

Less than $3,000-
$3,000 $7,499 

Type of crime (4,532 ,ODD) (13,595,000) 

Burglary 132.4 98.6 
Forcible entry 40.6 33.9 
Unlawful entry without force 59.1 40.2 
Attempted forcible entry 32.7 24.4 

Housel»ld larceny 118.2 119.6 
Less than $50 57.9 60.1 
$50 or more 44.2 43.4 
Amount not available 10.4 8.0 
Attempted lsrceny 5.8 8.1 

Motor vehkle theft 11.9 12.4 
Completed thefe 7.4 7.5 
Attempted theft 4.5 4.9 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sho\rn because of 
rounding. Numbers 1n parentheses refer to 

Tobie 27. Household burglary, 1981: 

114.7 
41.8 
44.4 
28.5 

155.7 
76.4 
61.8 
5.8 

11.7 
25.0 
15.0 
10.0 

94.6 
33.2 
41.4 
20.0 

137.5 
60.9 
60.3 
6.5 
9.9 

20.3 
13.0 
7.3 

67.9 
23.4 
28.9 
15.5 

104.1 
49.3 
42.2 
5.7 
7.0 

11.7 
7.8 
3.9 

54.2 
17 .8 
22.6 
13.8 
63.4 
37.0 
16.0 
6.1 
4.2 
6.6 
3.8 
2.7 

8Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample 
cases. is statistically unreliable. 

$7,500- $10,000- $15,000- $25,000 
$9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or tlore 

(5,617 ,000) (13,228,000) (19,827,000) (17,660,000) 

89.4 87.0 79.6 83.2 
37.3 29.4 28.4 28.5 
29.5 37.5 32.8 37.3 
22.6 20.1 18.4 17 .3 

120.8 123.3 129.4 123.0 
60.3 58.6 65.6 56.2 
43.2 50.6 49.4 53.0 
7.2 6.0 5.3 3.6 

10.1 8.0 9.2 10.3 
13.6 20.1 18.9 1'( .6 
8.8 12.4 1l.7 10.8 
4.8 7.7 7.2 6.8 

households in the gr;oup; excludes data on 
persons whose incOIIe level vas not ascertained. 

Victimization rates, by race of head of household, 
annual family income, and type of burglary 

(Rate per 1 ,000 households) 

Race ani income 

Whiee 
Less than $3,000 (3,252 ,ODD} 
$3,000-$7,499 (10,954,000) 
Ii7,500-$9,999 (4,772,OOO) 
$10 ,000-$14 ,999 (11,544,000) 
$15,OOG-$24,999 (18,045,000) 
$25,000 or more (16,473,000) 

Blsck 
Less than $3,000 0,179,000) 
$3,000-$7,499 (2,450,000) 
$7,500-$9,999 (750,000) 
$10 ,000-$14,999 (1,458,000) 
$15,000-$24,999 (1.456,000) 
$25,000 or more {824 ,000) 

All 
burglsries 

121.9 
88.8 
80.8 
83.4 
76.9 
82.4 

162.1 
142.1 
146.3 
121.4 
116.5 
115.2 

NOTE: DetaU may noe add to total shown because of 
rounding. Numbers in parentheBe. refer to 

Forcible 
entry 

29.5 
26.0 
32.0 
27.3 
27.1 
27.7 

73.5 
60.2 
69.1 
49,9 
45.5 
49.4 

Unlawful entry 
without force 

67.2 
39.5 
29.2 
36.2 
33.0 
38.0 

35.7 
43.7 
33.5 
48.0 
34.3 
34.1 

Atte.pted 
forcible entr; 

25.1 
21.4 
19.6 
J9.9 
16.7 
16.7 

52.9 
38.2 
43.6 
23.5 
36.7 
31.7 

houlehold. in the group; exclude. data on 
persona who~j incolle level v •• not •• certaioed. 
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Table 28. Household larceny, 1981: 

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

(Rate per 1.000 households) 

Race ani income 
All household 
larcenies8 

White 
Less than $3,000 (3,252,000) 
$3,000-$7,499 (10,954,000) 
$7,500-$9,999 (4,772,000) 
$10 ,000-$14,999 (J I ,544 ,OQO) 
$15 ,OOG-$24 ,999 (I8,045,OOO) 
$25,000 or more (16,473,000) 

Black 
Less than $3,000 (I ,179,000) 
$3,000-$7,499 (2,450,000) 
$7,500-$9,999 (750,000) 
$10,000-$14,999 (1,458,000) 
$15,000-$24,999 (1,456,000) 
$25,000 or more (824,000) 

NOTE: Detail may not add .to total shown because 
of rounding. Numbers 1..0 parentheses refer 
to households In the grouPi excludes data 
on persons whose income level was not 
saec rtained. 

Table 29. Motor vehicle theft, 1981: 

120.0 
116.6 
117.0 
122.4 
126.1 
120.0 

119.5 
131.0 
142.9 
125.8 
174.0 
184.2 

Completed larceny 
Less than $50 $50 or more 

62.9 43.4 
59.9 40.8 
62.9 39.9 
60.5 48.3 
65.7 46.7 
55.6 50.7 

49.0 47.3 
60.3 53.5 
43.6 62.5 
46.0 63.2 
65.2 84.3 
69.7 94.5 

Attempted 
larceny 

5.7 
8.4 
9.0 
8.1 
8.8 

10.1 

b6.4 
7.5 

b18.5 
b7.4 
13.9 

blG.7 

8Includes data, not shown 8eparat~lYt on 
larcenies for which the value of lOf.;8 was not 
ascertained. 

bestlmate. based on about 10 or t,\':oIer sample 
cases, 1s statistically unreliable. 

Victimization rates, by race of head of household, 
annual ~~mily income, and type of theft 

(Rate per 1 ,000 households) 

Race aM income 

White 
Less than $3,000 (3,252,000) 
$3,000-$; ,499 (10,954,000) 
$7,50G-$9,999 (4,772,000) 
$10,000-$14,999 (11,544,000) 
$15 ,OOG-$24 ,999 (18,045,000) 
$25,000 or more (16,473,000) 

Black 
Les. than $3,000 (1,17.9,000) 
$3.000-$7,499 (2,450,000) 
$7,500-$9,999 (lSO,OOO) 
$10,000-$14,999 (1,458,000) 
$15 ,OOG-$24 ,999 (1,456,000) 
$25,000 or oorn (824,000) 

All vehicle 
thefts 

13.3 
11.6 
13.1 
18.7 
17.6 
16.8 

89.2 
15.9 

"18.7 
30.6 
36.3 
36.9 

NOTE: DetaU may not add to total ohown because of 
rounding. Numbers In parenthl!:3C8 refer to 
houoeloldo in the group; excludes data on 

Completed 
theft 

9.3 
6.8 
7.8 

11.7 
10.7 
9.9 

a2.8 
10.3 

a16.4 
IR.O 
24.8 
30.8 

Attempted 
theft 

a4.0 
4.8 
5.3 
6.3 
;,..9 
6.9 

persons whose income level was not ascertaIned. 
!iEstimatc. based on about 10 or fewer sallple cases, 

h statistically unreliable. 

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 39 



Table 30. Household crimes, 1981: 

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

(Rate per 1 ,000 households) 

One 
Type of crime (19 ,44B ,000) 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry witmut force 
Atterupted forcible entry 

Houst!hold larceny 
Les. thao $50 
$50 or more 
Araount not available 
Attempted larceny 

Ho tor vehicle theft 
Com pIe ted thef t 
Attempted theft 

B3.7 
30.9 
31.3 
21.5 
77.1 
39.1 
27.3 
5.2 
5.5 

15.0 
8.2 
6.B 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total sho\m because of 
rounding. Numbers 1n parentheses refer to 
households in the group; excludes data on 

Table 31. Household crimes, 1981: 

Two-three Four-five Six or tlIOre 
(42,266,000) (IB ,76B,OOO) 0,612,000) 

86.1 92.5 108.6 
31.0 29.8 32.3 
35.8 40.6 53.B 
19.3 22.1 22.4 

115.3 165.0 196.2 
55.9 19;9 78.2 
45.2 66;5 95.6 
5.7 7.1 10.0 
8.5 11.6 12.4 

16.9 19.1 21.5 
10.4 12.9 13.3 
6.4 6.2 8.2 

households whose number of persons could not 
be ascertained. 

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

(Rate per 1.000 households) 

OWned or be1!!!1 b0!!!lht Rented 
All racesa White Black All races8 White Black 

Type of crime (53,823,000) (49,048 ,000) (4,059,000) (30,272,000) (24,451,000) (5,066,000) 

Burglary 72.B 70.1 !O9.0 1I4.B 107.8 153.3 
Forcible entry 25.4 23.9 44.7 40.2 35.7 64.9 
unlawful entry wltoout force 31.3 31.2 34.5 46.1 46.5 46.1 
Attempted forcible entry 16.1 15.0 29.9 28.5 25.6 42.2 

Household larceny 109.8 106.5 148.9 141.<. 142.6 135.8 
Less than S50 54.1 54.2 55.7 65.8 68.3 55.1 
$50 or more 42.1 39.5 71.6 58.4 57.9 60.9 
Amount not available 5.7 5,2 9.7 6.7 5.7 12.0 
Attempted larceny 7.9 7.6 11.9 10.1 10.7 7.8 

Hotor vehicle theft 12.6 12.1 19.1 25.1 24.9 28.0 
Comple ted thef t 8.2 7.9 12.3 14.B 14.3 18.3 
Attempted theft 4.4 4.2 6.8 10.3 10.6 9.7 

NarE: Detail may not add to total shown because 
of rounding. Numbers in parentheses Tefer 
to households in the group. 

alncludes data on "other" rac.es. not shown 
separately. 
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Tabl. 32. Hau •• hoId crlm •• , 1981: 

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

(Rate eer 1,000 houleholdl) 

Onea Two 
Type of crillle (59,514,000) (6,094,000 ) 

Burglary 81.5 103.9 
Forcible entry 28.7 38.1 
Unlawful entry wi t!Dut force 34.8 42.6 
Attellpted forcible entry 18.0 23.3 

Houlehold lerceny 118.9 146.0 
L.I than $50 57.8 69.9 
$50 or 1I0re 46.6 57.5 
AIIount lIot available 5.9 7.9 
Attellpted larceny 8.6 10.8 

Kotor veh1cla theft 12.9 27.2 
COllpleted theft 8.6 17.3 
At tellpted t hef t 4.3 9.9 

NOTE: DetaU ... y not add to total lhown becaule of rounding. 
NUllbel'll in pIIrenthel .. refer to population in the group; 
excludes data on houaeholda whOle nuaber of units in 
Itructure could not be Hcertained. 

Other than 
Three Four Five-Nine Ten or 1I0re !Dusing units 

0,664,000) (2,673,000) (4,001,000) (9,257,000) (752,000) 

111.3 128.2 110.9 88.1 144.5 
50.9 43.6 39.9 28.0 25.9 
41.2 41.0 38.8 35.9 103.8 
19.2 43.6 32.2 24.2 b14.8 

134.9 162,2 139.4 93.8 143.4 
56.9 75.8 69.7 41.8 89.6 
62.0 66.9 54.3 39.6 48.9 
b4.4 7.3 7.3 5.8 bO.O 
11.6 12.2 8.1 6.6 b4.9 
47.5 24.5 17.8 29.6 b14.9 
25.8 13.1 9.4 16.2 b8.2 
21.7 11.4 8.4 13.5 b6.5 

aIncludes data on 1I0bile homes. not shown separately. 
"Estillate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sallple 

csses, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 33. Household crimes, 1981: 

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

(Rat. per 1,000 houa.bolda) 

Type of crl.e 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry 
vltmut force 

AU"pted forclble 
entry 

Houaehold larreny 
COllple ted 10 rceny" 

Leaa than ~SO 
$SO or IlOre 

Atte"pted lorceny 
Hotor vehlcle theft 

Comple ted t hef t 
Attellpted theft 

All 1IetropoUtan area. 
Outside 

All Central central 
area. cities citi~. 

(84 ,09S ,000) (2S,0l2 ,OQO)(32 ,243 ,000) 

87.9 
30.8 

36.6 

20.6 
121.0 
112.3 
S8.3 
4l!.o 
8.7 

17 .1 
10.6 
S.S 

119.9 
48.2 

40.3 

31.4 
148.9 
137.0 
66.4 
63.7 
11.9 
26.0 
IS.3 
10.6 

79.7 
27.2 

34.3 

18.2 
118.8 
110.7 
S6.6 
47.8 
~.2 

17.6 
10.6 
7.0 

NOTE: The population range categories ahown under the 
heading "HetropoU tliQ areas" are based only on 
the ah:e of the central city &00 do not reflect 
the population of the entire aetropoUtan areas. 
Detail may not add to total shown because of 
rounding. Nurlben In parentheses refer to 
housem1ds in the group. 

alncludes data, not slown separately, on larcenies 
for vhich the value of 10s8 vas not ascertained. 

, 

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 43 



Table 34. Household crimes, 1981: 
;\\ 

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

(Rate eer 1,000 hou.eholda1 

Area and. raCtl Burglary Hou •• hold larceny Hotor vehicle theft 

All areas 
White (73,499,000) 82.7 118.5 16.3 Black (9,125,000) 133.6 141.6 24.0 Hetropolltan area. 

Central aU .. 
White Cl9,151,OOO) 111.6 146.8 25.0 Black (5,257,000) 156.1 157.5 30.4 Outside central aU .. 
White (29,623,000) 76.5 117.6 17 .3 Black (I ,992 ,000) 132.7 140.7 23.3 NONletropoll tan areas 
White (24,724,000) 67.5 97.7 8.4 BlMck (! ,876,000) 71.6 97.8 a7.0 

NOTE: Numbers in parentheaea refer to houleholdl in 
the group. aEltl .. te, ba.ed on about 10 or fever 1 •• pIe cale. 

ta otatiotically unrelioble. 

Table 35. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

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

(Rate per 1.000 perlons age 12 and over) 

Type of crille 
Involvl!l1 atranaera 

Nlmber Rate 

Crille8 of violence 
Rape 

Coaple ted rape 
Atte.pted rape 

Robbery 
Robbery with injury 

Fre.. serious assault 
Froa minor .... ult 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attellpted ••• ault wtth weapon 

5iaple .... ult 
With injury 
Atte.pted uaau::'t without weapon 

4,376,000 
106,000 
25,000 
82,000 

1,170,000 
366,000 
180,000 
185,000 
804,000 

3,100,000 
1,213,000 

334,000 
879,000 

1,887,000 
425,000 

1,462,000 

NOTE: Detail .. , not add to total show bee.uN of rounding_ 
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23.5 
0.6 
0.1 
0.4 
6.3 
2.0 
1.0 
1.0 
4.3 

16.6 
6.S 
1.8 
4.7 

10.1 
2.3 
7.9 

Involvly nonltrangera 
Nlmber Rate 

2,206,000 
71,000 
26,000 
46,000 

211,000 
74.000 
35,000 
39,000 

137,000 
1,924,000 

582,000 
256,000 
326,000 

1,341,000 
418,000 
923,000 

11.8 
0.4 
0.1 
0.2 
1.1 
0.4 
0.2 
P.2 
0.7 

10.3 
3.1 
1.4 
1.8 
7.2 
2.3 
5.0 

j 
" 

I 
I 
I 

·1 

I 
Table 36. Personal crimea of violence, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations Involving strangers, 
lby sex and age of victims and type of crime 

Crimes of 
Sex tlnd age violence Rape 

I 
80th Hexes 66.5 59.6 

12-15 61.2 a31.6 
16-19 66.1 62.2 
20-24 69.3 57.7 
25-34 62.7 65.11 ! 35-49 66.0 a71.8 

! 50-64 76.1 a79.1 

! 65 and 84.4 a55.6 over 

I Hall! 72.3 a75.0 
I 12-15 61.4 aO.O 
I 16-19 71.2 8100.0 
I 20-24 75.8 a100.U 
l 25-34 72.9 8100.0 
1 35-49 71.9 "0.0 I 50-64 80,1 ao.o 

I 
65 and !')ver 82.8 aO.O 

female 56.9 58.8 
\2-15 61.0 a31.6 I 

-I 

16-19 53.1 59.2 
20-24 56.9 55.5 
25-34 48.0 64.6 
35-49 57.2 a79.7 

1 50-64 71.7 a79.1 
I 65 and 86.U a55.6 ! over 

I aEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample 
CII~e8, is statistically unreliable. 

1 

Table 37. Personal crimea of vlolence,1981: 

l Percent of victimizations involving strangers, 
by sex and race of victims and type of crime 

Crimes of 
Sex and race via lence Rape 

Both sexes 
White 67.2 67.9 
Black 61.2 a28.1 

Hale 
White 72.5 a67.4 
Black 69.1 a100.0 

female 
Whitt! 57.9 68.0 
8lack 51.2 a24.8 

\1 

aEstlmate, based on about 10 or fewer ~ample 
cases., is statistically unreliable. 

----- Robbery Assault 
With Without 

Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple 

84.7 83.2 85.4 61.7 67.5 58.5 
78.3 68.8 82.0 57.8 60.8 56.4 
78.9 75.8 80.5 63.3 69.0 59.7 
81.5 83.4 80.9 66.9 75.7 61.6 
79.9 74.9 83.1 58.8 63.6 56.2 
90.5 94.4 811.9 58.3 64.6 53.9 
97.3 97.6 97.2 64.4 66.1 63.7 
98.6 100.0 97.1 70.0 a75.5 68.6 

86.5 86.6 86.5 68.4 72.2 65.9 
75.9 66.5 79.3 56.9 58.1 56.2 
83.7 84.6 tl3.3 68.1 70.2 66.7 
8J.7 89.0 82.0 73.9 78.1 70.7 
89.7 86.0 91.6 69.2 73.4 66.8 
89.2 95.7 86.8 66.7 75.0 60.2 
96.2 95.5 96.7 72.6 67.5 75.2 

100.0 alOO .0 100.0 66.9 a81.7 63.8 

81.6 78.1 83.5 49.7 56.1 47.1 
85.3 a73.8 90.8 59.1 68.5 56.7 
63.9 a37.5 72.7 49.8 64.7 42.8 
76.7 a70.0 78.6 52.9 67.7 47.6 
65.9 61.5 69.2 42.1 44.5 41.1 
92.5 92.3 92.4 45.0 44.7 45.2 
98.4 100.0 97.6 53.6 63.6 50.0 
97.2 100.0 93.7 74.3 a70.2 75.8 

Robber;! Assault 
With Without 

Total injury injury Total Aggravat~d Simple 

85.1 82.0 86.6 63.0 70.0 59.3 
82.7 84.4 81.8 51.2 54.5 48.3 

87.5 87.8 87.4 69.1 74.1 66.1 
82.6 78.7 83.6 60.5 61.3 59.7 

80.9 73.6 85.1 51.2 59.1 48.2 
82.4 91.U 78.5 40.2 43.4 38.3 
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Table 38. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations involving strangers, 
by sex and marital status of victims 
and type of crime 

--" 
Crimes of 

Sex and marital status violence Rape 

Both seKes 
~ever married 68.3 52.0 
Harried 70.6 60.0 
Widowed 77.6 a100.0 
Separated and divorced 49.5 74.4 

Hale 
~ever married 71.9 a100.0 
Harried 75.4 no.O 
Widowed 67.9 no.O 
Separated and di vorced 64.5 SO.O 

Female 
~ever married 60.7 49.2 
Harried 61.2 61.3 
Widowed 80.1 "100.0 
Separated and divorced 39.9 76.1 

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

Table 39. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations involving strangers, 
by race and annual family income of victims 
and type of crime 

Race and annual Crimes of 
family income violence Rape 

Total 

82.4 
92.9 
96.8 
74.1 

82.5 
93.7 
91.3 
89.7 

82.6 
91.4 
97.2 
62.6 

Total 

Robber>: 
With 
injury 

79.7 
97.1 
90.4 
71.3 

80.9 
97.8 

a75.0 
95.1 

77.3 
95.3 

100.0 
56.7 

Robbery 
With 
injury 

Wi thout 
injury 

83.b 
91.3 
94.1 
76.8 

83.2 
92.3 

8100.0 
86.8 

84.9 
89.7 
94.1 
67.5 

Without 
injury 

~ -- --------------

----------------
Assault 

Totul .l;mrllvu ted Si,"pl~ 

-----------
05.1) 69.7 62.; 
65.5 71.1 61.6 
63.3 67.9 60.8 
40.5 47.7 36.7 

68.11 71.4 67.1 
71 • .3 7(,,'; 67.9 

R.3b .1 al lO.n air, .7 
56.4 "U.1l 51.'l 

5&.6 ft4 • .1 53.9 
52.0 bO.n 4'.1.1 
68.0 63.9 71) .4 
29.8 33.0 211.4 

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

---_._----------------------
Assault 

Total i\}~grHvutf!d :;impl~ 

Table 40. Personal crimea of violence, 1981: 

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

Type of cri •• Total 

Crt ... of violence (4,457,000) 100.0 
Kap. Cl44,OOO) 100.0 
I!obbery (624,000) 100.0 

I!obbery with injury (J89,OOO) 100.0 
I!obbery without injury (43S ,000) 100.0 

.\a ... lt (3,689,000) 100.0 
""ray.ted .... ult (I ,220,000) 100.0 
Si.ple ..... It (2,469,000) 100.0 

NOTE. Det.n My not add to total ahow bec:au ... 
of roundi",. Hu.ber of victt.i .. t1ono .how 
in par.ntho .... 

Tab.le 41. Personal crimea of violence, 1981: 

P.rceivod • .,. of offend"r 
Not known .nd 

Hale , ••• 1e not Iy.Ulble 

88.9 10.6 0.5 
98.9 "1.1 "0.0 
93.6 5.8 '0.6 
94.1 ·S.9 "0.0 
93.4 5.8 '0.8 
87.1 11.8 0.5 
89.0 10.4 '0.6 
87.1 12.5 ao.S 

-Bltt_ta, bAaed ~n zero or 00 ab'\lt 10 or fever 
... ple ca ••• t 1a Itat11t1eally \.KIr.ll~,ble. 

-------------------.--------.-----~-------------------~-

All r8cesa 
Les s than $3,000 66.5 63.8 86.1 
$3,000-$ 7,499 61.1 51.6 84.0 

$7,500-$9,999 60.3 b60.9 80.3 
$10,001)-$14,999 69.2 61.3 85.5 
$15,001>-$24,999 67.7 64.7 86.5 
$25,000 and over 70.2 bS9.4 88.2 

92.4 82.8 
81.5 85.0 
80.0 !lU.S 
1l3.7 !l6.S 
83.0 88.1 
83.1 90.6 

lihUe 
Less than $3,000 71.8 b89.4 88.9 
$3,000-$7,499 62.7 63.4 86.1 
$7,501>-$9,999 58.8 b73.3 78.5 
$10,000-$14,999 68.4 71.0 84.5 
$15,000-$24,999 66.8 67.6 84.1 
$25,000 and over 71.0 b51.7 88.9 

89.1 81$.5 
77 .6 90.4 
77.3 7~.! 

87.6 83.0 
7~.2 /lb.6 
86.3 9U.3 

Black 
Less than $3,000 51.7 b18.6 81.9 

$3,000-$7,499 55.8 b28.6 78.2 

$7,500-$9,999 64.0 bJo .4 83.5 
$10,000-$14,999 68.5 bO.O 84.9 
$15,000-$24,999 74.8 bO.O 96.4 
$25,000 and over 55.4 b100.0 h]4.4 

bIOO.O 77.6 
88.2 7S.2 

b!l4.0 83.3 
b70.6 91.8 
100.0 '.15.2 

bO.D b8S.S 

alncludes data on "other" races, not shown separately. 
bEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample 

cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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6U.I ~j.1 ~7 .9 

52.7 54.J ~1.7 

54.4 65.4 4~.9 

65.4 74.'1.. 59.9 
63.5 (,b.7 61.6 
6b.7 76.7 62.3 

66.7 74.3 62.~ 

55.0 60.5 52.5 
53.3 69.5 4r..2 
65.2 74.S 59.5 
63.4 6b.1I 61.4 
67.!! 76.6 6),9 

37.0 42.1 bU .~ 
44.3 41).4 47.6 
55.9 b411.0 63.S 
61.6 71.2 51.5 
63.7 66.1 62.& 
47.8 BU.1 b3').1 

\' 

~ 
rl 

~ 
II 
tl 

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

Type of crime Totsl Under 12 

Cri:nes of violence (4,457,000) 100.0 0.5 
Rape (I 44 ,000) )00.0 ao.O 
Robbery (624,000) 100.0 no.2 

Robbery with injury (189,000) 100.0 SO.O 
Robbery without injury (435,000) 100.0 SO.3 

Assault (3,689,000) 100.0 0.6 
Aggravated assault (1,220,000) 100.0 aO.4 
Simple assault (2,469,000) 100.0 0.7 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of ro~nding. 
Number of victimizations shown in parentheses. 

Total 

29.4 
18.1 
34.5 
27.6 
37.5 
28.9 
25.3 
30.7 

Perceived age of offender 
12··20 

12-14 15-17 18-20 

4.3 
a1.0 
2.9 
1.4 
3.6 
4.6 
3.7 
5.0 

11.8 
a8.0 
14.0 
13.2 
14.) 
11.6 
9.3 

12.8 

13.3 
a9.0 
17.6 
12.9 
19.6 
12.7 
12.2 
12.9 

21 lind 
over 

117.9 
80.1 
60.5 
66.8 
57.:; 
f,d.6 
i71.8 
67.0 

~ot kno,'n am 
nut availab Ie 

2.3 
01.9 

4.8 
a5.6 
4.4 
1.9 
2.5 
1.6 

aEsCimate. based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample <;ases. 
1s statistically unreliable. 
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Table 42. Personal crimes ofviolence,1981:' 

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

Ty .. of "ria. 

Cda .. ot violence (4,457 ,000) 
Iape (144,000) 
Jobbery (624,000) 

aobbery II:1th injury (189,000) 
Jobbery II:1t .... 'ut injury (435,000) 

' .... It (3,689,000) 
......... ted .... ult (! ,220.000) 
SI.,le ..... It (2,469,000) 

Total 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

White 

67.7 
54.4 
39.5 
48.1 
35.,' 
73.0 
67.2 
75.8 

Not knOVll .nd 
Ilack Other not .vail.bl. 

26.5 
37.5 
51.5 
43.2 
55.1 
21.8 
~6.3 
19.6 

IIOTII Daun uy not add to total ._ bee ..... of 
rollDdl.... _ber 'of vict1a1 •• tinna ._ 11\ 
p .... nt ....... 

•• Uute, baaed on .boilt 10 or faver .uple 
ea ..... ia natiat1eally unraliable. 

