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This report presents information
on criminal vietimization 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 foeuses on certain eriminal
offenses, whether completed or
attempted, that are of major con-
cern to the general public and law
enforcement authorities. These are
the personal erimes of rape, robbery,
assault, and larceny, and the house-
hold erimes of burglgry, 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 vietims and offenders, the
circumstances surrounding the
offenses and their impaect, and the
pattern of police reporting.

The format of this report paral-
lels that of the 198U edition, and one
data table (number 19} has been
added. Selected general findings for
1981 are combined with technical
information designed to aid in the
interpretetion of data contained in
the 106 tables that follow in Appen-
dix I. Despite the content similarity
of the 1980 and 1981 reports, atten-
tion is drawn to a discussion in the
introduction concerning this report's
comparability with previous ones in
the series.’ 5

Appendix II contains fltcsimiles of

the survey questionnaire; and Appen-

1Del‘initions of the measured erimes do not

"=,/ necessarily conform to any Federal or State

statutes, which vary considerably. The NCS
offense definitions (listed in the glossary at
the end of this report) are generally compat~
ible with conventional usage and with the
definitions used by the Federal Bureau of

Investigation n its annual publication Crime in

the United States, Uniform Crime Reports.

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 i

dix EI has instruetions ¢oncerning
the computation and application of
standard errors. The latter appendix
also 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.

All 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 coilection
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, corparisons 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 econfidence 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 compari-
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
level of between 90 and 95 percent),

Since its inception in 1972, the

National Crime Survey has been
condueted for the Bureau of Justice
Statisties (formerly the National
Criminal Justice Information and
Statisties 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

Vietimization surveys like the
NCS have proved most successful iit
measuring crimes with specific vie-
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 erimes come directly from the
vietims, 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 erimes, such as drunken-
ness, drug abuse, and prostitution,
also are excluded, as are crimes for
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 pffectively. Buying stolen pro-
perty may fall into this category, as
may some instances of fraud and
embezzlement. Attempted erimes
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 blackmail.

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
associated with a robbery, for ex-
ample. Or, a household offense, such
as a burglary, can escalete 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 vietim
suffered physical harm, the erime
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 vehiecle
theft, the least serious.

Victimizations vs. incidents

Certein 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 vietimized
together during a single personal
robbery. In other woras, a single
robbery incident 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 om_c’rime, is & speci~
fie criminal act as it affects a single

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981 1
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victim. The number of victimiza-
tions is determined by the number of
vietims of such acts. Vietimization
counts serve as key elements in
computing rates of vietimization, as
deseribed in the "Vietim characteris-
tics" section of this report. Vietim-
izations also are used in developing a
variety of information on erime
characteristies and on the effects of
crime upon vietims: vietim injury
and medical care, economic losses,
time lost from work, vietim self-
protection, and reporting to police.
For violent personal erimes, offender
charaecteristics also are measured by
vietimizations.

An incident is a specific eriminal
act involving one or more vietims.
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 vietim~-
izations. Incident figures are used in
describing the settings and eircum-~
stances in which erimes occurred,
including the time and place of
occurrence, number of vietims and
offenders, and use of weapons. For
crimes against households, vietim-
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 ineidents 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
vietimization rates, key measures of
the occurrence of erime, and all

percentages appearing in this report
generally were unaffected by the
change 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 and other reasons, it was
not possible to tabulate series and
regular (i.e., nonseries) erimes
jointly.

The question about series crimes
was one of several items changed in
the NCS questionniire, beginning in
January 1979, This enabled the
matching of reference periods and
assessment of the effects of combin-
ing series ecrimes with regular
crimes. Such an examination was a
special featul‘:’e of the initial release
of 1980 data.

Although the combining of series
and regular crimes has beer. 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 can be found
in Appendix I,

25ee Criminal Victimization in the U.S.:

1980-81 Changes Based on New Estimates.
BJS Technical Report NCJ-87577, March 1983.

3See Criminal Vietimization in the U.S.:
1979-80 Changes, 1973-80 Trends. BJS
Technical Report NCJ-80838, July 1982
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The National Crime Survey (NCS)
determined that an estimated 41.5
gmllion eriminal victimizations,
including both completed and at-
tergpted offenses, were incurred by
;ndxvidugls across the United States
in 1981.% Rape, personal robbery,
and assault—the most serious of the
measured crimes because they
involved confrontation between
vietim and offender and the threat
or act of violence—made up 16
percent of the vietimizations.

Thefts of personal and household
property, or larcenies, are the least
serious and most common NCS-
measured crimes. Combined, they
made up 63 percent of all erimes in
1981. The remaining 21 percent
included motor vehicle thefts and
residential burglaries, '

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

For the NCS household crimes,
vietimization rates are caleulated on
the basis of households, not popula~
tion. Household lareceny was the
most frequent of the residential
erimes, occurring at a rate of 121
ineidents per 1,000 households. It
was followed by burglary (88 per
1,000) and motor vehicle theft (17
per 1,000). Table 2 displays the
vietimization rates for all personal
and houszhold erimes measured by
the NCS, as well as for detailed
subcategories.

'?A detailed breakdown of tha overall level of
vietimization is found in table 1, Appendix I,
For reasons given in the introduction (see
"Comparability with pre-1981 data") the levels
appearing in that and other tables in this
report are not directly comparable with those
in the corresponding tables of annual NCS
reports for the period from 1973 to 1980,
Relative figures~namely rates of victimiza-
tioq and percentuges of vietimizations or
Incidents—were affected little, if at al}, by
the change in estimation, Also see Criminal

Victimization in the U.S.: 1980-81 Changes

Based on New Estimates, BJS Technioal

=280 O New Cstimates,
Report NCJ-87577, March 1983,
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Victim characteristics
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_ Avariety of attributes of vietim-
ized persons and households appears
on the victimization rate tables that
accompany this section. The rates,
ba§ic measures of the occurrence of
crime, are computed by dividing the
number of vietimizations associated
with & specific crime, or grouping of
erimes, 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 characteristie or set of traits.
Hqusehold crimes are regarded as
being direeted against the household
as a unit rather than against the
individual members; in caleulating a
rate, therefore, the denominator of
the fraction consists of the number
of households in question.

Vietimizations of households,
gnli‘ke those of persons, cannot
involve more than one vietim during
a specific criminal act. However,
repeated victimizations of individu-
als or households can and do oceur.
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 specific individuals or
households. In other words, they do
not reflect variations in the degree
of risk of repeated, or multiple,
viectimization; and, because of the
menner in which they are caleulated,
the rates in effect apportion multi-
ple vietimizations among the popula~
tion at large, thereby distorting
somewhat the probability that any
single person or household actually
was victimized.

Over the years, the NCS has
demonstrated that erime oceurs to a
greater extent within certain popula-
tion groups. Some of the more
striking differences between rates at
which selected subpopulations were
vietimized by violent erime in 1981
are shown in figure 1.

“Figure 7
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Selected characteristics of victims
of violent crime, 1981
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Victimization rates:
Personal crimes of viclence and theft,
by age and sex, 1981
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Figure 2

Sex, age, race, and ethnicity
(Tables 3—10 and 22 - 25)

In 1981, as in the preceding 8
years for which NCS results are
available, violent erime rates were
much higher for males than for
females, Men were robbed or as-
saulted about twice as often as
women, and they alsc had a some-
what higher vietimization rate for
crimes of theft—the result of a high
rate of personal larceny without
contact. Rape, the rarest of the
NCS-measured viclent offenses,
affected en average of 2 women per
1,008,

For crimes of violence or theft as
a whole, persons age 1224 had the
highest vietimization rates, and the
elderly (age 65 and over), the low-
est. After age 24, both violent and
theft erime rates decreased with
each older age category. 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 crimse
at an overall rate higher than those

for whites or members of other
minority races (Asians, Pacific
Islanders, Native Americans, ete.,
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-
sonal larceny 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 and personal theft rates for
Hispanies and non-Hispanies were
not siatistically significant.

With respect to the residential
erimes, the rates for each of the
three offenses 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 vehiele 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 generaily more vulnerable than
those headed by whites or other
minority races to the residential
erimes. 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-Hispanie
counterparts, Hispanie fiouseholds
sustained relatively more residential
burglaries, larcenies, or motor
vehicle thefts,

Victimization rates:
Household crimes,

by race of head of household,
1981

Bl white
B Black
Other

Motor vehicle theft

a
O
|
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100
Rate per 1,000 households

200

Motor vehicle theft
‘ L1t L I

0 100 200
Rate per 1,000 motor

vehicles owned

Figure 3

Marital status
(Tables 11-12)

NCS 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 erime 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
vietimization rates and older persons
hail relatively low rates. That no
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Victimization rates:
Personal crimes

of violence and theft,
by marital status, 1981

Victimization rate:

Personal crimes of violence,
by living arrangements,
1981
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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 erimes 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 eon-
junction with marital status,

l  : B “7 B ]
| VY NE TR N AN AU AN T MO
g 100 200

Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over
+Applies to male-headed households only

Figure 56

Hotsehold composition
(Table 13)

In addition to developing demo~
graphic information about vietims 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 males
and females. In multi-member
households, distinctions are made
along kinship lines.

Examination of the relationship
between crime rates and living
arrangements disclosed that in
households headed by men, persons
unrelated to the household head had
the highest overall rate for violent

6 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

crimes and for personal larcenies.
Men living alone had the seeond-
highest violent crime rate; wives of
male heads of households had the
lowest (figure 5). In householkis
headed by women, nonrelatives also
incurred both violent ecrime 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 rates for this
group. The rates were caleulated 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 erimes 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 rates for the
highest and lowest income groups did
not differ significantly, and each of
them was higher than the rates for
the four intervening brackets. *

Turning to household crimes, the
larceny rates generally were not
significantly different across income
categories, but the poorest house-

T
__________________——_—-—E_——___—-—_—_—_—————;———‘——

by race and annual family income, 1981

Victimization rates: Personal crimes pf violence and theft.

Educational attainment
(Table 16)

Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over
1256

75
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Victimization rates for personql
erimes were calculated on the basis
of educational levels only for the
// population age 25 and over. That

Crimes of theft - limitation, encompassing people who
100 ST — - generally have completed their
< Back T

formal education, excluded individu-
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
sehooling to be vietims 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
% : l ; ' o edu{é\??hqn. tain educational levels
15,000- $25,000+ ithin certa C N
%r?:ns $E/3:9tgg— $g:ggg— 312’,833_ $24.999 b!acks appreared to have higher
$3,000 violent crime and personal larceny
: rates than whites, but the differ-
Figure 6 ences were not always statistically
significant.
Victimization rates: House1h;ét1i crimes,
by annual family income, Employment
Rate per 1,000 households (Tables 17 - 19)
150
In order to examine possible
Household larceny relationships between employment
125 \ status and personal crime, the ealeu-
lation of vietimizatiors rates was
Burglary iimited to the civilian populatioq age
100 \ 16 and over, or approximately 9 in
every 10 persons within the scope of
the NCS. Execluded from the em-
nr ployment data were youngsters age
12-15, relatively few of whom par-
tieipate in the labor force, and
50t Armed Forces personnel.
The employment status of NCS
respondents pertains to the week
25} Motor vehicle theft prior to the interview. A basic
‘ \ distinetion is made between labor
| i : \ . foree participants (botdhdthqse «.zlr]n--t
b 10,000~ $15,000- $25,000+ loyed and unemployed during tha
t.heas: s:;.ggg— $g:9583— $12.999 24,999 [v)veek) and nonparticipants, such as
$3,000 students or persons unable to work.
T — it should be recognized, however,
Figure 7 that because the NCS has a 6-month

%

holds (less than $3,000 annually) had

the highest burglary rate (figure 7).
Households with incomes under

reference period, the status of some
individuals may have changed be-
tween the time they experienced &
vietimization and the reference

$10,000 were relatively less likely
than those with greater income to
incur motor vehicle theft.
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Victimization rates:
Personal crimes

of violence and theft,
by employment status,

Crimes of theft
Crimes of violence

l—WTIIII

Labor force participants
Employed

]

Retired

N

Other

.

.
I | I IR U S ]
0 25 50 75 100 125 180

Rate per 1,000 civilian population
age 16 and over

Figure 8

week for the questions on employ-
ment.

During 1981, unemployed
persons—whether male, female,
white, or black—had a violent crime
rate that was considerably higher
than that for employed individuals in

th.eir respective groups. By contrast
with labor force nonparticipants, the
unemployed also had higher rates for
violent erime and personal theft;
however, the rates for one group of
nonparticipants, persons attending
school, did not differ significantly
from those for the unemployed
(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 engaged in
nonagricultural work. Among the
la_ttgar, workers in the construetion or
mining industries and those in retail
trz.ade had comparatively high violent
crime rates.

With respect to the gender of
labor force members, unemployed
men had the highest violent erime
rate, followed in order by unemploy-
ed women, employed men, and
efnployed women. Amo7ng nonparti-
cipants, however, males 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 thg general population, men had a
relativelv higher incidence of per-
sonal larceny without contact. The
opposite was the case when employ~
fnent status was considered. Women
in the labor force (combining those
employed and unemplcyed) had a
slightly higher rate—88.9 vs. 82.2 per
1,000—for personal lareeny without
contact than did men of comparable
status.

Household size and tenure
(Tables 30-32)

A number of NCS variables were
dgveloped to explore possible rela-
tionships 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

8 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

Victimization rates:
Household crimes,
by number of persons
in household, 1981
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Figure 9

members per household. A basic
distinciion is made between one-
person households and multi-member
housgholds; 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 caleulated from the
perspective of the number of units in
the structure, with distinctions being
made between single- and multi-unit
buildings.

In 1881, as in prior years, rates
tor household larceny increased
directly in relation to household size
(figure 9). The pattern also appeared
to hgld for motor vehicle theft, but
the increases were not statistically
significant. Households with six or
more members had a relatively high

—___________————-———"‘_—_-_”—___-______—_—_—____—_——_——

purglary rate. The overall rate
pattern of increasing vietimization
rates for the residential ecrimes 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 vietimization rates than those
in owner-occupied homes. As in the
past, this relaticaship held for each
of the three crimes among white
households, but riot 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 pértain to the
places where people lived at the
time of the interview, not to the
place where vietimizations oc-
curred. Basie distinetions are made
among central city, suburban, and
nonmetropolitan populations. To-
gether, the first two populations
represent those persons living in
standard metropolitan statistical
areas (SMSAs), as defined in the
glossary. The nonmetropolitan popu-
iation refers to those residing in
places outside SMSAs. To further
distinguish differences in the degree
of vietimization within metropolitan
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 Yy million; 1/ to 1o
million; l/2 to 1 million; and 1 million
or miore.

Geographical areas were assigned
to the appropriate type-of-locality
category on the basis of the 1970
census, even though the variable

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

The incidence of personal erimes
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
vietimizations per 1,000 population,
but higher than that for rural resi-
dents. The rank order of localities
depicted for violent erimes—highest
in the eentral 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 rates for violent
crime and motor vehiele theft in
1981, but such was not the case for
burglary or larceny (whether person-
al or household). In fact, the house-
hold lareeny 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
vietimization rates than those in the
corresponding suburbs, although
differences were not always statisti-

cally significant.

50n 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
effeat on June 30, 1983, and will be incorpo-
rated when the NCS sample is redrawn at a
future date.

Victimization rates:

Personal and household crimes,
by locality of residence,

1981
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Figure 10
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The NCS gathers two general
classes of information on the charace-
teristies of individuals who commit
violent crimes. The first of these is
about the relationship between vie-
tims and offenders, with the objec-
tive of determining if they were re-
lated or knew one another when the
vietimization took place. Based on
victims' perceptions at the time of
the offense, the second grouping of
data is demographic, foeusing on
three basic attributes of the
offenders.

Strangers or nonstrangers
(Tables 35-39)

One of the more significant
dimensions of violent erime eoncerns
the relationship between vietim 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 vietim 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 NCS,
the only available national statistics
on the matter were for homieide;
these demonstrated that most mur-
der victims were at least acquainted
with their killers, if not related to
them. The NCS makes it possible to
examine the relationship between
vietim and offender for each of the
violent offenses that it measures.

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

Two-thirds of the violent crimes
measured by the NCS in 1981 were
attributed to strangers. Represent-
ing 4.4 of the 6.6 million violent
vietimizations measured, that pro-
portionate share has not changed

10 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

Percent of violent crimes committed
by strangers, by selected
victim characteristics, 1981
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appreciably since 1973. There is
reason to believe, however, that
violence or attempted violence in-
volving family members or close
friends is underreported in the NCS
(as in other vietimization 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 vietimi-
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

v mere:

by acquaintances, friends, or rela-
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 differ-
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 distinguish
between single- and multiple-offen-
der situations. For 1981, vietims 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 erime are displayed on
data tables covering this subject.

- As with most NCS information,
offender attributes are based solely
on the vietim's perceptions and
ability to recall the erime. How-~
ever, because the events often were
stressful experiences, resulting in
confusion or physical harm to the
victim, it was likely that data con-
cerning offender characteristies
were more subject than other survey
findings to distortion arising from
erroneous responses. Many of the
crimes probably occurred under
somewhat vague circumstances,
especially those at night. Further-
more, it is possible that vietim
preconceptions, or prejudices, at

times may have influenced the
attribution of offender characteris-
ties. If vietims 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
applying to those committed by two
or more persons. As applied to
multiple-offender crimes, the cate~-
gory "mixed ages" refers to cases in
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-
ceived 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 ean additional 11
percent oi the multiple~offender
crimes (figure 12).

Roughly two-thirds of the single-
offender violent erimes measured for
1981 were said to have been com-
mitted by persons over age 20,
whereas youthfu! 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 erimes
against the elderly were by persons
age 12-20.

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

by perceived characteristics of
single and multiple offenders, 1981

Percent distribution of violent crimes,

Il single offender
] Multiple offender

Sex

Male
Female
All male
All female

Maie and female

Race
White

Black
I

All white

All black

Mixed races
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Mixed ages
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Figure 12
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Crime characteristics
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The characteristies of erimes

measured by the NCS may be group-

ed into two overall categeries: (1)

the settings and associateq Loreum-
Stances under which the offenses

oceurred (time and place of ocour-

rence, number of vietims and offen-

ders, and weapon use), and (2) the
impact of the crimes upon the vie-
tims, including self-protective

measures, physical injury, economic

loss, and worktime loss. Whereas
breceding seetions of this report
were based solely on vietimization
data, the first grouping of topies
covered in this section is based on
Incidents, a second measure of the

occurrence of erime. Topies dealing

with. the impact of erime are based
on vietimizations. A number of the

§upjeets, sych as use of weapons and
Injury to vietims, are applicable only

to the personal erimes of violence,

but most cover the property offenses

as well,

The vietimization coneept and its
mett}od of caleulation were discussed
previously. An incident, on the other

hangl, is a specifie eriminal act
against one or more persons. The
number of ineidents is lower than
that of vietimizations for two rea-
sons:” (1) some erimes are simul~
taneously committed against more
than one individual, and (2) certain
personal erimes occur during the
course of a commercial offense. For
each personal vietimization reported
to an NCS interviewer, it was de-
tgrrpmed whether others were vie-
timized at the same time and place
or whether the offense happened
during a commercial crime. If, for
exa.mple, two customers are beaten
during the course of a store holdup,
the assault on each customer is
?eflgcted in data on personal vietim-
1zations. However, the event is not

6‘Diitferences in the levels of incidents and
vietimizations for 1981 are shown in table

50. The bercentages found in tables 51-64 are
basgd on incident levels. The ineident and
vietimization levels given in table 50 are not
comparable with those appearing in the corre-~
sponding tables of previous reports in this
series; for an explanation, see footnote 4 at
the start of the summary findings.

L2 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

_classified as a personal incident, but
1S assumed to be a commercia]
robt?ery. With respect to crimes
against households, there is no

distinction between vietimizations
and‘incidents, as each crimingl act
against a residence is assumed to
have involved a single vietim, the
affected household. In fact, the
terms "victimization" and "incident"
can be used interchangeably in
analyzing data on household crimes.
’I'h_e titles to tables referenced in
t!us. section stipulate whether vie-
timizations or incidents are the
relevant units of measure.

) lf‘or' the violent crimes as a group,
vietimizations outnumbered inei-
dents by 17 percent in 1981, This
was ascribable, in part, to the find-
Ing that 12 percent of the incidents
were against two or more people.
Most multiple-vietim incidents of
violence involved a pair of vietims
rather than three or more, and 65
percent of the incidents were be-
tween strangers (tables 51-52),

Time of occurrence
(Tables 53-55)

. Roughly half of the violent
crimes measured by the NCS in 1981
took place in the evening or at night
.tha_t Is, between 6 p.m. and § a.m.; ’
ineidents oceurring between 6 p.m.
and mic}night outnumbered those
happening during the second half of
night by more than 2 to 1. By con-
trast, 62 percent of all pocket pick-
Ings and purse snatchings took place
In the daytime (6 a.m. to 6 p.m.).

It is more difficult to generalize
about noncontact property thefts
whether personal op household, ’
because the vietims often did not
know when the incidents happened.
In 3 of every 10 burglaries, for
example, the residents did not know
when the incidents took place or the
mforgm_ation was not available; the
remaining incidents were about
evenly divided between day and
night. tM(;tcr vehiele theft—with 62
bercent at night—was predomi
a nighttime crime, preceminantly

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, oceurred 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
vietim's home. The remaining por~
tion occurred elsewhere.

For certain offenses not involving
contact between vietim and offend-
er, the classification of erimes is
chiefly determined on the basis of
their place of occurrence. Thus, by
definition, most household burglaries
happen at prineipal 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 vietim=
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 victims' homes. The
majority of larcenies occurred at
sites away from home and, thus,
were classified as personal larceny
without contact between the vietim
and the offender. To have been
classified as a household lareceny

within the victim's own home, the
offenses had to be committed by a
person (or persons) admitted to the
residence or by someone having

Percent distribution
of violent crimes,
by number of offenders,

Three
] Four or more
] Don't know/NA

IIIII|IIII]

All crimes of violence*

‘:’DIII

Robbery

II” -

ssault

| —

or— c:lmm

Percent

*Includes data on rape

not shown separately.

Figure 13

customary access to it, such as a
delivery person, servant, acquaint-
ance, or relative. Otherwise, the
erime 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 vieinity 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
vietim did not know if one or more
than one offender took part in the
ineident, no further questions were
asked about who ecommitted the
crime.

As indicated previously, the vast
majority of violent crimes (88 per-
cent) were directed against a lone
vietim. A substantial but smaller
majority of incidents, 70 percont 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 about
evenly divided between single- and
multi-offender cases (figure 13).

Use of weapons
(Tables 63— 64)

For personal erimes of violence,
informatior. was gathered on whether
or not the victims observed that the
offenders were armed, and, if so, the
types of weapons that were pre-
sent. Asused 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 eriine 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 erime was classified
as one in which weapons of each type

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1881 13
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Numbers of incidents
in which offenders used weapons
and of types of weapons,

8

1981
Number (in thousands) of —
Incidents Types of
Type of crime with  weapons for gach
weapons Incidont, totajed!
Crimes of violence 1,953 2,042
Rape 39 41
Robbery 556 -« 600
With Injury 152 m
Without injury 403 428
Aggravated assauit 1,358 1,402
With injury 396 414
Altempts with 962 988
weaapon

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

1An incident in which offenders used

two guns and three knives is counted

as two types of weapons for that incident.
See accompanying discussion.

Figure 14

Percent of violent crimes in which
offenders used weapons,
1981

All violent crimes
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Figure 15

were used. Because of this, the
accompanying percentage distribu-
tion of types of weapons (table 64) is
besed on numbers that exceed the
count of incidents in which weapons
were used. In 1981, this difference
amounted o 4.6 percent (figure 14).

Weapons were used by the offen-
ders in about a third of all violent
crimes measured for 1981 (figure
15). The rate was somewhat higher
in stranger~to-stranger incidents (39
percent) than in those between
nonstrangers (27 percent), For the
violent crimes overall, firearms ang
knives were used in proportions that
did not differ significantly, but there
was some indieation 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
vietims of violent erime tried to
avoid or thwart the attack in some
manner. Measures of self-defense
were used relatively more often in
vietimizations 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 erime were less likely than
younger vietims to defend them-
selves.

For vietims who employed self-
protection, the NCS determines the
kinds of measures taken. The fol-
lowing reactions, ranging from
nonviolent to forceful, were con-
sidered self-protective measures:
reasoning with the offender; fleeing
from the offender; screaming or
yelling for help; hitting, kicking, or
seratehing the offender; and using o
brandishing & weapon. The pertinent
tables (67-68) distribute all measures
employed by vietims in each crime;

no determination was made of the
single most important measure.
Because of this, data on this subject
are based on numbers that exceed
the count of vietimizations in which
vietims used self-protection mea-
sures. In 1981, this difference
amounted to 28 percent (figure 16).

Nonviolent resistance, ineludi
evasion, was used in roughly 3 of
every 10 crimes (figure 17). It was
the single most frequent measure
used. Taken together, the two
forceful types of self-defense—
physical force and the use or bran-
dishing of some kind of weapon—
Wwere associated with a slightly lower
share (28 pereent) of the erimes.
While there were no salient differ-
ences by race in the kinds of self-
defense measures taken, male and
female vietims reacted to violence
in ways that differed. Whereas
about 34 percent of the men used
foreeful measures, only 18 percent
of the women did so.

14 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

Numbers of victimizations
with victim self-defense
and of types of self-defense,

1981
Number (in thousands) of—
Victimiza-  Types of self-
Type of crime tions with  defense for each
self-dsfense  victimization,
totaled!
Crimes of violence 4,976 6,368
Rape 159 274
Robbery 868 1,148
With injury 343 484
Without injury 528 664
Assault 3,948 4,946
Aggravated 1,400 1,808
Simple 2,549 3,138

Note: Detail may not add to total because of
rounding.

'A victimization In which the victim
sizreamed and hit the offender Is counted

ai twa types of self-defense for that
victimization. See accompanying discussion,

Figure 16

Physical injury to victims
(Tables 69-76)

The NCS gathers information
concerning physieal injuries sustain-
ed by the vietims of violent crime.
In 1981, vietims were physically
harmed in roughly 3 of every 10
personal robberies and assaults,
There was some indication of a
slightly higher injury rate for female
than male vietims (figure 18).
Violence by offenders who were not
strangers was more likely than
stranger-to-stranger crimes to result
in vietim injury. The NCS makes a
distinction between two degrees of
injury, which in turn govern the
subelassification of crimes, as de-
seribed in the glossary under "Physi-
cal injury."

Vietims who had been injured by
any of the NCS violent erimes fur~
nished data on hospitalization, on
medical expenses, and on the avail-
ability of assistance in meeting
medical expenses arising from their
vietimization. With regard to medi~
cal expenses, the data are based on
vietims who knew with certainty
that they incurred such expenses and
also knew, or were able to estimate,
their amount. In 1981, vietims of 6
percent of all violent erimes—repre-
senting roughly a fifth of robbery

e g \asaioc

Percent distribution

of victim self-protective measures
in violent crimes,

by sex, 1981
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Figure 17

and assault vietims 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
were 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 selected characteristics,

1981

. Robbery
E] Assault

I I | [ l
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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 vietims topk
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
(Tahles 77 -82)

Economic loss from theft or
property damage occurred in ab_out
three~-fourths of all personal erimes
and in 9 of every 10 household of-
fenses measured in 1981. A basic
distinetion between "theft losses"
and "damage losses" is made in the
NCS program. The first term refers
to stolen eash and/or property,
whereas damage losses pertain to
property only. Losses of both kinds
can oceur in most, but not all, NQS
offenses. The notable exeeptiop 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-
nomie loss—15 percent in 1981~
stemming from assault.

Similarly, theft losses cannot be
associated with certain erime sub-
categories, such as atte mpted house-
hold larcenies or motor vehicle
thefts, although 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 j:hg
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 economie 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 those
having sentimental importance.,.

Relatively few NCS offenses result
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Crime characteristics

by value of loss, 1981
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Figure 19

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 NCS, motor vehicle theft is the
offense most likely to be followed by
the recovery of theft losses. There
was at least a partial recovery 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 most 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 insurance

compensation (54 pereent). 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-

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 claiins may not have
been settled as of the date of the
interview. Present procedures do
not require NCS interviewers to
update information on crimes re-
ported in a previous interview,

Worktime losses
(Tables 84— 89)

For each crime rep\ékrted to an
NCS 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 vietimizations
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 vietim injury.