Table 43. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations, 
by type of crime, age of vicRim!), 
and perceived age of offendor 

Perceived age of offender 
Type of cri .... 
and age of victims 

Crilles of violencea 
12-19 (£.233.000) 
20-34 (2.255.000) 
35-49 (608.000) 
50-64 (245,000) 
65 ani over (117,000) 

Rubbery 
12-19 056.000) 
20-34 (271 .000) 
35-49 (92.000) 
50-64 (53,000) 
65 ani over (51,000) 

~.esault 

12-19 (1,034,000) 
20-34 (1,902,000) 
35-49 (503.000) 
50-64 (184.000) 
65 ani over (65,000) 

Total Under 12 Total 

100.0 bl.1 61.9 
100.0 bo.l 16.6 
100.0 bo.5 18.6 
100.0 bo.7 15.9 
100.0 bl,! 17.0 

100.0 bO.O 59.7 
100.0 bo.o 24.S 
100.0 bo.o 30.2 
100.0 bo.o bz3.5 
100.0 b2.6 b2S.1 

100.0 bl.3 63.8 
IQO.O bo.2 15.2 
100.0 bo.6 17 .0 
100.0 bo.9 14.2 
100.0 hu.o be.7 

12-20 
12-14 15-17 18-20 

12.2 30.3 19.3 
1.1 4.3 

bo.9 6.9 
11.2 
10.8 

b3.0 401 
~.5 3.:; 

8.8 
bll.O 

b8.8 29.5 21.4 
bl.l 9.1 
hu.o bl0 • l 

14.6 
20.0 

bo.o bS.1 
b2.6 bS.6 

b15.4 
b20.0 

13.1 :n.2 19.6 
1.1 3.5 

bl • l 6.5 
10.6 
9.4 

~4.0 b3.1 
~.4 b2.0 

b7.1 
b4.3 

\ 

! 
'I 

21 and 
over 

35.4 
81.2 
78.9 
77.9 
74.6 

38.5 
7C.8 
66.8 
64.3 
57.8 

33.1 
82.9 
80.8 
81.0 
87.2 

Not known ani 
not available 

1.7 
2.0 

b2.0 
hS.6 
b7.3 

bl.8 
b4.4 
b3.0 

b!2.2 
bll.4 

1.8 
1.7 

bl.6 
b3.9 
b4.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 
NUllber of victimizations sbown in parenth.aea. 

aIncludes data on rape, not shown sepgrately. 

bE.'tiute. based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sallple cases. 
is 8~atistically unreliable. 
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Table 44. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

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

Type of crill\C 
am race of vlctlms Total 

Crimes of violence 
IIhite (3.740,000) 100.0 
Bl.ck (635,000)' 100.0 

Rape 
IIhite (116.000) 100.0 
Black (24,000) 100.0 

Robbery 
Whit. (467,000) 100.0 
Black (144 .0ClO) 100.0 

Robbery with injury 
White (148 ,001) 100.0 
Black (1' .000) 100.0 

Robbery without Inj uiry 
White (319,000) 100.0 
Bl.ck (106,000) 100.0 

Assault 
White (3.156,000) 100.0 
Black (467.000) 11'<1.0 

Aggravated assault 
IIhite (979,000) 100.0 
Black (221 ,ODD) 100.0 

Simple assault 
White (2,178,000) 100.0 
Black (246,000) 100.0 

NOT~: OotoU may Mt add to total ohown bocau •• of 
rounding. Number of victimizations shown In 
parentheses, 

Table 45. p.,rsonal crimes of violence, 1981: 

White 

77.0 
14.4 

6S.9 
"O.l) 

48.2 
14.1 

56.3 
0!Y.7 

44.4 
a12.1 

81.7 
15.2 

79.3 
13.4 

82.8 
16.8 

Perceived race of offender 
Not known and 

Black Other not availdble 

17.1 3.7 2.2 
81.9 2.8 "1.0 

' 24.0 h7.6 a2.4 
100.0 "0.0 "0.0 

43.2 S.6 3.1 
79.0 a5.S "1.4 

33.9 as.9 a3.8 
75.0 "0.0 as.3 

47.4 5.4 "2.8 
80.4 a7.5 "0.0 

13.0 3.2 2.0 
81.8 "2.1 "0.9 

13.9 4.6 2.2 
B1.5 a4.4 "0.7 

12.6 2.7 ''2.0 
82.2 "0.0 '1.0 

8Estimate. based on zero ot:' on about 10 or fewer 
sample cases, is statts~lcally unreUable. 

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

Type of crime 

crime. of violence (1,998.000) 
~,p. (3J.OOO) 
Robbery (738,000) 

Robbery with injury (239,000) 
Robbery wlthout Injury (499,000) 

A ••• ult 0,227.000) 
Aggrav.ted •••• ult (5Ib,OOO) 
511l1ple .... ult (711,000) 

Tot.l 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
IQO.O 

Non: Detail ""'Y not .dd to total shown bocau.e of 
roundi.,g, Numoor of victimizations shown in 
part:nthcBcs. 

All male 

81.9 
90.1 
89.2 
89.7 
88.9 
76.8 
80.2 
74.6 

Per;::elved. sex of offenders 
Hale and Not known and 

All female female not available 

6.0 
·0.0 
2.7 

83.9 
·2.2 
8.3 

81.9 
11.3 

10.7 
"9.9 
6.9 

"4.2 
8.3 

13.2 
14.4 
12.5 

8gs timate. based on zero or 0.11 about 10 or fewer 
sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 46. Pel'lOnal crimes of violence, 1981: 

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

Type of crime Total 

Cdmes of violence (1,998,000) 100.0 
Rape (33,000) 100.0 
Robbery (738,000) 100.0 

Robbery with injury (239,000) 100.0 
Robbery without injury (499,000) 100.0 

A.sault (I ,227,000) 100.0 
Aggravated as.ault (516,000) 100.0 
Simple as.ault (111,000) 100.0 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because 
of rounding. NUlllber of victim.izations shown 
1n parenthea~s. 

Table 47. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

All 
under 12 

"0.3 
"0.0 
"0.0 
"0.0 
SO.O 
SO.5 
"0.0 
SO.9 

Perceived 8se of offenders 
All All 21 Mixed Not known and 
12-20 and over ages not available 

42.2 31.0 23.3 3.2 
a30.7 60.9 aH.5 aO.O 
41.1 30.6 24.5 3.8 
36.8 27.4 27.4 8.4 
43.2 32.2 23.1 a1.5 
43.2 30.4 23.0 3.0 
39.2 32.4 25.2 3.2 
46.1 28.9 21.3 2.8 

8Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer 
sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

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

Type of crime 

Crimes of vio l.ence (t ,998 ,000) 
Rape 03,000) 
Robbery (738,000) 

Robbe ry with injury (239 ,000) 
Robbery without injury (499,000) 

Assault (t ,227 ,000) 
Aggravated assault (516,000) 
Simpl.e .. sault (711,000) 

Total 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

NOTE: DetaU may not add to total shown because 
of rounding.. NUllber of victird:ations sh01lll 
in parentheses. 

All 
white 

49.1 
a34.3 

27.3 
31.1 
25.5 
62.6 
64.1 
61.6 

Perceived rsce of offenders 
All All Mixed Not known and 
black other races not available 

36.7 4.7 6.6 2.9 
47.1 a9.3 a9.3 aO.O 
58.3 4.7 6.7 ).0 
56.4 81.2 7.1 "4.2 
59.2 6.4 6.5 a2.4 
23.4 4.5 6.5 3.0 
21.9 5.9 6.5 al.6 
24.5 3.6 6.4 3.9 

:Br:stimate. basmd on zero or on about 10 or fewer 
sample cases, is· statistically unreliable, 
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Table 48. Personal dimes of violence, 1981: 

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

Type of crime All All 
Perceived aBe of offenders 

All 21 Mixed Not known and 
and age oC victims Total unde r 12 12-20 and over ages not available 

Crimes of violence a 
12-19 (68S,OOO) 100.0 bO.4 67.7 12.0 18.0 bl.9 
20-34 (826,000) 100.0 bO.4 25.6 42.0 29.0 3.0 
3~49 (243,000) 100.0 ho.o 32.~ 38 .7 23.6 b5.4 
50-64 (173 ,000) 100.0 bO.O 3S.4 42.0 16.3 b6.3 
65 and over 0I,OUO) 100.0 bO.O 41.3 31.9 22.9 b3.8 

Robbery 
12-19 (213,000) 100.0 bO.O 68.7 9.6 19.0 b2.7 
20-34 (275,000) 100.0 bO.O 28.4 37.0 31.2 b3.4 
35-49 (107,000) 100.0 ho.o 30.0 42.3 23.3 b4.4 
50-64 (97,000) 100.0 bO.O 29.6 41.2 22.2 b7.0 
65 and over (46,000) 100.0 bO. O 39.6 4Q.9 b16.7 bZ.9 

Assault 
12-19 (454,000) 100.0 bO.7 68.5 11.3 18.0 bl.5 
20-34 (538 ,000) 100.0 ho.6 24.2 44.0 2H.3 2.9 
35-49 (135,000) 100.0 bO•U 34.6 35.3 24.0 b6.I 
S0-64 (76,000) 100.0 bO.O 42.8 43.0 b8.7 bS.5 
65 and over (24,000) 100.0 bO.O b41.0 b16.7 b36.4 b6.0 

NOTE: Detail may nbt add to total shown because 8Includes data on rape, not dhown separately .. 
of rounding. NuU\ber of victimizations shown btstimate. based on zero or on about 10 or fewt!r 
tn parenthe~es. sample CRses, is statistically unreliable .. 

Table 49. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

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

Type of cri ... and 
race of victims Total 

Crimes of violencea 
Wh,~te (1,559,000) 100.0 
Block (376 ,OOO) 100.0 

Robbery 

i~!~~ ~~~:ggg~ IOQ.O 
100.0 

Assault 
White (1,023,000) 100.0 
Blacle. (167,000) 100.0 

NOTE: DetaU ... y not add to total .hown because 
of rounding. Num.ber of vict!mizat-19J1S shown 
in Jl4rentheses. 

All 
white 

59.1 
11.1 

J7.3 
b2.9 

70.4 
21.3 

Perceived race of offenders 
All All Mixed Not- known and 
black other l'llCeS not available 

26.5 L , 
~ .. 0.;;' 2.9 

78.4 bl.4 5.7 b2.5 

48.4 4.1 1.1 3.1 
85.0 b4.4 bS.3 bZ.4 

15.3 4,8 6.6 2.8 
70.3 ho.o bS.7 b2.8 

81ncludos data on rape, not shown separately. 
~8tim8te. based on .zero or on about 10 or fewer 

sample cases, Is statisticallY unreliable. 
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Table 50. Personal crimes, 1981: 

Number of incidents and victimizations 
and ratio 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 
From minor assault 

Robbery without injury 
Assault 

Aggravated assault 
With injury 
Attellpted assault with weapon 

Simple assault 
With injury 
Attetlpced assault wit-mut weapon 

Crimes of thelt 
Personal larceny with contact 

Purse snatching 
Completed purse snatching 
Attempted purse snatching 

Pocket picking 
Personal larceny without contact 

Incidents 

5,623,000 
167,000 
49,000 

118,000 
1,201,000 

397,000 
185,000 
213,000 
804,000 

4,255,000 
1,445,000 

483,000 
962,000 

2,810,000 
737,000 

2,074,000 

15,655,000 
589,000 
186,000 
139,000 
47,000 

403,000 
IS ,066,000 

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

'Table 51. Personal crimes of Violence, 1981: 

Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, 
and number of victims 

I!elatio""h1p and type of cri .. Total One 

All incident. 
Cri._ of violence 100.0 88.5 

upe 100.0 94.9 
Robbery 100.0 91.3 

Robbery wit" inJuty '"'' ft oIoVV.V 94.2 
Robbery without injury 100.0 89.9 

A .. ault 100.0 87.4 
Aggravated aaaault 100.0 83.8 
Siaple .... ult 100.0 89.2 

IDvolv1~ atrangen 
Cri •• of Violence 100.0 87.3 

R.pe 100.0 93.7 
Robbery 100.0 91.0 

Robbety with injuty ~~OO.O 93.9 
Robbery without injury 100.0 89.6 

A .. ault 100.0 85.6 
Agsr .v.ted •• sault. 100.0 81.0 
Siaple .... ult 100.0 88.3 

Iuvolving noaatrangera 
CriEB of violence 100.0 90.6 

Rape 100.0 96.5 
~bbery 100.0 92.9 

Robbety with injury 100.0 95.2 
Robbety without injury 100.0 91.6 

A .. ault 100.0 90.1 
Al!gravated .. sault 100.0 89.0 
Siaple a .. sult 100.0 90.5 

NOTE: Detail ... y Qot add to total shown becauoe 
of rounding. 

, " 

Victirdzations 

6,582,000 
,178,000 

51,000 
126,000 

1,381,000 
440,000 

, 215,000 
, 225,000 

941,000 
5,024,000 
1,796,000. 

591,000 
l' ,205 ,000 
3,228,000 

843,000 
2,385,000 

15,863,000 
605,000 
195,000 
146,000 
49,000 

410,000 
15,258,000 

Naber of victt .. 

Two Three 

9.0 1.5 
"4.5 &0.3 
7.4 -0.7 
5.3 &0.1 
8.4 ·1.0 
9.6 1.8 

11.8 2.S 
8.4 1.4 

9.6 1.8 
&6.0 &0.0 
7.6 &0.9 
5.6 &0.2 
8.5 ·1.2 

10.5 2.2 
13.4 3.2 
8.8 1,7 

7.8 1.0 
a2.2' &0.7 
~:4 &0.0 
·3.7 &0.0 
·7.9 &0.0 
8.1 1.1 
8.7 "1.3 
7.9 81.0 

Ratio 

1.17 
1.07 
1.05 
1.07 
1.15 
1.11 
1.16 
1.06 
1.17 
1.18 
1.24 
1.22 
1.25 
1.15 
1.14 
1.15 

1.1)1 
1.03 
I.US 
1.05 
I.U5 
1.02 
1.01 

rour or 
IOOre 

1.1 
&0.4 
-0.5 
&0.4 
&0.6 
1.3 
1.9 
0.9 

1.3 
&0.3 
&0.5 
&0.3 
&0.6 
1.7 
2.4 
1.2 

·0.7 
"0.5 
&0.7 
·1.0 
&0.5 
&0.7 
·1.0 
&0.5 

"Eatiute, ba.ed on zero or on .bout 10 or fever 
s .. pIe CUe8, 18 .t.t18tically unreliable. 
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Table 52. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

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

All incident. IDvolviy .trayera Involvly non.tr.~er. 
Type of cri..., NUllber Percent NUllber Percent HUllber Per~nt 

Criaea of violence 5,623,000 100.0 3,660.000 65.1 1,963,000 34.9 
Rape 167,000 100.0 99,000 59.3 68,000 40.7 
Robbery 1,201,000 100.0 1,007,000 83.9 194,000 16.1 

Robbery with injury 397,000 100.0 328,000 82.5 70,000 17.5 
Fra. Bariou. aBsault 185,000 100.0 153,000 83.0 31,000 17.0 
Fraa .. tnof .... ult 213,000 100.0 174,000 82.0 38,000 18.0 

Robbery without injury 804,000 100.0 6ao,ilOO 84.6 124,000 1S.4 
A .. ault 4,255,000 100.0 2,554,000 60.0 1,701.000 40.0 

Al!grav.tecl ...... ult 1,445,000 100.0 1141,01)0 65.1 504,000 34.9 
With injury 483,000 100.0 257,000 53.2 226,000 46.8 
Atte.pted .... ult w1th weapon 962,000 100.0 614,000 71.1 278,000 28.9 

Siaple ... ault 2,810,000 100.0 1,613,000 57.4 1,197,000 42.6 
With injury 737,000 100.0 362.000 .'.2 374,000 50.8 
Atteapted .... ult without .... pon 2,074,000 100.0 1,:l5I,OOO 60.3 823,000 39.7 

NOTE. Det.U .. y not add to totd .boom becau .. of round ina. 

Table 53. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of incidents, 
by type of crime and time of occurrence 

Dayti.., Nyhttiae lofot known 
6 ..... - 6 p .... - KidniBht- Not and not 

Type of crirue Total 6 p .... Total Midnight 6 a.lI. known available 

-------
All personal crimea 100.0 47.5 40.7 24.0 11.1 5.6 11.8 

CrtQes of violence 100.0 47.7 51.9 36.8 14.9 aO.2 0.4 
Rape 100.0 41.0 58.2 35.0 n.3 "0.0 SO.8 
ltobbery 100.0 43.7 SS.g 39.7 15.8 &0.4 "0.4 

Rob~ry ~~h !nj~ry 100.0 37.0 62.S 44.9 17 .2 &0.4 &0.5 
From. SeriQUB assault 100.0 32.1 66.8 44.5 21.5 SO.8 al.l 
From mil)or uasault 100.0 41.3 58.7 45.2 13.5 "0.0 "0.0 

Robbery v!.<hnut injury 100.0 47.0 52.6 37.1 15.1 "0.4 "0.4 
Assault 100.0 49.1 50.6 36.0 14.3 &0.2 0.4 

Aggravated assault 100.0 46.2 53.5 37.3 16.0 &0.2 SO.4 
With injury 100,0 43.0 H.6 38.2 18.1 "0.3 ao.4 
Att~~pt!!d .as==ult with weapon 100.0 47.7 51.9 36.8 14.9 "0.2 '''0.4 

SImple assault 100.0 50.6 49.1 35.4 13.5 "0.2 aq.~ 
With injury 100.0 45.1 54.4 36.4 17.6 "0.4 -0.4 
.Attempted ~;ii:Ult wi.thout. weapon 100.0 52.5 47.2 35.1 12.0 -0.1 eo.3 

Crimes of theft 100.0 47.2 36.7 19.3 9.7 7.6 16.1 
personal larceny with contact 100.0 62.0 36.4 24,9 10.5 "1.0 ·1.6 

Purse snatching 100.0 64.8 35.2 31.3 a3.1 &0.8 "0.0 
Pocket picking 100.0 60.8 36.9 21.9 13.9 "1.1 s2.3 

Personal larceny without contact 100.0 46.7 36.7 19.1 9.7 7.9 16.7 

All household crirues 100.0 26.7 45.0 14.6 17.1 13.3 28.3 

Burglary 100.0 34.9 34.6 16.6 11.3 6.7 30.S 
Forc:!bl. entry 100.0 • 40.4 37.4 19.9 10.9 6.6 22.2 
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 33.9 29.6 11.~ 9.3 6.8 36.5 
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 28.4 39.6 17 .~ 15.5 6.9 32.0 

Household larceny 100.0 20.9 50.1 12.0 19.7 18.3 29.1 
Less than SSO 100.0 20.6 46.5 10.5 16.7 19.3 33.0 
$50 or more 100.0 22.1 52.0 13.0 21.6 17.3 25.9 
,,",aunt not ava1llible 100.0 26.8 ~3.7 8.4 10.5 14,7 39.5 
Attempted lafceny 100.0 12.0 74.9 19.0 36.5 19.4 13.1 

Notor vehicle theft 100.0 26.1 62.2 22.2 28,0 11.9 11.7 
Completed theft 100.0 31,1 59.0 • 24.1 2.~.1. 9.7 9.9 
Attempted theft IQO.O 1801 67.3 19.1 32.6 15.6 14.h 

NOT~: Detail ..... y not add to total shown bec:auae -Eltt .. ta. ba •• d on cero or on about 10 or fever 
of round!"g. .aaple C ..... 18 8tatbUcall)' w,r.U.ble. 
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Table 54. Personal robbery and as .. ult 
by armed or unarmed offendera, 1981: 

Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime 
and offender and time of occurrence 

D.ytlll. 
6 ..... -

Type of crime a:1d. offender Total 6 p ••• Total 

Robbery 
By armed off.anders 100.0 37.9 61.8 
By unarned offenders 100.0 4!&1 50.8 

Assault 
By armed offenders 100.0 46.4 53.2 
By unarlled offenders 100.0 50.3 49.3 

N!/IhtU •• Not known 
6 p ••• - Kidnlght- Not and not 
Hldnlght 6 •••• known anUobl. 

42.3 18.9 ·0.6 -0.4 
37.4 13.1 -0.2 -0.5 

37.8 15.2 ·0.2 -0.4 
35.2 13.9 -0.2 -0.3 

NOTE: DetaU .. y not add to total lOO"n beeauN 
of rounding. 

·Battute, bA •• d OD .bout 10 or f.ver ••• pl. ca •••• 
10 ot.Uetlcally unreli.ble. 

Table 55. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, 
and time of occurrence 

Ilelotlonabip .nd typo of crl_ 

In..,lYlnl otransen 
Crl .. o of Ylolence 

•• po 
Jobbery 
..... It 

InYOlYln, aonotn.n 
Crt .. of Ylolonce 

•• po 
Jobbery 
..... It 

Total 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

lIAyt1llo 
6 •••• -
6 p ••• 

45.4 
39.3 
42.9 
46.6 

52.0 
43.4 
47.7 

52.' 

,Total 

54.1 
59.4 
56.7 
52.9 

47.' 
'6.6 
51.4 
47.0 

6 p ••• - Kidnllht- IIot 
Hldnlght 6 a... knOVll 

31.4 15.4 -0.3 
39.5 19.1 "0.0 
40.0 16.2 "0.5 
37.7 15.0 "0.2 

33.' 13.9 -0.2 
:za.4 u.~ ~=!l 
37.9 13.5 "0.0 
33.5 13.4 "0.2 

Not knOVll 
.ad. not 
..a11obl. 

O.S 
al.4 
"0.4 
-0.5 

"0.2 
-c.O 
"0.9 
"0.2 

1I0rl. Det.U..,. aot .... to total ._ ....... 
of ro.....u. •• 

• .. t1_to ...... 011 .. ro or Oil ._t 10 or f_r 
_la "" •• 10 .tatlotlcally ... r.liulo. 

Table 56. Selected personal and hous.hoId crimes, 1981: 

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

lnolde Hear Inolde non-
own own reddentlal 

Type of crille Total hoae h .... buUdlng 

Crtllea of violence 100.0 12.1 11.4 14.5 
Rape 100.0 26.4 9.5 &4.2 
Robbery 100.0 11.9 11.9 8.3 

Robbery with Injury 100.0 12.4 11.1 6.5 
Robbery without Injury 100.0 11.7 12.3 9.2 

Assault. 100.0 11.6 11.3 16.7 
Aggravated asaault 100.0 9.9 12.7 15.0 
SiJlple assault 100.0 12.4 10.6 17.6 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 al.8 3.7 40.9 

Hotor vehlele theft 100.0 1.2 38.4 3.9 
Completed 100.0 "1.5 35.6 4.4 
Atte .. pted 100.0 -0.5 43.1 3.0 

On .treet 
or in park, 
plaYlround • 
8choolaround , 

Indd. and parking 
8chool lot 

5.0 44.0 
·0.9 38.4 
2.6 57.6 

·3.1 57.3 
2.4 57.8 
5.8 40.4 
3.5 45.4 
7.0 37.8 

4.4 40.0 

'0.0 49.0 
00.0 49.6 
-0.0 48.0 

Rhe-
llhilre 

13.1 
20.6 
7.7 
9.6 
6.7 

14.3 
13.6 
14.6 

9.1 

7.6 
8.9 
5.3 

NOTE: Detail •• y not add to total 8hown because 
of rounding. 

aEltl .. te, ba •• d on zero or on about 10 or fever 
... pl" ca •••• I •• tar-lotlcally unrell.ble. 
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Table 57. Personal robbery and assault 
by armed or unarmed offenders, 1981: 

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

On street 
or in park, 
playground, 

Inside 
Type of crille own 
and offender Total home 

Near Inside non- 9choolground , 
own residential Inside and parking 81se-
hODle building school lot where 

Robbery 
15.6 By armed offenders 100.0 

By unamed offenders 100.0 8.7 
1l.4 7.7 aO.9 58.0 6.4 

12.3 8.8 4.1 57.3 8.8 

Assault 
By arlled offenders 100.0 10.0 
By unarmnd offenders 100.0 12.3 

12.9 14.4 3.2 46.0 13.5 
10.5 17.8 7.0 37,.7 14.6 

NOTE: DetaU may not add to total shown because 
of rounding, 

&estimate, based on about LO or fewer sample cases, 
Is statistically unreliable. 

Table 58. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, 
and place of occurrence 

Inside Near 

Rela tlons hlp and ow own 
hallie home type of crime Total 

Involving strangers 
5.6 10.2 Crl11e~ of viole :Ice 100.0 

100.0 ~1:'.i. .a13.u Rap" 
8.3 11.5 Robbery 100.0 

Assault 100.0 4.2 9.6 

Involving nons trangers 
24.2 13.4 Crimes of violence 100.0 

100.0 44.4 "4.4 Rap" 
100.0 30.4 13 •• Rubbei'Y 

22.7 13.8 Assault 100.0 

NOTE. Detail may not add to total shown because 
of round1ng. 

On street 
or 1n park, 
playground. 

Inside non- school ground , 
residential Inside and parking Elae-
building school lot where 

16.4 3.4 54.5 9.9 
:12.9 ::.0.0 56.0 0:.14.0 
9.4 al.2 63.3 6.3 

19.6 4.3 51.0 11.2 

H.I '3.0 24.3 18.9 
"6.0 a2.2 a12.7 30.3 
~2.5 10.:£ 27.9 15.2 
12.3 8.0 24.4 18.8 

Bestimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer 
sample cases. is statistically unreliable. 
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Table 59. Personal crimell of violence, 1981: 

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

Inside Near lnaide ~on-
Type of cri... and own own residential 
victi,...offender relationship home home building 

Crimes of violence 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Stranger 30.0 58.7 73.3 
Nons tranger 70.0 41.3 26.7 

Rape 100.0 100.0 0100.0 
Stranger "31.6 a81.2 "41.6 
Nonstranger 68.4 018.8 a58.4 

Robbery 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Stranger 58.8 81.2 95.2 
Nonstraager 41.2 18.8 84.8 

AsSBult 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Stranger 21.5 51.3 70.5 
Nonstranger 78.5 48.7 29.5 

On street 
or In park, 
playground. 
achoolground , 

Indde "nd parking Else-
school lot where 

100.0 100.0 100.0 
43.7 80.7 49.6 
56.3 19.3 50.4 

al00.0 100.0 100.0 
"0.0 86.6 "40.3 

"100.0 13.4 59.7 
100.0 100.0 100.0 
a37.4 92.2 68.2 

62.6 7.8 31.8 
100.0 100.0 100.0 
44.8 75.9 47.3 
55.2 24.1 52.7 

NOTE: DetaU may not add to total shown because 4gatillate, baaed on zero or on about 10 or fewer 
of rounding. 88l1ple cases. is atat1s.tlcally unreliable. 

Table 60. Larcenlea not involving 
victim-offender contact, 1981: 

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

Type of crime 
and place of occurrt!nce 

Percent 
I/ithin type 

Percent 
ot total 

--------------------_._-----------------------
Total 

Household larceny 
Inside own home 
Near own home 

Personai larceny ~lthout. contact 
Inside nonresidential building 
Inside school 
On street or in park, playground, 

schoolground r and parking lot 
Elsewhere 

10Q.O 
13.~ 
86.4 

100.0 
18.7 
17.1 

46.3 
la.o 

NOTE: Detail may nat add to total shown because of rounding. 
••• Represents not applicable. 

Table 61. larcenies not involving 
vIctIm-offender contact, 1981: 

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

/ 
Type of cr10ie and L.a than 
place: of .occurrence $50 

Total 100.0 

lIouaeh>ld larceny 40.9 
Inside OVll ho_ 4.6 
Near own boat! 36.3 

Peraooal ureeny without eontact 59.1 
IDaide r .. idential buildi", 11.4 
lDaide achool 17.0 
On atr •• t or in park. plaYeround. 

achoolground. and parki", lot 21.7 
I!laavhere 9.0 

I!OTI!: Detail .. y not ..td to total ._ bee ... of roUDdJ. .... 
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$50 or 
.,re 

100.0 

40.0 
6.9 

33.2 

60.0 
12.0 
3.4 

31.7 
12.9 

100.0 

40.3 
5.5 

34.8 

59.7 
11.1 
10.2 

27 .~ 
10.7 

Aaourc not 
availabla 

100.0 

51.5 
7.3 

44.2 

48.5 
12.2 
6.1 

19.2 
10.9 

Att •• pted 
lareeny 

100.0 

43.7 
3.4 

40.2 

56.3 
8.2 
2.5 

39.7 
5.9 

----------
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Table 62. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent distribution of incidents, 
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, 
and number of offenders 

Relationship and type of crime Total One 

All incidents 
crimes of viole nce 100.0 69.6 

Rape 100.0 83.7 
Robbery 100.0 46.3 

Robbe ry with injury 100.0 44.4 
Robbery without injury 100.0 47.2 

Assault 100.0 75.6 
Aggravated assault 100.0 70.5 
Simple a.oault 100.0 78.2 

Involving iJtrangers 
Crl:Jes of violence 100.0 61.7 

Rape 100.0 79.8 
Robbery 100.0 42.0 

Robbery with injury 100.0 37.4 
Robbery without injury 100.0 44.1 

Assault 100.0 66.7 
Aggravat&:l ""sault 100.0 64.0 
S1I>ple assault 100.0 71.5 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 84.3 

Rape 100.0 89.3 
Robbery 100.0 68.9 

Robbery with injury 100.0 77.1 
Robbery without injury 100.0 64.3 

Assault 100.0 85.8 
Aggravated assault 100.0 82.8 
Simple &Bsault 100.0 87.1 

Four Not known 
or and not 

Tllo Three more available 

14.2 6.6 6.5 3.0 
12.0 a3.1 a1.2 "0.0 
27.6 13.2 9.9 3.0 
24.5 15.8 11.5 3.8 
29.1 1l.9 9.2 2.6 
10.5 4.9 5.8 3.2 
12.1 6.0 6.9 4.5 
9.7 4.4 5.2 2.5 

17 .3 8.8 7.9 4.4 
a13.5 85.2 a1.4 "0.0 
29.7 14.8 10.0 3.6 
27.2 18.7 12.1 4.6 
30.9 12.9 9.0 3.0 
12.6 6.6 7.3 4.8 
14.3 6.9 8.3 6.6 
11.6 6.4 6.7 3.8 

8.4 2.7 4.0 80.6 
ag.7 "0.0 81.0 "0.0 
17.0 "4.7 9.5 "0.0 

a12.2 02.1 a8.7 "0.0 
19.7 "6.2 ag.9 "0.0 
7.4 2.5 3.5 "0.7 
8.1 4.3 4.2 "0.7 
7.1 1.8 3.2 "0.7 

NOTE. Detail may not add to total shown because aEstilMte, baaed on zero or on about 10 or fever 
of rounding. 88l1ple cases t 1a otatistically unreliable. 

Table 63. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent of incidents in Which offenders used weapons, 
by type of crime and victim-offender rela~onship 

All I!!vol,..!r.g Involving 
'type 6i cri_ incidenta atrarllera nonatrangera 

eri.1 at viol.nce 
lapa 
lobbery 

Robbe ry Vith injury 
lobber), without injury 

Aa .. ulta 
Aleravlted ... ault 

IIncludal dlta on liapl ...... ult. which by defini­
tion do •• not involvi thl.t u" of a ve.pon. 

34.7 
23.1 
46.3 
38.3 
50.2 
31.9 
94.0 

38.7 27.2 
30.5 bl2.3 
48.7 33.8 
38.4 37.9 
53.6 31.4 
35.2 27.1 
95.4 91.3 

balti .. te, blaed on about 10 or fever a •• ple caa.l. 
11 Itat1lHcaUy unreUlble. 
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Table 64. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

~e!c~nt distribution of types of weapons used 
In rn~lden~s by armed offenders, by victim-offender 
relationship, type of crime, and·type of weapon 

Relationship and type of crime Total F1.ream. 

All incidents 
Crimes of violence 100.0 29.6 Rape 100.0 a27.4 Robbery 100.0 36.1 

Robhery With injury 100.0 22.4 Robbery without injury 100.0 41.6 Aggravated assault 100.0 26.8 With injury 100.0 12.2 
Attempted assault. with weapon 100.0 33.0 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 31.9 Rape 100.0 a23.8 Robbery 100.0 

Aggravated assault 37.8 
100.0 28.8 

Involving nonstraogers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 23.5 Rape 

Robbery 
100.0 841.7 

~.ggravated assault 
100.0 23.8 
100.0 23.1 

Knife 
Type 

Other unknown 

31.8 34.8 3.8 
60.0 83.9 "8.6 
41.1 18.7 4.0 
40.4 33.7 a3.5 
41.4 12.8 4.2 
27.0 42.5 3.6 
23.0 61.0 3.9 
28.7 34.8 3.5 

31.9 32.8 3.4 
64.7 84.9 86.6 
42.1 16.9 3.3 
24.9 43.0 3.3 

31.6 39.9 5.1 
841.8 80.0 816.5 
33.5 33.2 89.5 
31.1 41.6 4.2 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of 
rounding. Because BOtle respondents gave more 8S a discussed under "Usc of weapons." 

than one answer. weapons outnumbered incidents, Estitlate. based on zero or on about 10 or 
fewer sample cascs, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 65. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations in which victims took self-protective 
measures, by type of crime and victim-offende!' relationship 

Type of cri.e 
All Ipvolving 
victimization. .tranger. 

Criaea of violenc:e: 75.6 Rape ;4.5 
Robbery 89.7 87.3 

Robbery with injury 62.9 60.3 
77.9 

Fro. ae r10ua .. a.ule 77.2 
76.3 

Frc. tinor .... ult 76.3 
Robbery without injury 

78.6 76.3 
55.9 A ... ult 7B.€> 

53.1 
Allravated .aault i9.4 

With injury 77.9 78.9 
Atte.pted vit-h ~.DOn 

76.2 78.1 
Siaple aaMult - - -<-- '0.0 19.3 

With injury 
79.0 79.7 

Atteapted Witheut veapon 
82.7 81.7 
77.6 19.1 
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Involving 
nonltranlere 

77.8 
93.2 
77.0 
8S.8 
81.9 
89.3 
72.2 
77.3 
75.9 
73.6 
77.6 
78.0 
83.7 
75.3 

---- ------- ------------ -----------~----

Table 66. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

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

RobbaEI 
Cria •• of With Without 

Charactori.t1c v10lence Rap. Total injury injury 

Sex 
Mal. 75.3 0100.0 59.9 75.8 53.1 
r ... l. 76.0 89.2 68.1 81.0 61.0 

Race 
White 76.8 88.2 66.0 77.6 60.0 
Ilock 69.7 94.2 54.9 77.6 47.0 

Ale 
12-19 78.2 97.8 69.5 87.1 61.9 
20-34 77.1 83.5 61.9 79.7 53.4 
35-49 71.7 0100.0 63.9 77.0 58.7 
50-64 69.9 0100.0 63.3 75.0 56.1 
65 and over 56.0 045.4 41.1 45.0 39.2 

as.tlute, ba.ed on about 10 or fever ... ple c: •• e.s t 

h .toti.t1cally unraliable. 

Table 67. Personal crimes ofvlolence, 1981: 

Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed 
by victims, by type of measure and type of crime 

lobbarl 
Cri.o of With Without 

Salt-protective .aaure vlolenca lope Total injury injury 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

U .. 4 or brondhhed fLreo". 
or kmif. 1.9 ·1.0 2.4 02.1 2.7 

U .. d pll,.ical for .. or other 
W"9~ 25.8 25.1 31.5 37.3 27.2 

Tried to let halp or frilhtell 
ofla"'r 18.1 29.9 24.2 28.0 21.5 

Tbr •• taalll or ruaoned vith 
off ..... r 19.6 21.9 15.0 10.5 18.3 

loa<rloleac r .. tatonce. includilll 
..... laD. 30.6 19.0 23.3 19.5 26.1 

Othe!' 4.0 ·3.1 3.6 02.7 4.2 

Aa.ault 
Aggra-

Total vated 

79.5 80.4 
77.0 71.9 

78.0 79.0 
76.4 72.7 

79.5 78.4 
80.3 80.0 
73.5 72.5 
72.8 71.6 
72.2 76.5 

h.oult 
Allro-

Total vated 

100.0 100.0 

1.9 3.3 

24.5 23.3 

16.0 15.9 

20.6 17.8 

32.9 34.6 
4.1 5.1 

Siapl. 

7.8.9 
79.1 

78.9 
79.6 

80.1 
80.4 
74.2 
73.4 
71.0 

Si.ple 

100.0 

1.0 

25.2 

16.1 

22.2 

31.9 
3.5 

!lOT!: Detill My n.Qt 8d.d tQ total abovn bec:au .. dhcu ... d under -Victi •• elf-procoction.-
of roundi",. • acau .. Ic:.a r_pondenta lIE.tlaate, baaed on .bout 10 or fover ... pl • 
,ova aore than ORa o_r •• alf-proteeeive cu ••• 1 •• taU.Ucally unreli.bl •• 
_uur .. outnullbared victlaJ.xatloDl, .1 

Table 68. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed 
by victims, by selected characteristics of victims 

Sax Race 
Salf-protective meaaure Botll sex •• Male Feaale Whit. Black 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Used or brandlohod flreara or knife 1.9 2.5 1.1 1.8. 2.2 
Used physical force or other weapon 25.8 31.6 17 .3 25.7 27.0 
Tried to get help or frighten o~fender 18.1 11.1 28.5 17.4 21.7 
Threatened or reasohed wi~h offender 19.6 21.0 17.6 20.2 16.2 
Nonviolent resistance, including evuion 30.6 29.2 32.5 30.8 29.3 
Other 4.0 4.6 3.0 4.1 3.6 

1l0I~1 DetaU .. ay not add to total shown becau.e of rounding. 
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Table 69. Personal robbery and assault. 1981: 

Percent of victimizations in which victims sustained physical 
injury, by selected characteristics of victims and type of·cri.me , 

Robbery 
Characteristic and .... ult Robbery 

':\ 
Sex 

Both ..seexes 29.3 31.9 
Kale 28.2 29.9 
Female 31.2 35.2 

Age 
12-.15- 32.4 27.8 
16-19 31.2 32.3 
20-24 29.0 24.6 
25-34 29.3 38.9 
35-49 25.8 28.6 
50-64 29.3 37.8 
65 and Over 21.9 34.0 

Race 
lIhit6' 29.3 34.1 
Black 28.7 25.9 

Victi .... oflende r rela tion! hip 
Strangers 26.3 31.3 
Nona trange ra 35.0 35.1 

IncOIII!I: 
Les. than $3,000 32.0 34.1 
$3,000-$7,499 32.6 30.3 
$7,500-$9,999 33.2 - 33.5-
$10,000-$14,999 30.2 33.8 
$IS ,000-$24 ,999 28.6 -30.9 
$2':; ,000 and ovor 24.7 31.5 
Not available 28.2 31.6 

Table 70. Personal crimes of violence. 1981: 

Percent of victimizations in which victims incurred medical 
expenses, by selected characteristics of victims 
and type of crime 

Char.lctt!rtstlc 

R. ... 1C ... 

All rllCe.b 
White 
Black 

v let 1m-offender re lat iorwhlp 
Stranger.. 
:-iontltfo1n.cen 

Crl.e_ of 
vlo1i!:nce l 

6.4 
6.1 
7.5 

P.!lbber), 

6.5 
6.8 

b4.3 

6.3 
1.2 

A •• ault 

28.5 
27.7 
30.0 

33.6 
30.9 
30.0 
27.2 
25.0 
24.6 
8.9 

28.2 
30.2 

24.S 
35.0 

31.3 
33.5 
33.1 
29.3 
28.1 
23.4 
26.9 

A;;:.ult 

6.0 
5.7 
8.8 

5.5 
6.8 

NOT~: Data include only thole victi.hationo in 
Which vicU.a knev vith certainty that •• dical 
elCpenle. were incurred and alia knev, or vera 
able to •• tt_t.e, the ..,unC of .uch ape,. ••• 

-Includ •• data on rape. nat. ahovn •• parataly. 
blnclud •• data on "'other- rac ••• not ahow 

I.paratel)'. 
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Table 71. Personal robbery .nd .... ult. 1881: 

Percent of victimizations In which Injured victims 
Incurred medical expenses, by .elected characterl.tics 
of victims and type ot crime 

ChAractt!ri tit ic 

K .. c,~ 
All race ... " 

White 
HIAck 

V Ict III-orr.'Hler relat lunship 
~tranKeN 
Nond t rdn)(t! r!l 

Nun:: llat" include only tho •• vlctl,dutlon. 
in which vlct i ... knev with certainty 
th.,t medical Cl(ren.~,. were incurred 
and nlPlI) knt!w. or wert: able to estiMte, 

Table 72. Pe~ crime. of vloIHCe. 1881: 

Robbery 
and IS.lult 

20.9 
20.1 
25.1 

21.9 
19.b 

Robbery A ••• ult 

20.3 21.1 
19.8 20.2 

alb.5 29.1 

20.2 22.7 
20.9 19.4 

the IJIOunt of IUch Iltpen •••• 
-Includ •• data on "other"' racet. not .hown 

I.paratlly. 

Percent distribution of victimizations In which Injured 
victims Incurred medical expanse., by selected characteristics 
of victims, type of crime, and amount of expanse. 

Char"cterht ic and tyPi of crl •• 

RAce 
All r"" •• -

Crilled of vlulenct!b 
Rob""ry 
ASHALIlt 

Whg~ .... uf Viol •• cob 
Rubbery 
""HAUlt 

HI~ck 

Crllll!H of vlulencltb 
Robbery 
A,u'llult 

Vlctl .... offen .... r relalluRlIhlp 
toy01v10n .trun)Cer" 

Crl .... ()f vlolenceb 
Robbe ry 
... M .... ult 

Inyolvtn~ nuruttr"n~enl 
Crt_Ii 1)[ Vlolencdb 

Robbery 
AIHAU It 

NITrE; Ih!.tAU ,laY not add to total "hown bee.uN 
uf rQun,llnK. !lata include only tho .. 
vloti_lratlono In which vlcti .. know with 
c~rt.all1ty ~h"t lIedical e»(pen.". wra 
tncurr~d and aho knew, u~ w.re able to 
e!ltltUte, the .1IIonnt I)f Much Intpenaea, 

Total 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
HJO.O 
100.0 

HJO.O 
LOO.O 
100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
IOU.O 
100.0 

Le .. than $50 $50-$249 $250 or .. ro 

25.9 42.5 31.7 
c15.5 JI! .2 46.3 
30.3 43.8 25.9 

25.5 40.6 34.0 
clI.3 37.2 51.5 

30.3 42.5 27.2 

23.9 51.3 24.8 
c22.1 c42.1 c35.9 
c26.S 51.8 c21.6 

26.S 40.6 ;2.9 
c16.9 36.3 46.9 

31.3 43.2 25.5 

24.9 45.3 29.7 
c9.1 (47.4 c43.S 
2Y.0 H.6 26.4 

aInclude. data on "other" racea, not ahovn .. carat• l )'. 
Include. data on flipe. not ahown .eparately. 

C£ltt •• te. baled on about 10 or fe.,er c ••••• 
10 ItoUltically unroaable. 

-----.-~-.. -'-.,~ 

(~ 
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Table 73. PeNional crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations in which injt.l''3d victims 
had health insurance coverage or were eligible 
for public medical services, by selected characteristics 
of victims 

Characteristic Percent covered 

Race 
All faces­
Whit. 
Block 

Anrual f •• tly tnco .. 
Le.. than $3,000 
$3 ,OOG-$1 ,499 
$7,50G-$9.999 
$IO,OOG-$14.999 
$15,000 or .ore 

67.8 
69.2 
62.6 

66.5 
61.4 
69.5 
58.3 
78.1 

NOTE: Data include only thoae vlctla1zationa 
in which victt •• received .~lcal 
attention. 

&Include. data on ·other- race., not 
.hQ"rn a.parately_ 

Table 74. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations in which victims 
received hospital care, by selected characteristics 
of victims and type of crime 

Chzracteristic 

Sex 
Both sexes 
Hale 
Female 

Age 
12-19 
20-34 
35-49 
50-64 
65 and ov~r 

Race 
Ilhite 
Slack 

Vktilll-Offender relationship 
Strangers 
Nonstrangers 

alncludes data on rape, not shown separately_ 
bEstimate. baaed on about 10 or fewer sample 

cases. is statistically unreliable. 

Crirlles of 
violence8 

7.9 
7.9 
7.9 

7.7 
1.8 
9.5 
8.3 

b4.3 

7.2 
12.1 

1.7 
8.4 
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Robbery 

8.9 
8.7 
9.1 

~.8 

11.8 
9.8 

b7.6 
b] .2 

9.0 
8.6 

8.8 
8.9 

Assault 

1.1 
7.7 
6.0 

7.5 
6.4 
9.3 
7.9 

bl.4 

6.4 
12.7 

6.8 
7.6 

Table 75. Personal robbelY and assault, 1981.: 

Percent of victimizations in which injured victims 
received hospital care, by selected characteristics 
of victims and type of crime 

5 •• 
Bot h ICxel 
Hale 
Ft!ll<ale 

Age 
12-19 
20-34 
35-49 
50-64 
65 am over 

Race 
Whit. 
Black 

Vlcti .... off.nd.r rel •• ,'.'nship 
Strangers 
Nonl tranger. 

ar.att.ate. baled on about 10 or fewer lIample 
cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Table 76. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

25.6 
28.2 
21.3 

22.1 
25.4 
36.4 
26.6 

a20.1 

23.5 
39.4 

27.9 
22.2 

Percent distribution of victimizations in which 
injured victims received hospital care, by selected 
characteristics of victims, type of crime, 
and type of hospital care 

Cbs t'acte ria tic Emergency 
and type of crime Total rootll care 

Sex 
80th sexes 

Crimes of violence l1 100.0 83.0 
Robbe ry 100.0, 82.3 
Asoault 100.0 82.6 

Hale 
Crimes of ViolenceS 100.0 80.6 

Robbery 100.0 79.1 
Assault 100.0 81.0 

Female 
Crimes of vJolftnce8 100.0 87.2 

Robbery 100.0 87.6 
Assault 100.0 86.3 

Race 
White 

CrimetJ of violence B 100.0 84.6 
Robbery 100.0 79.4 
ASSAult 100.0 86.4 

Black 
Crimea of violenceS 100.0 17.3 

Robbery 100.0 89.1 
Assault 100.0 69,7 

Victim-offencUlr relationship 
Involving .transe~s 

Crimes of vi,oIl!nc:ell 100.0 82.8 
Robbery 100 •. =' 80.4 
A80ault 100.0 84.4 

Involving nonstranBers 
Crl .... of violence" 100.0 83.4 

Robbery 100.0 92.3 
Assault 100.0 80.1 

Robbery A ••• ult 

27.8 24.9 
29.2 27.9 
25.8 19.9 

16.0 23.4 
36.7 22.5 
34.4 31.1 

020.2 32.1 
021.3 015.3 

26.3 22.7 
33.3 42.2 

28.3 27.1 
25.5 21.ij 

Ineatlent care 
1-3 4 dAys Not 

Total days or more available 

9.7 bl.2 17.0 6.1 
17.7 b2.6 15.2 bO.il 
17.4 7.1 8.5 bl,.8 

6.9 10.5 b2.0 19.4 
"~O.9 b4.1 bJ6.8 bO.O 
I~.O 7.8 8.6 bz.6 

b4.6 bO.O 12.8 8.2 
b12.4 bO.O bl2.4 bO.D 
b13.7 b5.5 bS.2 ho.o 

bO.8 15.4 6.3 8.3 
20.6 b3.5 17 .1 bO.O 
13.6 6.8 5.8 bl.l 

b5.S 14.4 b2.8 22.7 
blO.9 bO.O b10.9 bO.O 
30.3 b8.3 b17 .7 b4.3 

17 .2 7.0 8.7 b2.4 
19.6 ,b3.0 16.5 bO.O 
15.6 8.3 b5.1 b2.2 

16.6 b4.3 11.4 bl.O 
b7.7 bO.O b7.7 '00.0 
19.9 bS.4 13.3 bl.2 

NOTE; Detail may not add to tot41 .halm becau.e b£&tilUtc, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer 
of toundlng" 

,'!t)cludea data on rape. not al.,wn separately_ 
."",ple ca.e., 10 .tatistically unreliable. 

" 
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Table 77. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations resulting in economic loss 
by type of crime and type of loss ' 

Theft losses Damage losses 
All All All 
economic theft With Without damage With Without 

Type of crime .tosses losses damage damage losses theft theft 

All personal crimes 75.9 70.3 7.5 62.7 13.2 7.5 5.6 

Crimes of violence 27.6 14.4 2.5 11.9 15.8 2.5 13.3 
Rape 25.5 17 .3 a6.7 10.6 14.9 a6.7 8.2 
Robbery 72.8 66.2 11.1 55.2 17.7 11.1 6.6 

Robbery with injury 84.1 72.6 22.1 50.6 33.5 22.1 11.4 
Robbery without injury 67.6 63.3 5.9 57.3 10.3 5.9 4.3 

Assault 15.3 15.3 15.3 
Aggravated assault 19.1 19.1 19.1 
Simple assault 13.1 13.1 13.1 

Crimes of theft 95.9 93.5 9.6 83.8 12.1 9.6 2.5 
Personal larceny with contact 93.3 91.9 a1.0 90.9 a2.3 81.0 "1.4 

Purse snatching 79.3 75.0 "2.2 72.9 a6.4 42.2 a4.3 
Pocket picking 99.9 99.9 "0.4 99.5 "0.4 "0.4 "0.0 

Personal larceny without contact 96.0 93.5 10.0 83.5 12.5 10.0 2.5 

All household crimes 90.7 79.4 13.7 65.7 25.0 13.7 11.2 

Burglary 85.6 64.4 22.7 41.8 43.9 22.7 21.2 
Forti hIe entry 94.2 81.0 58.9 22.1 72.1 58.9 13.2 
Unlawful entry without force 87.7 85.4 4.1 ~1.3 6.3 4.1 2.3 
Attempted forcible entry 69.2 2.4 1.6 aO.7 68.5 1.6 66.9 

Household larceny 95.0 92.8 7.7 85.1 9.9 7.7 2.2 
Completed larceny 100.0 100.0 8.3 91.7 8.3 8.3 
Attempted larceny 30.6 3Q.~ 30.6 

Motor vehicle theft 86.0 61.9 10.6 51.4 34.6 10.6 24.0 
Completed theft 100.0 100.0 17.0 83.0 17.0 17.1) 
At tempted t het t 63.1 ~3.1 63.1 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because entry shown under "all economic losses." 
of rounding. Because both theft and damage ••• Represents not applicable. 
losses occurred in some victimizations. 8Escimate. based on zero or on about 10 or fewer 
the sum of entries under "all theft losses" sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 
and "all damage losses" does not equal the 

Table 78. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations resulting in economic loss, 
by type of crime, type of loss, 
and victim-offender relationship 

All 
ecanalc 

Type of cr! ... 1011 ••• 

Crias of violeflce 27.6 
Rape 25.6 
Robbery 72.8 

Robbery with injury 84.0 
Robbery without injury 67.6 

A'Nult 15.3 
Aggravated ... ault 19.1 
5iaple a .... ult 1).1 

NOTE: Because bat h theft al>l d.use 1080 ... 
occurred in .oae vict1ll1zatiora» the 
lUll of entriel under eKh -all vic­
tieiz.cions- category dOM not equal 

All 
vtctl~ 

hatton_ 

14.4 
17.4 
66.2 
72.2 
63.3 

Theft 10111.1 U .. ye 10' ••• 
Involvina All lnvolving 

Involving non- victim- Involving non-
• trangers atrangers 1zacian • a:cfAngen 8tt',,"gers 

18.2 
22.3 
66.2 
71.9 
63.5 

6.7 15.8 15.2 
·10.0 14.9 19.7 
66.6 17.7 17 .1 
75.9 33.5 33.5 
61.6 10.3 9.6 

1$.3 14.7 
19.1 16.4 
13.1 12.3 

entry ahown under ".11 econolilc lo ••• a.­
• • • Reprelents not 4PP llcab Ie. 

16.8 
22.7 
20.8 
33.2 
14.0 
16.2 
20.5 
14.3 

IEact .. te, baled on about III or fe~r .... plc 
ea.ea, h Itatlsttc.ally unreUable, 
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Table 79. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of victimization~ resulting 
in economic loss, by race of victfins, type of crime, 
and value of loss 

No Lea. Not known 
IIOnetary than $250 .nd not 

Race and type of crime Total value $10 $10-$49 $50-$249 or more av.U.ble. 

All races a 
All personal cri .... 100.0 1.4 14.9 32.7 30.9 12.9 7.2 

Crim ... of violence b 100.0 6.9 8.9 25.0 28.2 14.9 16.1 
Robb!:ry 100.0 cO.9 8.2 24.4 32.4 20.0 14.1 

Robbery .,ith injury 100.0 cI.7 7.9 22.8 30.0 19.7 17.9 
Robbery without injury 100.0 CO.4 8.4 25.3 33.8 20.2 11.9 

ASSDult 100.0 14.6 10.2 26.5 21.7 8.6 18.4 
Aggravated assault 100.0 13.3 8.8 26.5 22.5 11.1 17.7 
Simple assault 100.0 IS .7 11.3 26.5 21.0 6.5 19.0 

Cri .. es of theft 100.0 0.8 15.7 33.6 31.2 12.6 6.1 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 cl.9 7.2 32.7 33.8 9.9 14.4 
personal larceny without contact 100.0 0.7 16.0 33.7 31.1 12.7 5.8 

All household cri .. es 100.0 3.6 11.0 25.8 26.8 22.8 10.1 
Burglary 100.0 7.6 6.1 16.5 22.8 32.9 14.2 

Forcible entry 100.0 4.2 3.0 8.3 17.0 51.2 16.4 
Unlawful entry wltblut force 100.0 1.1 7.2 22.1 33.8 29.6 6.2 
At-tempted forcible entry 100.0 29.2 9.7 20.5 9.6 3.2 27.7 

Household larceny 100.0 1.0 15.4 34.4 31.3 10.7 7.1 
Completed larceny tOO.O 0.6 15.5 34.8 31.5 10.9 6.8 
At tempted la rceny 100.0 18.0 11.2 21.1 23.1 c4.4 22.1 

Hotor vehicle theft 100.0 3.2 1.4 5.6 11.6 65.4 12.8 
Comple ted thef t 100.0 cO.O cO.O cO.3 2.3 88.2 9.1 
Attellpted thef t 100.0 11.3 5.1 19.2 3S.4 6.7 22.2 

White 
All personal crImes 100.0 1.4 15.4 33.3 30.4 12.6 6.8 

Crises of v1.o1enceb 100.0 7.6 8.6 25.1 28.8 14.0 15.9 
Robbery 100.0 c1.3 7.8 23.9 32.3 18.8 15.9 

Robbery with injury 100.0 c2.3 7.2 34.6 25.3 20.3 20.4 
Robbery without injury 100.0 cO.7 8.2 23.4 36.8 17 .8 13.0 

Assault 100.0 14.3 9.6 27.1 23.9 9.0 16.1 
Aggravated u.ault 100.0 13.6 8.0 25.5 25.8 11.1 16.1 
Simple Assault 100.0 14.8 10.8 28.2 22.5 7.5 16.2 

Cd"e. of theft 100.0 0.8 16.1 34.2 30.5 12.6 5.8 
personal larceny with contact 100.0 c2.0 7.5 32.8 33.9 9.5 14.4 
Personal larceny vltmut contact 100.0 0.7 16.4 34.2 30.4 12.7 5.5 

All household cri .... 100.0 3.3 11.4 26.9 26.5 22.4 9.5 
Burglary 100.0 6.9 6.4 17.0 23.3 32.7 13.6 

Forcible entry 100.0 3.8 3.2 8.9 16.2 51.9 15.9 
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 1.2 7.4 22.6 34.4 28.6 5.7 
Atteapted forcible entry 100.0 27.5 10.3 20.0 10.3 3.2 28.8 

lIousehold larceny 100.0 1.0 15.8 35.7 30.2 10.6 6.6 
Coapleted larceny 100.0 0.6 15.9 36.0 30.5 10.8 6.2 
Attellpted larceny 100.0 18.2 ll.9 23.0 21.5 c4.1 21.3 

Hotor vehicle theft 100.0 3.0 1.6 6.2 12.0 65.1 12.2 
coapleted theft 100.0 cO.O cO.O 0.0.2 2.6 88.6 8.6 
Attellpted theft 100.0 10.6 5.6 21.4 35.8 5.4 21.2 

Black 
All personal cri .... 100.0 1.4 12.0 28.8 34.5 13.9 9.4 

Crl .... of violenceb 100.0 3.7 9.8 24.0 26.4 19.1 17.0 
Robbsry 100.0 cO.O 9.5 24.8 32.8 23.6 9.3 

With injury 100.0 CO.O cl1.4 18.3 44.4 18.8 c7.1 
Without injury 100.0 CO.O 8.8 27.5 27.9 25.6 10.2 

As .. ult 100.0 c14.7 cll.9 22.5 <a.5 c7.7 34.7 
,\gill' .v.ted a ... ult 100.0 cIl.4 0.13.3 27.0 c9.9 c12.5 26.0 
Simple .... ult 100.0 20.1 c9.6 c15.0 c6.4 cO.O 49.0 

Cri.eo of theft 100.0 CO.S U.S 30.0 36.4 12.6 7.6 
Penonal la rceny with contact 100.0 "1.8 c6.1 30.7 37.9 c12.2 cil.3 
p,:'nlonal larceny without contact 100.0 cO.8 13.0 30.0 36.3 12.6 7.3 

All hou.ehold cr1.a 100.0 5.3 8.3 19.2 28.2 25.3 13.6 
8urs lary 100.0 10.4 4.8 13.4 20.6 33.7 17.1 

forcible entry 100.0 5.4 c2.2 6.0 19.6 48.0 18.8 
Unl.wful entry without forca 100.0 CO.4 5.8 17.5 31.8 35.6 8.9 
Attallpted forcibla entry -100.0 33.7 8.5 21.9 7.5 cl.6 24.8 

Hau.ahold breany 100.0 cl.0 12.6 27.0 37.8 11.2 10.5 
C.-pie tad larceny 100.0 CO.6 12.7 27.5 37.8 11.2 10.1 
Attallptod lareen,. 100.0 "18.0 cS.6 CO.O c38.9 c7.3 c3O.2 

Hotor vahicle theft 100.0 "4.4 CO.8 c2.3 9.2 68.7 14.6 
Ca.platod thaft 100.0 cO.O cO.O cl.O cO.O 88.1 10.9 
AttollpUd thaft 100.0 c16.7 "3.1 c5.9 34.7 "14.6 c24.8 

~ !lOT!: Dot.U .oy not odd to total .1xNn bocau .. bInclu40a uta Oil r .... , Ilot ahova "paratol,.. 
of roundl.,.. "'atlute, b ... 01 Oil .ero or Oil about 10 or f_r 

-Includ •• cl&ta on -other- rae .. , Dot ahova ... ple " .. ea, 10 atet10Ucally ... reUebl •• 
.. par. tel,.. ~ 
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Table 80. Selected pe1Sonal crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in theft loss, by race of victims, type of crime, 
and value of loss 

No L ... 
.,netary than 

Race and type of ert •• Total value $10 

All racea-
Robbery 100.0 cO.O 10.1 
Crl._ of tbef t b 100.0 0.3 16.4 

White 
Robbery 100.0 cO.O 11.3 
Crt_s of theftb 100.0 0.3 16.8 

Black 
Robbery 100.0 cO.O 8.6 
Crl11eS of theftb 100.0 CO.6 13.1 

$250 Not 
$10- $50- $100- or avaU-
$49 $99 $249 IIOre able 

24.7 14.6 18.1 22.6 9.9 
34.9 16.4 15.5 12.6 3.9 

24.2 15.1 16,7 21.7 11.1 
35.3 15.8 15.4 l2.S 3.8 

25.1 12.7 21.1 25.4 7.1 
32.0 21.2 16.3 12.6 4.2 

NOTE: DetaU .. ay not add to total shown because blncludeo both peroonal larceny vith contact 
of rounding. and personal larceny vithout contact. 