' 16 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981

Reporting crimes to the police

w

The police can learn about the
occurrence of a crime directly from
the vietim or from someone else,
such s 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 vietims of crimes that
were reported to the authorities,
data on this subject are based on
vietimizations, not incidents. The
initial table in this group shows the
rates at which vietimizations 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 not reporting crimes
to the police. The NCS procedure
allows respondents to cite a number
of reasons for not reporting offenses,
and 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 vietimi-
zations. For 1981, this difference
amounted to 19.9 percent (figure 20).

Future NCS reports will present
information on who reports erimes 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.

Nurabers of victimizations

not reported to the police

and of reasons for not reporting,
1981

Number (in t)jousands) of —
Victimiza- Reasons for not

Type of crime tions reporting for each
not victimization,

reported totaled'
Total 26,058 31,251
Crimes of violence 3,349 3,884
Rape 74 94
Robbery 696 745
Assault 2,679 3,045
Crimes of theft 11,309 13,726
Burglary 3,506 4,234
Household larceny 7.426 8,863
Motor vehicle theft 468 543

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

1A victimization for which the victim
gave two reasons for not reporting to
the police is counted as two

reasons {or that victimization.

Sae accompanyling discussion.

Figure 20

Rates of reporting
(Tables 90-99)

Roughly a third of all personal
erimes 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 ve reported (figure 21).
Thus, robberies with injury, foreible
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-
ceny had the effect of reducing the
overall police reporting rates for
personal and household erimes,

As a group, the violenf; 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 erime
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Reporting crimes to the police

m

police reporting rate for Hispanie
and non-Hispanic vietims. Teensgers
were less apt than adults to report
violent erimes. And, stranger-to-
stranger violent crimes had a slightly
higher overall reporting rate than 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 frequent specific reason given
by vietims for not reporting personal
or household crimes to the police
was that the offense was not impor-
tant enough to \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 vietims
also believed that it would be futile
to repert 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
vietims of differing race or income.
For the violent crimes, however,
there was a marked difference with
respect to the relationship between
vietims and offenders. In 38 percent
of all violent crimes involving non-
strangers, as compared with 18
percent of all stranger-to-stranger
crimes, the vietims regarded the
matter as personal and, thus, did not
inform the authorities.

"For a substantial share of the erimes—28
percent of all personal and household vietim-
izations—it was not possible to tabulate the
specifie reasons given by the vietim or no
reason, was ascertained,

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

1981
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Appendix |
Survey data tables

The 106 date tables in this
appendix present results of the
National Crime Survey for calendar
1981. They 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 statistieally 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 tables 3-34
display the size of each group for
which a rate was computed. As with
the rates, these control figures are
estimates; independent population
estimates derived 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 ctimes.
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, 24
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 racs, 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 sex of head of household, relationshio
of victims to head, and type of crime, 28
14. By type of crime and annual family income
of victims, 29
15. Byrace 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 crime, 30

Victimization rates for persons age 16 and over—

17. By participation in the civilian labor force,
employment status and seclor, sex of
victims, and type of crime, 31

18. By participation in the civilian labor force,
employment 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 sector, type of
employment of victims, and type of crime, 33

Vistimization rates for persons age 12 and over —

20. By type of crime and type of locality of
residence of victims, 34

21. By type of locality of rasidence, 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 ,OOOdhouseholds and of thefts per 1,000 vehicles
owned —

24, By selected household characteristics, 37

Household crimes

Victimization rates, by type of crime —
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 ciimes

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 housshold, 41

33. 8y 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 (40 — 49), six
present demographic information on
the offenders only ar.d four others
have such data on boti1 victims and
offenders; a basic distinction is made
in these 10 tables between single-
and multiple-offender victimizations.

Personal crimes of violence
Number of victimizations and victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over —
35. By type of 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
38. 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 percelved age
of offencler, 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
percelved race of offender, 49
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Percent distribution of multiple-offender
victimizations —
45. By type of crime and perceived sex
of offenders, 49
486. By type of crime and percsived 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 offendsrs, 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 termsrelate to crimes
against persons. Table 51 displays
data on the number of victims per
incident, whereas table 52 gives
incident tevels 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 househoids. 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 viclim-offender
relationship, 53

Personal and household crimes

Percent distribution of incidents —
§3. 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 viclence

Percent distribution of incidents —
55, By victim-offender relationship, type of
crime, and time of occurrence, 54

Selected personal and household crimes

Percent distribution of incidents —
56. By type of crime and place of accurrence, 54

wa
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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 incidents —

58. By victim-affender relationship, type of

crime, and place of occurrence, 55

Percent distribution between stranger and
nonstranger incldents within piace of
occurrencs —

59. By type of crime, 56

Larcenies riot involving victim-offender
contact
Percent distribution of incidents —
60. By type of crime and place of occurrence, 56
61. By type of crime, place of occurrencs, and
value of theft loss, 56

Personal crimes of violence
Percent distribution of incidents —
62. By viciim-offender relationship, type of
crime, and number of offenders, 57

Percent of in: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 sure and type of crime,59
68. By selecled characteristics of victims,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 victimizations in which
injured victims incurred medical expenses —
72. By selected characleristics of victims, type
of crime, and amount of expenses, 61

Percent of victimizations jn which injured victims
had health insurance coveragie or wers eligible
for public medical services —

73. By selected characteristics of victims, 62

Percent of victimizations in which victims
received hospital care —
74. By selecled characteristics of victims and
type of crime, 62

Personal robbery and assauit
Percent of victimizations it 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 recelved 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 —

77. 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 loss, 65

Selected personal crimes
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in theft loss —
B80. By race of victims, type of crime, and
value of loss, 66

Personal and household crimes
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in theft loss — .
81. By race of victims, type of crime, and
proportion of loss recovered, 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 —

83. 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, 68

Personal crimes of violence
Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time
from work —
&6. By type of crime and victim-offender
relationship, 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 lcst, 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 resuiting
in loss of time from work —
89. By race of viclims, type of crime, and
number of days lost, 70
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Reporting of victimizations
to the police
(Tables 90— 106)

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

Personal and household crimes
Percent distribution of victimizations —
Q0. 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
typs 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, 72
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.ship, 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, T4

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 of 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, 77
105. By annual famity income, T7
108, By type of crime and value of theft loss, 78




i 4

by sector and type of crime

Table 1, Personal and household crimes, 1981:

Number and percent distribution of victimizations,

percent of
erimes within
Sector and type of crime Number sector
All crimes 41,454,000 P
ersonal sector 22,445,000 100.0 54.1
k grimes of violence 6,582,000 29.3 15-2
Rape 178,000 0.8 0.
Completed rape 51,000 7.2 g.;
Attempred rape 126,000 (rlg 3.3
Robbery 1,381,000 5.2 .1
Rabbary with injury 440,000 2.4 1N
Fron serious assault 215,000 1.0 .5
From minor assault 5'251.338 [l‘.(zl (2)§
& without injur, 4l . .
Asl;::t;ry € injury 5,024,000 22.4 li.l
Aggravated assault 1,796,000 8.0 1.2
With injury 591,000 2.6 2.9
Artenpted assault with weapon 1,20%,000 5.4 7.3
Siaple assault 3,228,000 14.4 z.o
with injury 843,000 3.8 5'8
Attempted assault without weapon 2,385,000 10.6 .
Crimes of theft. 15,863,000 0.7 34.3
Personal larceny with contact 605,000 2.7 1.5
purse snatching 195,000 0.9 0.5
Completed purse snatching 146,000 0.7 g.lc
Attempted purse snatching 49,000 0.2 .‘!)
Pocket picking 410,000 1.8 1B
Personal larceny without contact 15,258,000 68.0 Jn.8
Total population age 12 and over 186,336,000 ee .re
d sector 19,009,000 100.0 45.9
Ha:i::;.:rys 7,394,000 38.9 12.8
Porcible entry 2,587,000 13.6 7.2
ynlawful entry without force 3,078,000 16.2 6.2
Attempted forcible entry 1,729,000 9.1 4.
Househald larceny 10,176,000 53.% 24.5
Less than §50 4,904,000 25.8 ll.g
$50 or more 4,034,000 21.2 9.
Amount not available 508,000 2.7 :‘g
Atcempred larceny 731,000 3.8 3.5
sotor vehicle theft 1,439,000 7.6 2.1
Completed theft 891,000 4.7 1.3
Attempted theft 548,000 2.9 .
84,095,000 .er veo

Total number of households

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
percent distribution based on unrounded £igures.
... Represents not applicable.
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Table 2. Personal and ticusehold crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates,
by sector and typé of crime

Sector and type of crimd

Rate

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

Crimes of violence
Rape
Completed rape
Attempted rape
Robbery
Robbary with fajury
From scrious assault
From minor assault
Robbery without injury
Assauit
Aggravated assault
With injury
Attempted assault with weapon
Simple asgault
With injury
Attempted assault without weapon
Crimes of theft
Personal larceny with contact
Purse snatching
Completed purse snatching
Attempted purse snatching
Pocket plcking
Personal larceny without contact

Household sector (Rate per 1,000 households)
Burglary
Foreible entry
Unlawful entry without force
Attempted forcible entyy
Household larceny
Less than $50
$50 or more
Amount not available
Attempted larceny
Motor vehicle cheft
Completed theft
Attempted theft
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NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

Table 3. Personal crimes, 1981:

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

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

Bolth sexes
Type of crime (184,336,000)

Female

Hale
(89,109,000) (97,227,000)

Crimes of violence
Rape
Completed rape
Attempted rape
Robbury
Robbe ry with injury
From serious assault
From minor asaault
Robbery without iajury
Ansaule
Aggravated assault
With injury
Attempred assanlt with weapon
Sinmple assault
fith dnjury
Attumpted assault without weapon
Crimes of theft
Pergonal larceny with contact

%]
N e N O

P

~

-

s s e v e

L s

™ — F-d
e wernGommnoSEE S
TEESTIoTNLeDE

w

n

2 e w e

.

3 - -
R ERE

Purse snatching
Packet plcking
Parsonal larceny wichout contact
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NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown betauss of
rounding. Numbers {n parentheses refer to
population 1n the group.

(Z) Represeats less than 0.05,

Aggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewar

sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 4. Personal crimes, 1981:

o e
. o

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

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

1
s
i
i
j
1

12-15 16-19 20~24 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over
Type of crime {14,506,000)  (16,140,000)  (21,113,000) (38,439,000) (37,861,000) (33,241,000) (25,036,000)
Crimes of violence 58.9 67.8 68.3 43.7 23.3 13.2 7.8
Rape 1.4 2.4 2.0 1.4 0.4 3g.2 0.1
Robbery 1.8 12.3 12.3 7.6 5.5 4.6 4.0
Robbery with injury 3.3 4.0 3.0 3.0 1.6 1.7 1.4
From serious assault 1.6 1.8 1.2 1.6 0.9 0.7 an.6
From minor assault 1.7 2.1 1.8 1.3 0.6 1.0 0.8
Robbery without injury 8.5 8.3 9.3 4,7 3.9 2.9 2.6
Assault 45.7 53.0 54.0 34.7 17.5 8.4 3.7
Aggravated assault 13.9 20.4 20.4 12.0 7.1 2.5 0.8
with injury 6.3 7.9 6.2 3.4 2.0 0.9 9.1
Attempted assault with
weapon 7.7 12,5 14.2 8.6 S.1 1.6 0.7
Simple assault 31.8 32.6 3.6 22.7 10.3 5.8 2.9
with injury 9.1 8.5 0.0 6.0 2.3 1.1 0.2
Attempted assault without
weapon 22,7 24.2 23.6 16.7 8.0 4.7 2.7
Crimes of theft 128.1 131.9 132.8 100.8 77.8 51.0 2.3
Personal larceny with contact 2.5 3.7 4.4 3.8 2.7 2.9 2.9
Putse snatching ap.3 1.0 1.3 1.3 0.9 1.2 0.8
Pocket picking 2.2 2.7 3.1 2.5 1.8 1.6 2.1
Personal larceny without
contact 125.5 128.3 128.4 97.0 75.1 48.1
NOTE: Detaill may not add to total shown because of rounding. AEgrimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. statistically unreliable.
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)
Robbery Assault Crimes Personal larceny
Crimes of With Without Aggra- of Without
Sex and age violence Rape Total injury injury Total vated Simple theft cantact
Male
12-15 (7,394,000} 72.5 ag.0 17.1 12.7 55.4 20.1 131.7 127.9
16~19 (8,072,000) 96.9 0.4 8.7 12.2 77.9 31.8 139.4 135.4
20-24 (10,348 ,000) 90.8 a0.2 17.2 13.0 73.4 31.9 1479 142.9
25-34 (18,918,000) 5245 0.1 9.2 5.9 43.2 16.1 105.7 102.7
35-49 (18,479,000) 28.7 29,1 6.8 5.0 21.9 4.6 76.5 75.0
50-64 (15,660,000) 14,8 a0.0 4.7 2.7 10.1 3.4 49,2 47 .8
65 and over (10,240,000) 9.9 ag.0 4.8 a 4,1 5.1 a5.8 26.8 24.5
Female
12-15 (7,112,000) 44.7 2.9 6.2 & 4.1 35.6 7.5 124.3 a 123.1
16~19 (8,068,000) 38.6 4.5 5.9 a 4.4 28.2 9.0 124.5 121.1
20~24 (10,765,000) 46.6 3.7 7.5 5.7 5.4 9.3 118.3 114.5
25-34 {19,521,000) 35.1 2.6 6.2 3.5 26.4 8.0 96.1 91.4
35-49 (19,383,000) 18.1 30.7 4.2 2.8 13.3 4,842 79.0 75.3
S0-64 (17 ,582,000) 11.8 40.4 4.6 3.0 6.8 1.8 52.6 48.4
65 and over (14,796,000) 6.4 0.2 3.4 1.6 2.8 3p.8 19.1 15.8

NUTE: Decail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group.
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3pgtimate; based on zero or on about 10 or fewe! saugle casea,

is statistically unreliable,

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 aype 12 and over)

White Black Other

Type of crime (161 ,893,000) (20,580,000) (3,863,000)
Crimes of violence 33.4 49.7 8.3
Rape 0.9 1.6 al 4
Robbary 6.2 16.9 y.9
Robbery with injury 2.1 4.4 f‘J.U
From, serfous assault 1.0 2.3 2,3
From minor assault bl 2.0 4,7
Robbery wichout fnjury 4.1 12.5 7.0
Assault 26.4 3.2 27.1
Aggravated assault 9.1 4.4 7.2
with injury 2.8 6.1 2.0
Attempted assault with weapon 6.3 B.4 5.2
Simple assaulc 17.3 16.8 19.9
With Injury 4.6 3.3 6.7
Attempted assault without weapon 12.7 13.5 13.2
Crimes of theft 85.3 . B4 8 81.4
Personal larceny with contact 2.9 5.4 5.0
Purse snatching 0.8 2.6 4.3
Pocket picking 2.1 2.8 3.7
Personal . larceny without contact 82.3 794 6.4

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

Table 7. Personal crimes, 1981:

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

{Rate_per 1,000 population age 12 and aver)

dgstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample
cases, is statistlcally unreliable.