-Includes data on "other" races, not shown CEsti_te, baled on zero or on about 10 or fewer 
Beparately. 8.1.ple cases, 1. statistically unreliable. 

Table 81. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting 
in theft loss, by race of victims, type of crime, 
and proportion of loss recovered 

SOlIe recovered 
Le .. Half Pro- Not 

None re- than 0< po~t1on Alire- avaU-
Rac.e and type of c:rloe Total covered Total half IIOre unknown covered able 

All racesa 
All personal crlmesb 100.0 81.6 11.5 3.9 4.1 3.5 6.6 0.3 

Robl:ery 100.0 74.0 16.2 7.9 3.7 4.6 9.9 cO.O 
Crimes of theft 100.0 82.1 11.2 3.7 4.1 3.4 6.4 0.3 

Personal la reeny with contact 100.0 69.3 26.0 17.0 4.8 4.2 4.5 cO.3 
Person&!' larceny without contact 100.0 82.6 10.6 3.2 4.1 3.4 6.5 0.3 

All household crimes 100.0 76.1 14.5 3.4 5.5 5.6 9.0 0.4 
Burglary 100.0 73.3 19.8 6.0 8.8 5.1 6.4 0.5 
Household la rceny 100.0 82.8 10.6 2.0 2.7 5.8 6.4 0.3 
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 21.2 27.2 4.4 17.2 5.6 51.4 CO.2 

White 
All personal crimes b 100.0 81.1 11.7 4.0 4.4 3.4 6.9 0.3 

Robl:ery 100.0 69.2 19.3 9.4 4.8 5.1 11.5 cO·;O 
Crimes of theft 100.0 81.7 11.3 3.7 4.3 3.3 6.6 0.3 

Personal larceny with cont~t 100.0 66.6 28.4 18.1 6.1 4.3 4.7 0.3 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 82.2 10.7 3.i 4.3 3.2 6.7 0.3 

All household crimes 100.0 75.7 14.5 3.5 5.7 5.2 9.4 '0.4 
Burglary 100.0 71.6 20.9 6.3 9.7 4.8 6.9 0.6 
Household 14 rceny 100.0 82.8 10.3 2.1 2.8 5.4 6.6 0.3 
Hotor vehicle theft 100.0 20.4 26.4 4.7 16.3 5.4 53.0 CO.2 

Slack l.' 

All personal crimes b 100.0 84.7 10.1 3.7 2.3 4.1 5.0 cO.2 
Robl:ery 100.0 82.6 10.2 c4.7 cl.7 c3.8 1.2 cO.O 
Crirues of theft 100.0 85.0 10.0 3.5 2.5 4.0 4.7 CO.3 

Personal larceny with contact 100.0 77.1 18.4 15.2 CO.O c3.3 c4.4 CO.O 
Personal. larceny without contact 100.0 85.6 9.4 2.7 2.6 4.1 4.7 CO.3 

All houselnld crimes 100.0 78.7 14·.1 2.5 4.0 7.6 7.0 CO.2 
Burglary 100.0 82.6 13 •• 3.5 3.8 6.1 4.0 CO.O 
Housemld larceny 100.0 82.6 12.6 1.7 2.1 8.7 4.5 CO.4 
Kotor vehicle theft 100.0 24.9 31.0 c3.3 21.S <6.2 44.1 CO.O 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because but exclude. data on aSI.ult. which by definition 
of rounding. do .. not inWllve theft. 

alnc:ludes data on "other" races, not shown el.ct .. te, baled on zero or on about 10 or fever 
0'larately• 

Includes data on rape, not shown separately, 
Ba.pie calea, il .tati.tleaily unreliable. 
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Table 82. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
in· which theft losses were recovered, by type of crime 
and method of recovery of loss 

Type: of crime Total 

All po rsona! crtmes a 100.0 

Robl:ery 100.0 
Robl:ery vith injury 100.0 
Robl:ery without injury 100.0 

Crimes of theft 100.0 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 

,,11 household crimes 100.0 

Burglary 100.0 
Household larceny 100.0 
Motor vehtcu. theft 100.0 

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

4lnc:ludes data on rape, not shown st:parately, 
but excludes data on assault, which by definition 

Table 83. Household crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of victimizations 
resulting in theft loss, by ·value of loss 
and type of crime 

Value of los8 

Total 

No monetary value 
Lea. than $10 
$10-$49 
$50-$99 
$100-$249 
$2S(}.$999 
$1,000 or IOOre 
Not avanable 

All 
houaehold 
crimea 

100.0 

0.5 
11.6 
27.2 
13.6 
15.7 
14.4 
12.0 
5.2 

NOTE: DetaU ... y not add to total .holm becaule 
of rounding. 

Other Both insur- Method 
Insurance ... thod once and not 
only only other method available 

33.3 63.8 1.1 1.8 

9.1 89.0 bl.9 bO.O 
b13.0 87.0 

b6.9 90.1 
ho.o ho.o 
b3.0 ho.o 

35.5 61.4 
b4.9 94.3 

1.1 2.0 
bO.O bO.9 

37.6 59.1 1.1 2.1 

33.8 59.0 5.7 1.5 

53.3 40.7 4.0 2.0 
25.6 72.3 
17.6 61.3 

bO.8 1.4 
20.4 bo.8 

does not involve theft. 
bf:stimate. based on zero or on about 10 or fewer 

sample cases, is statistically unreliable. 

Hotor 
Household vehicle 

Burglary larceny theft 

100.0 100.0 100.0 

0.3 0.6 aO.O 
5.2 15.8 ao.O 

15.8 35.5 ao.3 
10.0 16.6 ao.7 
18.5 15.5 2.0 
24.3 8.7 20.8 
21.0 1.9 71.0 
4.8 5.4 5.2 

aBlti .. te. bIi.e~ on zero or on about 10 or fever 
... ple cale., 1a Itatt.tically unreliable. 
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Table 84. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations resulting In IOS8 of time from work 
by type of crime . , 

Type of crille 

All personal crisea 

Crilles of violence 
Rape 
Robbery 

Robbery with injury 
Robbery without injury 

Assault 
Aggravated •• sault 
S1aple assault 

Cri .... of thef t 
Personal larceny with contact 
Personal. larceny witrout cont.:t 

All hou.ehold Crilleo 

Burglary 
Forcible entry 
Unlawful entry without force 
Attellpted forcible entry 

Houoehold larceny 
L .... thon $50 
$50 or lIore 
A.IIount not Available 
Attellpted larceny 

!lotor vehicle theft 
Caple ted t haf t 
Atteapted theft 

aEstllUte, baled on about 10 or fever ••• pl~ 
case., 1. IItBei.tieaIly unreliable. 

Table 85. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

Percent 

6.0 

10.0 
22.3 
13.0 
26.7 
6.6 
8.7 

11.4 
7.2 
4.4 
4.5 
4.4 

5.9 

7.6 
14.6 
4.3 
3.1 
3.1 
1.4 
5.8 

00.9 
"1.9 
16.4 
22.0 
7.3 

Percent of vi~timization8 re8ultlng in IOS8 of time from work 
by type of cnme and race of victims ' 

Type of c riae lIIIit. 

All perlOnal cri ... 5.9 

Cri._ of violence 9.8 Rape 
Robbery 26.2 

A .. ault 
13.0 

crt.eo of theft 
8.6 

Peraonal arceny with contct 
4.4 

Personal. larceny without contact 
4.2 
4.4 

All houoehold cri ... 5.7 

Burglary 7.2 
HOUle hold la rceny 
!lotor vehicle theft 

3.2 
1S.8 

BEatlaate, bued on about 10 or fe .... r ... ple 
cue., 1_ aeaU.ticalIy unreliable. 
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6.2 

11.3 
ag.4 
14.0 
9.8 
3.3 

"S.2 
3.1 

7.2 

9.7 
2.6 

20.5 

I 
'~ 

Table 86. Personal crimea of Violence, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time from work, 
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship 

" , 

All Involving InvolVing 
Type of crille victillizatiorlll atrangera nonatranger. 

Crimes of violence 10.0 
Rape 22.3 
Robbery 13.0 
AS8ault 8.7 

aEstimate, baaed on about 10 or fever sample 
cases. 18 atatistic&lly unreliable. 

Table 87. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

9.7 
25.0 
12 .7 
8.0 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
from work, by type of crime and number of days lost 

Lea. 
than 1-5 

Type of ·orille Total I day days 

All personal crillea 100.0 44.2 42.4 

Crhes o~ violence 100.0 22.0 54.1 
Rap. 100.0 00.0 74.2 
Kobbery 100.0 22.0 48.7 
Assault 100.0 24.0 54.S 

Crill •• of t~eft 100.0 65.3 31.4 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 67.1 a32.9 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 65.2 31.3 

All hou •• hold c rlll'o 100.0 50.8 45.2 

Burglary 100.0 49.2 47.8 
Houlehold larceny 100.0 64.9 

, 
3 ... 3 

Hotor vehicle theft 100.0 35.7 57.7 

10.6 
a18.3 

14.6 
9.9 

6 day. 
or lIore 

11.7 

22.0 
a25.8 
28.6 
19.0 
a2.0 
00.0 
42.1 

2.3 

al.2 
al.7 < 

as.5 

Not known 
and not 
available 

1.6 

81.9 
00.0 
00.8 
82.5 
al.2 
00.0 
"1.3 

1.7 

al.7 
"2.2 
"1.1 

NOTE: Oet~11 uy not add to total ahown becaul. aE_tillAte, baled on z.ero or on about 10 or fewer 
of rounding. .'.ple ea ••• , is atattatically unreliable. 

Table 88. F .. raonal crimes of violence, 1981: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
from work, by number of days lost and victim-offender 
relationship 

All Iovolvl.na Involyina 
Nu.bar of doy. loot vieti.loltionl Ittanalr. non. trane. r. 

iotll 100.0 100.0 100.0 

L.II than I dlY 2Z.0 22.1 21.9 
I-S dlYS H.I lZ.2 57.5 
6 days or _or. Z2.0 24.3 17 .9 
Not known Ind nOl; Iv.Ulbl. ··1.9 "1.4 ·Z.8 

al.ti .. t •• ba .. d on about 10 or f.v.r NOTE. DetlU .. y not add to total .hovn 
boc ..... of roundi .... • .. pIe c ..... I. •• t.tlotieally unreU.bl •• 
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Table 89. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in loss of time 
from work, by race of victims, type of crime, 
and number of days lost 

Leaa Not known 
th8n 1-5 6 days and not 

Race and type of crime Tot81 1 day days or more available 

White 
All personal crimes 100.0 45.5 42.4 11.0 81.1 

Crimea of violence 100.0 21.4 56.1 21.1 81.4 
Crimea of theft 100.0 66.6 30.4 8Z.1 "0.9 

All houoehold Crilles 100.0 53.3 43.3 1.7 1.7 
Burglary 100.0 51.2 46.2 aO.6 al.9 
Houlehold larceny 100.0 66.7 30.4 a1.5 a1.5 
Kotor vehicle theft 100,0 38.7 55.6 84.4 al.3 

nack 
All personal ertme. 100.0 31.0 46.4 18.7 83.9 

CriliU of violence 100.0 21.7 47.1 28.0 a3.1 
Cri.eo of theft 100.0 49.6 44.9 "0.0 85.6 

All hou •• hold crin. 100.0 37.5 55.9 84.5 "2.1 
Burglary 100.0 40.6 S!t.8 "3.5 al.1 
Houl.hold larceny 100.0 844.4 47.0 1iO.0 88.6 
Kotor vehicle theft 100.0 824.1 65.6 a10.3 "0.0 

NOTE: o.to11 .. y not add to total ahown bee.uN 4Eltlu.te. baled on zero or on about 10 or fewer 
of rounding. ... ple ca.el. is statiatically unreliable.. 

Table 90. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of victimizations, by type of 
crime and whether or not reported to the police 

Reported to the 2!!lice 
Sector and type of crime Total y;;;;a-' No Doni t know 

Personal sector 
Crimes of violence 100.0 46.6 50.9 2.5 

Rape 100.0 55.7 41.7 cZ.6 
Robbery 100.0 55.8 43.2 c1.0 

Robbery with injury 100.0 66.6 31.4 cZ.O 
From serious assault 100.0 74.0 23.3 c2.7 
Fran mInor assault 100.0 59.6 39.1 cI.3 

Robbery without injury 100.0 50.7 48.7 CO.6 
Assault 100.0 43.7 53.3 3.0 

Aggravated assault 100.0 52.Z 44.5 3.3 
With injury 100.0 62.1 33.4 4.6 
Attempted assault with weapon 100.0 47.4 ~9.9 2.7 

Simple assault 100.0 39.0 5~.2 2.8 
With injury 100.0 50.5 46.5 J.I 
Attempted assault without weapon 100.0 34.9 62.4 2.7 

Crtme. of theft 100.0 26.7 n.3 2.0 
Pert;onal larceny with contact 100.0 40.4 57.9 cI.7 

purse snatching 1.90 •0 50.7 48.4 CO.9 
Completed purse snatching 100.0 61.7 38.3 CO.O 
Attempted purse snatching 100.0 cIS.l 78.5 c3.5 

Pocket picking 100.0 35.5 62.5 c2.1 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 26.2 71.8 2.0 

Household sector 
Burglary 100.0 51.1 47.4 1.5 

Forci.ble entry 100.0 76.3 22.5 1.2 
Unlawful entry wltoout force 100.0 39.2 59.Z 1.7 
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 34.6 63.7 1.1 

Household la rceny 100.0 26.2 73.0 0.8 
Camp leted larcenyb 100.0 26.3 73.0 0.7 

Less than $50 100.0 12.9 86.5 0.6 
$50 or more 100.0 43.0 56.4 0.6 

Attempted larceny 100.0 25.3 n.9 cl.8 
Hator vehicle theft 100.0 66.6 32.5 CO.8 

Coopleted theft 100.0 87.0 12.4 CO.6 
At tempted thef t 100.0 33.6 65.3 cl.1 

NOTE: petail may not add to total shown because blncludes data. not shown separately, on 
of rounding. larceniea for which the. value of lOIS was not 

8Ylgures in this column represent the rates at ascertained. 
which victimizations were report to t:he police, CE8tllUte. baaed on zero or on about 10 or fewer 
or "poli(:e reporting rates." sa.ple c •• el. is atat1.et1cally unreliable. 
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Table 91. Personal crimes, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by selected characteristics of victims 
and type of crime 

All peroonal Crimes of Crimes 
Characteristic crimes vio~ence of theft 

Sex 
Both sexes 32.6 46.6 2~ .7 
Hale 31.5 42.2 26.1 
Female 33.8 53.9 27.4 

Race 
White 32.4 46.3 27.0 
Black 34.0 50.5 24.3 

Etlnicity 
Hiap1nic 30.6 48.1 22.7 
Non-lliap1nic 32.7 46.5 27.0 

Table 92. Personal crimes, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime, victim-offender relationship, 
and sex of victims 

All victimizations Involv!!!! &transera Involv!!!! nonstransers 
80th Both 80th 

Type of crim. sexes Hale Female sexes Hale Feaaal~ seKes Hale Pemale 

Crimes of violence 46.6 42.2 53.9 47.7 43.7 56.1 44.4 38.4 50.9 
Rape 55.7 ~.o 58.2 58.2 aO.O 61.9 51.9 aO.O 53.0 
Robbery 55.8 49.7 66.4 56.4 51.2 66.1 52.2 39.9 67.8 

Robbery with injury 66.6 59.6 77.0 67.8 01.0 78.9 60.S 50.2 70.3 
From serious assault 74.0 70.0 82.6 76.9 72.7 87.1 59.1 052.7 ·67.3 
FrClll. minor aBa8ul t 59.6 46.1 73.6 59.0 45.9 73.9 62.3 ·47,1 72.2 

Robbery without injury 50.7 4So'. 60.6 51.3 47.0 59.5 47.5 35.5 66.u 
As.ault 43.7 40.3 49.9 44.0 41.2 50.9 43.3 38.3 49.0 

Aggravated ASsault 52.2 48.4 61.7 5t.6 49.6 62.2 51.3 45.1 bl.1 
With Injury 62.1 61.5 63.6 65.5 66.4 61.5 57.6 52.6 64.8 
Attempted .... ult with 

weapon 47.4 41.9 60.9 47.7 42.6 62.5 46.4 39.6 57.8 
Si .. ple ... ault 39.0 35.0 45.1 38.4 35.2 45.4 39.8 34.6 44.9 

With injury 50.5 49.8 51.3 54.3 53.0 57.9 46.6 44.0 48.3 
Attempted ASsault without 

42.8 weapo;\ 34.9 30.2 42.6 33.8 29.6 4Z.4 36.7 31.5 
Cd .. e. of thef~ 26.7 26.1 27.4 

Personal larceny with -contact 40.4 35.8 '.5 41.7 38.8 43.6 ·11.5 a6.6 "37.1 
Pur,..e, snatchll;J 50,7 ·100.0 ~t!.3 50.7 aIOO.O 50.3 "0.0 "0.0 "0.0 
Pooket p1cking 35.5 35.4 35.6 37.1 38.3 35.6 all.5 a6.6 837.1 

Per,onal l~r.r:eny without contact 26.2 25.8 26.7 

Represents not applicahle. The dist1nction aee the of fender. 
between atranger ard nonstranger is not made aEat1l:1r8.te. baaed on ~ero or on about 10 or fewer 
for property crimes beCAuoe ..,.1ctl~s rarely s8r.tple c:.sses, is statistically Wlrellable. 
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Table 93. Personal crimes, 1981 : 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime, victim-offender relationship, 
and race of victims 

All victimizations lnvolv!ns atransers 
TyPe of cri ... White Black White Black 

Crimes of violence 46.3 50.5 48.4 46.5 
Rape 53.6 69.8 60.6 846.5 
Robbery 56.3 56.4 56.9 57.2 

Robbery with injury 66.4 69.3 66.3 76.1 
Fro'll serious assault 74.3 77.4 7 •• 4 84.7 
Fro. minor &ssault 59.6 60.2 57.0 67.2 

Robbery without injury 51..0 51.9 52.4 50.4 
Assault 43,7 46.4 45.3 37.; 

Aggravated assault 52.4 52.6 54.4 43.8 
With injury 61.2 65.1 67.1 53.9 
Attellpted .. sault with 

weapon 48.4 43.5 49.6 39.6 Simple .. sault 39.1 41.1 39.6 30.9 
With injury 49.6 63.4 53.9 a63.6 
Atteapted assault without 
weapon 35.3 35.6 35.3 26.1 

Cri ... of theft 27.0 24.3 
Personal larceny rich contact 38.1 52.2 39.2 54.4 

Purs. ""atching 47.8 63,9 47.8 63.9 
Pocket picking 34.3 41.4 35.7 44.3 

Peraonal larceny without contact 26.6 22.4 

see the offender. 

lnvolv!!!! nonltra!!:S:era 
White Black 

41.9 56.9 
38.7 78.9 
52.5 52.7 
67.2 833.3 
63.1 a48.5 
70.1 &0.0 
42.5 58.5 
41.0 56.0 
47.7 63.1 
51.7 72.1 

45.0 51.2 
38.4 50.7 
44.8 63.4 

35.4 46-.1 ... 
a8.3 a21.4 
80.0 80.0 
~.3 a21.4 

Represents not applicable. The distinction 
between stranger am nonstral18'er ia not ude 
for property crimea because vlett.1 'tarely 

4!at11l.:J.te. baaed on Eero or on about 10 Or fever 
aH.ple c •• e •• 1a statistically unreliable. 

Table 94. Personal crimes, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime, victim-offender relationship, 
and ethnicity of victims 

All victimizations Involvins stranser. 
TyPe of cri .... Hisponic Non-Hispanic Hiaponic Non-Hispanic 

Crimes of violence 48.1 46.5 44.9 47.9 
Rape a49.2 56.a. a31.1 59.4 
Robbery 44.4 57.0 44.2 57.9 

Robbery with injury 48.0 68.5 48.2 70.0 
Fra serious assault 464.1 75.1 a70.6 77.6 
Froo minor .usault a30.2 62.4 824.0 62.7 

Robbery without injury 42.8 51.6 42.4 52.3 
Assault 49.9 43.4 45.7 43.9 

Aggravated aasault 63.6 51.3 61.2 51.9 
With injury 68.3 61.7 "56.8 66.1 
Atteapted Msault with 

weapon 62.2 46.0 62.4 46.4 
Simple assault 35.9 39.1 27.6 38.9 

With injury 51.2 50.S 044.4 54.9 
Attempted assault without 
weapon 29.7 35.2 a20.8 34.4 

Cria •• of theft 22.7 27.0 
PeRonal larceny with contact 29.5 41.7 30.1 43.2 

Purse ana tching 842.0 52.3 842.0 52.3 
Pocket picking a19.4 37.0 820.1 38.8 

Personal hr-.c:eny without contact 22.2 26.4 

aee the offender. 

Involvl2Lt non.tra!!ler. 
Hhpanic Non-Hhpariic 

57.2 43.7 
467.4 50.9 
847.7 52.4 
844.9 61.6 
SO.O 62.6 

a100.0 60.7 
849.3 47.4 
57.6 42.5 
69.1 49.9 
~8.5 56.1 

61.7 44.8 
48.5 39.4 

a62.0 46.0 

43.3 36.4 

80.0 &12.1 
SO.O SO.O 
80.0 a12.1 

Represents not applicable. The distinction 
be tween stranger 4Qf nOBi tra~er 10 not I14de 
for property cri.es because vic:ti ... rarely 

aEatlN.te, baaed on zero or on about 10 or fever 
aaaple ca .... ia .t.tlotically unreliable. 
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Table 95. Personal crimes, 1981 : 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime and age of victims 

Type of crime 12-19 20-34 

All personal crimes 21.4 34.7 

Crimea; of violence 34.6 48.3 
Rope 63.1 53.5 
Robbery 39.5 55.5 

Robbery with injury 51.6 67.8 
From aeriouB assault 5;'.1 78.0 
PrO'll minor assault 49.4 57.5 

Robbery without injury 34.3 49.7 
Assault 32.3 46.5 

Aggrayated ASsault 44.1 52.6 
W1th injury 55.2 62.9 
Attempted asS8111t with weapon 36.3 48.4 

Simple .. sault 26.0 43.0 
Wi th injury 32.8 59.2 
Attempted assault without \ohlopon 23.5 36.7 

Crl,... of tbel t 14.9 28.3 
Personal larceny w1th contact 22.1 4().9 

Purse snatching "22.5 55.0 
Pocket picking 22.0 34.1 

Personal larceny without contact 14.8 27.9 

BEst1mate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer 
sample cases, is statistic:ally unreliable. 

Table 96. Personal crimes of vloIOi'lce, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by age of VI-;:.tims and victim-offender 
relationsh~p 

All Involvins 
Age victimizations I trange rs 

12-19 34.6 35.4 
20-34 48.3 48.7 
35-49 58.1 59.0 
50-64 57.7 60.8 
65 and over 61.4 61.1 

Table 97. Household crimes, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime, race of head of household, 
and form of tenure 

All houDeholdo" 
Both Both 

Type of cri". (orma Olltled Rented forms 

All houo.luld c ri" •• 39.0 40.3 37.3 39.0 

Burglary 51.1 54.2 47,6 51.0 
forcible entr)' 76.3 80.7 71.2 16.7 

Not hing token 57.2 57,1 57.3 54.6 
S"",.thing taken 80.7 85.7 74.9 81.9 

Unl.wfu~ entr), witluut force 39 .2 40.6 37.5 39.4 
Attempted forcible entry 34.6 38.6 30.5 35.4 

HQuoehold larceny 2~.2 27 .5 24.4 26.8 
Completed larcen),b 26.3 27.6 24.5 26.8 

Less than $50 12.9 14.4 10.7 13.4 
$50 or noore 43.0 45.3 40.1 44.9 

Atte.pted larceny 25.3 26.4 2).9 26.7 
Hotor vehicle thoft 66.6 71.2 62.6 65.9 

Completed thef t 87.0 91.9 82.1 86.4 
Atteapted theft 33.6 32.2 34.6 33.3 

65 and 
35-49 50-64 over 

38,6 39.7 41.7 

58.1 57.7 61.4 
a47.6 a59.8 SO.O 
64.6 72.9 73.0 
63.9 87.6 79.3 
77 .3 88.0 "90.0 

843.5 87.3 a71.7 
64.9 64.0 69.7 
56.3 49.2 50.9 
63.4 59.6 "67.2 
75.3 67.6 0100.0 
58.6 55.1 "6(.9 
51.5 44.7 46.5 
59.1 47.8 0100.0 
49.3 44.0 42.1 
32.8 35.1 34.8 
48.6 45.2 45.2 
50.7 52.5 a58.8 
47.6 39.7 39.6 
32.2 34.5 33.3 

Involving 
nonstrangers 

33.3 
47.4 
56.4 
47.6 
63.1 

White Black 
Both 

Olltled Rented fortis Owned Rented 

40.7 36.5 39.6 36.5 41.7 

54.3 46.7 52.2 52.6 51.9 
81.6 70.1 74.4 73.H 74.8 
58.8 50.2 67.3 84).8 80.4 
86.4 75.6 76.0 80.6 73.6 
41.0 37.2 38.6 37.8 39.1 
3B.6 31.6 33.5 38.1 30.8 
28.3 24.6 22.5 20.6 24.2 
2B.3 24.6 23.1 21.5 24.5 
14.8 H.I 9.5 9.8 9.3 
47.6 41.3 32.5 29.8 35.1 
29.3 24.4 °14.0 c9.9 "18.9 
71.S 60.4 69.9 68.0 70.9 
9\.8 80.4 88.8 91.2 87.5 
33.2 33.4 34.7 °26.3 39.4 

8Includea data ()n "othol;,''' races t not shown separately. 
b1nc:ludao data, not IiMWtl sep~t'litely. on larcenies 

CEat11Ute, hadcd on about 10 or ftlwer la.ple 
eases, is statistically unreli"ble. 

for which ~be value of 1088 w.t'not ascertained. 
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Table 98. Household crimes, 1981: 

Percent of victimizations reported to the police, 
by type of crime and annual family income 

Los. than $3,000- $7,500-
Type of cdme $3,000 $7,499 $9,999 

All household cri"",s 35.2 33.8 38.9 

Burglary 41.3 43.6 55.5 
Forcible entry 69.3 66.8 72.9 
Unlawful entry without force 29.1 32.2 39.4 
Attempted forcible entry 28.8 30.4 47.7 

Rousemld larceny 25.6 23.1 23.9 
Completed larceny" 26.0 22.9 23.0 

Le.s than $50 12.0 12.1 11.7 
$50 or IWre 41.9 38.4 38.0 

Attempted 1a rceny b17 .9 25.5 34.8 
Hotor vehicle theft 62.8 59.7 63.3 

Completed theft 79.5 81.8 78.8 
Attempted theft b35.5 25.9 b34.6 

$10,000- $15,000- $25,000 Nat 
$14,999 $24,999 or more. available 

38.7 40.1 42.0 41.0 

50.4 55.2 55.6 52.4 
75.6 81.4 85.6 72.4 
37.0 46.4 42.0 42.6 
38.6 30.5 35.8 38.1 
26.5 26.3 28.7 27.4 
26.7 26.8 28.6 27.4 
13.3 13.1 12.6 14.9 
44.3 44.9 46.1 39.7 
22.6 19.9 29.3 27.9 
62.7 71.0 71.0 65.0 
80.4 91.4 94.3 85.5 
33.8 37.9 33.7 30.7 

4Includes datil, not shown 8eparate1y~ on larcenies br:atlcste, baaed on about 10 or fewer a8cple csses. 
for wbich the value of loss was not ascertained. is statia tically unreliable. 

Table 99. Household crimes, 1981: 

Percent of victimi.zations reported to the police, 
by value of loss and type of crime 

All 
household 

Value of l08a a crimea 

Less than $10 9.3 
$10-$1.9 16.6 
$50-$2'9 40.4 
$250 or more 78.2 

arhe proponloQ3 reler only to losses 
of cllSh and/or property and exclude the 
value. of property daClSge. 

Kotor 
Rousehold vehicle 

Burglary larceny theft 

20.6 7.4 ho.o 
22.2 15.3 b48.7 
47.3 37.2 bS2.6 
82.6 60.6 88.4 

bestir:nBte, based on tere or on about 
JO or fewer sample cases, is statisti­
cally unreliable. 
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Table 100. Peraonal and household crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by type of crime 

Nothing police Too incon- Privale 
could be Not would not venient or Reported Other 
done; lack important want to be or time personal Fear of to some- and not 

Type of ~;-ime Total of proof enough bothered consuming matter reprisal one else given 

All personal crimes 100.0 16.1 25.0 6.4 2 •. ~ 8.3 1.0 16.1 24.5 

Crimes of violence 100.0 9.5 21.2 6.1 2 .~, 25.1 3.9 10.7 20.9 
Rape 100.0 "13.8 a3.1 «0.0 81.5 27.5 a12.5 86.6 34.8 
Robbery 100.0 17.0 12.2 6.9 4.5 11.7 5.5 7.5 34.7 

Robbery with injury 100.0 20.9 9.0 88.6 a6.4 14.9 "4.3 10.5 25.4 
Robbery without injury 100.0 15.8 13.1 6.4 4.0 10.7 5.9 6.6 37.4 

Assault 100.0 7.6 24.0 6.1 2.0 28.3 3.3 11.6 17.2 
Aggravated assault 100.0 8.9 19.3 6.4 2.7 26.8 4.5 9.1 22.2 
Sillple assault 100.0 7.0 26.1 6.0 1.6 28.9 2.8 12.8 14.9 

Crilllcs of theft 100.0 18.0 26.0 6.5 2.5 3.6 0.2 17.6 25.5 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 19.7 15.0 8.2 02.2 4.4 aO.7 11.8 38.1 
Personal larceny without contsct 100.0 18.0 26.4 6.5 2.5 3.6 0.2 17.8 25.0 

All household crimes 100.0 18.8 27.7 8.5 1.1 6.8 0.7 3.5 32.3 

Burglary 100.0 19.2 19.4 11.3 1.5 7.1 0.9 5.4 36.2 
Forcible ent\'Y J.CtJ.O 18.3 14.9 9.6 2.1 aa.8 "1.6 4.4 40.3 
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 19.0 19.9 8.1 1.5 9.0 0.9 4.2 37.3 
Attellpted forcible entry 100.0 19.9 21.1 8.0 sl.2 2.1 "0.5 8.1 38.4 

Household lsrceny 100.0 18.8 32.5 8.7 1.8 6.5 0.6 2.4 28 .7 
Completed larceny 100.0 18.9 33.3 8.8 l.a 6.a 0.6 2.5 27.3 
Attellpted larceny 100.1) 18.,1 22.7 7.3 °1.1 3.6 aO.4 aO.9 46.0 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 15.4 13.4 7.0 a2.6 9.9 ao.o 6.7 45.0 
COlipleted theft 100.0 "4.5 1I6.2 81.3 sl.3 35.7 aO.O slO.4 40.7 
Attempted theft 100"U 18.6 15.5 8.6 °2.9 °2.5 00.0 5.7 46.2 

NOTE: Detail lIay not add to total shown because of rounding, "Reporting crimes to the police." 
Becsuse some respondents gave more than o~~ answer, SEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 
reasons outnumbered victimizations, as discussed under is statistically unreliable. 

Table 101. Peraonal crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by race of victims and type of crime 

Nothing Police Too incon- Private 
could be Not would not venient or Reported Other 
donol lack iml'ottant wont to be or time personal Fear of to some- and not 

Race aid type of cd"", Total of proof enough bothered consuming matter reprisal one else Biven 

White 

All personal crimes 100.0 15.7 25.9 6.3 2.5 8.2 J.O 16.1 24.2 

Crimes of violence 100.0 9.3 21.9 6.1 2.5 25.9 3.9 10.6 19.8 
Rape 100.0 a9.a 03.8 80.0 al.9 24.8 015.3 s6.0 38.4 
Robbery 100.0 19.6 12.1 7.S 5.4 11.0 4.a 7.4 32.2 
Msault 100.0 7.2 24.5 6.0 1.9 213.9 ).3 11.4 16.7 

Crimes of thef t 100.0 17.4 27.0 6.4 2.5 3.5 0.2 17.6 25.4 
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 15.9 16.5 8.0 82.3 83.0 80.8 13.2 40.2 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 17 .5 27;A- .. 6.4 2.5 3.5 0.2 17 .7 24.9 

Black .-

All personal crillE!s 100.0 20.2 18.0 7.4 2.6 8.9 1.3 16.0 25.7 

Crillea of violence 100.0 11.3 16.8 7.4 82.0 21.5 4.0 12.1 25.0 
Rape 100.0 030.1 "0.0 "<l.0 "0.0 "4).3 "0.0 a14.1 s12.5 
Robbery 100.0 9.6 12.2 a6.4 82.1 14.8 86.0 07.4 41.5 
Assault 100.0 11.6 19.6 8.1 a2.1 24.2 a3.0 14.f, 16.9 

Crilles of theft 100.0 23.4 18.4 1.4 2.8 4.3 "0.3 17 .4 26.0 
Personal larceny with contaet 100.0 37.8 87.4 al1.3 a2.2 88.5 aO.O 86.6 26.2 
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 22.a 18.8 7.3 2.8 4.1 aO.3 17 .9 26.0 

NOTEI Detail .ay not add to total shown because of rounding. ~Repotting crimes to the police." 
Becauae 8QNe re.pondents gave IIQre than one answer, aEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fever salllple cases, 
reaaona outnu.bered vlctilli •• tions, as discussed under 18 statistically unreliable. 
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Table 102. Personal crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by type of crime and annual family income 

Type of crime ard re890n 'Less than $3,000- $7,500- $10,000- $15,000- $25,000 Not 
for not reporting $3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more BvaUable 

All personal. criraes 100.0 100.0 100.0 I@.O 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Nothing could be done; lack of proof 18.2 17.3 1b.3 17.6 16.4 13.8 17.5 
Not i:lportant enough 22.5 21.1 24.0 23.3 25.1 28.7 22.2 
Police would not want to be botnered 5,7 5.8 8.4 6.5 6.9 5.7 7.7 
Too inconvenIent or time consuming r", 2.2 1.9 2.8 2.2 2.4 3.3 
private or personal matter !~ i;.~ 11.9 9.3 9.1 8.2 6.5 6.4 
Fear of reprisal 1.8 a!.O 1.2 1.0 0.5 1.1 
Reported to someone else 11.2 12.0 12.5 14.0 16.7 19.9 16.5 
Other ard not' given 25.9 27.9 26.6 25.5 23.4 22.5 25.3 

Crimes of violence 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Nothing <:?Uld be done.; lack ,of proof 12.5 6.3 8.0 8.9 11.3 8.8 12.3 
Not. important enough 24.2 15.6 24.3 22.9 20.6 24.7 15.0 
Police would not want to be bothered- 5.3 5.7 8.2 5.8 5.8 5.9 9.7 
Too inconvenient or time coru:umtng 82.9 2.5 82.1 "2.0 2.1 2.U 83.2 
Private or persoral mettel' 28.2 25.9 24.3 24.1 24.6 23.7 22.S 
fear of repr,~sal a4.O 5.4 a2.6 4.1 4.7 2.3 ·4.1 
Reported to sc·meone else as.O 8.5 11.0 8.6 9.9 15.3 14.2 
Other an:! not given 18.0 ~7 .0 19.5 23.7 21.1 16.4 20.0 

Crimes of theft 100.0 100.0 100.0 10(),0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Nothing could be done; lock of proof 20.6 22.0 19.4 lO.5 17.8 14.8 18.8 
Not important enough 11.8 23.4 23.9 23.5 26.3 29.5 24.0 
P!lllce 'Would <!:;ot .... ant to be bothen!d 5.9 5.8 8.5 6.7 7.2 5.6 7.5 
Too inconvenient or t{we consumlna 3.5 2.1 ·1.9 3.0 2.3 2.3 3.3 
priVate: or personal matter 4.1 4.6 3.7 4.2 3.9 3.0 2.3 
Fear of reprtsal al.2 ·0.3 "1).4 "0.2 '0.1 ·0.1 ·0.3 
R~ported to someone else !J.S 13.4 13.0 15.8 18.4 20.9 17.1 
Other and not given 29.2 .28.3 2~.2 26.1 23.9 23.8 26.7 

NOTE: OetaU Clay not add to total shown because under "Reporting crimes to the police." 
of rounding. Because. SOrDe respondents 8Estlcs, ... .e. based on about 10 or fe\4'ilr sample 
gave more than .lne answer. reasons out- cases, io sC4cisti-..-a11y unreliable. 
numbered viet Im~J:ations. as discussed 

Table 103. PersC7.l1al C\'!mes of violence, 1981: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by victim-fJffender relationship and type of crime 

Nothing Police Too incon-
Victim-offen~r could be Not would not venient 
relationship done; lack important want to be or time 
and type of crime Total of proof enough bothered consuming 

Involving strangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 14.0 22.1 6.8 3.4 

R1.\pe 100.0 825.6 112.8 SO.O 82.9 
Robbery 100 .e 19.7 11.5 6.7 5.1 
Assault 100.0 11.7 26.2 7.0 2.9 

Involving nonstrangers 
Crimes of violence 100.0 SO.S 19.5 4.9 aO.6 

Rspe 100.0 aO.O a).5 aO.O 80.0 
Robl:ery 100.0 81.3 ~6.2 as.l a1.2 
Assault 100.0 SO.S 20.4 4.7 80.5 

private 
or 
personal 
l!latter 

lS.2 
118.9 
9.S 

21.3 

za.4 
49.4 
22.1 
39.6 

Fear of 
reprisal. 

l.l 
811.7 

5.2 
2.2 

5.5 
a13.5 

"'7.0 
5.1 

NOTE: D(>tall may not add to total shown because of rounding. "Reporting, crimes to the police.· 

Reported Other 
to Bome- and not 
one else given 

S.6 23.8 
89.6 38.6 

5.6 36.3 
9.6 19.1 

14.S 1S.5 
a3.2 830.5 
IS.3 25.7 
14.9 13.9 

Bec8use some re!lpondentB gave more than one answ .. :::, aEst1ma~, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer ~ample ~ageB, 
r~aoons outnumbered victimizations, as diocusscd under 10 statistically unreliable. 
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Table 104. Household crimes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by race of head of household and type of crime 

Race and reason 
for not reporting 

White 
Total 

rlothing could be done; hck of proof 
Not important Mough 
Police 'Would not want to b! bothered 
Too inconvenient 
Private ur p::trsonal mattc.t 
Fear of reprl""l 
Reported to someone else 
Other Old not give" 

Slack 
Total 

Nothing c,,"ld be do". 
Not important enough 
Police would ",It wBnt to be bothered 
T~u inc:ol"venith\c 
Private or pe:rf/bnM mattor 
Fear of reprh B1 
Ropo rted til sl~~on(lo else 
Othcor and nut given 

All 
househ:lld 
crimes 

100.0 
18.9 
26.6 
8.2 
1.7 
6.6 
Il,i! 
j .~ 

31.8 

IUO.O 
19.2 
21.8 
IU.2 
2.0 
8.0 

3'J.l 
4.0 

34.6 

-----------------------,---------------------

Burglary 

100.0 
19.0 
19.7 
7.9 
1.6 
7.0 
1.1 
5.2 

38 .5 

100.0 
20.1 
18.7 
10.3 
"0.9 

b.9 
111).2 
6.7 

36.2 

----_ ... ...,<-

crimes to the poltcc." 

'iotal' 
lIousehold vehiole 
larcerlY theft 

100.0 100.0 
19.'l 15.8 
33.7 13.5 

H.4 7.3 
1." a2.4 
b.2 10.1 
0.7 30.0 
2.4 7.3 

28.0 43.5 

100.0 100.0 
19.0 a14.4 
24.2 312.5 
10.5 "5.6 
2.6 "1.8 
8.5 89.6 

aO.l "0.0 
2.6 a3.7 

32.6 52.3 

Note: n"'taU ma)" .... -v.< tltld to total shown because of 
rounding. 8C~RUSC some r~9pondcnts save 
morp than onr answer. re4S0ns outnumb!red 

4Estitll3te. balied on zero or on about 10 or fewer 

~l:t irntzBtio1l!J. -a'S dtacunscd und,'r "Rel,ortlng 
s3mplQ cases. Is Htathticall)" u"rcUable. 

Table 105. Household /;rlmes, 1981: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by annual family income 

----_ .. '---... '~- ... -~------,---~ -... _---------_ .... _----.-'"'-------
Rcasor'& for not: report tog 

Total 

Nothln..'l could be dono: lack of proof 
Not it.1POtt ant enoudh 
Police would nQt w.nt to be bothered 
Tal.) !f1;:onvenient 
Private or personal m::tttcr 
Fear of r~prlQol 
P.epottcd to DQrneOnC else 
Othor .1>\ not given 

Leu than $3 ,000-
S3,1'OO $1,499 

100.0 100.11 

22.5 18.6 
22.0 24.1 
6.~ Ill.7 

·o.a I.; 
10.3 O.~ 
"0.8 1.1 
7.0 4.1. 

30.1 30.7 

$7,'iOU- S hl,OO()-
$",999 $1 .. ,999 

hla.O 11)0.0 

11.l! 111.1 
28 ... 26.9 
9.6 7.8 

60.9 1.9 
6.6 7.l 

"<'.6 a., .~ 
~.2 I.' 

31.9 )4.2 

$15,OOa- $25,OLl, Not 
$24.999 or mOft: ayatlablC' 

-.-------------
100.0 100.') lOil.,J 

19.4 19.3 16.0 
31.1 29.9 2$.9 
7.0 7.9 10.9 
1.9 2.0 1.9 
6.0 5.1 6.~ 
0.5 ~.5 "0.3 
~ .6 2.6 3.4 

31.S 32.7 34.9 ---------------- .---._-----
NOTE: DeeaH may nut add to totnl ahown ""CBUBU of 

rounding. Because 600;C r~pondent9 gave 
more than ona olOSWCf, totH1Qtl!l outl~umhu·(.'d 
vlctll:\ltatioos .. as dlueuBscd under hRCpllrtlntl 

crt'llt!8 to the police." 
nEst tr.l.:1to, bC9:cd on about 10 or fewer sample 

~a.e., ... t6tistically unreliable. 
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Table 106. Household crlmes,1981: 

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations 
to the police, by type of crime and value of theft IOS8 

Nothing Police Too incon- Private 
could be Not would not venient or Reported Other 

Type of crime and done; laclt iaportant want to be or tiae personal Fear of to soae- and not 
value of 10SSB Total of proof enough bothered consulling ... tter reprisal one elae given 

All hoasehold crimes 100.0 19.3 29.7 8.8 1.8 7.5 0.7 2.5 29.8 
Les s than ~50 100.0 16.6 43.4 8.4 1.3 5.8 0.5 2.1 22.0 
$50-$249 100.0 23.7 12.7 10.2 2.2 8.4 0.6 2.7 39.4 
$250 or more 100.0 20.3 4.5 6.8 3.5 14.8 2.0 4.1 44.0 

Burglary 100.0 20.2 18.9 8.6 1.7 8.4 1.1 3.3 37.8 
Less than $50 100.0 16.7 34.3 9.6 bl.0 6.5 bO.4 3.7 27.7 
$50-$249 100.0 23.7 9.7 8.6 1.8 8.9 bO.8 2.7 43.8 
,$250 or more 100.0 21.1 3.5 6.3 b3.2 Ii .1 b2.9 3.7 48.2 

Household larceny 100.0 19.2 33.1 9.0 1.8 6.9 0.6 2.2 27.3 
Less than $50 100.0 16.6 45.1 8.1 1.3 5.6 0.5 1.8 20.9 
$50-$99 100.0 24.1 14.3 12.0 1.9 7.8 bO.4 1.7 37.8 
$100-$249 100.0 23.3 13.0 9.4 2.7 8.6 bO.8 4.3 37.9 
$250 or more 100.0 22.9 5.3 8.1 4.5 13.3 bl.6 3.1 41.1 

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 b4.7 b6•5 bI .3 bI.4 34.9 bO.O bl0.9 40.4 
Less than $50 100.0 be.O· b33.3 bO.O bO.O bO.O bO.O b33.3 b33.3 
$50-$99 100.0 b24.0 bO.O bO.O bO,n b23.8 bO.O bO.O b52.2 
$100-$249 100.0 b15 •0 blS.8 bO•O bi:'.~ bl6.a bO.O bO.O b34.5 
$250 or more 100.0 b2.9 b4.9 b I .6 bO.O 38.7 bO.O bU.S 40.5 

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. aThe proportions refer only to l" •• es of cash and/or property 
Because some respondents gave more than one answer, and exclude the value of property deuge. 
reasons outnumbered victimizations, 8S discussed under bE.tiute, based on zero or about 10 or fewer sallple CBses, 
"Reporting crimes to the police." 1s statistically unreliable. 
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Appendix" 

Survey instruments 

A b~sic screen questionnaire 
(Form NCS-l) and a crime incident 
report (Form NCS-2) are used to 
elicit information on the relevant 
crimes committed against the house­
hold as a whole and against any of its 
members age 12 and over. Form 
NCS-l is designed to scr~en for all 
instances of victimization before 
details of any specific incident are 
collected. The screening form also 
is used for obtaining information on 
the characteristics of each household 
and its members. Household screen­
ing questions are asked of all mem­
bers age 12 Rnd over. However, a 
knowledgeable adult member of the 
household serves as a proxy respond­
ent for 12- and 13-year-ol~s, inca­
pacitated persons, and individuals 
absent during the entire field inter­
viewing period. Details about the 
method of interviewing are given in 
Appendix m. 

Once the screening process is 
completed, the interviewer obtains 
details of each reported incident. 
Form NCS-2 includes questions 
coo~er!!i-"-g t.lte extent of eaviiumie 
loss or injury, characteristics of 
offenders, whether or not the police 
were notified, and other pertinent 
details. 

The basic screen questionnaire 
and incident report underwent revi­
sion in January 1979, and the re­
worked in-ltruments were used to 
collect information on incidents 
committed in 191U. Facsimiles of 
the revised questiOimaires are in­
cluded here. Readers should consult 
previous annual reports, 1973 
through 1977, for copies of the 
original instruments. As may be 
noted, the revised incident report 
was expanded to collect additional 
information on series ll'ictimizations, 
time and pla~e of occurrence, medi­
cal treatment, property loss, and 
reporting to the police. Analysis 
based on these new data elements 
wi]!, be performed in the future. 
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FOR .. NCS.l AND NCS.2 
0·2·791 

U.s. DEPARTMENT of COMMERCE. 

'L 
I 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS. 
ACTING AS COL.LECTING AGENT FOR THE 

L,AW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE "OMINISTRA,TIQN 
u.s~ DEPARTMENT of JUSTICE -

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

NCS.l - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE 

"CS.2 - CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 

ITEMS FILLED AT START OF INTERVIEW 

1. Interyiewer Identification 
Code I Name 

I 

~ I 
I 

, 
2. Unit StatuI 

@) I 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 bolC that applies 

(ill) , 0 Same household interviewed the previous 
enumeration 

~ 0 Replacement household since the prevIous 
enumeration 

] 0 Noninterview the previous enumeration 

• 0 Other - Specify 1-

4. Line number of household respondent (cc 12) 

@) 
TRANSCRIPTION ITEMS FROM CONTROL CARD 

5. Special place type code (cc 6c) 

@) 
6. Tenur. (cc 8) 

® 10 Owned or being bought 
2 0 Rented for cash 
3 0 No cash rent 

7. Land Use (cc 9-10) 

@) ---_._-
8. Farm Sales (cc II) 

(ill) 
X 0 Item blank/URBAN In cc 9 

9. Type of liying quarters (cc 15) 

@) 
Housing unit 

I 0 House. apartment. flat 
20 HU In nontransient hotel. motel. etc. 

3D HU - Permanent in transient hotel, motel. etc. 
40 HU in rooming house 
5 0 Mobi Ie home or trailer 
60 HU nOt specified above - Describe ., 

OTHER Unit 

7 0 Quarters not HU In rooming or boarding house 
80 Unit not permanent in transient hotel. motel, etc. 
90 Vacant tent site or trailer site 
00 Not specified above - Describe, 

Us. af lelephone (refer to cc 26a-4) 

lOa. location of phone - Mark first bolC that applies 

@) , G Ph.oo '"'"" } 
2 0 Phone in common uea (hallway, etc.) Fal 
30 Phone in another unit (neighbor, friend, etc.) lOb 
4 0 Work/office phone _ 
5 0 No phone - SKIP to II 

b. Is phone Inleryiew acceptable? 

@ 60Yes 
70No 
8 0 Refused to give number In 26c 
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Form Approve t· 0 H B No ~3·R0587 ... 
HOTICE _ Your repo" '0 'he Census Bureau Is ~""'fldentl.1 by law (U.S. 
Cod. ~2. Section 3771). All IdenUflatle InformaUon will be used onlt by 
persons enlaced in and for the purpafes of the survey. and may not be 
disclosed or released to others ror any p!Jrposc. 

Sample (cc 3) : Control number (cc ~) I Household 

I-- : PSU :Segment :Ck. : Serial 
: number (cc 5) 
I P I I I I I 

G I I I I I 
M I I I I I 

~ 
JO __ : I I I I 

I I I I ., 

TRANSCRIPTION ITEMS FROM CONTROL CARD - Con. 

11. Number of hous ing units in structure (cc 27) 

@) 101 s 05-9 
202 6 eliOt 
303 7 C.l Mobile home or trailer 
~01 B 0 Only OTHER units 

12. Family income (cc 28) 

@) I 0 Under $3.000 (a) 8 D 13.000 to 11.999 (h) 
2 Cl S3.000 to 4.999 (b) 9 CJ 15.000 to 17.499 (I) 
3 [] 5.000 to 5.999 (c) \0 U 17.500 to 19.999 (i> 
4 [J 6.000 to 7.499 (d) II [J 20.000 to 2~.999 (k) 
sCl 7.500 to 9.999 (e) 12025.000 to 29.999 (I) 
6 n 10.000 to 11.999 (f) 13030.000 to 49.999 (m) 
7012.000 to !2.999 (g) 14 e] 50.000 and over (n) 

ITEMS FILLED AFTER INTERVIEW 

13. Dale lost hous.hold member compleled 

@ I ! I ! I i I 
Month Oay Year 

14. Proxy information - Fill for all proxy interviews 
a.Proxy inter· b. Proxy respondent c. Reason 

view obta ined 
Name : Line No. 

(Enter 
for Line No. I code) 

fp 
@ I@) @-G 

M 

@ 
I 

@ 3 I@) I-

@ !@ @-
@ --- l@ @>-

Codes for I'em. lAc; 

1 - Under I~ 
2 - 14ft and ph),slcallylmemally unable 10 anSwef }FILL 

INTER· 
3 - 1-4+ and TAt won~t return berore closeout COMM 

15. Type Z nonlnterylew Cod •• for il.m tSb: 
a. Interview b. Reason 

not obtained (Eroter ,-"" .... ".... } for Line No. code) 
2 - Refused 

@> €y_ 3 - PhYSically/mentally FILL 
--- unable [0 .nswer - INTER. 

@) @-
no proxy ayallable COMA! 

--- ~ - TA and nO proxy 
available 

@ @)- 5 - Other ---
@ (§) 

6 - Off/ce u .. only 

• Comp/ete 18-29 for each Line No. in I Sa. 

160. Hous .. nold members 12 y ..... 01 ave and OVER 

@ Total number 

b. Houuhold memben UNDER 12 y.·ors af age 

. @ Total number 

o C None 

17. Crime Incident Reports fill.d 

@ Total number - Fill BOUNDING 
oQNone INFORtolATION Icc 32) 

Notes 

OFFICE USE I @ 
O,..LV I €B). @ I@ I® I<§ 

I 
N 
C 
S 
1 
a n 
d 
2 

I 
I h 

II 
I 
I 

II 

I 

I 

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS 

18. 19. 20. 21. 22. 23. 24. 25. 26. 27. 28. 29. 
NAME TYPE OF INTERVIEW LINE RELATIONSHIP AGE l'It~R!Ti\L SEX ARMED Educa· Edur.a· RACE ORIGIN 

(01 hoosehold NO. TO REFERENCE LAST HATUS fORCES tlon - tiorl-
respondenU PERSON BIRTH· MEMBER hl&l1est crAllplele 

~ 
DAY p,rade !hatl.ear? 

(cc 23) (cc 12) (cc 13b) (cc 17) (cc 18) (cc 191 (cc 20) cc 21) (cc 21 (cc 24) 
lUst @) @) €!V @) @) @ @ @) @ @) @) 

I 0 Per. - Self·respondent I el Ref. person '0M. 60M IOVOS 60Yos I []Whito 

FirS! 20Tel.- Self-lesP'll)dent -- 2QHusband -- 2DW~. 7DF zONo -- 7DNo ?OBlack --
30Per.- ~rOX~1/114 on 

Line 3 LlWif. Age 30 0• Grade 30 American fndian. Origin 
No • Aleut. Eskimo 

• [l Tol. - ProT.y cover pag< 400wn child 4C)SOP' 40 Asian, Pacific 

• 
sO NI -1'11120-29 and 15 sOParont s[]NM • Islaooor 

s[]Othor-on cover PRgs 6[}8ro./Sls. Spoclly '1 
7 el Other rela!ivo 

80 NOoN.laliv. 

.INTERVIEWER: Read if respondent 16+ If "looking for work" in 32a. SKIP to 34b 

Before we get to the crime question., I have a few 340. Hove you been looking for work during Ihe past 4 weeks? 
(additiona I) item. that or. usefu I in sludying why @V I C1Yes 
people mayor may nol become ylctims of crime. 

z CJ No - SKIP to 35 

Look at item 3 on cover page. Is thiS the same b. Whot have you been doing in the last 4 weeks to find work? 
CHECK ~ household interViewed the prevIous enumeration Anything el .. ? 
ITEM A period? (box I marked) 

Marl< 01/ methods used. Do not read list. 
l-

e] No - Ask30 
Checked With -P Yes - Is this person a new household member? 

@) I [":1 Public employment agency G (added to Control Card as member this period) 
M @ 'OYes-Ask30 * 2 [J Pr ivate employment agency 

~ 2 0 No - SKIP to Check hem C 3 [J Employer directly 

How long have you liyed at this oddre .. ? 
4 C] Friends or relatives 

30. ~ [,1 Placed or answered ads 

@) Months <If more tharl II months. leave blank 
6 [ ~i Other - Specify (e.g., CETA. union or 

professional register. etc.), 
OR and enter I year below.) 