Male Female

White Black White Black

Type of crime (77,479,000) (9,337,000) (84,0L%,000) (11,243,000)
Crimes of violence 4443 60.9 2344 4.4
Rape 20,1 23,2 1.6 2.8
Robbary 8.1 2344 4.4 115
Robbery with injury 2.6 5.2 1.6 3.6
Robbery without injury 9.3 18.1 2.8 7.9
Assault 36.1 7.4 17.4 26.1
Agpravated assaule 13.7 20.0 4.8 9.8
$inple assaulc 22.4 17.3 12.6 1644
Crimes of ‘thefr 49.4 96.8 81 7a.8
Personal larceny wirh contact 2.6 440 3.3 6.6
Persenal larceny without contact 87.2 92,8 77.8 68.2

NUTHE:s ~ Detall may nut add to total whown because
of rounding. Numbers in pareatheses refer
ey populacion in the group,

3ggtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample
cases, 1s statisrically unreliable.
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gj
N Table 10. Personal crimes, 1981:
5 Tsble 8. Personal crimes, 1981: o
i ‘ Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
i Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime
! b of crime and ethnicity of victims
.‘,_4 y type ty ; (Rate per 1,000 population in each age pgroup)
{Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over) Race, sex, and age . Crimus of violence Crimes of theft
Hispanic Non-Hispanic R im
Type of crime (10,8641,000) (175,695,000) white
Male
35.1 12-15 (6,155,000) 69.2 134.3
Crimes of violence 33.7 1‘0 16-19 {6,786,000) 94.7 143,5
Rap; 12-2 o 211-24 EB,be,UUU) 9.6 144.9
Robbery . ¢ 25-34 (16,465,000) 52.4 103.6
Robbery with injury 3.8 f? 35-49 (16,227 ,000) 7.6 6.0
From serious assault 2.0 !'2 ; S50-64 (14,096 ,000) 13.8 49,7
:;:m mir;o: assiu;t ;2 14.8 : 65 and over (9,284,000) 7.6 25.8
Robbery without injury . * Female
assault 2.5 e 12-15 (5,867,000) 40,0 132.9
Agﬁia;aiesi assault 13-0 3‘2 16-12 26.728,000) 37.5 1313.0
th injury . * 20-24 (9,066,000) 44.5 123.4
Attempted assault with weapon 9.2 x:g 2534 (16,534,000) 35.0 95.3
Si:i)l*e‘ :sjsaul: ‘§'6 ae 15-49 (16,751,000) 15.6 79.5
th i{njury . * : 5U-64 (15,64%,000) 10.2 54.9
et Ac;er:gt;] assault without weapon 8:8 ;g.? i ‘ b5 and ovar ({3,427 ,Q00) 5.5 18.2
rimes o & .
Personal larceny with centact 6.1 3.1 : Black
Purse snatching 2.7 0.9 Male
Pocket. picking 3.4 s 12-15 (1,068,000) 95.4 91.7
Personal larceny without contact 79.9 82. 16-19 (1,1 10,000) 112.3 TR
. 2024 (1,233,330) 86.3 163.4
NOTE: Detail way not add to total shown because @gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample : 22"26 (l.?;".goo) 57-4 12440
of rounding. MNumbers in parentheses refer cases, is statistically unreliable, i 20:62 E:'aag'oggg g;‘g ';53"9’
to population in the group. : : 65 and over (845,000) 2.0 3.6
! Female
: ! 12-15 (1,065,000) 64.6 89.8
! . 16~19 (1,174,000) 48.8 Bl
20-24 (1,463,000) 60.9 87.9
i . 25-34 (2,411,000) 39.8 029
H : 35-49 (2,188,000) 35.6 B80.4
. . : . 50-64 (1,636,000) 26.4 36.9
Table 9. Personal crimes, 1981: : ; 65 and over (1,255,000} 12.4 2.3
NPT ; |
Victimization rates fqr [_Jersons age 12 an_d over, ‘ | NOTE: ~ Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group,
by race and age of victims and type of crime :
i
(Rate per 1,000 population in each age group) :
Robbery Assault Crimes _Personal larceny %
Crimes of With -Without Aggra— of with Without b ‘
Race and age violence  Rape Total injury  finjury Total vated Simple ctheft contact  contact Table'#. Personal crimes, 1981:
ihie ” Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
e . : , . o s as ;
12-15 (12,022,000) 55.0 3.9 10.3 3.7 6.6 43.8 13.4 304 136.2 2.5 133.7 , Ly type of crime and marital status of victims
16-19 (13,515,000) 66.2 2.4 10.3 3.5 6.8 53.5 19,1 34.3 138.3 3.6 134.7 ;
20-24 (17,933,000) 67.3 1.8 10.8 2.8 8.0 54,7 20.2 34,5 133.2 3.4 130.4 (Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)
25-34 (32,999,000) 43,7 1.4 6.1 2.5 3.6 36.2 12.0 24.2 99.5 ’J."} 96.2
35-49 (32,978,000) 21.5 20,4 4.8 L4 3.4 16.4 6.3 10,1 77.8 2.4 75.4 Never blvorced and
50-64 (29,737,000) 11.9 ap.2 3.6 1.3 2.3 8.2 2.4 5.7 52.4 2.8 49,7 ‘ married Married Widowed separaced
65 and ov::r (52,711,000) 6.4 a0.1 3.2 1.3 1.9 3.1 0.6 2.5 21.3 2.3 18.8 : Type of crime {55,055,000) (103,770,000} (12,543,000) (14,583 000}
|
Black [ G . . . .
12-15 (2,133,000) 82.0 a4.1 20.0 a5 18.5 57.9 19.1 B8 9.7 #3.2 87.5 i O e of violence 820 o i o
16-19 (2,285,000) 79.7 a2.3 24.5 85.8 18.7 52.9 29.4 23.5 95.6 41 91,5 Robbery 12.9 3.8 5.0 14.5
0 72.5 a2.8 21.6 a4.3 17.3 48.1 22.0 2.1 122.6 7.0 115.6 : Rebbery with fajury 4.0 1.0 2.2 8.
20-24 (2,696,000) ;
25-34 (4,385,000) 47.7 a1.5 19.6 6.4 13.2 26.7 12.8 13.9 112.4 6.9 105.6 ; From serious aesault 1.9 0.5 al 2.9
35-49 (3.963,000) 35.1 ap,s 9.9 az.9 7.0 24.8 13.8 11.0 82.4 4.9 77.5 B From minor assault 2,2 0.5 41.1 3.0
50-64 (3,019,000) 27.2 ag.4 15.5 6.4 9.1 11.3 34,0 7.3 38.2 84,2 34.0 : . Robliﬁety without injury “;sz x?g é‘; b
M a a ag, . i ssauln . . . .
65 and over (2,100,000) 18.7 20.6 9.0 at.4 7.6 9.1 3.2 5.9 32.0 6.6 25.5 { Asgravated assanlt 1607 ol 23 6os
; HWith injury 6.1 1.4 a).5 7.2
N | Attempted assault with weapon 10.6 4.5 | - I 9.3
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 8Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is ; Simple assault 30.7 9,7 4,1 32,0
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. statistically unreliable. | With tnjury 8.0 2.2 8.y 11.5
; Attempted assoult withoat weapon 22.7 7.5 234 20.5
Crimes of theft 129 .0 63.1 35.2 12040
Personal larceny with contact 447 1.9 4.5 5.3
Purse saatching 1.2 0.6 2.2 2.5
i Pocket picking 3,5 13 2.4 3.9
Personal larcaeny without contact 124.3 61.2 30.7 113.7
'(\“g T -

NOTE: Detafl may not add to total shown because of marital status was not ascertained are excluded.
rounding. Numbers in parenthescs refer to Sgstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample
population in the group; data on parwons whose cages, 1s statistically unreliable,
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. | Table 14. Personal crimes, 1981:
}
5 Table 12. Personal crimes, 1981:
i” Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
; Victimization rates for persori¢ age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims
’ by sex and marital status of victims .
and type Of crime (Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)
Less than $3,000~ §7,500- $10,000- $15,000~ $25,000
(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over) $3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 §24,999 or more
Type of crime (7,235,000) (23,736,000) (11,156,000) (28,314 ,000) (47,508,000) (47,317,000)
. ; Robbery Assault Crimes Personal larceny -
Crimes o wWith Without Aggra- of with Without . cet £ viol 66.8 447 42.7 40.0 3.1 2844
Sex and marital status violence Rape Total {njury injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact r.{:,fz of vielence 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
; Robbery with tnjury 5.4 3.6 .4 2.6 1.7 1.5
Male ; ; | From serdons assault 2.1 1.9 1.9 1.6 0.9 0.6
Never married (29,202,000 79.8 ag,2 17 .6 5.5 12.0 62.0 24,2 37.8 1367 4.9 131.7 : From minor assault 3.4 1.8 1.3 1.1 0.8 0.9
Married (52,285,000) ’ 26.1 az) 4.8 1.2 3.6 21.3 8.5 12.8 6246 1.1 61.5 ' Robbery without injury 105 8.4 6.2 5.2 3.9 3.2
Widowed (1,900,000) 14.7 43,0 8.5 az. g as.s ag.2 a5 ay.7 39.8 a3.4 36.5 : Assault 47,3 30.7 320 3.1 24.7 23.2
Divorced and separated * M . . N . } Aggravated assault 20.0 10.9 10.6 119 g.g Z.l
i With injury 8.3 4.1 4.2 3.8 . .2
(5,526 ,000) 68.2 20.0 16.6 5.9 10.7 51.5 22.7 28.8 133.0 5.9 127.1 g Attempted assault
H with wenpon 11.7 6.7 6.3 8.1 6.2 5.2
Female Simple assault 27.3 19.9 21.4 19.2 15.5 16.2
Never married (25,852,000) 42.2 3.5 7.7 2.4 5.3 31.0 8.3 22,7 1204 4.4 116.0 : with injury 6.3 6.2 6.3 343 40 3.6
Married (51,485,000) 13.1 0.7 2.7 0.8 1.9 9.7 3.1 6.6 63.5 2.7 60.9 b Attenpced assault
Widowed (10,642,000) 10.8 ap,1 4.3 2.1 2.2 6.3 2.4 4.0 34.4 4.8 29.6 i without wespon 20.8 13.7 15.1 13.9 1.5 12.6
Divorced and separated * ° * * . ‘ Crimes of theft 106.0 66.2 714 81.7 83.6 104.3
Personal larceny with
(9,057,000) 64.6 4.7 13.2 6.0 7.2 46.6 12.7 33.9 112.1 646 105.5 cantact | y 5.5 4.8 34 3.3 2.6 2.5
Purse snatching 2.3 2.0 1.6 1.1 0.7 0.5
Pocket pleking 3.2 2.8 1.8 2.2 1.9 1.9
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. (Z) Represents less than 0.05. Personal larceny without
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group; 3gstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer cases, is concace 100.6 61.5 68.0 8.4 81.0 lot.8
excludes data on persons whose marital status was not statistically unreliable.
Y i .
ascertained NOTE: bDetail may not add to total shown because of whose income level was not ascertained.
rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to 8ggtimate, based on about 10 or fewer
population in the group; excludes data on persons sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable.
Table 13. Personal crimes, 1981:
Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, 1 Table 15. Personal crimes, 1981:
by sex of head of household, 4 ‘ e i
relationskip of victims to head, Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
and type of crime , by race and annual family income of victims
' and type of crime
(Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over) .
: (Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over)
Crimes Robbery Agsault C 1 Y ;
Sex of head of household of With Without :;g:a- ogimes wii:sona 1:;(:::“ ‘ Crimes Robbery Assault Crimes Personal larceny
and relationship to head violence Rape  Total  injury injury  Total  vated  Simple theft contact  contact of with ~ Without Aggra~ of With Without
; Race and income violence Rape Total injury injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact
Households headed by males i
Self (63,099,000) 33.3 20,1 6.8 1.8 5.0  26.4 10.4 16.0  78.0 2.1 75.8 I Whice
Living alone (7,914,000) 68.7 ap,5 16.6 5.2 1.4 51.7 21.6 30,1 138.7 7.7 131.0 Less than $3,000 (5,078,000) 68.5 22.8 13.1 5.6 7.5 52.6 18.7 33.9 1109 6.0 104.9
Living with others (55,186,000) 28.2 (az) 5.4 1.4 4ol 22.8 8.8 13.9 69.3 i.3 67.9 $3,000-87,499 (18,302,000) 41.2 1.7 9.7 3.2 6.5 29.8 9,5 20.3 46.3 3.8 62.5
Wife (4%,711,000) 12.6 0.6 2.5 0.8 1.8 9.5 3.0 6.5  63.1 2.6 60.5 $7,500~$9,999 (9,233,000) 40.4 a1.1 7.9 2.8 5.1 3.4 9.5 21.9 714 2.4 690
Own child under age 18 (16,857,000) 48.7 0.9 8.4 2.5 6.0 39.3 10.7 28.6 129.4 1.9 127.5 1 $10,000-$14,999 (24,236,000) 37.8 1.0 6.0 2.1 4.0 30.7 1.7 19.0 79.5 2.7 76.8
‘ Own child age 18 and over (12,886,000) 46.4  20.7 7.9 2.7 5.2 37.8 147 230 96.5 3.6 92.9 : $13,000-524,999 (42,830,000 29.8 0.7 4.8 1.6 3.2 244 9.1 15,2 82.8 2.5 80.3
Other relative (3,837,000) 52.2 2.6 11.7 4.2 7.5 7.9 13.4 24,6 64.1 5.3 58.8 $25,000 or more (43,937,000) 28.2 0.4 4.5 1.5 3.0 23.3 7.1 16.2 104.1 2.5 101.5
Nonrelative (3,776,000) 113.2 4.0 22.7 9.2 13.5 86.5 31.1 55.3 16647 4.8 161.9 lack
Blac
Households headed by females i Less than $3,000 (1,957,000) 67.4 a5,0 24.0 a4.8 19.2 38.4 25.4 13.0 93.) ad b 88.5
Self (22,810,000) 9.7 2.4 10.3 4.0 6.3 27.0 8.2 18.9  91.9 6.5 85.4 ; $3,000-$7,499 (5,037,000) 55.0 1.9 19.4 4.7 14.7 33.7 15.6 18.1 64.0 8.1 56.0
Liviag alone (11,962,000) 28,5 2.2 9.6 4.2 S 16.7 5.0 1.7 74.5 7.0 67.5 $7,,500-$9,999 (1,716,000) 52.5 az.7 17.6 84,7 12.9 32.2 15.8 16.4 68.6 al 6 60.9
Ltiving with others (10,849,000) 52.2 2,7 11.1 3.8 7.3 38.4 1.7 26.7 111.0 5.9 105.1 $10,000-$14,999 (3,503,000) 51.2 a1l 18.0 5.8 12.2 32.1 14.8 17.3 100.7 6.7 94 .0
Own child under age 18 (4,140,000) 89.3 a7 22.5 5.6 16.9 65,2 26.8 38.4  115.8 4.5 1.4 $15,000-524,999 (3,778,000) 43.9 29.3 15.6 4.0 11.5 27.9 9.8 18.1 93.3 33,7 89.5
Own child age 18 and over (4,291,000) 55.7 a2.5 146 5.6 8.9 38.6 14.7 24,0 95.1 6.3 88.8 $25,000 or more (2,262,000) 342 41.3 7.0 2L 35.9 25.8 8.0 17.8  116.4 alsd 115.1
Other relative (2,465,000) 47.4 23.4 8.8 42.0 6.8 35.2 16.7 18.5 7.7 a4.8 66.9
Nonrelative (2,464,000) 72.1 35.6 15.5 a5.8 9.7 51.0 19.5 31.4 141.6 8.2 133.3
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ascertained.
i Numhers in parentheses refer to population in the group; aggtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 3ggpimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, iz excludes data on persons whose income level was not is statistically unreliable.
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. . statistically unreliable.
(Z) Represents less than 0.05. f
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Table 16. Personal crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates for persons age 25 and over,