@ Years (Round to nearest whole year) 7 [:; Nothing - SKIP to 35 

Is entry in 30 - c. Is there any reason why you could not tak .. a job LAST WEEK? 
CHECK ~ [l5 years or more? - SKIP to Check Item C @ I [JNo 
ITEM B 

[) Less than 5 years 1 - Ask 31 Yes - 2 L:l Already had a job 

Altogether, how mony Hmes have you moved in the last 
3 [J Temporary illness 

31. 4 Cl Going to school 

5 years, thaI is, since ,197 __ ? s Cl Other - Specify, 

@) Number of times 

Is this person 16 years old or older~ 
If "layoff" in 33b. SKIP to 360 

35. When did you last work ot a full·time job or business lasting 
CHECK ~ o Y~ -Ask32a 2 consecutive weeks or more? ITEM C CJ No - SKIP to 37a @ I ["! 6 months ago or less 

320. What We,e you doing molt of LAST WEEK - (working, keeping 
2 C! More than 6 months but less than 5 years 
3 r.J 5 or more years ago } hause, going to school) or something else? 
40 Never worked full time 2 weeks or more SKIP S I o Working - SKIP 60 Unable to work - SKIPt035 50 Never worked at all to 37a 

to 32c 7 0 Retired 
360. For whom did you (last) wor~? (Name of company. business. 2 C' With a job but 80 Armed Forces-SKIPto36a 

not at work 
9 0 Other - St:ecify; organization or other employer) 

3 0 Looking for work 
4 0 Keeping house 

b. What kind of business or industry iT, this? (e.g •• TV and radio 5 CO Going to school 
mfg •• retail shoe store. State Labor Department. farm) 

b. Old you do any work at all lAST WEEK, nol counting work 
@ I I I around the hou .. ? (Note: If farm or business operator in HHLD. 

ask about unpaid work.) 
G. Whol kind of work were you doing? (e.g •• electrical engineer • @) I C1Yes stock clerk. typist. farmer. Armed Forces) 

'I 0 No - SKIP to 330 
@) I I I c. How mony hours did YOt} work LAST WEEK at all jobs? 

d. What Were your most Important activities or duties? (e.g., typing. 

@) Hours - SKIP to 360 
keeping account books. sellrng cars. finishing concrete. Armed Forces) 

If "with ,I jl)b but not at wllrk" in 32a. SKIP to 33b. 
e. Were you - • 

33 •• Old you have a job a' business from which lOU Were @ I C' An employ .. e of a PRIVATE comp"ny, bUSln"ss, or 
temporarily ab •• nt or an layoff LAST WEE ? 115. 'Individual for wage., salary, or commissions? 
@!) I C1 Yes 2"c A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, Slate, 

Z L:1 No - SKIP to 340 ;...., counly, or local)? 

b. Why ... re yau ab .. "t from work J..AST WEEK? 
SELF, EMPLOYED in OWN business, prole.;.ional 
practice, or farm? If yes..,. 

@ I 0 Layoff - SKIP to 34c Is th. businelS incorporated? 
~ 0 New job to begin wl\hin 30 days - SKIP to 34c: 3 C: Yes 
3 [j Other - Specify, } SKIP 4 ~." No (or farm) to 360 

5 C Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm? 
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370. (Other than the ••• buslne .. ) does anyone In this household operate a buslne .. from this addre .. ? l@) 
b. What kind of business is that? 

I 

~/HTERVIEWER: Enter unrecognizable business only 
(,OYes-A.kb 

:2 o No-SKIP to 
38 

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS 

38. Now I'd like to ask some questions about : 0 Yes-H •• 0:" 41. Did anyone toke something belonging 
crime. Th"y ,efer ,only to the last 6 months- : tl_." I., you 0, to any member of this household 

:0 yes-H ••• .., 

'ONo 
from a place where you or 'hey were ' I U"", 

bet,:,een ___ I,19 __ and ___ ,19_.\ temp.,rarily staying, such as a friend's or ,0No 

~u"ng the las' 6 months, did anyone break , r.latiye's home, a hot.1 or mot.1 or 
, 
I 

'nto or someh.,w illegally get into your : a vacation home? -it ' I 

(apartmentlh.,me), garage, or another , 
I 

building on y.,ur property? I --- 42. H.,w many DIFFERENT motor vehicles i@ 
I 

(cars, trucks, motorcycfes, etc.) were 

39. (~ther than the incident(s) just mentioned) 
owned by you or any other m .... b.r of 100 None-

:0 Yes- Ho .... ", this household during the last 6 months? I SKIP to 45 

D,d you lind a door jimmied, Q lock f.,rced, : II."', 1'01 
or any other signs of en ATTEMPTED 12[:J2 
break in? IONo 

I :30 3 
, --- :- 0" or more , 

" I 
I 43. Did anyone steal, T~ \Y to steal, or Ule 10 Yes-tit •• ., 

40. Was anything at all stolen that Is kept :0 Yes-Ho.IIO .. , 
(it/any of them) with\pt permission? I II."', 

outside your home, or happened te> be io No til ... " 
10No 

left out, such as a bicycle, a garden I 

hose, or lawn fumltu,e? (other ~hQn 
, 

44. Did anyone steal or TFt V to steal parts I 10 Yes-HI ••• , 
any incidents already mftntloned) I attached to (it/any of th\'fI1), such as a 

1 --- I 11.1.', 
1 battery, hubcaps, tape.deck, etc.? 
I 

PNo ---" 

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS 

45. The following questio"s refer only to things '0 Yes-Ho.mln)' 55. Did you find any eYldence ',ha' some.,.e 
that happened to YOU during the lost :0 No 11 .. 1", ATTEMPTED to stegl something that 

10 Yes-H ..... , 

6 months - belonged to you? (other than any 
: II."', 

b~tween ___ l, 19_and ___ , 19_. 
, 

ineidents already mentioned) 10No 
I 

D,d you han your (pocket picked/purse I I 

I I 
snatchedj? , I 

I 

46. Did anyone lake something (else) directly :OYes-Howm .. y 56. Did you call the pollco during the last 6 
from you by using force, such as by a 

I 

:0 No IImll'1 months to report something that happened I 

stickup, mugging or threat? 
I , to YOU which you thought was a crime? I , (Do not count any calls mode to the I , , 

, police concerning the incidents you , 
47. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force 

hoye just told me about.) 
, 

~O Yes-H.wn, .. , 
, 

or threatening to harm you? (oth"r than 
D No - SKIP to 57 I 

;ONo 11"''''1 
, 

any ineidents already mentioned) ['I Yes - What h"ppened?, I , I , 
I 
I 

I , lGlYITJ 
48. Did anl'oile beat yq~ ~::'. !!!!!'!::!: 7;; vf M~ 'U Yes-n.w 01", 

you wit!, som.thing, such as a rock or bottle? 
' .. 

~ N 11m .. ' 'J : CIJ (other than any incidents already mentioned) ,0 !;i , : ITJ I , , 
49. Were you knifed, shot at, or attacked with '0 Yes-H.wm .. , Look ~t 56. Was HHLD member 

lome other weapon by anyone at all? (other : N dlftl1l1 ~ 12 + attacked or threatened, or 
10 yes-H ...... ' 

than any ineid .. ,,!. already mentioned) ,0 0 CHECK 
I tl.'*" 

I ITEM 0 
was something stolen or an 

10No 
I attempt made to steal something , that belonged to him/he,'? I , I 

50. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or I ' 
57. 

THREATEN y(>u with a knife, gun, or some 
.0 Yes •• H ...... y Old anything happen to YOU during the last t 

, tit ... " 6 months which you thought was a crime 
, 

other weapon, NOi incfudinp. 1ef.phone IONo 
t 

threats? (other 'han any I"~id.nts already 
but did NOT report to the pol/c.? (other' I , than any incident. already mentioned) 1 

mentioned) , , , f1 No - SKIP to Check /tem F 
, 

51. Did anyone TRY to attack yau in some 

, 
, 

["1 Yes - What happened?, 
I 

othor way? (other thon any incidenls already 
10 Yes-H.w min, 

, 
: II .... '., 

, 
mentioned) ,ONo 

1 , 
, 1@)[TI I , 

52. During the last 6 monlllS, did anyono steal 

, .. 
IT] ;0 YeS-H ..... , 

, 
things that belonged 10 you from inside ANY 

, 
car or truck, such as package. or clothing? 10 No 11.1.', ; 

OJ , , 1 , 
• Look at 57. Was HHLD member 10 Yes- ill.1I111J 

53. Was anything sI91wn f,om you while you 
1 ~ 12. attacked ar threatened, or I "."', 

were away from home, for instance at worle 
10 Yes-H • .,m .. , CHECK was something slolen or an 

In a th.ater or rulauront, or while Irayeli,,'g? 
:oNo U ... " ITEM E attemPt made to steal something 10No , that belonged to him/her' 

I , I 
I I -
I Do allY of the screen questions contain 

54. (Other than any Incidents you'ye already :0 YeS-H ..... , ~ ';''V entries for "How many times?" 
m.n'ioned) was anything (else) at all :0 No u.u'., CHECK ['IYes - Fill Crime Inclden! Reports. 
stolen from you during the last 6 months? 1 

ITEM F [. J No - Interview next HHLD member 
I End interview if last respondent. , , 

FORM t'CS·1 n_2.7V. 
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I 
\1 

~ I 
'1 I, I, ! 

~ 
Line number Notes 

@) 
Screen question number 

@ 
Incident number . 

(§) 
Has this person lived at this address for 6 months 

~ 
or less? (If not sure, refer to Item 30, NCS·I.) 

CHECK o Yes (Item 30 - 6 months or less) - Read 0, 
ITEM A 

Ask I 

o No(ltem 30 blank or more than 6 months) -Read ®.' 
SKIP to 20 

® You .old that during the last 6 months - (Ref~r to appropriate 
screen question (or description of crime). 

1. Did (this/the first) Incident happen while you were IIYlng 
here or before you moyed to this add .... ? 

@) , 0 Whi Ie living at this address 
2 0 Before moving to this address 

20. In what month did (thls/thl first) Incid.nt happen? (Show calendar 
if necessary. Encourage respondent to give exact month.) 

I I I ! I I 
@ I 

H"",o y",ar 

I. this Incident report for a .. ries of crimes? 

@ , n Yes - Ask 2b (Note: series must have 
CHECK ~ 3 0, more Similar IOciden:s which 

ITEM B 
respondent can't recall sepa,otely. 
Reduce entry in screen question if 
necessary.) 

2 0 No - SKIP to 30 

b. Altogether, how many time. did this happen du,lng the 
lost six months? 

@ Number of incidents 

c. In what month or months did the.e Incidents take place? 
If more thu" one quarter ,nvolved, ask jl 
How many in (name monlhs)? 

~INTERVIEWER: F!lter number for each quarter as appropriate. 
I f number falls below 3 or respondent can now recall incidents 
separately, still (1/1 cr. a ser; ••• If 01/ are out of scope, end 
incident report. 

Number of lOci dents per quarter 

Jan., Feb., April, May, July, Aug., Oct., No,'" 

0' March or June or Sept. or Dec. 

(Qtr. f) (Qtr.2) (Qtr, 3) (Qtr.4) 

@) @) ~ @ 

~ IHTERVIEWER: If this report is for a series, read: 

The following questions refer only to the most rocent 
incident. 

30. Was II daylight or da,k outside when (this/the most recent) 
Incident happened? 
@ ,[] Light 

l n Dark 
1 f"l Dawn. almost I'ght, dusk, tWilight 
4 r 1 Don't know - SKIP to 4a 

b. About what tlml did (this/the most r~.e"t) incid.nt happen? 
During day 

® I [J After 6 a.m.-12 noon 
2 (J After 12 nooo-6 p.m. 
3 [J Don't know what time 'If day 

At night 

4 DAfter 6 p.m.-12 midnight 
5 rJ After 12 midnight-6 a.m. 
G [1 Don't know what time of nloht 

OR 

70 Don't know <thether day or night 

Form App,oyed: a',H.B. No. ~3·ROS87 

NOTICE _ You, report to the Census Bureau Is confidential by law (U.S. 
Code ~2. soctlon 3771). All Iden'iflable Info,ma,lon will be used only by 
persons en&a,ed In and for the purposes of the Sl:Irvey, and may nOt be 
disclosed or released to others for any purpose. 

FOAM NCS.2 
U-Z·10) u.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

BU~E"'U OF THE CENSUS 
ACTING 45 COLLECTING AGENT FOR THE 

LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE AC"'1INISTRATION 
u.s. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT 
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY 

40. Did this Incident happen inside the limits of a city, town, 
yillag., etc.? 

@ , 0 Outside U.S. - SKIP to 5 
20 No - Ask 4b 

Yes - What Is the name of that city/town/Yillage? 
30 Sam. city, town, village as 

present residence - SKIP to 5 
40 Different city, town, village from 

present residenco. - Specify 'F 

@ I I I I I I 
I( not sure. ask: 

b. In what State and county did it occur? 

St.te County 

I f not sure, ask: 
c. Is thll the same State and county as your PRESENT RESIDENCE? 

@ 'DYes 
2 Cl No 

S. Wh.re did this Incident toke place? 

@) 1 0 At or in own dwelling, or own attached 
garage (Always mark (or break·in or 
attempted break·in of same) 

20 At or in detached buildings on own }A" property, such as detached garage, 
60 

storage shed, etc. (Always mark for 
break.in or attempted break·in o( same) 

3 r:J At 0, in vacation home, hotel/motel 

• [l Near own home; yard. sidewalk, driveway, "\ 
carport, on street immedlate~ adjacent 
to own home, apartment hall storage area/ 
iaundry room idoes not indude apartment 
parking lots} 

S [J At, in, or near a (riend/relative/neighbor's 
home, other build,ng on their property,yard, 
Sidewalk, driveway, carport, on street 
Immediately adjacent to their home, 
apartment hall/storage area/illundry room 

6 Cl On the street (ot/ler than immediately 
adlacent to own/friend/relatiVe/ 
neighbor's home) 

I 
N 
C 
S 
2 

I 
N 
C 
I 
o 
E 
N 
T 

R 
E 
P 
o 
R 
T 

7 0 InSide restaurant. bar, nightclub 
SKIP to 

• 0 InSide other commercial building such 
as store, bank, g&S station 

~~eck 
/lem C. 
page 14 

gOOn public transportation or in station 
(bus, train. plane. airport, depot, etc.) 

10 0 InSide office. factory, or warehouse 

,t 0 CommerCial parking lot 

12 0 Noncommercial parking lot 
13 [1 Apartment parking lot 
140 Inside school build'ng 
15 ["1 On school property (school parking area. 

, play area, srhool bus, etc.) 
t. [J In a park, fie Id, Playground other than 

school 
'70 Other - SpeCify, 

'" 
Notes 

Page 13 
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 
60. Did the offender(s) live (h.r./th.r.) or have a right to b. 7d H ;.;,;:..:;.;=-----------------~ 

(h.re/th.r.), luch as a gU.lt or a repairpenon? • ow were you threoten.d? Any other way? 
r.;;';\ Mark all that apply 
~ 10 Yes - SKIP to Check Item C 

, 0 No @ I 0 Verbal threat of rope 
3D Don't know • , 0 Verbal threat of attack oth.r than rap. 

b. Did the offend.r<s) actually get in or just TRY to get in the 
(h"u .. /apt.lbuilding)? 
@ I 0 Actually cot in 

, 0 Just tried to get in 
3 0 Don't know 

c. Was th.r. any evid.nc., such 01 a brak.n lock or brok.n 
wind_, that thi offender(s) (forced hil way in/TRIED to 
fore. his way in) the building? 
@ oONo 

.. Yes - What wal the evidence? Anything elle? 

@) 
• 

Mark all that apply 
Window 

I 0 Dama,e to Window (Include frame. 
gloss broken/removed/crocked) 1 

, 0 Screen damaged/removed 
3 0 Lock on window damaged/tampered 

with in some way 
• 0 Other - Specify., 

Door 
5 0 Dama,e to door (include frome, gloss 

panes or door removed) 
6 0 Screen dama,ed/removed 
7 0 Lock or door ha",dle damaged/tampered 

With in Some way 
eO Other - Specify, 

90 Other than .... indow or door - Specify., 

SKIP to 
~ Check 

Item C 

d. How did the offender<l) (get in/TRl to get in)? Mark one only 
@ 'OLetin 

2 0 Offender pushed his way in after door opened 
3 0 Through op.n door or other opening 
• 0 Through unlocked door or window 

Through lockedtloor or window 
50 Had key 
6 0 Other means (pi~ked lock. used credit 

cord, etc.) 
70 Don't know 

e 0 Don't know 
g 0 Other - Sped fy ., 

CHECK ~ Wal r •• pond.nt or any oth.r m.mber of thl. hou .. h.,ld 
ITEM C pr •• ent wh.n thll incld.nt occurr.d? If not sure, ASK 

, 0 Yes - Ask 70 
§ 2 0 No - SKIP to 130. page 16 

70. Did the penon(s) have a weapon .uch as a gun or knife 
or lom.thing h. was us ing as a weapon, such as a ' 
bottl. or wr.nch? 
@9 I DNa 

• , 0 Don't know 
Yes - What was the wP,Gpon? Anything else? 

Mark 01/ that apply 
3 0 Hand gun (pistol. revolver, etc.) 
• 0 Other gun (rifle. shotgun, etc.) 
sO Knife 
• 0 Other - Specify 

-~--~~----------------~ b. Did !he person(.) hit you, knock you down, or actually attack 
you ,n any way? 

@ I DYes - SKIP to 7f 
'DNa 

c. Did the person(.) thr.at.n you with harm In any way? 
@ I DYes 

20 No - SKM' to 7e 

84 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 

3 0 Weapon present or threatened 
with weapon 

• 0 Attempted attack with weapon 
(for example. shot at) 

5 0 Object thrown at person 
6 0 Followed. surrounded 
70 Other - Specify, 

e. What actually happ.n.d? Anything .I .. ? 
Mark 01/ that apply 

@) 
• 

I 0 Something taken without permission 
, 0 Attempted or threatened to take somethinl 
3 0 Harassed. argument. abusive language 
• 0 Forcible entry or attempted forcible 

entry of house/apt. 
5 0 Forcibie entry or attempted entry of car 
.0 Damaged or destroyed property 
7 0 Attempted"" threatened to damage Qr 

destroy property 
e 0 Other - Specify 1 

f. How did the persan(.) attack you? Any ather way? 
Mark 01/ that aPply 
@ I DRaped 

• 20 Tried to rape 
3D Shot 
• 0 Knifed 
50 Hit with object held in hand 
.0 Hit by thrown object 
70 Hit. slapped. knocked down 
e 0 Grabbed, he Id, tri pped. jumped. pushed, ,.tc. 
g [lather - Specify., 

SKIP 
to 100. 
page IS 

SKIP 
to IDa, 
page IS 

80. What were the in/urle. you .u/fered, if any? Anything .'.e? 
Mark 01/ that apply 
@ 00 Norte - £!!!P;c HJa, ;;Vir? IS 

• I C] Raped 
2 0 Attempted r,!pe 
1 0 KnIfe wounds 
• Cl Gun shot. bullet wounds 
5 0 Broken bones or teeth knocked out 
• 0 Internal infuries 
7 D Knocked unconscIous 
8 0 Bruises, black eye, CUtS, scratches, swelling, chipped teeth 
, 0 Other - Specify., 

b. Were you Injured to the extent that you received any medical 
care after the attaCK, including self treatment? 

@ ,oYes 
20 No - SKIP to IDa, pale 15 

c. Where did you re .. ive this care? Anywhere .I •• ? 
Mark all that apply 
@ '0 At the scene 

• 2 n At home/nel~,hbor's/friend'5 
3 rJ Health uni~ at work, school, first aid stat/on 

at a stadium, park, etc. ' 
• 0 Doctor's Clffice/health cliniC 
sO Emergency room at hospital/emergency clinic 
6 0 Other (does not include 

hospital) - Specify ___________ _ 

70 Hospital f 
Old YClu .tay overnight in the hospital? 
I [lNo 

20 Yes - HQ'" many do~. did you .tay? 'I 

Number of days 

I 
! 
! 
l 

I 
,j 
1 

I 
! 

I 
i 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Contlnu.d 

90. At the tim. of the Incident, were you cov.r.d by 110. W •• the crime committed by only one or more than one person? 
any m.dlcal In.urance, or w.r. you ellglbl. for @ I 0 Only one1 2 0 Don't know.., J 0 More than one 1 
!.en.flts from any other type of health b.nefits 
program, .uch 01 M.dlcaid, Vet.ran. 

SKIP to 120, page 16 

Administration, or Public W.lfare? b. Was thl. p.rson mol. or h. How many penon.? 
@> I DYes femal.? @ 

zONo } ~I DMaie 1 0 Don't know SKIP to 9f x 0 Don't know 

b. What kind. of h.alth inlu~.nce or ben.flt 
' 0 Female I. Were they male or female? 

programl w.r. you covered by? ' Any oth.rs? 
3 0 Don't know ® I OAII male 

Mark all thot apply c. Howald would you .ay 2 OAII femdle 

~ I 0 Private plans the p.r~on wa.? 3 0 Don't know sex of an." offenders 

z 0 Medicaid @'OUnder 12 4 0 Both male and female. 

3D Medicare 2012-14 I( 3 or more in Ilh, Asl\: 

• 0 VA, CHAMPUS 30 15- 17 
Were they mo.tly male .. 

5 0 Public welfare @ 
mo.tly f.male? 

• 0 Other - Specify 
4018-20 50 Mostly male 

7 0 Don't know 5021-29 .0 Mostly female 

·030+ 7 0 Evenly divided 

c. Was a claim flied with any of 'Ih ... Inluranc. 7 0 Don't know e 0 Don't know 

companl .. or program. In ord~r to get all or 
part of your medical exp.n ... paid? d. Woo the person .ameon. you J. Howald would you .ay the younge.t wa.? 

(ill) I n Ye$ knew nr 11 ~!!'!~ger you had @ 10 Under 12 5021-29 
-- zONa } 

n.v.r seen b.for.? 

1 0 Don't know SKIP to 9( @IOKnown 20 12-14 .030t - SKIP 

z 0 Stranger } SKIP 
30 15-17 to 111. 

d. Di~ insurance or any h.alth benefits rrogrl>m 3 0 Don't know to II, 
40 i8-20 7 0 Don't know 

pay for all or part of the total medi co upen .. s? It. How old would you .ay the oldest was? 

@ I o All '!. How w.1I did you Itnow the @ 10 Under 12 5021-29 
20Part p.rson - by .ight only, ca.uol :>0 12-14 5030+ 
1 0 Not yet settled } acqualntonc. or weilitnown? 

SKIP to 9f @ I 0 Sight only } SKIP 
30 15- 17 7 0 Don't know 

• 0 None 40 18-20 
20 Casuai to 

~. How much did in.urance or '. health ben.flt. aquaintance II g 1, Were any of the pen"ns known to you 
program pay? Obtain on estimote, If lOWell known or were they all strange .. you had 
necesscry. never seen lJefor.? 

@ S .~ f. What was the person'. @ I o All known 

x 0 Don't know 
relatl on.M p to you? ' n Some known 
For .. ampl .. , a fri.nd, 1 0 All strangers } I 

~ Is "All" marked 'm 9d? 
coust,:,. etc. • 0 Don't know SKIP to .10 

CHECK DYes - SKIP t~ 100 @I o Spouse m. How well did you know the persan(.) -
ITEM 0 

• 0 No = A.k 9f ' 0 Ex-spouse by sight only, ca.ual acquaintance or 

f. What was lh. total amoul/II of your medical 
10 Parent 

well known? Mark all that apply 

exp!ns •• r •• ultin" from this In~id.nt: 4 n Own child @ I 0 Sight only 

I (INCLUDING anything 'laid by In.urance)? sO Brother/sister 
-.: , 0 Casual qcquaintance(s) 

Includ. hOlpltal and dod or bills, medicln., lOWell known 

I"""!~!" ",ec;:, =~" "'if othar in!ury-r.lated 
• 0 Other relative -

m.dlcal .xp.n •••• SpeCify,. 
CHECK ~ Is "well known" marked in 11m? 

.,HTERVIEWER:Obtoln on est/mate, if necessary ITEM E 
DYes - Ask lin 

@ 70 Boyfriendl 
o No - SKIP to 110 

00 No cost 

,~ 
ex-boyfriend n. What (wa./were) the well known person'. 

$ 8 0 GirlfrienJI 
relation.hip(.) to you? For example, 
friend, cousin, .tc, Mark 0/1 that apply 

x 0 Don't know ex-girlfriend @ I o Spouse 70 Boyfriend/ 

100. Old you do anything to protect yourself d. g 0 Friend/ex-friend • , 0 Ex-spouse ex-boyfriend 

your prap.rty during the Incident? Include 00 Other nonrelative - 10 Parent e 0 Girlfriend/ 
getting away from the offender, yelling for Specify, 40 Own child ex-girlfriend 
help, r •• i.Ung in any way. sO Brother/ gO Friendl 

@) 1 DYes sister ex-friend 

2 0 No - SKIP to 11 a g. Was h./she Whit., Blaclt, or 50 Other 00 Other 

' .... ' ..... lome other race? relative - nonrelatlve -

b. What did you do? Anything .~'·i;' @IDWhite 
Specify,. Specify., 

Mark all that apply 

~ lOUsed/brandished a guo 
20 Black )s.,p 

2 0 Used/brandished a knife 3 o Other - to o. W.re the offende .. White, Black, or 

3D Used/brandished sOllle oth~r weapon SpecifV1 120, .om. other race? Mark all that apply 
pOffe @ I o White 4 0 Used/tried physical force (hit. 16 

chased, threw obJect. etc.) 
4 0 Don't know 

• , 0 Black 
s 0 Tried to get help, attract attention, . 3D Other - SpeCify " 

searl) offender away (screamed, yelled. Notes 40 Don't know race of any/some 
I~ 

\ 

Called police, turned on lightS, etc.) 
• 0 Threatene~, argued, reasoned, etc .. CHECK ~ Is more than one bOl( marked in Ilo? 

With offender ITEM F 0 Yes - Ark lip 
70 ReSisted without force, used eV85ive o No - SKIP to 120. page 16 

actl"n (rooldrove away, hid. held p. What roc. w.re most of the offenc!;;zs1 
property, locked door. ducked, @ f 0 Mostly White • 0 Evenly shielded self, etc.) 

a 0 Other - Sped fY., , 0 Mostly Black divided 
l 0 Mostly some sODan't 

other race know -,.0 .... Nca"l n.Z,,7IJ Pago IS 
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - CG~tlnu.d 

120. W.r. ,au the ani, p.rson th.r. ~.sld.s the off.nd.r(.)? 13 •• What was tak.n that b.iong.d to you or oth ... In the 
Do not Includ. pereonl und.r 12 y.a .. of ag •• hou .. hold? Anything .h.? 

@) 1 DYes } SKIP to 130 @g) Cash .~ $ 
• 0 Don't know and/or 
,oNo Property - Mark 0/1 that opply 

b. How man, of tli.s. p.nons, not counting you ... lf, w.re harmed, ~ 10 Only cash taken - Enter amount above and SKJPto 14c. 
thr.at.ned with h""" or had something taken from THEM b, forc. zO purse} Old It contain any mon.y? 
or threat? (Do nQ! Includ. p.noo s und~r 12 ,ear. of ag •• ) 

3 o Wallet DYes - Enter amount above. 
@ o 0 Nont - SKIP to 13<1 DNa 

Number of persons _OCar 
x [~ Don't know - SKIP to 130 sOOther motor vehicle 

c. Ar. an, of these p.nona m .... b.rs of ,our hou •• hold now? • 0 Part of motor vehicle (hubcap, at/ached tape deck, 
(Do not includ. hous.hold m .... b.r. und.r 12 y.an of age.) attached C.B. radio, etc) 

<ill) ooNo ~ 
7 0 TV. stereo equipment (tape deck. receiver, 

speaker, etc.), radios, cameras, small household 
Yes - How many, not counting ,0urs.If?, appliances (blender, hair blower, toaster oven, etc.) 

Number of household members eO Silvllr, china. jewelry, furs 

Enter name of other HHLD member(s). If not sure, ask 90 Bicycle 

@) 100 Hand gun (pistol. revolver, etc.) 