by level of educational attainment and race of victims
and type of crime

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

Crimes

Robbery Assault Crimes Personal larceny
Level of educational of With Without Aggra- of With Without
attainment and race violence Rape Total

injury injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact

Elementary school

0~4 years?®
All races® (4,874,000) 13.9 €0.6 644 €1.1 5.3 7.0 c2.8 b4e2 25.6 5.4 20,2
White (3,558,000) 11.3 €0.4 6.5 €1.1 5.4 4.4 €l,1 €3.3 27.3 5.6 21.7
Black (1,123,000) 2]1.0 €l.1 €7.0 c1.2 €5.8 €12.9 €8.4 4.5 23.4 C4.6 18.8
5~7 years
All races® (7,386,000) 18.7 €0.5 7.6 3.4 4.2 10.6 3.5 7.2 28.0 2.9 25.2
White (5,868,000) 17.4 €0.5 6.7 2.8 3.9 10.2 2.6 746 27.9 3.1 24.7
Black (1,361,000) 24.5 €0.9 11.1 €5.5 €5.7 12.5 €6.2 €6.3 26.4 c2.1 24.3
8 years
All racesb (9,536,000) 12.9 €g.2 5.1 2.0 3.1 7.6 2.2 5.4 29.2 2.5 26.7
White (8,575,000) 11.6 €p,2 3.9 €1.5 2.4 7.5 2.2 5.3 27.1 1.9 25.1
Black (856,000) 20.2 €0.0 €12.2 €7.0 €s5.1 €8.0 €3,3 ©4.7 47.9 ©6.9 41,0
High school
1-3 years
All racesb (17,455,000) 24,9 €0.3 6¢2 2.5 3.7 18.4 7.9 10.5 46.3 3.3 43,0
White (14,643,000) 21.5 €0.1 4.0 1.5 2.5 17 .4 7.4 10.0 44.8 2.5 42.3
. 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
years
All racesb (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
White (44,760,000) 19.0 0.5 3.9 l.4 2.5 14.6 5.1 9.5 59.8 1.8 58.0
Black (4,374,000) 32.8 €0.0 11.7 €3.0 8.7 21.1 10.0 11.1 89.2 8 83.4
College
1-3 years
All races® (21,238,000) 35.9 1.3 7.5 2.5 5.1 27.0 9.9 17.1 9.1 3.8 90.3
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
Black (1,851,000) 60.3 €1.7 25.9 €3.8 22.1 32.7 18.7 14.0 115.5 €5.3 111.2
4 years or more
All racesP (24,224,000) 27.1 €0.5 4.9 1.7 3.2 21.7 6.0 15.7 104.6 4.0 100.6
white (22,026,000) 27.5 €0.5 4.5 1.4 3.0 22.5 6.4 16.1 104.8 3.9 100.9
Black (1,299,000) 23.1 €1.2 €9.5 €5.6 ©3.9 12.4 €l.6 ©10.8 113.5 €4.9 108.6

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

excludes data on persons age 25 and over whose level of
education was not ascertained.
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8Includes persons who never attended or who attended kindergarten only.
Includes data on "other” races, not shown separately.

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

Table 17. Personal crimes, 1981:

d over.
ictimization rates for persons age 16 an s
x;;: garticipation in the civilian labor |‘orce,ti
employment status and sector, sex of victims,
and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 population age 16 and over)

tmes _Personal larceny
Crimes Robbery Assault S e Without
Labor force participation, ; Wich Without Agz,rd Simple theft contact contact
employment status and 3§olence Rape fotal  injury injury Total vate
sector, and sex
Labor force participants 18.5 97 4 3.2 94,2
28.9 10.3 . 913

Employed R 0.9 7.3 2.4 49 . 21 .4 93.6 2.3 L.
goch sexes (103,143,000) Y 20’1 8.6 2.6 s9 s L md o 9 2.3 98°0
Male (5359.356308?)0) 27 1.9 5.5 2.0 3.5 . o
Female (445,109, . 17.2 96.5 3.2 .

private sector 36.0 0.8 7.8 2.5 5.2 :2;'41; }g_%, 197 s 3.3 91.2
goth sexes (86,653,000) 42.0 ag,7 9,0 2.8 6.2 19.7 22 o2 100.9 45 96.4
Ma1e1(5?§?;£08?}0) 7.6 12 ool 2 . 3.3 98.5
Female (32,7594 . 25.3 1018 . .

Government sector 42.0 1.1 4.5 1.4 3.2 ?,g.g :tll.lt 338 94.1 2.5 91.7
Both sexes (16,490,000) <81 802 5.6 a1,5 4,2 71.0 0 1270 1092 41 105.1
Hale “‘(-'2;(;‘;"32,0) 26.5 2.0 3.4 4D 2.2 2L : .
Female (8, ! 2 5. .

4.4 35.6 118,

Unemployed 75.6 2.6 13.1 4.1 8.9 53'? %9 0 41,0 117.1 5.4 111.7
Boch sexes (3,707,000) 86.7 9.0 16.6 6.1 105 7% Tois 9.8 119.4 6.4 113.0
Male (2.923.(;083)0) 64.0 as.2 9.4 420 7.5 . .

Female (2,785, *
Labor force nonparticipants 7 4.0 6.7 41.4 3.3 38.1
Lng house . 1.6 1.3 2.4 10. * ays., 7.4 40,0 37.4

Koo ot sexes (32,521,000) a's a0 A7 8.7 A0 ols.8 w0 PR s 3.4 8.1
2ale1(“(’;io?% 000) 150 0.9 33 2 v ' 0.9 ) 116.5
amale ) ¥ . .

1.3 30.3 120,

In school 56.1 ) 10.6 2.4 8.3 43-8 19 ° 20.0  18.6 83,6 134.9
Both sexes (6,641,000) 76.0 ap-9 16.2 a9 13.3 37.7 39 " 1026 5.2 97.5
st (3E3717,gug())0) 35.6 a3,0 4.9  81.8 a3, | . ) "
Female (3,270, : 9.0 263 1.9 .

Unable to work 24k ag.5 6. a3, a3,0 12.5‘_; l?.i 1307 35.1 84,4 31.7
ot sexes (3,942,000) 30.1 aglo @54 el 23 Bl gy ayy 150 %00 15.1
Male (2.207,008())0) 1741 a).1 a7,7  43.3 a4.3 8. . s
Female (1,736, ‘ ag.7 1.8 26.6 2.1 .

Rerired 10.0 80,0 5.5 1.5 4ol l;f ag.7 bub 25.2 1.7 23 2
Both sexes (10,764,000) 1044 20,0 5.3 ALl &2 0 agig 807 333 3 2.
Male (8,888,000‘))0) 8.3 ap.0 ag.8 a3,1 3.7 1. . 6.3
Female (1,876,0 : 6 73.3 4.0 .

29.9 13.3 16, 75.0

Other . a1,2 12.7 5.0 7.8 X 19.2 80.9 5.9 8
Both sexes (B,104,000) o ag.o  16.6 67 9.9 428 Y ST ST 63.8
Male (hzlegégog()m) 283 az.3 8.8 a3.3 5.5 .

Female f ’

because of rounding.
H {1 may not add to total ghown )
NOTE: gz:n:elrs i?\ parencheses refer to population in the group

aggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 ot fewer sample cases,
’
is statistically unreliable.
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Table 18. Personal crimes, 1981:

‘ Table 18. Personal crimes, 1981:
R ) L Victimization rates for employed persons age 16 and over,
. Victimization rates for persons age 16 and over, | by civilian labor force sector, type of employment of victims,
i by participation in the civiiian labor force, and type of crime
,_ employment status and sector, race of victims, ,
and type of crime (Rate per 1,000 population age 16 and over)
’ Crimes Robbery Assault Crimes  Personal larceny
(Rate per 1,000 population age 16 and over) . of With  Without Aggra- of With Without
‘ i:n:fn:)l:;:xeazm E viclence Rape Total injury {injury Total vated Simple theft contact  contact
Labor forcs participation, Crines Robbery Assgault Crimes Fersonal larceny
employment status and sector, of with Without Aggra~ of With Without '
and race violence Rape Total injury injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact ! Private sector (86,653,000) 36.0 bO.B 7.8 b2~2 bg.i %-8 lg'g %g 222 bg'g 2?2
) riculture (3,475,000) 25.8 0.0 5.8 2. . . . . . . .
M agelsatary (1,581,000) 44,9 0.0 9.7 bug  bas 353 1.4 178 69.9 0.9 68.9
Labor force participants Self-employed/unpaid b b, b
Employed ' "(1,894,000) 9.9 bo.o b6 bo7  PLo P73 2 i S 33 s
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 Non~agricultare (83,178,000) 36.5 0.9 7.9 2.5 5.3 27.7 10.2 17. 98.0 33 (N
Black (10,019,000) 40.5 a.5 14.2 4.6 9.6 25.8 11.1 4.8 101.9 5.3 96.6 ) osazg/sim; (75,888 ,000) 37.1 0.9 8.0 2.6 5.4 28.3 104 17.9 98.2 3.3 9.8
Private sector & Mining/construction b 4
White (77,235,000) 35.3 0.9 6.9 2.3 4.6 27.6 10.0 17.6 96.0 2.9 93.1 ' (5,545,000) 49.9 50.0 8.1 4.0 4.1 41.8 15.9 25.9 33.5 ! bl
Black (7,597,000) 42.6 0.4 16.3 5.0 11.3 25.8 12.3 13.6 102.6 5.9 96.7 . Manufacturing (21,570,000) 27.5 bg,2 5.8 2.1 3.7 21,5 8.4 13.1 74.9 2.3 72.6
Government sector . Transportatfon/public b 7 89.7
White (13,712,000) 43.7 1.2 4.0 1ol 2,9 38.5 11.9 26.5 101.4 3.0 98.4 utilities (5,514,000) 39.8 by.6 8.6 1.3 7.3 30.7 11.0 19.7 92.5 b2. .
Black (2,422,000) 33.9 25,7 7.5 a3 84 .4 25.7 7.3 18.4 99.8 ade6 96.3 . Wholesale trade (3,865,000) 31.7 bg,0 8.2 b2.0 6.2 23,5 11.7 11.8 101 .9 1.6 100.3
Unemployed . Retail trade (15,120,000) 47.2 1.5 10.6 2.9 7.7 35.0 13.2 219 111.9 3.9 108.0
White (4,407,000) 4.4 22,3 8.1 23.0 5.1 64.0 25.4 38.6 119.1 4.7 114.5 : Finance, insurance, real 84 .4
Black (1,188,000) 78.9 33,6  31.7  87.2  24.5  43.5  20.4  23.2 120.8  L10.8 110.0 ; estate (5,655,000 32,6 b9.8 6.6 - P26 4.0 25.2 9.8 15.4 L.l 6.7 o
Labor force nonparticipants ) ; Services (iB,Gi0.000) 38.0 1.7 844 2.9 5.5 28.0 8.7 19.2 117.9 4.3 113.6
Keeping house } Self-employed/unpatld
White (28,813,000) 13.1 0.8 2.9 1.1 1.8 9.5 1.1 6.4 41.8 2.8 39.0 . '(37,2;0':00{)) pe 29.6 bg,8 7.0 b2,0 5.0 21.8 8.0 13.9 95.7 3.0 92.7
Black (3,183,000) 34.6 2.3 107 29 7.9 2.6 129 8.7 4047 7.6 33.1 j Government sectord (16,490,000) 42.0 1.1 4.5 1.4 3.2 364 1.1 253 101.8 3.3 9.3
In school ; Services (9,128,000) b34.6 1.3 3.6 by 0 2.3 29.8 6.2 23.6 115.8 3,2 112.6
White (5,143,000) 53.7 2).8 7.7 2.3 5.3 44,2 11.8 32.4 127 .4 3.9 123.5 . public administration 4
Black (1,179,000) 68.5 a),2 23,7 42,0 217  45.6 %219 217  100.4 5ol 95.3 ! (5,496,000) 58,7 1.3 5.3  bL,9 3.4 521 2007 314 88.3 3.2 85.1
Unable to work § U
;:;.‘u: 83'?368‘))0) 113‘8 0.0 49 3.2 a3 14.9 6.8 8.0  26.2 a2+ 23.8 ! 1
[ » 2 2.6 13.2 23,5 a9.7 28.5 a16,2 2)2.2 23.9 0.0 23.9 i : dd to total shown because of rounding. separately.
Retired . * L noTe: gi;::];sm:i r;‘):::e:the;;s 3efer to population in the group. stimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer zimple cases,
White (9,878,000) 7.5 40.0 3.4 1.3 2.1 4.1 20.8 3.3 24,9 1.8 23.1 i a1ncludes data on other "government” categories, not shown is statistically unreliable.
0 heBth (766,000) 32.9 20,0 24,8 23,9 20.9 ag,1 20.0 2.1 49.1 abe2 42.8 g
ther H
White (6,676,000) 39.0 20.8 10.2 3.6 6.7 27.9 10.6 17.3 76.6 4.3 72.3 &
Biack (1,258,000) 71.5 83,2 26.3 12.0 14.2 42,1 29.2 12.9 55.8 a2l 53.1 g
;
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. 2ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ’;‘
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. is statistically unreliable, !

U
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Table 20. Personal crimes, 1981:

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

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

Metropolitan areas
All metropolitan areas 50,000-249,999 250,000-499,999 500,000~999,999 1,000,000 or more
Outside Outside Outside Outside Outside Nonmetro—~
All Central central Central central Central central Central central Central central politan
areas cities cities cities cities cities cities citles cities cities cities areas
Type of crime (186,336 ,000)(52,066,000)(74,220,000) 15,630,000)(21,738,000)(10,604,000)(17,223,000)(10,696,000)(17,519,000)(15,136,000)(17,739,000)(60,050,000)
Crimes of violence 15.3 51.6 32.8 42.3 6.1 44.9 32.7 54.0 35.7 64,2 38.1 244
Rape 1.0 1.4 0.9 1.6 0.9 1.5 80.8 9.9 1.3 1.3 9,7 0.6
Robbery 7.4 15.1 5.8 7.1 3.7 8.9 5.8 14.8 5.6 28.0 8.4 2.7
Robbery with )
injury 2.4 5.0 1.8 3.3 0.7 3.8 2.1 4.7 2.2 7.7 2.3 0.8
Robbary without '
injury 5.0 10.1 4.0 ' 3.7 3.0 5.1 3.7 10.1 3.4 20.3 6.2 1.9
Assault 27.0 35.1 26.0 33.6 21.4 34.5 26.0 38.3 28.7 34.8 29.0 21.1
Aggravated
assault 9.6 13.4 8.9 12.3 6.8 13.5 9.0 14.0 10.8 14.1 8.9 75
Simple assault 17.3 21.7 17.3 21.3 14.6 21.0 17.0 2444 18.0 20.7 20.2 13.6
Crimes of theft 85.1 101 .4 94.2 93.4 77.9 91.2 90.6 106.3 107.3 113.4 104.9 59.8
Personal larceny
with contact * 3.2 6.9 2.6 ' 2.8 1.4 3.4 2.6 4.6 2.3 15.0 4.4 0.9
personal larceny :
without contact 81.9 94 .6 91.6 90.5 76.5 87.8 88.0 101.7 105.0 98.4 100.5 58.9

NOTE: The population range categories shown ander the
heading “Metrupolitan 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 may not add to total shown because
of rounding.

agstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,
is statistically unreliable.
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L Table 21. Personal .
gﬂmos, 1981: Table 23. Household crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates, by type of crime

: Victimi
| Dt e i o 12
h of resiaence, race an H
of victims, and type of crime ’ d sex and ethnicity of head of household
. {Rate per },000 households)
(Rate per 1,000 residert population age 12 and aver) ARate pel
Hispanic Non-Hispanic
Crimes Robb Type of crime (4,235,000} (79,859,000
obbery
Area and race and sex 3iolencea Total ‘f“:h Without A::;:i-t C?mes —Personal larceny Burglary 103.6 87.1
njur, . o Wit : i
jury  injury Total vated Sinple theft con:act Z’;;;";‘;i Forcible entry 43.1 30.1
AL heeas e e ey 302 2.0
s:l\:ge rgale (77,879,000) 44.3 8.1 Household larceny 148.0 119.6
e female (84,014,000) 2308 . 2.6 5.5 36.1 13.7 Less than §50 54,0 58.5
Black male (9,337,000) pram 4 1.6 2.8 17.4 s 22.4 89.8 2.6 87.2 $50 or more 71.9 46.7
Black female (11,243,000) . 23.4 5.2 18.1 374 . 12.6 81.0 3.3 77.8 - Amount not avallable 9.2 5.9
Metropolitan areas 40.4 11.5 3.6 7.9 26. 20.0 17.3 96.8 4.0 92.8 Attempted larceny 12.9 8.5
Central cities .1 9.8 16.4 74.8 6.6 68.2 Motor \{ehicle theft 28.6 16.5
White male (18,358,0 . . Completud theft 17.1 10.3
white female (50,7;3?830) 62.8 15.4 5.4 10.0 74 Attempted theft 1.5 6.3
Black male (5,040,000) gl i’ 9.5 3.6 5.8 24.6 lg.g 27.8 109.0 4 104.6
Black female (6,312,000) 67.7 34.7 8.5 26.2 46.1 23'9 17.6 100.7 7.9 92.8 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown bezause of rounding.
Ou:lts\ide central cities . 17.1 543 1.8 27.9 lO.A 23.2 103.7 5.2 98.5 Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group.
te male * . 5 86. :
White femal§3(2522§égogo)0) 43.9 7.6 2.2 S ! 10.6 75.6
Black male (2‘159’,006) 21.5 3.6 1.2 2:3 32'2 13.1 23.2 98.7 2.7 96.0
Black female (2,528,000) 39.5 12.6 2.3 1003 25'3 4.3 l2.1 3.1 o 380
Nonme tropo L tas 2 eas 36.6 6.6 b2.9 b3.7 37.2 }fg ig'o 110.5 RE 106.3
te mate (26,597,000) : . S 88.1 2.3 85.8
:rluci fe;lali (28,378,000) fé‘? f'g é-é 2.4 28,2 10.5 17.8 : Table 24, Mator vehicle theft, 1981:
ack male (2,138,000) : . . 1.0 13.4 : : 65.6 1.2 T
Black femal 349 7.5 bg,s b . 3.8 9.6 . . . . i .
e (2,404,000) 250 bs  bo  bilg 2.3 18.1 3 s bos 4.8 Victimization rates on the basis of thefts per 1,000
- . 6.3 13.8 3l bg,7 0.4 ! households and of thefts per 1,000 vehicles owned,
€ Detail may not add to total ghoun because of round ; : by selected household characteristics
aInclu;:,: ;s in parentheses refer to population in the gtnil; bEstimate, based on zero or on about 1 :
4 data on rape, not shown separately. Pe is statistically unreliable. 0 or fewer sample cases, §
Based on households Based on vehicles owned
Number of Number Rate per Number of NumberT Rate per
i Characteristic housetnlds of thefts 1,000 vehicles owned of thefts 1,000
5

Table 22 E Race of head of housetold

able . Hou . i All races 84,095,000 1,439,000 17.1 141,372,000 1,557,000 11.0

sehold crimes, 1961 / white 33%9°000 1,201,000 1623 129,047,000 10303000  10.1

Vicﬂm. t_ 11 Black 9,125,000 219,000 24,0 10,036,000 234,000 23.3

ization rates : other 1,472,000 19,000 131 2,289,000 21,000 9.2

and race of head ci by type of crime : ,

ad of household ; Age of head of household

i 12-19 973,000 28,000 28.7 “1,051 ,000 31,000 22-5

(2ate 1 20-34 25,833,000 647,000 25.0 3,229,000 698,000 16.1
pex 1,000 households) ‘ 35-49 21,059,000 428,000 2043 42,554,000 465,000  10.8

! 50-64 19,233,000 225,000 1.7 36,311,000 238,000 6.6

Type of crime All races Wi : 65 and over 16,998,000 111,000 6.6 17,828,000 125,000 7.0

(8,095,000)  (73,499,000) Ly Other ‘
»433, 9,125,000) (1,472,000) : Form of tenure

Burglary Owned or buing bought 53,823,000 678,000 12.6 104,892,000 739,000 7.0
Foretble entry 87.9 82.7 133.6 ‘ Rented 30,272,000 761,000  25.1 36,480,000 818,000  22.4
U . . 68,

Atonpred Forstbie enry 3.6 i 339 21 "

Household larceny 4 20.6 18.5 40.9 24.3 ! NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of of the event; motor vehicle theft is the least
Less than $50 121.0 118 '5 36.7 22.2 4 rounding. The mnber of theits based on serious NCS crime aad, thus, other personal or
$50 or more 58.3 55'9 141.6 1177 . veh{cles owned i higher than the correspoanding tousehold crimes occurring in conjunction with
Amount not available 48.0 65.6 35.3 §%.2 : figure based on households because the former such thefts take precedence in determining the
Attempted larceny 6.0 5'6 65.7 55,9 ‘g {ncludes all completed or attemptad vehicle classification.

Motor vehicle theft 8.7 8:7 l;'o 47.5 H thifts, regavdless of the final classification
Completed theft 17.1 16.3 26'8 a5.1 ‘

Attempred theft lg-g 10.0 15 .6 ig.z i
. 6.3 8.10 ., i
o .7 i

H a way not 0 to 8hoin ¢ 8
4
NOTE Detail add tal shoim because Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample

of rounding. Numbers in parenthases refer cases, {8 statist b
2
’ {cally unreliable.

}
i
i
!
i
H
4
i
i
H
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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)

12-19 20-34 35-49 50~-64 65 and over

Type of crime (973,000) (25,833,000) (21,059,000)  (19,233,000) (16,998,000)
Burglary 217.9 114.7 94.6 67.9 54.2
Forcible entry 56.8 41.8 33.2 234 17.8
Unlawful entry without force 122.4 4404 414 28.9 22.6
irtempted forcible entry 38.2. 28.5 20.0 15.5 13.8
Household larceny 184.0 155.7 137.5 104.1 634
Less than $50 74.5 76.4 60.9 49.3 37.0
§50 or more 86,3 61.8 60.3 42.2 16.0
Amount not available az7,4 5.8 6.5 5.7 6.1
Attempted larceny 1548 11.7 9.9 7.0 4.2
Motor vehicle theft 23.7 25.0 20.3 11.7 6.6
Completed theft a43.7 15.0 13.0 7.8 3.8
Attempted theft 215.0 10.0 7.3 3.9 2.7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of 3gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample

rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to

households in the group.

Table 26. Housahold crimes, 1981:

Victimization rates, by type of crime
and annual family income

(Rate per 1,000 households)

cages, is statistically unreliable.

Type of crime

Less than

000

$3,
(4,532,000) (1

$3,000~

$7,500-

$7,499 $9,999 $
3,595,000) (5,617,000) (13

$10,000~ $15,000-

14,999 $24,999
,228,000) (19,827,000) (17,660,000)

$25,000
or more

Burglary
Forcible entry

Unlawful entry without force

Attempted forcible entry
Household larceny
Less than $50
$50 or more
Amount not available
Attempted larceny
Motor vehicle theft
Completed theft
Attempted theft

132.4
40.6
59.1
32.7

118.2
57.9
44,2
10.4

5.8

11.9
7.4
4.5

98.6
33.9
40.2
244

119.6

60.1
43.4

89.4
37.3
29.5
22.6
120.8
60.3
43.2
7.2

- —

0
3
8
4

o
6
8
8

o
»

87

0 79.6
29 .4 28.4
37.5 32.8
20,1 18.4

123.3 129.4
58.6 65.6
50.6 49.4

6.0 5.3
8.0 9.2
20.1 18.9
12.4 11.7
7.7 7.2

83.2
28.5
37.3
17.3
123.0
5642
33.0

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

Table 27. Household burglary, 1981:

households in the group; excludes data on
persons whose income level was not ascertained.

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

All Forcible Unlawful entry Attempted
Race and income burglaries entry without force forcible entry
White
Less than $3,000 (3,252,000) 121.9 29.5 67.2 25.1
$3,000~$7,499 (10,954,000) 88.8 28.0 39.5 214
$7,500-$9,999 (4,772,000) 80.8 32.0 29,2 19.6
$10,000-514,999 (11,544,000) 83.4 27.3 36.2 19.9
$15,000-524,999 (18,045,000) 76,9 - 27.1 33.0 16.7
$25,000 or more (16,473,000} 82.4 27.7 38.0 16.7
Black
Less than $3,000 (1,179,000) 162.1 73.5 35.7 52.9
$3,000-57,499 (2,450,000) 142.1 60.2 43.7 38.2
$7,500-59,999 (750,000) 146.3 69.1 33.5 43.6
$10,000-514,999 (1,458 ,000) 121.4 49.9 48.0 23.5
$15,000-524,999 (1,456,000) 116.5 45.5 34.3 36.7
$25,000 or more (824,000) 115.2 49,4 34.1 31.7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding. HNumbers in parentheses refer to

households in the yroup; excludes data on

38 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1981
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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)

All h hold Completed larceny Attempted
Race and income larceniesd Less than §50 $50 or more larceny
White
Less than $3,000 (3,252,000) 120.0 62.9 43.4 5.7
$3,000-57,499 (10,954,000) 116.6 59.9 40.8 8.4
$7,500-$9,999 (4,772,000) 117.0 62.9 39.9 9.0
$10,000-§14,999 (11,544,000) 122.4 60.5 48.3 8.1
$15,000-$24,999 (18,045,000) 126.1 65.7 46.7 8.8
$25,000 or more (16,473,000) 120.0 55.6 50,7 10.1
Black
Less than $3,000 (1,179,000) 119.5 9.0 47.3 6.4
$3,000~57,499 (2,450,000) 131.0 60.3 53.5 7.5
$7,500~89,999 (750,000) 142.9 43.6 62.5 b1g.5
$10,000-$14,999 (1,458 ,000) 125.8 46.0 63.2 b7.4
$15,000-$24,999 (1,456,000) 174.0 65.2 84.3 13.9
$25,000 or more (824,000) 184.2 69.7 94,5 b15.7
NOTE: Detail may not add o total shown because 8Includes data, not shown separately, on
of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer larcenies for which the value of loss was not
to households in the group; excludes data ascertained.
on persons whose income level was not stimate, based on about 10 or fsver sample
ascertained. cases, {3 statistically unreliable.