* I I 0 Other gun (rifle, shotgun, etc.) 

130. Verify 130 or 13b when it's already known that something 
I. 0 Other - Specify., 

was token or attempted to be taken. 

Wo. som.thing .tol.n or tok.n without p.rmiuion that 
belong.d to 'au or oth.rs in the household? @I I I I I I 1""- OfFice use ONI. Y 

~/HTERv/EWER : Include anything stolen from UNrecognizable 
business in respondent s home. Do not inc ude anything ~ W ... ~'" .h" m." "h"'. rn'", sto/en}"rom a recol/nizable business in respondent's nome or CHECK 

(box ~ or 5 marked In 13e) 
ano,ther buSineSS, such as merchanaise or cosh (rom a 

ITEM H DYes - Ask 140 
'eglster. o No - SKIP to Check Item I 

@Y 10 Yes - SKIP to 13e 

'ONo 140. Had permission to u ... the (cor/motor vehicle) ever been 

3 0 Don't know given to the person who took It? 

b. Old the p.rson(.) ATTEMPT to toke something that belonged @ I elYes 

to you or oth.rs It\ tho hou .. hold? 20No } Cl 0 ' k SKIP to Check Item I 
<ill> I oY~s 3 _ J on t now 

>oNo } b. Did the person return the (car/mot"r v.hicl.) this time? 
30 Don't know SKIP to 180. page 17 @Y I nYes 

c. What did th., try to take? AnYlhlng el se? 
z Ll No 

Mark all that apply - -

~ 10 Cash 

~ 
Was cash, purse, or a wallet taken! (Money 

CHECK amount entered or box I, 2. or 3 marked in 13e) 
z 0 Purse ITEMI r-; Yes - Ask 14c 
1 0 Wallet r I No - SKIP to Check Item J 
_OCar 

c. Was the (cash/purse/wallet) on your person, for Instance, 
5 0 Other motor vehicle 

In a pocket or being h.ld by you when It was taken? 
.0 Part of motDr vehicle (hubcap. attached tope d"o;k. @ I LJ Yes attached C.B, radio. etc.) 

~ 
70 TV, stereo equipment (tape deck. ,eceiver. spe4'h" ·nNo 

etc.), radios, cameras, small household appliances 
(blender. 1I0ir blower. to"ster oven, etc.) 

~ 
Was anYth ing oth.r than cash, • 0 Silver, chma, jewelry, furs CHECK 

Refer to 13e • 
checks, or credit cards taken! 

'0 Bicycle ITEM J r I Yes - Ask ISo 

~® 100 Hand gun (Pistol, revolver, etc.) L I No - SKIP to 160. page 17 

* I I 0 Other gun (rifle, shotgun, etc.) 

12 0 Other - Specify 1 150. What was the value of the PROPERTY that was token? 
(Exclude on, stolen cash/checks/credit cards) 

@ $ .§] 
I. 0 Don't know 

b. How did you decide the value of the property that was 

@I I I I I 1 I ...... :e>r'JCI QII: Of44,,\' 
stohn? Any other way? 
Mark all that apply t Old !hey try to take cash, or a purse, or a wallet? § I [" J Original cOSt 

CHECK (box I, 2, ad marked in 13c) 
* 2 £":1 Replacement cost 

ITEM G 0 Yes - A5k 13d 1 [<1 Personal estimate of current value , 0 No - SKIP to 180. page 17 .. r, Insurance report estimate 

d. Was the (cosh/purs./wall.t) on your person, for instonc., 
5 r-) Police estimatt: 

in a pock.t or b.ing held? • [-1 Don't know 

(@ I DYes} 
7 r- j Other - Speedy 'f 

2 0 No SKIP to 180. page 17 

" 
Page 16 
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I 
I CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - tontlnu.d 

1160, Was all or part of the .tol.n (mon.y/prop.rty/money and p~op.rty) 
I r.cover.d, not counting anything r.c.lved from Inluranc •• 

170. Was th. th.ft report.d to an Insuronce company? 

@ loYes 

@ loAIi 
z 0 Part - SKIP to 16b 
• 0 None - SKIP to 170 

Was anything other than cash/checks/credit cards 

~ 
'.aken? ("Yes" marked In Check Item J, page 16) 

CHECK 0 Yes - SKIP to 16c 
ITEM K 

DNa - SKIP to 16f 

b. What was recovered? Anything .Is .. ? 

Cash: 

@s ---'~ 
and/or 

Property - Mark all that apply 

I CJ Cash only recovered - Enter amount OMve and 
.. SKIP to 16f 

• Cl purse} Old it contain any money? 
30 Wallet C] Yes _ Enter amount above 

DNa 

• [] Car 
5 [1 Ot"er motor vehicle 
• r.l Part;f motor vehicle (hubcap, attached tape deck, 

, ottaCl:erl C.B. radio, etc.) 
!fall 7 [-] TV, Sl"(eO equipment (tope ded;. receiVer, s,peoker, 9 'etc.), radios, cameras, small household appliances 

(blender, hair blower, [ooster Ollen, etc.) 
8 [l Silver, china, jewelry, furs 
9 n Bicycle 

@ 10 ["1 Hand gun (pIstol, revolver. etc.) 
284 - ' ) * " [oJ Other gun (rifle. shotgun, etc. 

f2 Cl Other - Specify., 

@) I I 1 J I I I..... OFFiCe uSE 0111. y 

, Refer to 16b, W~s anYthing 9th .. th~n cash/checks/, 
CHECK ~ credit cards recovered? 
ITEM L,. [] Yes _ Ask 16c 

[I No - SKIP to 16f 

c. Was the recovered prop.rty damaged to the extent that it had to 
be repaired or replaced? \00 not Include recovered cosh, 
ch .. ch, or credit card •• ) 

@ li:-IYes 
: [ J No - SKIP to Check Item M 

d. Considering the damage, what was the value of the praperty 
alter It was recovered? (Do not include recovered cash, 
checks, or credit cords.) 

@ $ • ~ - SKIP to 16( 

CHECK ~ 
ITEMM ,. 

Look at 160 
r- J All recovered in 163 -. SKIP to 16( 
I 1 Part re('overed in 16a - Ask 16e 

e. What was the value of the property recovereel? (Do not Include 
,ecovered cash, checks, or credit cq~d,.) 

@)S .~ 
f. Who recovered the (maney/property/m! 'I'''y and property)? 

A"von •• Is.? 
Mark all that lIpply 

@) I C! Victim or olher household me.~ber 
.' • 1'1 Police ' 

1 r: 1 Returned by offender 
-n Other - Specify., 

------------------~!~~---------------

zONa or don't have Insurance} SKIP to 180 
3 0 Don't know 

h, Old the Insurance po, an,thlng to cover the theft? 

@ I DYes 

20 Not yet settled} 
• 0 No SKIP to 180 

_ 0 Don't know 

c. How much was paid? 

~/NTERVIEWER: I( property replaced by insuro~ce 
company instead of cosh settlement, ask (or estImate 
of value o( the property replaced. 

®s .~ 
x [] Don't know 

180. (Other than any ,tolen property) was anything that ?ela~ged 
to you or other members of the household damaged ,n thIS 
Incident? For example, was (0 lock or window broken/clothing 
damaged/damage done to a car/etc.)? 

@IOYes 

20 No - SKIP to Check Item N 

b. (Was/Were) the damaged item(s) repaired or replaced? 

@9 I [l Yes, All } SKIP to 18d 
z [-] Yes, Part 

• Cl No 

c. How much w<>uld It cast 10 r.palr or replace the 
damaged Item(s)? 

@ 0 [1 No cost - SKIP to Check Item N 

$ • ~ } SKIP to IBe 
x [1 Don't know 

d. How much was the repair or replacement cost? 

@ 0 ["1 No cost - SKIP to Check Item N 

S .~ 
x 0 Don't know 

e. Who (paid/will pay) for the repairs or replacement? 
Anyone else? 

Mark 01/ that apply 
® I 0 Items will not be repaired or replaced 

.. z (,J Household member 

1 Cl Landlord 

4 fJ Insurance 

5 [1 Other - Speci fy 'f 

CHECK 
ITEMN 

Look at Item 5. page 13, Did the incident happen 
in any of the commercial pldces described in 

~ boxes 7-11? 

,. DYes - Ask 19 

[J No - SKIP to lOa, page 18 

19. You .old thl. Incld.nt happen.d In a (describe place) •. 
Old the person{$) steal or TRY to steal anything belong,ng 
to the (flome place)? 

@'C1 Yes 

·n No 

1 lJ Don't know \1 

I ~~~~==~!'Ci ~==~~--------------~ ~M HCi.;l: U-2-'" pzs e 17 
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 

200. Were Ihe police informed or did Ihey find oul about this incident Is more than one reason marked in 2Od? In any way? 
:::HECK ~ DYes - Ask 20e @IONo ITEM P 

D No - SKIP to Check Item Q 2 D Don't know - SKIP to Check Item Q 
Yes - Who t91d them? 20e. Which of the .. would you lOY wal the malt important realon 
3 D Respondent - SKIP to 20d why the incidenl was reported to th:t police? 

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Continued 

230, Old YOU 10 •• time from work becou •• 01 thil Incld.nl for Summarize this incident or serles'of incidents. 
any of Ih .. e (olh.r) reason'l? ,'lead Ii st. Mark all that apply. ~ Include what was taken, how entry was gained, 

CHECK how victim was threatened/attacked, what weapons ~ I 0 Repairing damaged property? 
ITEM 5 were present and how they were used, any injuries, 

2 D Replacing Iiolen Items? what victim was doing at time of attack/threat, etc. 
3 D Pollc. relaled actlvltlel, luch 01 cooperaling 

• D Other household member @> Reason number 
5 D Someone c.!se } ,~p" x 0 No one reason more important 
6 D Police first to find out about it Check 

o D Because it was a crime was most important Item Q 
7 D Some other way - SpecifYJI! 

Is this person 16 years or older? 
CHECK ~ DYes - Ask 2/0 

b. Whol was the reolon this incidenl wal nol reporled to Ihe police? ITEMQ 
D No - SKIP to 240, page 19 

Any oth .. roo son? Mark all that apply 

wllh an inveiligation? 
• D Court r.loled actlvitlel, ouch as 1 .. lifying in cou.t? 
5 D Any olher reDlan ? - Specify 

6 0 None - SKIP to 240 

210. Did you have 0 job at Ihe lime Ihin incidenl happened? ~ INTERVIEWER: Verify 01/ answers with respondent. Mark 
box below if structured probe used. @ 1 DYes 

~. 
2 0 No - SKIP to 240. page 19 @ I 0 STRUCTURED PROBE: Wal the reaoon becau .. you 

felt th.re was no NEED to call, didn't think police 
b. Was it the same job you d .. cribed to me earlier 01 a (describe COULD do anylhing, didn'llhlnk polic. WOULD do 

anylhing, or wal Ihere lomo other r.olon? Job on NCS·I), or a differenl on .. ? 

No NEED 10 call @ I D Same as desl'rit-<;I on NCS·lltems 36a-e - SKIP to 
Ck./tem R @ I D Object recovered or offender unsuccessful 20 Different than described on NCS·I items 36a-e .. 20 Respondent did not think it important enough 

c. For whom did you work? (Name of compony, busIness, 30 Private or personal matter or tool< care of it myself organization or other employer) 
• 0 Reported to ~omeone else 

Police COULDN'T do anything 
d. Whal kind of bUliness or Induslry is thi.? (e.g., TV and @ 5 D Didn't realize crime happened unti I later 

radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Departmen, 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 firld/identify offender 
e. Whal kind of work were you doing? (e.g .. electrical engineer, 

Police WOULDN'T do anything stock clerk, typist, farmer, Armed Forces) 

e 0 Police WOUldn't think it was important enough, ®/ / / / they wouldn't want to be bothered 
f. Whal were your most imporlant activlliel or dUlles? (e.g., • 0 Police would be inefficient, ineffective, insensi' 

tYPing, keeping account books, selling cors, finishing tive (they'd arrive late, wouldn't pursue case 
concrete, Armed Forces) properly, would harass/insult respondent, etc.) 

Some atkar reason 

@) 10 0 Afraid of reprisal by offender or his family/friends g. Wer" you-
* I I 0 Did not want to take time - too inconvenient @ lOAn employe. of a PRIVATE company, bUline .. or 120 Other - Specify, 

individual for wages, salary or commi .. ions? 

b, How much lime did you lo.e because of (name all reasons 
marked In 23a)? 

@Y 0 CJ Less than one day - SKIP to 240 

Number of days 

x D Don't know 

c, During Ihe.e day., did you lose any pay that was nol covered 
by unemployment inlurance, sick leave, or some oth"r source? , 

@ I DYes 
20 No - SKIP to 240 

Check BOUNDING INFORMATION (cc. 32) 

d. Aboul how much pay did you I" .. ? Look at 12c, page 16. Is there an entry for 
"Number of household members?" 

@s .~ 

~ 
DYes - Be sure you fill or have filled an 

CHECK Inciden! Report for each interviewed HHLD x 0 Don't know 
ITEM T m~mber 12 years of age or over who was 

harmed, threatened with harm, or had Some-
240. Were there any (olh.r) houlehold membe .. 16 years or older thing taken from him/her by force or threat in 

who losl time from work becaul. of Ihll Ih,idenl? this incident. 
@ IOYes rJ No 

20 No - SKIP to Check Item S 
Is this the last Incident Report to be filled 

b, How much lime did they lou altogether? for this person? 

@ 0 0 Less than I day CHECK ~ 
D No - Go to next InCident Report 

Yes - Is this the last HHLD member to be ITEM U interviewed? Number of days 
DYes - END INTERVIEW 

x 0 Don't know o No - Interview next HHLD member 

Notes 

13 D Respondent doesn't know why it wasn't reported 
2 0 A GOVER~MENT employ .. (Federal, 5101., county 

or loco!)? 

~ Is more than one reason marked in 20b? SELF.EMPLOYED in OWN bUline .. , profeuional 
CHECK praclice or farm? If yes ., 
ITEM 0 0 Yes - Ask 20c Woo the busine .. incorporaled? o No - SKIP to Check Item Q 3 DYes 

• Which of Ihese would you say Wal Ihe mosl Importanl reason • D No (or farm) 
why the inddent was nol reparted to Ih. police? 50 Working WITHOUT PAY in family busine .. or farm? 

@) ~ Was this person Injured in Ihis incidenl? Reason number } SKIP to CHECK 0 Yes (injury marked in 8a page '1) _ Ask 220 
x 0 No one reason most important Check I t~.m Q ITEM R 0 No (blank or none marked in 8a) - SKIP to 230, 

poge 19 d, Plea ... take a minute 10 Ihink beck to Ihe time of Ihe Inciden: 
220. Did YOU lose time from work because of the injurl .. you (PAUSE). Besid .. the fact thai it .. as a crime, did YOU have anr IUffered In Ihls Incident? olh~r realon for reporling this incident 10 Ih. police? (Show card) @ IOYes IF PHONE INTERVIEW; For example, did you reporl it 

20 No - SKIP to 230, page 19 because you wanlecllo prevenl this or a fulure iHcid ... l, 10 
coileci insurance or recover property, 10 gel h"lp, to punish 

b. How much time did you lase becaul. of Injuries? the of lender, or because you had evidence 11.01 would h.lp 
calch the offender, Ihought it woo your duly, or was Iher. @ 0 0 Less than one day - SKIP to 230, page 19 some olher reason? -

,', 

Any olt.er reoson( Mark all that apply. Verify, if necessary. 
Number of days @ IOTa stop or prevent Ihis incident from happening 

x Cl Don't know • 20 To keep it from happening again or to others 
3 0 In order to collect insurance c, Durir,g th .. e days, did you lose any pay thai was not covered by 
• D Desire to recover property unemployment inJurance, sick leave, or lome other lourc.? 
• 0 Need for help alter incident because of injury, etc. 

@'DYes 6 0 Th"re was evidence or proof 
2 0 No - SKIP to 230, page 19 @ 70 To punish the offender 

.. 80 Because you felt It was your duty 
d, Aboul how much pay did you 101e? ~ ::::::; Some other reason - Specify 7 

@ .[;] S 
o D No other reason 

x 0 Don't know 

Page IB 

Pe,o 19 

88 Criminal Victimization in the United State:>, 1981 
Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 89 



Appendix 1\1 

Survey methodology 
and standard errors 

With respect to crimes against 
l?ersons 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 dormitories, rooming houses, and 
religious group dwellings. Crew­
members of merchant vessels, 
Armed Forces personnel living in 
military barracks, and institution­
alized 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 und~r considera­
tion. With these exceptions, individ­
uals age 12 and over living in units 
designated for the sample were 
eligible to be interviewed. 

Data collection 

Each housing unit selected for 
the National Crime Survey (NCS) is 
in the sample for 3 years, with each 
of seven interviews taking place at 
6-month intervals. An NCS inter­
viewer'S first contact with a housing 
unit selected for the survey is in 
person, and, if it is not possible to 
secure face-to-face interviews with 
all eligible members of the household 
during this initial visit, interviews by 
telephone are permissible there­
after. The only exceptions to the 
requirement for in-person interview 
apply to 12- and 13-year-olds, inca­
pacitated persons, and individuals 
who are absent from the household 
during the entire field interviewing 
period; for such persons, inter­
viewers are required to obtain proxy 
responses from a knowledgeable 
adult member of the household. 

Prior to February 1980, the 
second through seventh interviews 
were conducted in the same manner 
as the initial interview. At that 
time, however, the mode of inter­
viewing was changed in order to cut 
data collection costs. Telephone 
interviewing was increased and in­
person interviewing was reduced. 
This change was implemented in a 
manner that reduced the possibility 
of biasing the results. For half of 
the remaining interviews at a sample 
address, the procedure was the same 
as that used for the entire sample 

prior to February 1980: The third, 
fifth, and seventh interviews con­
ducted primarily in person, with 
telephone follow-up permitted. The 
three even-numbered interviews 
have been conducted insofar as 
possible by telephone. The practice 
with respect to proxy interviews was 
not changed. 

Before February 1980, about 20 
percent of the interviews were by 
telephone, whereas the proportion 
has been approximately 50 percent 
u,lder the newer procedure. The 
results of an assessment of the 
change in the data collection mode 
upon results for 1980 were reported 
in th~ initial data release for that 
year. The procedure adopted in 
1980 has remained unchanged. 

Sample design and size 

Survey estimates are based on 
data obtained from a stratified 
multistiige cluster sample. The 
primary sampling units (PSUs) com­
prising the first stage of the sam­
pling were counties, groups of coun­
tks, or large metropolitan areas. 
Large PSUs were included in the 
sample with certainty and were 
considered \0 be self-representing 
(SR). For th~ Nation as a whole, 
there were 1M3 SR PSUs. The re­
maining PSUs, called non-self­
representing (NSR), were combined 
into 220 strata by grouping PSUs 
with similar demographic character­
istics, as determined by the 1970 
census. From each stratum, one 
area was selected for the sample, 
the probability of selection havmg 
been proportionate to the area's 
popula tion. 

The remaining stages of sampling 
were designed to ensure a self­
weighting probability sample of 
dwelling units and group quarters 
within each of the selected areas.9 

This involved a systematic selection 
of enumeration districts (geographic 
areas used for the 1970 census), with 
a probability of selection proportion-

8See Criminal Victimization in the U.S.: 
1979-80 Changes, 1973-80 Trends. BJS 
Technical Rcport, NCJ-80838, July 1982. 

9Self-weighting means the~ each sample 
housing unit had the same initial probf1bility of 
being selected. 

-----------------------------------

,-
ate to their! 970 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 g.n independent 
clf'~!~al operation, of permits issued 
(or the construction of residential 
housing. Jurisdictions that do not 
issue building permits were sampled 
using area segments. These supple­
mentary procedures, though yielding 
a relatively small portion of the 
total sample, enabled persons occu­
pying housing built after 1970 to be 
properly represented in the survey. 
With the passage of time, newly 
constructed units accounted for an 
increas~rtJ proportion of the total 
sample. 

Approximately 71,000 housing 
units and other living quarters were 
designated for the sample. Fur 
purposes of conducting the field 
i..nter'/iews, the sample was divided 
into six groups, or rotations, each of 
which contained housing units whose 
occupants were to be interviewed 
once every 6 months over a period of 
3 yearsj the inital interview was for 
:;lurposes of bounding, i.e., establish­
ing a time frame to avoid duplicative 
recording of information on subse­
quent interviews, but was not used in 
computing annual estimates. Each 
rotation group was further divided 
into six panels. Individuals occupy­
ing housing units within one-sixth of 
each ra. ,tion group, or one panel, 
were intt::rviewed each month during 
tne 6-month period. Because the 
$Urvey is continuous, additional 
housing units are selec ted in the 
manner described and assigned to 
rotation groups and panels for sub­
sequent incorporation into the sam­
ple. A new rotation group enters the 
sample every 6 months, replacing a 
group phased out after being in the 
sample for 3 years. 

lnte:.'views were obtamed at 6-
month intervals from the occupants 
of about 59,000 of the 71,000 housing 

lOA revised NeS sample, based on 1980 census 
data, is expected to be IntrOduced at a future 
date. For additional information, see the 
discussion on Locality of residence (and foot­
note 5) in the "Victim characteristics" section 
of this report. .. 

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 91 

-----------------
'----~---~ -

,~ , 

o , 



" 

------ --~- -~- -- -

Appendix III 

-
Month of interview by month o~ reference 
(X's denote months in the 6-month reference period) 

-
Period of reference (or recall) 

Month of First Quarter Second Quarter Third Quarter Fourth Quarter 
Interview Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

January 
February X 
March X X 
April X X X 
May X X X X 
June X X X X 
July X X X X 
AJ.'1ust X X X 
September X X 
October X 
November 
December 
January 
February 
March 
April 
May 
June 
July 

units designated for the sample. The 
lRrge majority of the remaining 
12,000 units were found to be va­
cant, demolished, converted to 
nonresidential use, or otherwise 
ineligible for the survey. However, 
approximately 2,200 of the 12,000 
units were occupied by householders 
who, although eligible to participate 
in the survey, were not interviewed 
because they could not be reached 
after repeated visits, declined to be 
interviewed, were temporarily 
absent, or were otherwise not avail­
able. Thus, the occupants of about 
96 percent of all eligible housing 
units, or some 126,000 persons, 
participated in the survey. 

Estimation procedure 

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

The estimation procedure pro­
duces quarterly estimates of the 
volume and rates of victimizatioln. 
Sample data from 8 months of fIeld 
interviewing are required to produce 
estimates for each quarter. As 

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 X X 
X X X -

X X 
X 

-

shown in the accompanying chart, 
for example, data collected during 
February though September are 
required to produce an estimate for 
the first quarter of any given calen­
dar year. Each quarterly estimate is 
made up of equal numbers of field 
observations from the months during 
the half-year interval prior to tJ"1e 
time of interview. Thus, incidents 
occurring in January may be report­
ed in a February interview (1 month 
ago) or in a March interview (2 
months ago) and so on up to 6 months 
ago fo'r interviews conducted in 
July. One purpose of this arrange­
ment is to minimize expected biases 
associated with the tendency of 
respondents to place criminal vic­
timizations in more recent months 
during the 6-month reference period 
than when they actually occurred. 
Annual estimates are derived by 
accumulating data from the four 
quarterly estimates which, in turn, 
are obtained from a total of 17 
months of field interviewing-from 
February of one year through June of 
the following year. The population 
and household figures shown on 
victimization rate t'J.bles are based 
on an average for these 17 months, 
centering on the ninth month of the 
data collection period, in this case, 
October 1981. 
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'rhe first step in the estimation 
procedure was the application of a 
basic weight, the reciprocal of the 
probability of sele~tion for the 
sample, to the data from each person 
interviewed; this weight is a rough 
measure of the population within the 
scope of the NCS that is represented 
by each person in Lie sample. An 
adjustment was then made to ac­
count for oc:cupied units (and for 
persons in oc:cupied units) that were 
eligible for tbe survey but where it 
was not possible to obtain an inter­
view. 

Ordinarily, the distribution of the 
sample population differs somewhat 
from the distribution of the total 
population from which the sample 
was drawn in terms of such charac­
teristics as age, race, sex, residence, 
etc. Because of this, two stages of 
ratio estimation were employed to 
bring distributions of the two popu­
lations into closer agreement, there­
by reducing the variability of the 
sample estimates. 

The first stage of ratio estima­
tion was applied only to data records 
obtained from sample areas that 
were non-self-representing. 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 relation­
ships between weighted 1980 census 
counts for all sample areas in each 
region and the total population in the 
non-self-representing parts of th!1 
region at the time of the census. 

The second stage of ratio estima­
tion 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 
popul9.tion by various age-sex-race 
categories. 

llResuils of the 1980 census also were used 
for producing revised 1980 NCS estimates. 
This change in estimation affected the com­
parability of vietimization and incident levels, 
but rates and percentages were affected little, 
if at all. See Criminal VIctimization in the 
U.S.: 1980-81 Changes Based on New Est:­
mates. BJS TeChnIcal Report NCJ-87577, 
March 1983. 
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Concerning the estimation of 
data on crimes against households, 
characteristics of the wife in a 
husband-wife household and charac­
teristics of the head of household in 
other types of households were used 
to determine which second-stage 
ratio estimate factors were to be 
applied. This procedure is thought to 
be more precise than that of uni­
formly using the characteristics of 
the head of household, because 
sample coverage generally is better 
for females than for males. 

acts are known as series victimiza­
tions. 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. 

recent incident only)-was included 
in the initial release of 1980 data, 
referenced previously in the appen­
dix (footnote 8). As was expected, 
that report showed that victimiza­
tion counts and rates were higher 
in 1979 and 1980 when the series 
crimes were added. However, rate 
changes between those 2 years were 
essentially in the same direction, and 
significantly affected the same 
crimes, as those for the regular 
crimes alone. 