Table 29, Motor vehicle theft, 1981:

Victimization rates, by race of head of household,
annual {amily income, and type of theft

(Rate per 1,000 households)

All vehicle Completed Attempted
Race and income thefts theft theft
White
Less than $3,000 (3,252,000) 13.3 9.3 84.0
$3,000~$7,499 (10,954 ,000) 11.6 6.8 4.8
$7,500~59,999 (4,772,000) 13.1 7.8 5.3
$10,000~$14,999 (11,544,000) 18.7 1.7 6.2
$15,000-524,999 (18,045,000) 17.6 10.7 9
$25,000 or more (16,473,000) 16.8 9.9 649
Black
Less than §3,000 (1,179,000) a9.2 a2.8 86,4
$3,000-57,499 (2,450,000) 15.9 10.3 25,6
§7,500-59,999 (750,000) a18.7 216.4 2.2
$10,000~%$14,999 (1,458,000) 30.6 18.0 12.4
$15,000-$24,999 (1,456,000) 36.3 24.8 115
$25,000 or more (824,000) 36.9 30.8 a6,1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding, Numbers in parentheses refer to
housetolds in the group; excludes data on

persons whose income level was not ascertained.
8gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases,

is statistically unreliable.
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Table 30. Household crimes, 1981:

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

One Two~three Four-five Six or more

Type of crime (19,448,000) (42,266 ,000) (18,768,000) (3,612,000
Burglary 83.7 86.1 92.5 108.6
Forcible entry 30.9 31.0 29.8 32.3
Unlawful entry without force 31.3 35.8 40.6 53.8
Attenpted forcible entry 21.5 19.3 22.1 22.4
Houszhold larceny 77.1 115.3 165.0 196.2
Less than $50 39.1 55.9 798 78.2
$50 or more 27.3 45.2 66.5 95.6
Amount not available 5.2 54 7.1 10.0
Attempted larceny 5.5 8.5 11.6 12.4
Motor vehicle theft 15.0 16.9 19.1 21,5
Completed theft 8.2 10.4 12.9 13.3
Attempted theft 6.8 6.4 6.2 8.2

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

Table 31. Household crimes, 1981:

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 being bought

Rented

All races? White Black ALl races® White Black

Type of crime ¢53,823,000) (49,048,000) (4,059,000) (30,272,000) (24,451,000} (5,066,000)
Burglary 72.8 70.1 109.0 114.8 107.8 153.3
Forcible eatry 25.4 23.9 44,7 40.2 35.7 64.9
Unlawful entry without 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 109.8 106.5 148.9 141.6 142.6 135.8
Less than $50 54.1 54.2 55.7 65.8 68.3 53.1
§$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
Motor vehicle theft 12.6 12.1 19.1 25.1 249 28,0
Coupleted theft 8.2 7.9 12.3 14.8 14.3 18.3
Attempted theft 4.4 4.2 6.8 10.3 10.6 9.7

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because
of rounding. Numbers in parentheseés refer

to households in the group.

AIncludes data on “other” races, not shown
separately,
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Table 32. Household crimes, 1981:

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

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Other than
One® Two Three Four Five-Nine Ten or more housing units

Type of crime (59,514,000)  (6,094,000)  (1,664,000) (2,673,000 (4,001,000) (9,257,000} (752,000)
Burglary 81.5 103.9 111.3 128.2 110.9 88.1 144.5
Porctble entry 2847 38.1 50.9 43,6 39.9 28.0 25.9
Unlawful entry without force 34.8 42.6 41.2 41.0 38.8 3549 103.8
Attempted forcible entry 18.0 23.3 19.2 43.6 32.2 24.2 b14.8
Household larceny 118.9 146.0 134.9 162.2 139.4 93.8 143.4
Less than $50 57.8 69.9 56.9 75.8 69.7 41.8 89.6
$50 or more 46.6 57.5 62.0 66.9 54.3 39.6 48.9
Amount pot available 5.9 7.9 b4 .4 7.3 7.3 5.8 b0.0
Attempted larceny 8.6 10.8 11.6 12.2 8.1 6.6 b4,9
Motor vehicle theft 12.9 27.2 47.5 24.5 17.8 29.6 b14.9
Completed theft 8.6 17.3 25.8 13.1 9.4 16.2 bg.2
Attempted theft 4.3 9.9 21.7 11.4 8.4 13.5 bg,5

NOTE:; Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group;
excludes data on households whose number of units in
structure could not be ascertained.

3Includes data on mobile homes, not shown separately.
stimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample
cases,is statistically unreliable.
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Table 33. Household crimes, 1981;

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

(Rate per 1,000 h holds)

All metropolitan areas

Outside
All Central central
areas [

{ties cities
Type of crime (84,095 .000)(25.032,0Q0)(32.263 ,000)

Burglary 87.9 119.9 79.7
Forcible entry 30.8 48,2 27.2
Unlawful entry

without force 36.6 40,3 34.3
Attempted forcible
entry 20.6 314 18.2

Houselold larceny 121.0 148.9 118.8

Completed larceny® 2.3 137.0 110.7
Less than $50 58.3 66.4 5646
$50 or more 48.0 63.7 47.8

Atteupted larceny 8.7 11.9 8.2

Motor vehicle theft 17.1 26.0 17.6
Completed theft 10.6 15.3 10.6
Atteapted thefr 8.5 10.6 7.0

NOTE: The population range categories shown under the
heading “Matropolitsn areas™ are based only on
the size of the central city and do not reflect
the population of the entire metropolitan areas,
Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to
households in the group,

3Includes data, not shown separately, on larcenies
for vhich the value of logs was not ascertatned.

Metropolitan areas

- 500,000-999,999 1,000,000 or more
50‘000‘26962231@ 220,000 “9(9):::2“ 6u:slde R out:::f
central Central central Centra cen
ce::::l :.:::“1 ?::::::1 c::lu cities cities cities cities

el iles
(7,421,000) (9,387,000) (4

+992,000) (7,607,000)

Nonmetro-
politan
areas

(5,225,000) (7,578,000) (7,393,000) (7,672,000)(26,820,000)

113.9 70.2
V44,2 23.2
46.4 28,6
23.3 18.4
163.1 106.5
153.1 99.4
75.8 53,5
70.1 40.1
10.0 7.1
14.9 11.3
9.6 8.5
5.2 2.8

129.5
30.0

46,1

334
158.9
148.3

78.5

61.3

10.6

24.4

16.0

8.4

87.6 126.5
1.7 53.0
37.2 37.5
18.7 35.9
12644 166.4
119.3 152.7
61.0 7442
53.4 7.0

7.1 13.7
14.9 26.9

7.8 4.4

7. 12.5

734
23.5

32.2

17.5
111.9
103.3

52.7

44,0

8.6
20.4
1.3

9.1

114.9 90.0
4. 3t
32,1 40.6
35.1 8.1
115.5 133.3
102.1 123.2
434 59.7
53.8 55.5
13.4 10.1
37.6 25.3
21.2 154
16.3 9.8

68.0
18.8

35.9

13.3
97.6
91.3
52.8
3.5
6.3
8.3
6.1
2.1
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Table 34. Househald crimes, 1981: Table 36. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
7\
Victimization ra\‘s\s! by type of locality of residence, ; s Percent of victimizations involving strangers,
race of head of household, and type of crime : : e _ by sex and age of victims and type of crime
(Rate per 1,000 households) Robbery Assault
Area and racy Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft Crimes of With Without
: Sex and age violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple
All areas ‘
White (73,499,000) 82.7 . . : : .
Black (9,125,000) 133.6 Nt 2 Buth sexes 66.5 396 gi.t 4.2 o 6; 'Z; 2; 2 56 Z
Metropolitan areas 12-15 61.2 a31.6 78.3 68.8 82.0 5' o . 59.7
Central cities : 16-19 66.1 62.2 78.9 75.8 80.5 63.3 69.0 .
white (19,151,000) 111.6 146.8 25,0 ~ ; 20-24 69.3 57.7 81.5 83.4 80.9 66.9 75,7 61.6
Black (5,257,000) 156.1 157,55 30.4 ‘ 25-34 62.7 65.8 79.9 74.9 83.1 58.8 63.6 56.2
Outside central cities E b a 88.9 58.3 64.6 53.9
35-49 66.0 71.8 90.5 94 .4
iy 899'353633?) ) 73; je 7.3 : 50-64 76.1 ajg,) 97.3 97.6 97.2 64.4 J56-1 63.2
ac M h : k : . .
Nonmetropolt tan areas B 1607 33 65 and over B4.4 as5 .6 98.6 100.0 97.7 70.0 75.5 68
White (24,724,000) 67.5 7.7 . ’
Bluck (1,876,000) 1.6 978 o ! trale 2.3 %750 86.5 go.8 790 o e S
12-15 61.4 20.0 7549 66.5 79.3 56.9 58.1 56.
16~19 71.2 2100.0 83.7 84.6 83.3 68.1 70.2 66.7
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in *Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases 20-24 75.8 a100.0 83.7 89.0 82.0 73.9 78:1 70.7
the group. is statistically unrelisble. 25-34 72.9 2100.0 89.7 86.0 91.6 69,2 3.4 66.8
35-49 718 20.0 89.2 95.7 86.8 66.7 75.0 60.2
50-64 80.1 30.0 96.2 95.5 96.7 72.6 67.5 75.2
65 and over 82.8 20.0 100.0 2100.0 100.0 66.9 ag1.7 63.8
i 56.9 58.8 Bl.6 78.1 83.5 49,7 56.1 47.1
. ’ FET;-ITS 61.0 a3l.e 85.3 a73.8 90.8 59.1 68,5 56.7
Table 35. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: 16-19 53.1 59.2 63.9 a37.5 72.7 49.8 64.7 42.8
20-24 56.9 55.5 76.7 a70.0 78.6 52.9 gz.g 21 .?
Number of victimizations and victimization rates 25-34 i Rads: P 5203 i Piat 447 45.2
for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime e 7 2791 9824 100.0 97.6 53.6 63.6 50.0
and victim-offender relationship 65 and over 86.0 a55.6 97.2 100.0 93.7 74.3 a70.2 75.8
(Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 and over)
8ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample
Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers cages, 1s statistically unreliable,
Type of crime Nusber Rate Number Rate
Crimes of viclence 4,376,000 23.5 2,206,000 11.8
Rape 106,000 0.6 71,000 0.4
Completed rape 25,000 0.1 26,000 0.1
Atteapted rape 82,000 0.4 46,000 0.2
Robbery 1,170,000 6.3 211,000 1.1 Table 37. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
Ro:hery u:h 1njury . 366,000 2.0 74,000 0.4
rom serious agsault 180,000 1.0 35,000 0.2 H H
Robbery wictom ol 185,000 10 39,000 0.2 < Percent of victimizations involving strangers,
obbery withour injury 804,000 43 137,000 . i ¢
Assault 3,100,000 16.6 1,924,000 o ! by sex and race of victims and type of crime
Aggravated assault 1,213,000 6.5 582,000 3.1 ;
With injury 334,000 1.8 256,000 1.4
51“;:”“4 ;lllult with weapon 879,000 4,7 326,000 1.8 g Robbery Assault
mple assault 1,887,000 10.1 1,341,000 7.2 i ; With Without
With injury 425,000 2. . ' Crimes of ! {mpl:
Attempted assault without weapon 1,462,000 7.3 gg'.ggg g.g . Sex and race violence Rape Total injury injury Total Aggravated Simple
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of tounding. i B
°§‘Q$2‘“ 67.2 67.9 85.1 82.0 86.6 63.0 70 .g 2: g
Black 61.2 228.1 82.7 B4 4 81.8 51.2 54, .
Maélﬁir.e 72.5 a67.4 87.5 87.8 87.4 69.1 74,1 66.1
Black 69.1 a190.0 82.6 78.7 83.6 60.5 61.3 59.7
Female 59.1 48.2
4 57.9 68.0 80.9 73.6 85.1 51.2 .
‘J'Iici 5t.2 4.8 82.4 91.0 78.5 40.2 43.4 38.3
agstimate, based on about 1) or fewer sample
cases, is statistically unreliasble.
¢ i
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Table 40, Personal crimes of violence, 1981:

Table 38. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: . . )
X Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations,

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

Perceived sex of offender

. T, £ crdl Not known and
Robbery Assgault ype oF crine Total Hale Female not available
Crimes of With Without i
Sex and marital status violence Rape Total infury tnjury Total AgyrHva ted Simple Grimss of violence (4,457,000) 100.0 88.9 10.6 0.5
; Rape (144,000) 100.0 98.9 01 oD
: Robbery (624 ,000) 100.0 93.6 5.8 .3-0
Both sexes : Robleey vith {njury (189,000) 100.0 941 asg -t
E o o
Never married 68.3 52.0 82.4 79.7 83.0 65.0 69.7 62.5 1 Assault {3.689,000)"1“’ (433,000 :gg.g ::7,; i 0.8
Married 70.6 60.0 92.9 97.1 91.3 65.5 72, 616 4 Aggravated amsault (1,220,000) 100.0 830 1o 0.5
Widowed 77.6 2100.0 96.8 96 .4 94.3 63.7 ) 67.9 60.8 if Stmple assault (2,469,000) 100.0 87.1 12.5 -3'2
Separated and divorced 49.5 744 7441 71.3 76.8 40,5 47.7 6.7 {g * .
B NOTE: Detail may not sdd to total shown be a
Male ¢ shown because Kstimate, based ¢n zerc or on abtut 10 £
Never married 71.9 2100.0 82.5 80.9 83.2 68.8 71.4 67.1 i TavantiSney atet of victinizattons stiowa sample cases, is statistically wrelicble.
Married 75.4 29,0 93.7 97.8 92.3 71.3 76.5 67.9
Widowed 67.9 49,0 91.3 a75.0 a100.0 a3p.1 apn.n ajs,7
Separated and divorced 64.5 49.0 89.7 95.1 86.8 50.4 Ht).4 5.9
Female
Never married 60.7 49.2 82.6 77.3 84.9 56.6 6.3 53,9
Married 61.2 61.3 91.4 95.3 8Y.7 52.6 60,0 4.1
Widowed 80.1 4100.0 97.2 100.0 94.1 68.0 63.9 70.4 |
Separated and divorced 39.9 76.1 62.6 567 67.5 29.8 3.6 28 .4
aggrimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample l
cases, is statistically unreliable.
; :
!
Table 39. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
Percent of victimizations involving strangers, i
by race and annual family income of victims i
and type of crime : i
Robbery Assault
Race and annual Crimes of With Without
family income violence Rape Total injury fnjury Total Appravated Simple
Table 41. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
All races® . .
L races” $3,000 665 63.8 8.1 524 2.3 60.1 5322 57.9 Percent distribution of single-otfender victimizations,
$3,000-$7,499 61.1 51.6 84.0 81.5 85.0 52.7 54.3 51,7 by type of crime and perceived age of offender
$7,500-5$9,999 60.3 bgo.9 80.3 80.0 80.5 54.4 65.4 43.9
$10,000~-$14,999 69.2 61.3 85.5 83.7 86.5 65.4 7442 59.9
$15,000-$24,999 67.7 64.7 86.5 83.0 88.1 63.5 66.7 bl.6
$25,000 and over 70.2 bs59 .4 88.2 83.1 90.6 66.7 76.7 62.3 Perceived age of offender
1220 21 and Not known and
White Type of crime Total Under 12 Total 12-14 15-17 18-20 over not available
Less than $3,000 71.8 bgg,4 88.9 89.1 83,5 66.7 74.3 62.5 - .
$3,000-$7,499 62.7 63.4 86.1 77.6 90.4 55.0 60.5 52.5
$7.500-59,999 58.8 b73.3 78.5 77.3 79.1 53.3 09.5 462 Griaee ‘(’f.,.Z‘S‘s"‘e (4,457,000) 100.0 0 294 4.3 11.8 13.3 67.9 2.3
$10,000-514,999 68.4 710 84.5 87.6 83.0 65.2 74.5 59.5 R“gie (822 ()) 100.0 0.0 18.1 a1.0 ag,0 39,0 80.1 a9
$15,000~$24,999 66.8 ,67-6 84,1 79.2 86.6 63.4 66.8 Bl.4 °Rob§>e'ry wit.:ho?\jury (189 ,000) igg-g :8-; g;g fz 14.0 17.6 60.5 4.8
25,000 and 71.0 51.7 88.9 86.3 90.3 67.8 76.6 639 - 8 ’ . . 13.2 . . as,
925,000 and over o Robbery without {njury (435,000)  100.0 2.3 375 36 143 196 s it
Black , . ‘ Assault (3,689,000) 100.0 0.6 28,9 4.6 11.6 127 - 26.6 1.9
Less than $3,000 51.7 b1g .6 81.9 b100.0 77.6 37.0 420 by .5 ‘S‘fg“i""‘e" assault (1,220,000) 100.0 20.4 25.3 3.7 9.3 12.2 1.8 2.5
$3,000-§7,499 55.8 b28.6 78.2 38.2 75.2 44,3 40.4 47.6 mple assault (2,469,000) 100.0 0.7 30.7 50 12.8 12.9 57,0 1.6
57,500-59 ,999 64.0 b%o.a 83.5 "balo 0 83.3 55.9 bsg .0 63,5
$10,000-514,999 68.5 0.0 84.9 70,6 91.8 61.6 71.2 53.5 .
$15:000_$24:999 74.8 b0.0 96.4 100.0 95.2 65.7 66.1 62.6 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. %Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases . -
$25,000 and over 55.4 b300.0 by4.4 bp.0 bgy.g 47.8 80.1 b33,3 Number of victimizations shown in parentheses. is statistically unreliable. ' (t
N <
3Tneludes data on "other” races, not shown separately.
bggtimate, based on zero or on about 19 or fewer sample ) v - A
cases, is statistically unreliable. .
! P
-]
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Table 42. Personal crimes of violence, 1281:-

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations,

by type of crime and perceived race of offender

Percaived race of offendar

Not known and

Typs of crime Total White Black Other not available
Crimes of violencd (4,457,000) 100.0 67.7 26,5 3.7 2.1
Rape (144,000) 100.0 54.4 37.5 26.1 2.0
Robbery (624,000) 100.0 39.5 51.5 6.0 3.0
Robbery with injury (189,000) 100.0 48.1 43.2 2.6 8.1
Robbery without injury (435,000) 100.0 35.% 35.1 65 22,5
Assault (3,689,000) 100.0 73.0 1.8 3.3 1.9
Aggravated assault (1,220,000) 100.0 67.2 2.3 4.6 1.9
Simpla mssault (2,469,000) 100.0 75.8 19.6 2.6 1.9

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding. Numbsr of victimizations showa in
parenthases.

Table 43. Personal crimes of vioience, 1981:

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations,

by type of crime, age of viclims,
and perceived age of offendcr

Sstinste, basad on aboitt 10 or fewer sample
casas, is statistically unrelisble,

Perceived age of offender

Type of crime 12-20 21 and Noz known and
and age of victims Total Under 12 Total 12-14 15-17 18-20 over not available
Crimes of violence?
12-19 (t,233,000) 100.0 b1.1 61,9 12.2 30.3 19.3 35.4 1.7
20-34 (2,255,000) 100.0 bg.1 16.6 1.1 4.3 11.2 81.2 2.0
35-49 (608,000) 100.0 59,5 18.6 bg .9 6.9 10.8 78.9 b2.0
50-64 (245,000) 100.0 bo.7 15.9 b3.0 4.1 8.8 77.9 bs.s
65 and over (117,000) 100.0 br.1 17.0 52,5 3.5 b0 74.6 b7.3
Robbery
12-19 (156,000) 100.0 bg,0 59.7 bg.8 29.5 21.4 38.5 by.8
20-34 (271,000) 100.0 bp .0 24.8 br.1 9.1 14.6 70.8 b4 .4
35-49 (92,000) 100.0 b.0 30.2 by.0 b10,1 20.0 =466 .8 b3 .0
50-64 (53,000) 100.0 bo.o 3.5 . bp.0 bg.1 b1s.4 W 64.3 bi2.2
65 and over (51,000) 100.0 2.6 byg.3 b 55,6 b20.0 ' 57.8 bi1.4
Amssult ;
12-19 (1,034,000) 100.0 b3 63.8 13.1 1.2 19.6 ' 331 1.8
20-34 (1,902,000) 100.0 bg.2 15.2 1.1 3.5 10.6 i 82.9 1.7
35-49 (503,000) 100.0 b6 17.0 “ b1 6.5 9.4 7 80.8 b1 .6
50-64 (184,000) 100.0 by,9 14.2 %.0 b3, | b7.1 81.0 b3.9
65 and over (65,000) 100.0 b9.0 bg.7 LI b0 b4 .3 87.2 bs 2

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

Number of victimizations shown in parentheses.
81ncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
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bEn‘iiuﬁe, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample cases,

is sfatistically unreliable.

Table 44. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:

by type of crime, race of victims,
and perceived race of offender

Percent distribution of single-offender victimizations, ipis

Type of crime

Perceived race of offender

Not known and

and race of victims ‘Total White Black Other not available
Crimes of violence
Whice (3,740,000) 100.0 77.0 17.1 3.7 2.2
Black (635,000} 100.0 144 81.9 2.8 21,0
Rape :
White (116,000) 100.0 65.9 1 24,0 a7.6 2.4
Black (24,000) 100.0 a0 4 100.0 5.0 23.0
Robbery
White (467,000) 100.0 48.2 43.2 5.6 3.4
Black (144,000) 100.0 14.1 79.0 45,5 21,4
Robbery with injury . o
White (148,000) 100.0 56.3 33.9 . 35.9 23.8
Black (1+¢,000) 100.0 21y.7 75.0 4.0 as.3
Robbery without injulry
White (319,000) 100.0 46,4 47.4 5.4 a2.8
Black (106,000) 100.0 aj2.1 80.4 az.5 20.0
Assault
White (3,156,000) 100.0 8L.7 13.0 3.2 2.0
Black (467,000) 4.0 15.2 81.8 2.1 0.9
Aggravated assault
White (979,000) 100.0 79.3 13.9 4.6 2.2
Black (221,000) 130.0 13.4 81.5 84,4 29.7
Simple assault .
white (2,178,000) 100.0 82.8 12.6 s ’ 2.0
Black (246,000) 100.0 16.8 82.2 2.0 2,0

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding. Nunter of victimizations shown in
parentheses,

Table 45. Psrsonal crimes of violence, 1981:

agstimate, based orn zero or on about 10 or fewer
gample cases, is statistically unreliable.

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

Perceived sex of offenders
Male and  Not known and

Type of crime Total All male All female female not available
Crimes of violence (1,998,000) 100.0 8.9 6.0 10.7 1.4
Rape (33,000) 100.0 90.1 20.0 49.9 20,0
Robbery (738,000) 100.0 89.2 2.7 6.9 al.2
Robbery with injury (239,000) 100.0 89.7 a3.g .2 a.2
Robbary without injury (499,000} 100.0 88.9 32,2 8.3 2.7
Aasault (1,227,000) 100.0 716.8 8.3 13.2 L&
Aggravated asaault (516,000) 100.0 80.2 33.9 14.4 216
Simple assault (711,000) 100.0 4.6 11.3 12.5 .7

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of
rounding, Number of victimizations shown in
paruntheses.

8ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
sanmple cases, is stacistlcally unreliable,
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. K ; Table 48. Personal r.fimes of violence, 1981:
& . Table 46, Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
i o - Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, -
] Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
by type of crime and perceived age of cffenders and perceived age of offenders
K Perceived age of offenders
ALl AlL All 21 Mixed Not known and Perceived age of offenders
Type of crime Total under 12 12~20 and over ages not available | Type of crime All ] All All 21 Mixed Not known and
and age of victims Total under {2 12-20 and over ages not available
Crimes of violence (1,998,000) 100.0 9.3 42,2 31.0 23.3 3.2
Rape (33,000) 100.0 29.0 a3p.7 609 ay.s ag,0 Crimes of vislence?
Rogebery ¢738,000) 100.0 20,0 4k, 30.6 24.5 3.8 12-19 (685,000) 100.0 :0-4 67.7 12.0 18,0 bl.9
Robbery with injury (23%,000) 100.0 33.0 36.8 27.4 27.4 8.4 ’ 29—3-‘0 (826,000) 100.0 bg.lo 2:’).6 42.0 29,0 b}.()
Robbery without injury (499,000) 100.0 3.9 43.2 32.2 23.1 aj.s ' gr:‘a §f7“'°33§ 130.0 (0.0 31.2 31:.; 1226 P54
Assault {1,227,000) 100.0 20,5 43.2 30.4 .23.0 3.0 v 6(5}- f:d 3,0(7 000) :Ug.g b0.0 25.3 &I. 22.3 hﬁ-J
Aggravated assault (516,000) 10G.0 0.0 39.2 32.4 25.2 3.2 : and over (71, . 0.0 1. 31.9 . 3.8
Simple assault (711,000) 100.0 29.9 46,1 28.9 21.3 2.8 Ro!;:g (213,000) 100.0 b.0 6o 9.6 19.0 ba.s
. o . . . o .
20-34 (275,000) 100.0 gg.o 28.4 37.0 312 :3.4
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because 8ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer 35-49 (107,000) 100.0 Kl 30.0 42.3 23,3 buh
of roundtiz. Number of victimizations shown sample case;, is statistically unreliable. H 50-64 (97,000) 100.0 E0.0 29.6 41.2 b22.2 :7.0
in parentheses. Asgg a;:d over (46,000) 100.0 0.0 39.6 40,9 16.7 2.9
i it
12-19 (454,000} 100.0 bo.7 68.5 1.3 18.0 br,s
20-34 (538,000) 100.0 bg.6 24.2 44,0 28.3 2.9
35-49 (135,000) 100.0 by,0 34.6 35.3 24.0 bg.1
: 50-64 (76,000) 100.0 bg.0 L 42.8 43,0 bg.7 bs.s
65 and over (24,000) 100.0 b0.0 b4t ,0 bip.7 b36.4 bs.0
Table 47. Personal crimes of violence, 1981: ' NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because aIncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
i of rounding., Number of victimizaltions shown t’l-:stimnte, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, ¢ | Lo parentheses. savple cases, s statistically unreliable.
by type of crime and perceived race of offenders i
i
Perceived race of offenders |
All ALl All Mixed Not known and
Type of crime Total white black other races not available E Table 49. Personal crimes of violence, 1981:
Crimes of violence (1,998,000 100.0 ot 36.7 a7 66 28 i Percent distribution of multipie-offender victimizations,
Rape (33,000) 100.0 34.3 47.1 9.3 9.3 0.0 . b f -m f A ti
Robbery (738,000) 100.0 27.3 58.3 aa 7 6.7 as.o : y(:ype (o] ic"d e, racef O"Vch ms,
Robbery with fnjury (239,000} 100.0 3141 56.4 1.2 7.1 4.2 { an erceived race of offen r!
Robbery without injury (;099,000) 100.0 25.5 59.2 6.4 6.5 az.4 i p ers
Assault (1,227,000) 100.0 62.6 234 4.5 6.5 3.0 *
Aggravated assault (516,000) 100.0 64.1 21.9 5.9 6.5 21