In producing estimates of per­
sonal incidents (as opposed to those 
of victimizations), a further adjust­
ment 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 per­
sons were victimized during the 
same incident, the weight assigned 
to the record for that incident (and 
associated characteristics) was 
reduced by one-half in order not to 
introduce double counts into the 
estimated data. However, the 
details of the outcome of the event 
as they related to the victimized 
individual were reflected in the 
survey results. A similar adjustment 
was made in cases where individuals 
were victimized during the course of 
commercial crimes: If a person was 
victimi;:o,ed during a crime against a 
business concern (such as a customer 
injured in a store robbery), the event 
did not count as an incident of per­
sonal crime, although the effects of 
that incident upon the individual 
victim were measured as a personal 
victimization. No adjustment was 
necessary in estimating data on 
crimes against households, as each 
separate criminal act; we-:; d~fined as 
involving only one household. -Series victimizations 

Three or more criminal events 
which are similar if not identical in 
nature and incurred by individuals 
who are unable to identify separately 
the details of each act or recount 
accuratelY the total numoer of such 

Before 1979, NCS interviewers 
recorded series victimizations by the 
season (or seasons) of occurrence 
within the 6-month reference period, 
and the data were tabulated by the 
quarter of the year in which data 
were collected. Since January of 
that year, however, data on series 
crimes have been gathered by the 
calendar quarter (or quarters) of 
occurrence, making it possible to 
match the time frames used in 
tabulating the data for regular 
crimes. An assessment of the ef­
fects of combining regular crimes 
and series crimes-with each of the 
latter counting as ,It single victimiza­
tion (based on the ·Jetails of the most 

Table I. Personal and household crimes, 1981: 

Table I shows the counts of 
regular and series victimizations for 
1981, as well as the results of com­
bining the two, with each series 
tallied as a single event. A total of 
879,000 personal series crimes and 
609,000 household series crimes were 
measured. As in the past, series 
crimes for 1981 tended dispropor­
tionately to be either assaults (more 
likely simple than aggravated) or 

Number and percent distribution of series victimizations 
and of victimizations not in series, 
by sector and type of crime 

Total Seriu Vlctilllhation. 

yictlmJ.utiona victimizations not 1n aeries 

Perccnt percent percent 

Sector and type of crhll~ Number In aector Number 1n sector Number in ,ectol' 

Personal aector 23,324,000 100.0 879,000 100.0 22,445,000 100.0 

Crimea of violence 7,137,000 30.6 555,000 63.1 6,582,000 Z9.J 

Rape 186,000 0.8 8,000 "0.9 178,000 0.8 

Robbery 1,436,000 6.Z 55,000 6.] 1,381,000 6.2 

Robbery vith injury 467,000 2.0 21.000 3.1 440,000 Z.O 

Robbery without injury 969,000 4.2 28,000 ].2 ~4\ .000 4.Z 

Aaa.ault 5,SlS,OOO Z3.6 491.000 55.9 5,024,000 22.4 

Aggravated assault 1,932,000 8.] 136.000 15.5 1,796,000 8.0 

W1 th injury 631,000 2.7 40,000 4.6 591,000 Z.6 

AtteClptcd usoult w1th weapon 1,301,000 5.6 96,000 10.9 1 ,20S ,000 5.4 

Si1Uple aUlult ),583,000 15.4 355,000 40.4 3,228,000 14.4 

With injury 8~6 .000 3.8 53.000 6.0 843.000 3.8 

Atteapted assault wttrout weapon 2,687,000 11.5 30Z,OOO 34.4 2.385.000 10.6 

Crimes of thdt 16 ,1B7 ,000 69.4 324,000 36.9 15,661,000 70.7 

Personol larceny with contact 611,000 2.6 6,000 aO.7 605.000 z.7 

Pe.rllonal lorceny without contact 15,576,000 66.8 318,000 36.2 15,258,000 68.0 

Houafthold se.ctOl" 19,618,000 100.0 609,000 100.0 19,009,000 100.0 

Burglary ',616,000 38.8 2Z2,000 36.5 1,394,000 38.9 

Forclble entry 2.666,000 13.6 79,000 12.9 2,587.000 13.6 

Unhwful e.ntry without ferce 3,186,000 16.2 lOB ,000 17 .8 3,018,000 16.2 

Attempted forclble entry 1,764,000 9.0 35,000 5.8 1,729,000 9.1 

Houeetnld larCQnr 10,547.000 53.8 371,000 60.9 10,176,000 5].5 

Less than $$0 5,116,000 Z6.1 212,000 34.8 4,904,000 25.6 

$50 Dr coote 4,140.000 21.1 106,000 11.4 4,034.000 21.Z 

Amount n~ evailable 539,000 2.7 31,000 5.1 508.000 2.1 

AttC!mpted larceny 752,000 3.8 21,000 3.5 731.000 3.8 

Hota r veh1c Ie thef t 1,455,000 7.4 16.000 Z.6 1,439,000 7.6 

Completed tht!ft 897,000 4.6 6,000 a1.0 891,000 4.1 

Attcmptdd theft 558,000 2.8 10,000 1.1 548,000 2.9 

NOTE. Detail lIIay not, add to total allow becBUn 
A£lltle.llte, bued on about 10 or fewer sample 

of round!ns_ 
calles, is statisticall)' Wlreliab1e. 
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Appendix III 

household larcenies for which the 
value of loss was less than $50. 

Issues relating to the methods of 
collecting and analyzing data on 
series crimes are being addressed by 
the NCS Redesign Consortium. The 
Consortium consists of university 
and private research specialists who 
are examining a number of concep­
tual, methodological, and analytical 
issues in the measurement of crime 
by means of victimizations surveys. 

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 applying the same sample 
design and selection procedures. 
Estimates derived from different 
samples would differ from each 
other. 

The standard error of a survey 
estimate is a measure of the vari­
ation among the estimates 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 possible samples. The 
estimate and its associated standard 
error may be used to construct a 
confidence interval, that is, an 
interval having a prescribed probabi­
lity 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 result of all possi­

.ble samples by less than one standard 
error. Similarly, the chances are 
about 90 out of 100 that the differ­
ence 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 confidence interval 
is the range of values given by the 
estimate minus the standard error 
and the estimate plus the standard 
error; the chances are 6a in 100 that 
a figure from a complete census 
would be within that range. Like­
wise, the 95-percent confidence 
interval is the estimate plus or minus 
two standard errors. 

In addition to sampling error, the 
estimates presented in this report 
are subject to nonsampling error. 
Major sources of such error are 
related to the ability of respondents 
to recall victimization experiences 
and associated details that occurred 
during the 6 months prior to the time 
of interview. Research on the 
capacity of victims to recall specific 
kinds of crime, based on interviewing 
persons who were victims of offenses 
dl'awn from Dolice 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 
forgotten or are not considered 
worth mentioning to a survey inter­
viewer. Taken together, these recall 
problems may result in a substantial 
understatement of the "true" rate of 
victimization from assault. 

Another source of nonsampling 
error related 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 appropriate 6-month 
period incidents that occurred earli­
er-or, in a few instances, those that 
happened after the close of the 
reference period. The latter is 
believed to be relatively rare be­
cause 75 to 80 percent of the inter­
viewing takes place during the first 
week of the month following the 
reference period. In any event, the 
effect of telescoping is minimized by 
the bounding procedure described 
above. The interviewer is provided 
with a summary of the incidents 
reported in the preceding interview 
and, if a similar incident is reported, 
it can then be determined from 
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discussion with the respondent 
whether the reported incident is 
indeed a new one. 

Methodological research under­
taken in preparation for the NCS 
indicated that substantially fewer 
incidents of crime are reported 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 general rule; allowances 
for proxy response under the contin­
gencies discussed earlier are the only 
exceptions to this rule. 

Other sources of nonsampling 
error result from other types of 
response mistakes, including errors 
in reporting incidents as crimes, 
mistaken clJlssification of crimes, 
systematic data errors introduced by 
the interviewer, biases resulting 
from the rotation pattern used, 
errors in coding and processing the 
data, and incomplete sampling 
frames (e.g., a large number of 
mobil() homes and one small class of 
housing units constructed since 1970 
are not included in the sampling 
frame). Quality control and edit 
procedures were used to minimize 
errors made by respondents and 
interviewers. As calculated for the 
NCS, the standard errors partially 
measure only those nonsampling 
errors arising from these sources; 
they do not 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 approx­
imations were required. As a result, 
two parameters (identified as "a" and 
l'b" in the section that follows) were 
developed for use in calculating 
standard errors. 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 determine whether or 
not statistical significance could be 

t 
[! 

associated with observed differences 
between values. Differences were 
tested to ascertain whether they 
were significant at 1.6 standard 
errors (the 90-percent "confidence 
level") or higher. Most comparisons 
cited in this report were significant 
8,t a minimum level of 2.0 standard 
errors (the 95-percent confidence 
level), meaning that the estimated 
differenc.e is greater than twice the 
standard errOL' of the difference. 
Differences that failed the 90-
percent test were not considel'ed 
statistically significant. Statements 
of comparison qualified by the 
phrase "some indication" had a level 
of significance between 1.6 and 2.0 
standard ert'ors. 

Formula 1. Standard errors for 
estimated numbers of victimizations 
or incidents may be calcula ted by 
using the following formula: 

where 
x = estimated number of personal 

or household victimizations 
or incidents 

a = a constant equal to -.0000127483 
b = a constant equal to 2355 

To illustrate the use of formUla 
1, table 1 (Appendix 1) shows 
1,381,000 robbery victimizations in 
1981. This estimate and the appro­
priate parameters are substituted in 
the formula as follows: 

s.c.(x); ~(-.0000127483) (1,381,000)2 

• (2355) 0,381,000) 

56,800 (rounded to nenrest 100). 

This means that the confidence 
interval around the estimate of 
1,381,000 at one standard error is 
56,800 (plus or minus), and the 
confidence interval at the second 
standard error would be double that 
figure, 113,600 (plus or minus). 

Formula 2. Standard errors for 
estimated victimization rates or 
percentages are calculated using the 
following formula: 

s,e.(p) ~ ~ p(1.0-p) 

where 
p = the percentage or rate 

(expressed in decimal form) 
y = base popUlation or total number 

of crimes 
b = a constant equal to 2355 

To illustrate the use of formula 
2, table 4 (Appendix I) shows an 
estimated simple assault rate of 31.8 
per 1,000 persons age 12-15. Substi­
tuting the appropriate values into 
the formula yields: 

s.c,(p) = 2355 l r ] 
14 ,5U6 ,00lij t03180 .0-.0318) 

= f0001623 ( .0307888) 

r0000050 

.0022361, which rounds to ,0022, 

This means that the confidence 
interval around the estimate 31.8 at 
one standard error is 2.2 (plus or 
minus), and the confidence interval 
at the second standard error would 
be double that figure, or 4.4 (plus or 
minus). 

Formula 3. The standard error of a 
difference between two rates or 
percentages having different bases is 
calculated using the formula: 

Where 
pI = first percent or rate 

(exDressed in decimal form) 
yl = base from which first percent 

or rates was derived 
p2 = second percent or rate 

(expressed in decimal form) 
y2 = base from which second percent 

or rate was derived 

b = a constant equal to 2355. 

The formula will represent the 
actual standard errc<~ quite accurate­
ly for the difference between uncor­
related estimates. If, however, 
there is a large positive correlation, 
the formula will overestimate the 
true standard error of tIm differ­
ence; and if there is a large negative 
correlation it will underestimate the 
true standard error of the differ­
ence. 

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 46.2 per 1,000 and the 
rate for females was 25.4 per 
1,000. Substituting the appropriate 
values into the formula yields! 

Standard error of the difference 
(.0462 - .0254) 

1..0462 (1.0 - ,0462») 2355 
\ 89,109,000 

+ (.0254 (1.0 - .0254») 2355 
97,227,000 

(0462 (.9538») 
89,109,000 2355 

+ (0254 i .9746») 
97,227,000 2355 

V (-044066 ) = 89,109,000 2355 

+ (.024755 ) 
97,227,000 2355 

~( .00000116) + (.00000060) 

~ .00000176 

.00132665, wh ich rounds to ,0013. 

ThUG the confidence interval at one 
standard error is approximately 1.3 
per thousand, plus or minus, around 
the difference of 20.8 (46.2 - 25.4), 
or 2.6 per thousand, plus or minus, at 
the two-standard-error level. The 
one-standard-error confidence 

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 95 



., 

'I 

, 

Appendix III 

interval (68 chances out of 100) 
places the true difference between 
19.5 and 22.1 (20.8 plus and minus 
1.3). 

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 confi­
dence level (or higher); R!'lltio 
ranging between 1.6 e.nd 2,0 indi­
cates that the difference is signifi­
cant 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 (20.8) to its standard 
error (1.3) equals 16.0. 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. 

Formula 4. The standard error of a 
difference between percentages 
derived from the same base is calcu­
lated using the formula: 

where the symbols are the same as 
those described for the previous 
formula, except that try" refers to a 
common base. 

-
To illustrate the application of 

this formula, table 79 shows that the 
proportion of those victims of house­
hold crimes reporting economic 
losses of $50-249 was 26.8 percent; 
the proportion .-eporting losses in the 
range of $250 or more was 22.8 
percent. Substituting the appropri­
ate values in the formula yields: 

Standard error of the difference 
(.268 - .228) 

[ 2355 ] r( .268 + .228)-( .268 _ .228)21 
L17 ,237 ,OOOJ L J 

"'.00013662 (.496 - .001600) 

"'.00013662 (.494400) 

V.00006754 

.00821827, M1 ich rounds to .0082. 

The confidence interval at one 
standard error around the difference 
of 4.0 would be from 3.18 to 4.82 
(4.0 minus and plus .82). The ratio of 
the difference (4.0) to its standard 
error (.82) equals 4.9, which is great­
er than 2.0. Thus, the difference 
between the two percentages was 
statistically significant, 
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Glossary 

Age-The appropriate age cate­
gory is determined by each respon­
dent's age as of the last day of the 
month preceding the interview. 

Aggravated as>8.ult-Attack with 
a weapon, irrespective of whether or 
not there was injury, and attack 
without a weapon resulting either in 
serious injury (e.g., broken bones, 
loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss 
of consciousness) or in undetermined 
injury requiring 2 or more days of 
hospitalization. Also includes at­
tempted assault with a weapon. 

Annual family income-Includes 
the income of the household head 
and all other related persons residing 
in the same household unit. Covers 
the 12 months preceding the inter­
view and includes wages, salaries, 
net income from business or farm, 
pensions, interest, dividends, rent, 
and any other form of monetary 
income. The income of persons 
unrelated to the head of household is 
excluded. 

Assault-An unlawful phY3icai 
attack, whether aggravated or 
simple, upon a person. Includes 
attempted assaults with or without a 
weapon. Excludes rape and attempt­
ed rape, as well as attacks involving 
theft or attempted theft, which are 
classified as robbery. Severity of 
crimes in this general category range 
from minor threats to incidents that 
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 not 
necessarily, attended by theft. 
Includes attempted forcible entry. 
The entry may be by force, such as 
picking a lock, breaking a window, or 
slashing a screen, or it may be 
through an unlocked door or an open 
window. As long as the person 
entering had no legal right to be 
present in the structure, a burglary 
has occurred. Furthermore, the 
structure need not be the house 
itself for a household burglary to 
take place. lllegal entry of a garage, 
shed, or any other structure on the 
premises also constitutes household 
burglary. In fact, burglary does not 
necessarily have to occur on the 
premises. If the breaking and enter-

lng occurred in a hotel or in a vaca­
tion residence, it would still be 
classified as a burglary for the 
household whose member or mem­
bers were staying there at the time. 

Central city-The largest city (or 
grouping of two or three cities) of a 
standard metropolitan statistical 
area (SMSA), defined below. 

Ethnicity-A distinction between 
Hispanic and non-Hispanic respond­
ents, regardless of race. 

Forcible entry-A form of burg­
lary in which force is used to gain 
entry (e.g., by breaking a window or 
slashing a screen). 

Head of househo1d-For classifi­
cation purposes, only one individual 
pet· household can be the head per­
son. In husband-wife households, the 
husband arbitrarily is considered to 
be the head. In other households, the 
head person is the individual so 
regarded by its members; generally, 
that person is the chief breadwinner. 

Hispanic-Persons who report 
themselves as Mexican-American, 
Chicanos, Mexicans, Mexicanos, 
Puerto Ricans, Cubans, Centrlll or 
South Americans, or other Spanish 
culture or origin, regardless of race. 

HauSehold-Consists of the 
occupants of separate living quarters 
meeting either of the following 
criteria: (1) Persons, whether pre­
sent or temporarily absent, whose 
usual place of residence is the hous­
ing unit in question, or (2) Persons 
staying in the housing unit who have 
no usual place of residence else­
where. 

Household crimes-Burglary or 
larceny of a residence, or motor 
vehicle theft, crimes that do not 
involve personal confrontation. 
Includes both completed and at­
tempted acts. 

Household larceny-Theft or 
attempted theft of property or cash 
from a residence or its immediate 
vicinity. For a household larceny to 
occur within the home itself, the 
thief must be someone with a right 
to be there, such as a maid, a de­
livery person, or a guest. Forcible 
entry, attempted forcible entry, or 
unlawful entry are not involved. 

Incident-A specific criminal act 
involving one or more victims and 
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offenders. In situations where a 
personal crime occurred during the 
course of a commercial crime, it is 
assumed that the incident was pri­
marily directed against the business, 
and, therefore, it is not counted as 
an incident of personal crime. 
However, details of the outcome of 
the event as they relate to the 
victimized individua.l are reflected in 
data on personal victimizations. 

Larceny-Theft or attempted 
theft of property or cash without 
force. A basic distinction is made 
between personal larceny and house­
hold larceny. 

Marital status-Each household 
member is assigned to one of the 
following categories: (1) Married, 
which includes persons in common­
law unions and those parted tempo­
rarily for reasons other than marital 
discord (employment, military ser­
vice, etc.); (2) Separated and divorc­
ed. Separated inclUdes married 
persons who have a legal separation 
or have parted because of marital 
discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never 
married, which includes those whose 
only marriage has been annulled and 
those living together (excluding 
common-law unions). 

Metropolitan area-See "Standard 
metropolitan statistical area 
(SMSA)." 

Motor vehicle-Includes automo­
biles, trucks, motorcycles, and any 
other motorized vehicles legally 
allowed on publie roads and high­
ways. 

Motor vehicle theft-Stealing or 
unauthorized taking of a motor 
vehicle, including attempts at such 
acts. 

Nonmetropolitan area-A locality 
not situated within an SMSA. The 
category covers a variety of locali­
ties, ranging from sparsely iPJlabited 
rural areas to cities of fewer than 
50,000 p~pulation. 

Non-Hispanic-Persons who 
report their culture or origin as 
other tMn "Hispanic," defined 
above. The distinction is made 
regardless of race. 

Nons1:rmlger-With respect to 
crimes entailing direct contact 
between victim and offender, vic­
timizations (or incidents) are classi­
fied as having involved nonstrangers 

if victim and offender either are 
related, well known to, or casually 
acquainted with one another. In 
crimes involving a mix of stranger 
and nonstranger offenders, the 
events are classified under non­
stranger. The distinction between 
stranger and nonstranger crimes is 
not made for personal larceny with­
out contact, an offense in which 
victims rarely see the offender. 

Offender-The perpetrator of a 
crime; the term generally is applied 
in relation to crimes entailing con­
tact between victim and offender. 

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

Outside central cities-See 
"Suburban area." 

Personal crimes-Rape, robbery 
of persons, assault, personal larceny 
with contact, or personal larceny 
without ,tontact. Includes both 
completed and attempted acts. 

Personal crimes of theft-Theft 
or attempted theft of property or 
cash by stealth, either with contact 
(but without force or threat of force) 
or without direct contact between 
victim and offender. Equivalent to 
personal larceny • 

Personal crimes of violence­
Rape, robbery of persons, or 
assault. Includes both completed and 
attempted acts. Always involves 
contact between the victim and 
offender. 

Personal larceny-Equivalent to 
personal crimes of theft. A distinc­
tion is made between personallar­
ceny with contact and personal 
larceny without contact. 

Personal larceny with contact­
Theft of purse, wallet, or 'Cash by 
stealth directly from the person of 
the victim, but without force or the 
threat of force. Also includes at~ 
tempted purse snatching. 

Personal larceny without con­
tact-Theft or attempted theft, 
without direct contact between 
victim and offender, of property or 
cash from any place other than the 
victim's home or its immediate 
vicinity. The property need not be 
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strictly personal in nature; the act is 
distinguished from household larceny 
solely by place of occurrence. 
Examples of personal larceny with­
out contact include the theft of a 
briefcase or umbrella from a restau­
rant, a portable radio from the 
beach, clothing from an automobile 
parked in a shopping center, a bi­
cycle from a schoolground, 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 injury-Th~ term is 
applicable to each of the three 
personal crime:> of violence, although 
data on the proportion of rapes 
resulting in victim injury were not 
available during the preparation of 
this report. For personal robbery 
and attempted robbery with injury, a 
distinction is made between injuries 
from "serious" and "minor" assault. 
Examples of injuries from serious 
assault include broken bones, loss of 
teeth, interllt~l injuries, and loss of 
consciousness, or undetermined 
injuries requiring 2 or more days of 
hospitalization; injuries from minor 
assault include bruises, black eyes, 
cuts, scratches, and swelling, or 
unde ter mined injuries requiring less 
than 2 day.> of hospitalization. For 
assaults resulting in victim inju['y, 
the degree of harm governs classifi­
cation 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 ['elevant to simple assault 
with injury. 

Race-Determined by the inter­
viewer upon observation, and asked 
only about persons not related to the 
head of household who were not. pre­
sent at the time of interview. The 
racial categories distinguished are 
white, bla~k, and other. The cate­
gory "other" consists mainly of 
American Indians and persons of 
Asian ancestry. 

Rape-Carnal knowledge through 
the use of force or the threat of 
force, including attempts. Statutory 
rape (without force) is excluded. 

I 
1! 
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Includes both heterosexual and 
homosexual rape. 

Rate of victimization-See 
IIVictimization rate." 

Robbery-Completed or attempt­
ed 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 attempted 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, 
irrespective of the extent of injury, 
if a weapon was used in the commis­
sion of the crime, or, if not, when 
the extent of the injury was either 
serious (e.g., broken bones, loss of 
teeth, internal injuries, loss of 
consciousness) or undetermined but 
requiring 2 or more days of hospital­
ization. An injury is classified as 
resulting from a minor assault when 
the extent of the injury was minor 
te.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts, 
scratches f swelling) or undetermined 
but requiring less than 2 days of 
hospita.lization. 

Robbery without injury-Theft 01' 

a.l: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) orin undeter­
mined injury requiring less than 2 
days of hospitalization. Also in­
cludes attempted assault without a 
weapon. 

Standard metropolitan statistical 
area (SMSA)-Except in the New 
England States, a standard metro­
politan statistical area is a county or 
grollp of contiguous counties that 
contains at least one city of 50,000 
inhabitants or more, or a grouping of 
two or three cities having a com­
bined population of at least 50,000. 
In addition te> the county, or coun­
ties, containlf.5 such a city or cities, 
contiguous counties are included in 
an SMSA if, according to certain 
criteria, they are socially and eco­
nomically integrated with the cen­
tral city. In the New England States, 
SMSAs consist of towns and cities 
instead of counties. Each SMSA 

must include at least one central 
city, and the complete title of an 
SMSA identifies the central city or 
cities. 

Stranger-With respect to crimes 
entailing direct contact between 
victim and offender, victimizations 
(or incidents) are classified as in­
volving strangers if the victim So 
stated, or did not see or recognize 
the offender, or knew the offender 
only by sight. In crimes involving a 
mix of stranger and nonstranger 
offenders, the events are classified 
under nonstranger. The distinction 
between stranger and nonstranger 
crime!! is not made for personal 
larceny without contact, an offense 
in which victims rarely see the 
offender. 

Suburban area-The county, or 
counties, containing a central city, 
plus any contiguous counties that are 
linked socially and economically to 
the central city. On data tables, 
suburban areas are categorized as 
those portions of metropolitan areas 
situated "outside central cities.1I 

Tenure-Two forms of household 
tenancy are distinguished: (1) 
owned, which includes dwellings 
being bought through mortgage, and 
(2) rented, which also includes rent­
free quarters belonging to a party 
other than the occupant and situa­
tions where rental payments are in 
kind or in services. 

Unlawful entry-A form of burg­
lary committed by someone havin5 
no legal right to be on the premises 
even though force is not used. 

Victim-The recipient of a crimi­
nal act; usually used in relation to 
personal crimes, but also applicable 
to households. 

Victimization-A specific crimi­
nal act as it affects a single victim, 
whether a person or household. In 
criminal acts against persons, the 
number of victimizations is deter­
mined 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 victim­
ized 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 involve 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 com­
puted on the basis of the number of 
victimizations per 1,000 resident 
popUlation age 12 and over. For 
crimes against households, victim­
ization rates are calculated on the 
basis of the number of incidents per 
1,000 households. 

Victimize-To perpetrate a crime 
against a person or household. 
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National Prisoner Statistics 
BJS bulletins: 

Prisoners at midyear 1983, NCJ-91034, 10/83 
Capital punifJhment 1982, NCJ-89395, 7/83 
Prisoners in 1982, NCJ-87933, 4/83 
Prisoners 1925-81, NCJ-85861, 12/82 

Prisoners in State and Federal institutions on 
December 31, 1981 (finai report), NCJ-86485, 
7/83 

Capital punishment 1981 (final report), 
NCJ-86A84, 5/83 

1979 survey of inmates of State correctional facilities 
and 1979 census of State correctional facilities: 
Career patterns in crime (BJS special report), 

NCJ-88672, 6/83 
BJS bulletins: 
Prisoners and drugs, NCJ-87575, 3/83 
Prisoners and alcohol, NCJ-86223, 1/83 
Prisons and prisoners, NCJ-80697, 2/82 
Veterans in prison, NCJ-79632, 11/81 
Census of jails and survey of jail inmates: 
Jail inmates 1982 (BJS bulletin), NCJ-87161, 2/83 
Census of jails, 1978: Data for individual Jails, 

vols. I-iV, Northeast, North Central, South, West, 
NCJ-72279-72282,12/81 

Profile of jail inmates, 1978, NCJ-65412, 2/81 
Census of jails and survey of jail inmates, 1978, 

preliminary report, NCJ-55172, 5/79 

Parole and probation 
BJS bulletins: 

Probation and parole 1982, NCJ-89874 
9/83 

Setting prison terms, NCJ-76218, 8/83 
CI:aracteristics of persons entering parole 

during 1978 and 1979, NCJ-87243, 5/83 
Characteristics of the parole population, 1978, 

NCJ-66479, 4/81 
Parole in the U.S., 1979, NCJ-69562, 3/81 

Courts 
State court caseload stati!;(ics: 

1977 and 1981 (BJS spElcial report), 
NCJ-87587, 2/83 

State court organization 1980, NCJ-76711, 7/82 
State court model statistical dic~ionary, 

NCJ-62320, 9/80 
A cross-city comparison of felony case 

processing, NCJ-55171, 7/79 
Federal criminal sentencing: Perspectives of 

analysis and a design for research, NCJ-33683, 
10/78 

Variations in Federal criminal sentences, 
NCJ-33684, 10/78 

Federal sentencing patterns: A study of 
geographicai Variations, NCJ-33685, 10/78 

Predicting sentences in Federal courts: Th9 
feasibility of a national sentencing policy, 
NCJ-33686, 10/78 

State and local prosecution a,ld civil attorney 
systems, NCJ-41334, 7/78 

o All BJS reports - 25 to 35 publications a year (includes 
all of the above) 

o BJS Bulletin - timely reports of the most current justice data 

o Courts reports - State court caseload surveys, model annual 
State court reports, State court organization surveys 

o Corrections reports - results of sample sllrveys and censuses of 
jails, prisons, parole, probation, and other corrections data 

o National Crime Survey - the Nation's only regular 
national survey of crime victims 

o Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics - a broad spectrum 
of data from 153 sources in an easy-ta-use, comprehensive 
format (433 tables, 103 figures, index) 

o Please send me current report(s) checked on the list above. 

~--------~-------~--------~-------------------------------------------------

Expenditure and employment 
Justice expenditure and employment in the 

U.S., 1979 (final report), NCJ-87242, 12/83 
Justice expenditure and employment in the 

U.S., 1979: Preliminary report, NCJ-73288, 1/81 
Expenditure and employment data for the 

criminal justice system, 1978, NCJ-66482, 7/81 
Trends in expenditure and employment data for 

the criminal justice system, 1971-77, 
NCJ-57463,1/80 

Privacy and security 
Computer crime: 

Computer security techniques, 
NCJ-84049, 9/82 

Electronic fund transfer systems and crime, 
NCJ-83736, 9/82 

Legislative resource manual, NCJ-78890, 9/81 
Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927, 9/81 
Criminal justice, NCJ-61550, 12/79 

Privacy and security of criminal history 
information: 

A guide to research and statistical use, 
NCJ-69790, 5/81 

A guide to dissemination, NCJ-4oo00, 1/79 
Compendium of State legislation: 

NCJ-4B981, 7/78 
1981 supplement, NCJ-79652,3/82 

Criminal justice information policy: 
Research access to criminal justice daia, 

NCJ-84154, 2/83 
Privacy and juvenile justice records, 

NCJ-84152,1/83 
survey of State laws (BJS bulletin), 

NCJ-80836, 6/82 
Privacy and the private employer, 

NCJ-79651, 11/81 

General 
BJS bulletins: 

The severity of crime, NCJ-92326. 1/84 
The American response to crime: An overview 

of criminal justice systems, NCJ-91936, 12/83 
Tracking offenders, NCJ-91572, 11/83 
Victim and witness assistance: New State 

laws and the system's response, NCJ-87934, 
5/83 

Federai justice statistics, NCJ-80814. 3/82 
Report to the nation on crime and justice: 

The data, NCJ-87068, 10/83 
1983 directory of automated criminal justice 

information systems, NCJ-89425, 10/83 
Sourcebook of criminal justice statistics, 1982, 

NCJ-86483, 8/83 
BJS five-year program plan, FY 1982-86, 7/82 
Violent crime in the U.S. (White House briefing 

book), NCJ-79741, 6/82 
Dictionary of criminal justice data terminology: 

Ternls and definitions proposed for interstate 
and nationai data collection and exchange, 2nd 
ed., NCJ-76939, 2/82 

Correctional data analysIs systems, 
NCJ-76940, 8/81 

Technical standards for machine-readable data 
supplied to BJS, NCJ-75318, 6/81 

Justice agencies in the U.s., 1980, NCJ-65560, 
1/81 

Indicators of crime and criminal justice: 
Quantitative studies, NCJ-62349, 1/81 

A style manual for machine-readable data, 
NCJ-62766. 9/80 

Myths and realities about crime, 
NCJ-46249,10/78 
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